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Impacts
The land and Indigenous people

Exhibit 1

“After the arrival of Europeans in the late 18th century, the lives of the area's 
indigenous people were forever changed. Exotic diseases wiped out entire villages. 

Long-standing social traditions were disrupted by new technologies and restrictions. 
Euro-American settlers competed for the abundant resources of the Olympic 

Peninsula. Salmon were fished from the streams, elk populations decimated and 
huge swaths of trees were harvested from the forests—the land and its ownership 

had changed.” (“People of the Olympic Peninsula”, Olympic National Park, nps.gov)

“On the streams, especially in the mountains region, we found land otter, mink, rats, 

and the sole object of the traders long journey to that region - the Beaver - These were 
very numerous till, their number has been diminished by white trappers - the business 
of which people is always to exterminate every native animal - for the Indian spare the 

young and take not life wantonly.” (John Ball, Oregon Country, 1832 from The Pacific 

Raincoast, p. 29)

“In a few weeks from the introduction of the disease, hundreds of natives became 
victims to it, the beach for a distance of eight miles was literally strewn with the dead 
bodies of these people, presenting a most disgusting spectacle.”  (Samuel Hancock on 

the devastation wrought by smallpox in 1853, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 55)

“Within a century of sustained Euroamerican contact, the Northwest native 

population had been reduced by more than 80%” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 56)

“The new settlers' practices also interfered with land-management techniques that 
the Indians had long employed. Fire was a tool Native Americans used to cleanse the 

land, maintain healthy prairie ecosystems, and prepare ground for planting and 
cultivation of camas, berries, and other crops. For generations, tribes shaped the 

habitat of the region through low-intensity, controlled burns, usually set in the late 
summer. But as the settlers built their farms and houses on the land, fire was not 
welcome. Their reaction was to suppress the management fires that tribespeople 

set.” (“Agriculture in Washington 1792 to 1900”, Historylink.org)

“Hunting and habitat loss had reduced the elk's numbers from an estimated 25,000 to 
40,000 animals in the 1850s to 2,000 or fewer in 1905. The slaughter of elk for their 

upper canine teeth, which enjoyed a turn-of-the-century vogue as watch fobs for 
members of the Elks Lodge, garnered particular notoriety.”  (“Olympic National Park”, 

Historylink.org)



“I saw the before and I saw the after the huge piles of logging slash left on the 
ground, streams and rivers that had supported the salmon, that had sustained the 
tribal culture and economy for so many centuries, were blocked with impassable 

jams and silted with choking sediment. The roads were being constructed right along 
the stream beds, there was no space for replanting. It was quite a shocking 

experience.  I didn't know a heck of a lot about forestry at that time, but I knew it 
wasn't right.” (Gary Morishima, Quinault Management Center, Historylink.org)

“Throughout the nineteenth century, entrepreneurs and others were developing 
various natural-resource industries, each of which altered local ecologies in ways that 

killed salmon or jeopardized healthy habitats. By the 1840s, fur traders had cleaned 
beaver out of most streams, altering watercourses in ways that often hurt salmon. 
Mining depleted streams through diversions and polluted them with byproducts of 

processing ore. Livestock trampled riparian areas and often destabilized ranges, which 
increased erosion. Farming diverted and blocked streams for irrigation and milling 
grain, and agriculture filled in wetlands and diked estuaries. Logging removed trees 

along streams that raised water temperatures, and used rivers as transportation 
corridors, which relied on splash dams and other methods that harmed Northwest 

rivers. As cities developed, rivers often served as dumps for industrial and municipal 
waste. All these activities, well underway by the time the nineteenth century closed, 

harmed salmon habitat by raising water temperature, removing woody debris that 

served as critical habitat, buried gravel that furnished ideal spawning habitat, and 
generally lowered water quality. As early as the 1870s, local officials warned about the 

imminent demise of Pacific salmon.” (“Salmon Recovery in Washington”, Historylink.com)



Impacts
sETTLER PERSPECTIVE

Exhibit 1

“No one living in or visiting the Pacific Northwest has ever ignored the forests. They 
have provided sustenance since time immemorial. They attracted the attention of 

explorers and non-Native settlers, who arrived beginning in the 1790s and saw in the 
forests potential sources of wealth. The trade in trees began almost immediately. The 

abundance of trees, especially in Western Washington, meant few people thought 
carefully about how forests grew or the effects of logging them. The seemingly 

inexhaustible supply made it seem as though there was no need to consider 
conserving them.” (“Experimental Forestry in Washington”, Historylink.org)

“Even for those not directly involved in the arduous task of trying to cut down 
immense trees, the forests of the Pacific Northwest seemed a barrier and a threat ... 

when Euroamericans looked out on the Northwest forests, therefore, they did not see 

an ecosystem that sustained ‘resources’ they values. Instead, sojourners to the Pacific 
Coast saw a massive green barrier that they described as monotonous, interminable, 

gloomy, somber, dark, wild, and savage.” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 26)

“Forests are fast yielding to the axe of the adventurer, and the ground, heretofore 
trod by the wily savage, or inhabited solely by the wily beasts of the forest, now 

produce, by the application of industry, rich rewards to their occupants.  The Indian 
retreats before the march of civilization and American enterprise; the howling 

wilderness is fast becoming fruitful fields, and ere long this isolated country will be 
far in the advance of many portions of our republic of a century’s age.” (Thomas 

Jefferson Dryer, Newspaper Editor, from The Pacific Rain Coast, pp. 49-50)

“While the Indian makes no fixed habitation, really occupies no land, and surely 
reduces none to production, yet he seeks to exclude other to whom it may be 

beneficial, not because he needs it but because it has been his hunting range, here he 

has required subsistence, his dead are gathered here.  Our race, following their 
destiny, in obedience to God’s great law that this earth shall be made to contribute to 

the benefit of His creatures, appropriate it to useful purposes.  Upon this principle 
earth has been reclaimed to civilization.  Christianity and human progress have 

advanced.” (Elwood Evans, 1869, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 52)

“The case for these poor savages is a hard one. They have been the mark for the 
white man’s rifle ever since white men have been among them. In very many 

instances they have been shot down in the merest of wantonness. They have never 



been treated as human beings, and if a righteous God ever makes inquisition for the 
blood of American Indians, [settlers] will have a bloody reckoning to answer for the 

wrongs of the untutored and degraded savages [the Pacific Northwest].” (Presbyterian 

Minister Wilson Blain, 1854 from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 57)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

“They made us many promises, more

than I can remember, but they never

kept but one; they promised to take our

land, and they took it.”

– Chief Red Cloud, Oglala Lakota

What is a Treaty?

Treaties are “binding agreements between nations” under the US Constitution – but unlike 

international treaties between the United States and foreign nations, treaties with Native 

American Tribes were negotiating boundaries and rights of nations that exist within the 

borders of United States.  Tribes and their governments are “sovereign nations,” but they 

remain subject to the Federal Government. 

Why were Treaties Needed?

“The problem was […] the fact that non-Native settlers in the Puget Sound region were 

attracted to exactly the lands that tribes lived on and used -- prairies they managed by 

burning and garden plots they cultivated offered far-more-appealing farm sites than stands 

of large timber that had to be painstakingly cleared. White settlers "became increasingly 

aware of the intolerable injustice of having good farmland in the hands of ... a race they 

regarded as savage" while "with some shock the Indians found their potato lands were open 

to expropriation by the first white man who wished to avoid hard labor with the ax" (The 

Pacific Rain Coast, p.32).

Between 1852 and 1853, when Washington Territory was created, the non-Native population 

of the area doubled and "the federal government, in a desperate rush to secure rights to the 

ancestral lands of tribal nations, pushed for a treaty resolution" (A People's History ..."). 

Leading the push was Isaac Stevens, the first governor of Washington Territory and 

superintendent of Indian affairs for the territory. (“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

Isaac I. Stevens 

Before Isaac Stevens became the first Governor of Oregon Territory, he was sent on behalf of 

the Federal Government to negotiate treaties with all the tribes in the region to secure land 

for settlement and industry.  The original idea was to create two reservations: one on the west 

side of the Cascades and one on the east side. For the Olympic Peninsula alone, Stevens was 



able to negotiate four treaties between the various groups, while some tribes were simply 

removed to reservations by Executive Order when a treaty could not be negotiated.

“His agents had been making the rounds of villages and selecting individuals who would 

represent each tribe. According to historian David M. Buerge, "Not only was the timetable 

reckless; the whole enterprise was organized in profound ignorance of native society, 

culture, and history. The twenty-thousand-odd aboriginal inhabitants who were assumed 

to be in rapid decline, were given a brutal choice: they would adapt to white society or 

they could disappear." (“Stevens, Isaac Ingalls”, Historylink.org)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

The Treaty of Neah Bay
On January 31, 1855, at Neah Bay near Cape Flattery at the tip of the Olympic Peninsula, 42 
Makah leaders sign a treaty with Isaac Stevens (1818-1862), governor and Superintendent of 

Indian Affairs of Washington Territory. The leaders, representing four of the five traditional 
Makah villages, give up most of their ancestral lands, keeping only a small reservation at 
Cape Flattery, in return for a promised $30,000 in annuity payments and a guarantee of the 

right of hunting, fishing, sealing, and whaling.

The Treaty of Neah Bay followed treaties that Gov. Stevens made with Indians on Puget 

Sound in December 1854 and January 1855 at Medicine Creek in present-day Thurston 

County, Point Elliott (now Mukilteo), and Point No Point (near Hansville on the Kitsap 

Peninsula).

The Treaty of Neah Bay, signed by leaders from the Makah villages at Neah, Wyaach, Tsooes, 
and Ozette gave up almost all the Makah lands, described in the treaty as extending from 

Cape Flattery along the Strait of Juan de Fuca to the Hoko River some 15-20 miles east, and 
from Cape Flattery along the Pacific Ocean to Ozette and Cape Alava about 15 miles south. 
The reservation provided for in the treaty encompassed only the immediate vicinity of Cape 

Flattery and did not initially include the traditional villages except for Neah. It was 
subsequently enlarged to approximately 27,000 acres.

Unlike some treaties that Stevens signed, the Treaty of Neah Bay did not lead to armed 

conflict between the United States and the Makah. However, the "right of taking fish and of 

whaling or sealing at usual and accustomed grounds and stations," set forth in Article 4 of the 

Treaty, has been the subject of numerous legal battles, beginning in the late 1800s and still 

going on in the second decade of the twenty-first century, more than 150 years after the 

Treaty was signed. The guarantee of hunting and fishing rights in Article 4 is also found in the 

other treaties Stevens signed, but the Treaty of Neah Bay is the only treaty signed by the 

United States that guarantees the right of whaling.

Source:

Makah leaders and Territorial Gov. Stevens sign treaty at Neah Bay on January 31, 1855.By Kit Oldham, 

Posted 3/05/2003, HistoryLink.org Essay 5364, https://www.historylink.org/File/5364
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act

Exhibit 3

Advertisement offering Indian land for 

sale, 1911 

Source:

“Dawes Severalty Act divides Indian reservations among 
individual members on February 8, 1887” By David 
Wilma, Posted 8/14/2000, HistoryLink.org Essay 2600, 
https://historylink.org/File/2600 

On February 8, 1887, the Dawes 
Severalty Act, also called the Indian 
Allotment Act, divides Indian 
reservations amonĀ individual tribal 
members in an eÿÿort to assimilate 
Native Americans into the U.S. 
population as "responsible ÿarmers." 
Reservations are divided into 160-acre 
allotments and assiĀned to individual 
members. UnassiĀned lands are made 
available to white homesteaders. 

Allotment holders were permitted, 
aÿter 25 years and a certification oÿ 
competence, to sell their allotments. 
This resulted in individuals and tribes 

beinĀ swindled out oÿ their property. 
By 1934, two-thirds oÿ the reservation 
lands had passed out oÿ tribal control. 
In PuĀet Sound, relatively ÿew 
certificates oÿ competency were 
issued. The law placed Native 
Americans on reservations into a 
special class as wards oÿ the 
Āovernment. 

Instead oÿ assimilatinĀ Native 
Americans, this law and subsequent 
Āovernment policies prevented them 
ÿrom enterinĀ American society as ÿull 
citizens.
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Exhibit 5

The Makah Indian Reservation

“The Makah suffered greatly from their contact with settlers and explorers. More than two-
thirds of the Makah population died when they caught diseases like smallpox, measles, and 
influenza. In the 1850s the Makah Tribe was pressured to sign a treaty with the U.S. 

government. According to the treaty, the government would pay them $30,000 for their 
land. The government also promised to build a school so the children could learn farming 

and other skills and provide medical care. Makah leaders agreed to the terms of the treaty 
as long as they could keep the land near Cape Flattery for their reservation. And they 
wanted to continue to fish and hunt for whales. By signing the Treaty of Neah Bay in 1855, 

the U.S. government and the Makah Tribe agreed to these terms.” (“Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

“Makahs continued to hunt whales until the 1920s. But by this time the gray whales that 

migrated past Makah territory every year were almost gone. The lagoon where gray whales 

gave birth to their young near Baja California had been discovered. Men who hunted whales 

for a living crowded into the lagoon and nearly wiped out the whale population. Eventually 

the gray whale was placed on the Endangered Species List. 

Makahs believed that the treaty signed 150 years before should protect their right to hunt 

whales. After many years of appeals and public hearings, some Makahs grew impatient. On 

September 8, 2007, a Makah whaling team harpooned a gray whale. Since they had acted 

without permission from the tribe or the U.S. government, the Coast Guard seized the whale, 

which sank before it could be used according to custom.

Even though several years have passed, there is still no official decision about Makah whale 

hunting. The tribe agreed to the Treaty of Neah Bay believing that it would allow tribe 

members to keep their traditions. But it is still uncertain if the Makah people will ever be able 

to hunt whales as their ancestors had done for thousands of years.” (“Makah Whaling” 

Historylink.org)

Resilience

Unlike many of the treaty and non-treaty tribes on the Olympic Peninsula, the Makah have 
been largely permitted to remain on their ancestral land.  What the Makah share in common 

is a constant struggle to keep the rights that were promised.  



“In 1951, the Makah Tribe successfully challenges state regulation of their nets on the Hoko 
River. (The Hoko River runs into the Strait of Juan de Fuca on the north coast of the Olympic 

Peninsula about 15 miles east of Cape Flattery.)

The Ninth Circuit Court of appeals holds that ‘State regulation ... was not necessary for 

conservation purposes ... [and therefore] the State had no right to close the river to Indian 
net fishing.’” (“Makah Tribe Successfully Challenges” Historylink.org)
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Makah houses and canoes, Neah Bay, Washington, 1897. UW special collection, NA1338

Makah Women with donkey on Makah Indian Reservation, ca. 1902. 
WSHS Collections, Catalog ID: 1917.115.62



Group of Makah people under a fly tent at Port Townsend, August 30, 1899. 
UW Digital Collections, Wilcox 5090.



Primary Source
Report of the Commissioner of Indian

Affairs, 1870 & 1871

Exhibit 6









(University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons )

270 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
WASHINGTON SUPERINTENDENCY. No. 1. OFFICE 

SUPERINTENDENT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Olympia, Washington Territory, October 1, 1871. 

It is with, regret I am compelled to state that upon assuming the duties of 

superintendent of Indian affairs, after reinstatement, a noted change for the 
worse was everywhere visible, there having been a retrograde movement in the 
last two years. I particularly refer to gambling, drinking, ta-man-a-mus, 

flattening heads, and polygamy; also slavery, all of which were again practiced. 
The military officers sent here against their wish, in a service decidedly 

distasteful to them, as I have heard them repeatedly declare, and looking upon 



their stay as temporary, did not take the interest they should, or feel inclined to 
break in upon these tribal customs. In fact, many of the people of this Territory 

contend that no superintendent or agent has any right to interfere with the 
customs or tribal habits of the Indians. If they are correct, and this is the policy 

of the Government, it is folly to attempt to civilize them. My aim has always been 
to break down these barbarous customs, for as long as they exist nothing can be 
done toward civilization. Of course, this must be done in a way that will not do 

great violènce to their feelings, but a commencement must be made and steadily 
adhered to, as a want of firmness and.determination in this matter is construed 

as weakness, while nothing is accomplished and confidence lost. My object in this 
report will be to lay before the Department the necessities of the Indians, and 
what is actually essential in their progress to- ward civilization.  

The present policy will, no doubt, prove a complete success, if care be taken in the 
selection of suitable agents and employés, as the example of men placed over them 
has a powerful influence, either for good or evil, upon the closely observant 

Indian.  The policy now pursued is similar to that recommended in my annual 
report of 1867, and I have always been thoroughly convinced that none but 

honest, upright, Christian people, full of the missionary spirit, could succeed in 
civilizing and christianizing these people; and, as an anxiliary to their labors, I 
would recommend that Congress enact a stringent law against the sale of all 

kinds of intoxicating liquors, including wine, cider, and beer. The two latter 
drinks are, perhaps, the cause of more drunkenness than whisky. Unprincipled 

persons have taken advan- tage of the fact that the sale of beer was not 
prohibited, and built breweries near reservations, and by this' means induce the 
Indians to squander their money and become intoxicated. A number of Indians are 

killed yearly in drunken brawls in the vicinity of these establishments; some of 
the murderers are now confined on the reservations. I would also recommend 

the passage of a law by Congress for the punishment of crimes committed among 
Indians; for so long as an Indian is  permitted to kill another without 
punishment, life has no safeguard. Murder should be made punishable by death.  

The necessity of an agent having something like magistratic powers conferred 
upon him, I think, is very great, so that he may settle difficulties arising among 

them, and, when an important case arises, or a case between tribes under different 
agencies, that the agents and the super- intendent may constitute a court for 
the trial or settlement of the difficulty. 

Source: Center for the Study of the Pacific Northwest, University of Washington
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“After the arrival of Europeans in the late 18th century, the lives of the area's 
indigenous people were forever changed. Exotic diseases wiped out entire villages. 

Long-standing social traditions were disrupted by new technologies and restrictions. 
Euro-American settlers competed for the abundant resources of the Olympic 

Peninsula. Salmon were fished from the streams, elk populations decimated and 
huge swaths of trees were harvested from the forests—the land and its ownership 

had changed.” (“People of the Olympic Peninsula”, Olympic National Park, nps.gov)

“On the streams, especially in the mountains region, we found land otter, mink, rats, 

and the sole object of the traders long journey to that region - the Beaver - These were 
very numerous till, their number has been diminished by white trappers - the business 
of which people is always to exterminate every native animal - for the Indian spare the 

young and take not life wantonly.” (John Ball, Oregon Country, 1832 from The Pacific 

Raincoast, p. 29)

“In a few weeks from the introduction of the disease, hundreds of natives became 
victims to it, the beach for a distance of eight miles was literally strewn with the dead 
bodies of these people, presenting a most disgusting spectacle.”  (Samuel Hancock on 

the devastation wrought by smallpox in 1853, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 55)

“Within a century of sustained Euroamerican contact, the Northwest native 

population had been reduced by more than 80%” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 56)

“The new settlers' practices also interfered with land-management techniques that 
the Indians had long employed. Fire was a tool Native Americans used to cleanse the 

land, maintain healthy prairie ecosystems, and prepare ground for planting and 
cultivation of camas, berries, and other crops. For generations, tribes shaped the 

habitat of the region through low-intensity, controlled burns, usually set in the late 
summer. But as the settlers built their farms and houses on the land, fire was not 
welcome. Their reaction was to suppress the management fires that tribespeople 

set.” (“Agriculture in Washington 1792 to 1900”, Historylink.org)

“Hunting and habitat loss had reduced the elk's numbers from an estimated 25,000 to 
40,000 animals in the 1850s to 2,000 or fewer in 1905. The slaughter of elk for their 

upper canine teeth, which enjoyed a turn-of-the-century vogue as watch fobs for 
members of the Elks Lodge, garnered particular notoriety.”  (“Olympic National Park”, 

Historylink.org)



“I saw the before and I saw the after the huge piles of logging slash left on the 
ground, streams and rivers that had supported the salmon, that had sustained the 
tribal culture and economy for so many centuries, were blocked with impassable 

jams and silted with choking sediment. The roads were being constructed right along 
the stream beds, there was no space for replanting. It was quite a shocking 

experience.  I didn't know a heck of a lot about forestry at that time, but I knew it 
wasn't right.” (Gary Morishima, Quinault Management Center, Historylink.org)

“Throughout the nineteenth century, entrepreneurs and others were developing 
various natural-resource industries, each of which altered local ecologies in ways that 

killed salmon or jeopardized healthy habitats. By the 1840s, fur traders had cleaned 
beaver out of most streams, altering watercourses in ways that often hurt salmon. 
Mining depleted streams through diversions and polluted them with byproducts of 

processing ore. Livestock trampled riparian areas and often destabilized ranges, which 
increased erosion. Farming diverted and blocked streams for irrigation and milling 
grain, and agriculture filled in wetlands and diked estuaries. Logging removed trees 

along streams that raised water temperatures, and used rivers as transportation 
corridors, which relied on splash dams and other methods that harmed Northwest 

rivers. As cities developed, rivers often served as dumps for industrial and municipal 
waste. All these activities, well underway by the time the nineteenth century closed, 

harmed salmon habitat by raising water temperature, removing woody debris that 

served as critical habitat, buried gravel that furnished ideal spawning habitat, and 
generally lowered water quality. As early as the 1870s, local officials warned about the 

imminent demise of Pacific salmon.” (“Salmon Recovery in Washington”, Historylink.com)
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“No one living in or visiting the Pacific Northwest has ever ignored the forests. They 
have provided sustenance since time immemorial. They attracted the attention of 

explorers and non-Native settlers, who arrived beginning in the 1790s and saw in the 
forests potential sources of wealth. The trade in trees began almost immediately. The 

abundance of trees, especially in Western Washington, meant few people thought 
carefully about how forests grew or the effects of logging them. The seemingly 

inexhaustible supply made it seem as though there was no need to consider 
conserving them.” (“Experimental Forestry in Washington”, Historylink.org)

“Even for those not directly involved in the arduous task of trying to cut down 
immense trees, the forests of the Pacific Northwest seemed a barrier and a threat ... 

when Euroamericans looked out on the Northwest forests, therefore, they did not see 

an ecosystem that sustained ‘resources’ they values. Instead, sojourners to the Pacific 
Coast saw a massive green barrier that they described as monotonous, interminable, 

gloomy, somber, dark, wild, and savage.” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 26)

“Forests are fast yielding to the axe of the adventurer, and the ground, heretofore 
trod by the wily savage, or inhabited solely by the wily beasts of the forest, now 

produce, by the application of industry, rich rewards to their occupants.  The Indian 
retreats before the march of civilization and American enterprise; the howling 

wilderness is fast becoming fruitful fields, and ere long this isolated country will be 
far in the advance of many portions of our republic of a century’s age.” (Thomas 

Jefferson Dryer, Newspaper Editor, from The Pacific Rain Coast, pp. 49-50)

“While the Indian makes no fixed habitation, really occupies no land, and surely 
reduces none to production, yet he seeks to exclude other to whom it may be 

beneficial, not because he needs it but because it has been his hunting range, here he 

has required subsistence, his dead are gathered here.  Our race, following their 
destiny, in obedience to God’s great law that this earth shall be made to contribute to 

the benefit of His creatures, appropriate it to useful purposes.  Upon this principle 
earth has been reclaimed to civilization.  Christianity and human progress have 

advanced.” (Elwood Evans, 1869, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 52)

“The case for these poor savages is a hard one. They have been the mark for the 
white man’s rifle ever since white men have been among them. In very many 

instances they have been shot down in the merest of wantonness. They have never 



been treated as human beings, and if a righteous God ever makes inquisition for the 
blood of American Indians, [settlers] will have a bloody reckoning to answer for the 

wrongs of the untutored and degraded savages [the Pacific Northwest].” (Presbyterian 

Minister Wilson Blain, 1854 from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 57)
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“They made us many promises, more

than I can remember, but they never

kept but one; they promised to take our

land, and they took it.”

– Chief Red Cloud, Oglala Lakota

What is a Treaty?

Treaties are “binding agreements between nations” under the US Constitution – but unlike 

international treaties between the United States and foreign nations, treaties with Native 

American Tribes were negotiating boundaries and rights of nations that exist within the 

borders of United States.  Tribes and their governments are “sovereign nations,” but they 

remain subject to the Federal Government. 

Why were Treaties Needed?

“The problem was […] the fact that non-Native settlers in the Puget Sound region were 

attracted to exactly the lands that tribes lived on and used -- prairies they managed by 

burning and garden plots they cultivated offered far-more-appealing farm sites than stands 

of large timber that had to be painstakingly cleared. White settlers "became increasingly 

aware of the intolerable injustice of having good farmland in the hands of ... a race they 

regarded as savage" while "with some shock the Indians found their potato lands were open 

to expropriation by the first white man who wished to avoid hard labor with the ax" (The 

Pacific Rain Coast, p.32).

Between 1852 and 1853, when Washington Territory was created, the non-Native population 

of the area doubled and "the federal government, in a desperate rush to secure rights to the 

ancestral lands of tribal nations, pushed for a treaty resolution" (A People's History ..."). 

Leading the push was Isaac Stevens, the first governor of Washington Territory and 

superintendent of Indian affairs for the territory. (“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

Isaac I. Stevens 

Before Isaac Stevens became the first Governor of Oregon Territory, he was sent on behalf of 

the Federal Government to negotiate treaties with all the tribes in the region to secure land 

for settlement and industry.  The original idea was to create two reservations: one on the west 

side of the Cascades and one on the east side. For the Olympic Peninsula alone, Stevens was 



able to negotiate four treaties between the various groups, while some tribes were simply 

removed to reservations by Executive Order when a treaty could not be negotiated.

“His agents had been making the rounds of villages and selecting individuals who would 

represent each tribe. According to historian David M. Buerge, "Not only was the timetable 

reckless; the whole enterprise was organized in profound ignorance of native society, 

culture, and history. The twenty-thousand-odd aboriginal inhabitants who were assumed 

to be in rapid decline, were given a brutal choice: they would adapt to white society or 

they could disappear." (“Stevens, Isaac Ingalls”, Historylink.org)
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The Treaty of Point No Point

The Treaty of Point No Point was signed on January 26, 1855, at Hahdskus, or Point No Point, 

on the northern tip of the Kitsap Peninsula. Governor of Washington Territory Isaac Stevens 

(1818-1862) convened the treaty council on January 25, with the S'Klallam, the Chimakum, 

and the Skokomish. Leaders argued against signing Governor Steven's terms, but by the 

second day were persuaded to do so. Under the treaty, tribes of the northern Kitsap 

Peninsula ceded ownership of land in exchanged for small reservation and hunting and 

fishing rights.

On the first day of the council, treaty provisions were translated from English to the Chinook 

Jargon for the 1,200 assembled natives. Charles M. Gates writes, "Though Stevens won 

acceptance for his proposals, he was required to defend them with some stubbornness. The 

issues in dispute were thoroughly aired and a number of chiefs spoke their minds with some 

vigor" (Pacific Northwest Quarterly).

Skokomish leader Hool-hol-tan expressed the following:

"I wish to speak my mind as to selling the land. Great chief! What shall we eat if we do so? 

Our only food is berries, deer, and salmon. Where then shall we find these? I don't want to 

sign away my right to the land. Take half of it and let us keep the rest. I am afraid that I 

shall become destitute and perish for want of food. I don't like the place you have chosen 

for us to live on. I am not ready to sign the paper" (quoted in Pacific Northwest 

Quarterly).



L'Hau-at-scha-uk, a To-anhooch, said, "I do not want to leave the mouth of the River. I do not 

want to leave my old home, and my burying ground. I am afraid I shall die if I do" (quoted in 

Pacific Northwest Quarterly).

Others objected that the land was being bought too cheaply, that they now understood what 

it was worth. The whites responded that it was poor land, worth little.

By the end of the day tribal leaders had begun to concede. They requested to think and talk 

about it overnight, and the following morning arrived with white flags, ready to sign. Various 

chiefs and headmen added their marks to the document, which had been prepared 

beforehand, with no intention of serving as a basis for negotiation. 

“Treaty of Point No Point, 1855”, Posted 1/15/2004, HistoryLink.org Essay 5637, 

https://www.historylink.org/File/5637



The dawes 
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Advertisement offering Indian land for 

sale, 1911 

Source:

“Dawes Severalty Act divides Indian reservations among 
individual members on February 8, 1887” By David 
Wilma, Posted 8/14/2000, HistoryLink.org Essay 2600, 
https://historylink.org/File/2600 

On February 8, 1887, the Dawes 
Severalty Act, also called the Indian 
Allotment Act, divides Indian 
reservations amonĀ individual tribal 
members in an eÿÿort to assimilate 
Native Americans into the U.S. 
population as "responsible ÿarmers." 
Reservations are divided into 160-acre 
allotments and assiĀned to individual 
members. UnassiĀned lands are made 
available to white homesteaders. 

Allotment holders were permitted, 
aÿter 25 years and a certification oÿ 
competence, to sell their allotments. 
This resulted in individuals and tribes 

beinĀ swindled out oÿ their property. 
By 1934, two-thirds oÿ the reservation 
lands had passed out oÿ tribal control. 
In PuĀet Sound, relatively ÿew 
certificates oÿ competency were 
issued. The law placed Native 
Americans on reservations into a 
special class as wards oÿ the 
Āovernment. 

Instead oÿ assimilatinĀ Native 
Americans, this law and subsequent 
Āovernment policies prevented them 
ÿrom enterinĀ American society as ÿull 
citizens.



Exhibit 4

https://native-land.ca/listings/territories/klallam
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“The S’Klallams living on the shore of Port Townsend Bay were loathe to move to the 

Skokomish Reservation, and most remained in place. Under two successive chiefs, 
S'Hai-ak (d. 1854) and his younger brother, Chetzemoka (1808?-1888), they lived on 

good terms with the early settlers. Chetzemoka, called the "Duke of York" by whites 
who had trouble pronouncing Indian names ... Chetzemoka saw white settlement as 

inevitable and maintained friendly relations with the newcomers, though that 

ultimately did little good -- nearly all the Indians in Port Townsend were ousted in 
1871, their beach dwellings burned and their canoes towed to the Skokomish 

Reservation. 

Chetzemoka soon brought most of his band back to Port Townsend Bay, settling on 
Indian Island across from the town site. Many S’Klallams integrated with the area's 

non-Indian communities, while others gathered into four distinct groups: the 
Jamestown S'Klallam, the Port Gamble S'Klallam, the Lower Elwha Klallam, and the 
Sc'ianew First Nations on Vancouver Island.” (“Port Townsend — Thumbnail History”, 

Historylink.org)

 “Some individual S'Klallams bought their own land along the bay either for cash or 

under the Indian Homestead Act. ... Under the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934, the 
U.S. government purchased land for reservations. The Department of the Interior 

bought up land from Puget Mill Co. and established the S'Klallam Reservation in 1938. 

Health officials burned the community of Little Boston because it represented a 
health hazard, and new homes were built on the reservation.” (“S'Klallam tribe receives a 

reservation on Port Gamble Bay”, Historylink.org)
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Prince of Wales (son of Chetzemoka chief of the S'Klallam) and his wife, sitting in front of small building on beach. North 
Olympic Library, Port Angeles, WA, indn bldx 006

Tatoosh, Clallam County, 1905. Indian canoes, tents and many unidentified people on beach; longhouse and fish drying 

racks at base of cliff; Cape Flattery Lighthouse and other buildings at top cliff; 1905. Washington Rural Heritage Library, 

catalog ID: TATOVIEW003.



Most of the subjects of this image have their backs to the camera. At least one surviving account from Port Townsend 

indicates that white photographers often photographed Indigenous people, and that some of the Indigenous subjects 

resented being photographed, asked for compensation, or attempted to avoid being photographed. MOHAI 

1955.970.470.22
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(University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons )

270 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
WASHINGTON SUPERINTENDENCY. No. 1. OFFICE 

SUPERINTENDENT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Olympia, Washington Territory, October 1, 1871. 

It is with, regret I am compelled to state that upon assuming the duties of 
superintendent of Indian affairs, after reinstatement, a noted change for the 

worse was everywhere visible, there having been a retrograde movement in the 
last two years. I particularly refer to gambling, drinking, ta-man-a-mus, 

flattening heads, and polygamy; also slavery, all of which were again practiced. 
The military officers sent here against their wish, in a service decidedly 
distasteful to them, as I have heard them repeatedly declare, and looking upon 

their stay as temporary, did not take the interest they should, or feel inclined to 
break in upon these tribal customs. In fact, many of the people of this Territory 

contend that no superintendent or agent has any right to interfere with the 
customs or tribal habits of the Indians. If they are correct, and this is the policy 
of the Government, it is folly to attempt to civilize them. My aim has always been 

to break down these barbarous customs, for as long as they exist nothing can be 
done toward civilization. Of course, this must be done in a way that will not do 

great violènce to their feelings, but a commencement must be made and steadily 
adhered to, as a want of firmness and.determination in this matter is construed 
as weakness, while nothing is accomplished and confidence lost. My object in this 



report will be to lay before the Department the necessities of the Indians, and 
what is actually essential in their progress to- ward civilization.  

The present policy will, no doubt, prove a complete success, if care be taken in the 
selection of suitable agents and employés, as the example of men placed over them 

has a powerful influence, either for good or evil, upon the closely observant 
Indian.  The policy now pursued is similar to that recommended in my annual 
report of 1867, and I have always been thoroughly convinced that none but 

honest, upright, Christian people, full of the missionary spirit, could succeed in 
civilizing and christianizing these people; and, as an anxiliary to their labors, I 

would recommend that Congress enact a stringent law against the sale of all 
kinds of intoxicating liquors, including wine, cider, and beer. The two latter 
drinks are, perhaps, the cause of more drunkenness than whisky. Unprincipled 

persons have taken advan- tage of the fact that the sale of beer was not 
prohibited, and built breweries near reservations, and by this' means induce the 
Indians to squander their money and become intoxicated. A number of Indians are 

killed yearly in drunken brawls in the vicinity of these establishments; some of 
the murderers are now confined on the reservations. I would also recommend 

the passage of a law by Congress for the punishment of crimes committed among 
Indians; for so long as an Indian is  permitted to kill another without 
punishment, life has no safeguard. Murder should be made punishable by death.  

The necessity of an agent having something like magistratic powers conferred 
upon him, I think, is very great, so that he may settle difficulties arising among 

them, and, when an important case arises, or a case between tribes under different 
agencies, that the agents and the super- intendent may constitute a court for 
the trial or settlement of the difficulty. 

Source: Center for the Study of the Pacific Northwest, University of Washington



Impacts
The land and Indigenous people

Exhibit 1

“After the arrival of Europeans in the late 18th century, the lives of the area's 
indigenous people were forever changed. Exotic diseases wiped out entire villages. 

Long-standing social traditions were disrupted by new technologies and restrictions. 
Euro-American settlers competed for the abundant resources of the Olympic 

Peninsula. Salmon were fished from the streams, elk populations decimated and 
huge swaths of trees were harvested from the forests—the land and its ownership 

had changed.” (“People of the Olympic Peninsula”, Olympic National Park, nps.gov)

“On the streams, especially in the mountains region, we found land otter, mink, rats, 

and the sole object of the traders long journey to that region - the Beaver - These were 
very numerous till, their number has been diminished by white trappers - the business 
of which people is always to exterminate every native animal - for the Indian spare the 

young and take not life wantonly.” (John Ball, Oregon Country, 1832 from The Pacific 

Raincoast, p. 29)

“In a few weeks from the introduction of the disease, hundreds of natives became 
victims to it, the beach for a distance of eight miles was literally strewn with the dead 
bodies of these people, presenting a most disgusting spectacle.”  (Samuel Hancock on 

the devastation wrought by smallpox in 1853, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 55)

“Within a century of sustained Euroamerican contact, the Northwest native 

population had been reduced by more than 80%” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 56)

“The new settlers' practices also interfered with land-management techniques that 
the Indians had long employed. Fire was a tool Native Americans used to cleanse the 

land, maintain healthy prairie ecosystems, and prepare ground for planting and 
cultivation of camas, berries, and other crops. For generations, tribes shaped the 

habitat of the region through low-intensity, controlled burns, usually set in the late 
summer. But as the settlers built their farms and houses on the land, fire was not 
welcome. Their reaction was to suppress the management fires that tribespeople 

set.” (“Agriculture in Washington 1792 to 1900”, Historylink.org)

“Hunting and habitat loss had reduced the elk's numbers from an estimated 25,000 to 
40,000 animals in the 1850s to 2,000 or fewer in 1905. The slaughter of elk for their 

upper canine teeth, which enjoyed a turn-of-the-century vogue as watch fobs for 
members of the Elks Lodge, garnered particular notoriety.”  (“Olympic National Park”, 

Historylink.org)



“I saw the before and I saw the after the huge piles of logging slash left on the 
ground, streams and rivers that had supported the salmon, that had sustained the 
tribal culture and economy for so many centuries, were blocked with impassable 

jams and silted with choking sediment. The roads were being constructed right along 
the stream beds, there was no space for replanting. It was quite a shocking 

experience.  I didn't know a heck of a lot about forestry at that time, but I knew it 
wasn't right.” (Gary Morishima, Quinault Management Center, Historylink.org)

“Throughout the nineteenth century, entrepreneurs and others were developing 
various natural-resource industries, each of which altered local ecologies in ways that 

killed salmon or jeopardized healthy habitats. By the 1840s, fur traders had cleaned 
beaver out of most streams, altering watercourses in ways that often hurt salmon. 
Mining depleted streams through diversions and polluted them with byproducts of 

processing ore. Livestock trampled riparian areas and often destabilized ranges, which 
increased erosion. Farming diverted and blocked streams for irrigation and milling 
grain, and agriculture filled in wetlands and diked estuaries. Logging removed trees 

along streams that raised water temperatures, and used rivers as transportation 
corridors, which relied on splash dams and other methods that harmed Northwest 

rivers. As cities developed, rivers often served as dumps for industrial and municipal 
waste. All these activities, well underway by the time the nineteenth century closed, 

harmed salmon habitat by raising water temperature, removing woody debris that 

served as critical habitat, buried gravel that furnished ideal spawning habitat, and 
generally lowered water quality. As early as the 1870s, local officials warned about the 

imminent demise of Pacific salmon.” (“Salmon Recovery in Washington”, Historylink.com)



Impacts
sETTLER PERSPECTIVE

Exhibit 1

“No one living in or visiting the Pacific Northwest has ever ignored the forests. They 
have provided sustenance since time immemorial. They attracted the attention of 

explorers and non-Native settlers, who arrived beginning in the 1790s and saw in the 
forests potential sources of wealth. The trade in trees began almost immediately. The 

abundance of trees, especially in Western Washington, meant few people thought 
carefully about how forests grew or the effects of logging them. The seemingly 

inexhaustible supply made it seem as though there was no need to consider 
conserving them.” (“Experimental Forestry in Washington”, Historylink.org)

“Even for those not directly involved in the arduous task of trying to cut down 
immense trees, the forests of the Pacific Northwest seemed a barrier and a threat ... 

when Euroamericans looked out on the Northwest forests, therefore, they did not see 

an ecosystem that sustained ‘resources’ they values. Instead, sojourners to the Pacific 
Coast saw a massive green barrier that they described as monotonous, interminable, 

gloomy, somber, dark, wild, and savage.” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 26)

“Forests are fast yielding to the axe of the adventurer, and the ground, heretofore 
trod by the wily savage, or inhabited solely by the wily beasts of the forest, now 

produce, by the application of industry, rich rewards to their occupants.  The Indian 
retreats before the march of civilization and American enterprise; the howling 

wilderness is fast becoming fruitful fields, and ere long this isolated country will be 
far in the advance of many portions of our republic of a century’s age.” (Thomas 

Jefferson Dryer, Newspaper Editor, from The Pacific Rain Coast, pp. 49-50)

“While the Indian makes no fixed habitation, really occupies no land, and surely 
reduces none to production, yet he seeks to exclude other to whom it may be 

beneficial, not because he needs it but because it has been his hunting range, here he 

has required subsistence, his dead are gathered here.  Our race, following their 
destiny, in obedience to God’s great law that this earth shall be made to contribute to 

the benefit of His creatures, appropriate it to useful purposes.  Upon this principle 
earth has been reclaimed to civilization.  Christianity and human progress have 

advanced.” (Elwood Evans, 1869, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 52)

“The case for these poor savages is a hard one. They have been the mark for the 
white man’s rifle ever since white men have been among them. In very many 

instances they have been shot down in the merest of wantonness. They have never 



been treated as human beings, and if a righteous God ever makes inquisition for the 
blood of American Indians, [settlers] will have a bloody reckoning to answer for the 

wrongs of the untutored and degraded savages [the Pacific Northwest].” (Presbyterian 

Minister Wilson Blain, 1854 from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 57)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

“They made us many promises, more

than I can remember, but they never

kept but one; they promised to take our

land, and they took it.”

– Chief Red Cloud, Oglala Lakota

What is a Treaty?

Treaties are “binding agreements between nations” under the US Constitution – but unlike 

international treaties between the United States and foreign nations, treaties with Native 

American Tribes were negotiating boundaries and rights of nations that exist within the 

borders of United States.  Tribes and their governments are “sovereign nations,” but they 

remain subject to the Federal Government. 

Why were Treaties Needed?

“The problem was […] the fact that non-Native settlers in the Puget Sound region were 

attracted to exactly the lands that tribes lived on and used -- prairies they managed by 

burning and garden plots they cultivated offered far-more-appealing farm sites than stands 

of large timber that had to be painstakingly cleared. White settlers "became increasingly 

aware of the intolerable injustice of having good farmland in the hands of ... a race they 

regarded as savage" while "with some shock the Indians found their potato lands were open 

to expropriation by the first white man who wished to avoid hard labor with the ax" (The 

Pacific Rain Coast, p.32).

Between 1852 and 1853, when Washington Territory was created, the non-Native population 

of the area doubled and "the federal government, in a desperate rush to secure rights to the 

ancestral lands of tribal nations, pushed for a treaty resolution" (A People's History ..."). 

Leading the push was Isaac Stevens, the first governor of Washington Territory and 

superintendent of Indian affairs for the territory. (“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

Isaac I. Stevens 

Before Isaac Stevens became the first Governor of Oregon Territory, he was sent on behalf of 

the Federal Government to negotiate treaties with all the tribes in the region to secure land 

for settlement and industry.  The original idea was to create two reservations: one on the west 

side of the Cascades and one on the east side. For the Olympic Peninsula alone, Stevens was 



able to negotiate four treaties between the various groups, while some tribes were simply 

removed to reservations by Executive Order when a treaty could not be negotiated.

“His agents had been making the rounds of villages and selecting individuals who would 

represent each tribe. According to historian David M. Buerge, "Not only was the timetable 

reckless; the whole enterprise was organized in profound ignorance of native society, 

culture, and history. The twenty-thousand-odd aboriginal inhabitants who were assumed 

to be in rapid decline, were given a brutal choice: they would adapt to white society or 

they could disappear." (“Stevens, Isaac Ingalls”, Historylink.org)



Treaty
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The Treaty of Point No Point

The Treaty of Point No Point was signed on January 26, 1855, at Hahdskus, or Point No Point, 

on the northern tip of the Kitsap Peninsula. Governor of Washington Territory Isaac Stevens 

(1818-1862) convened the treaty council on January 25, with the S'Klallam, the Chimakum, 

and the Skokomish. Leaders argued against signing Governor Steven's terms, but by the 

second day were persuaded to do so. Under the treaty, tribes of the northern Kitsap 

Peninsula ceded ownership of land in exchanged for small reservation and hunting and 

fishing rights.

On the first day of the council, treaty provisions were translated from English to the Chinook 

Jargon for the 1,200 assembled natives. Charles M. Gates writes, "Though Stevens won 

acceptance for his proposals, he was required to defend them with some stubbornness. The 

issues in dispute were thoroughly aired and a number of chiefs spoke their minds with some 

vigor" (Pacific Northwest Quarterly).

Skokomish leader Hool-hol-tan expressed the following:

"I wish to speak my mind as to selling the land. Great chief! What shall we eat if we do so? 

Our only food is berries, deer, and salmon. Where then shall we find these? I don't want to 

sign away my right to the land. Take half of it and let us keep the rest. I am afraid that I 

shall become destitute and perish for want of food. I don't like the place you have chosen 

for us to live on. I am not ready to sign the paper" (quoted in Pacific Northwest 

Quarterly).



L'Hau-at-scha-uk, a To-anhooch, said, "I do not want to leave the mouth of the River. I do not 

want to leave my old home, and my burying ground. I am afraid I shall die if I do" (quoted in 

Pacific Northwest Quarterly).

Others objected that the land was being bought too cheaply, that they now understood what 

it was worth. The whites responded that it was poor land, worth little.

By the end of the day tribal leaders had begun to concede. They requested to think and talk 

about it overnight, and the following morning arrived with white flags, ready to sign. Various 

chiefs and headmen added their marks to the document, which had been prepared 

beforehand, with no intention of serving as a basis for negotiation. 

“Treaty of Point No Point, 1855”, Posted 1/15/2004, HistoryLink.org Essay 5637, 

https://www.historylink.org/File/5637
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Advertisement offering Indian land for 

sale, 1911 

Source:

“Dawes Severalty Act divides Indian reservations among 
individual members on February 8, 1887” By David 
Wilma, Posted 8/14/2000, HistoryLink.org Essay 2600, 
https://historylink.org/File/2600 

On February 8, 1887, the Dawes 
Severalty Act, also called the Indian 
Allotment Act, divides Indian 
reservations amonĀ individual tribal 
members in an eÿÿort to assimilate 
Native Americans into the U.S. 
population as "responsible ÿarmers." 
Reservations are divided into 160-acre 
allotments and assiĀned to individual 
members. UnassiĀned lands are made 
available to white homesteaders. 

Allotment holders were permitted, 
aÿter 25 years and a certification oÿ 
competence, to sell their allotments. 
This resulted in individuals and tribes 

beinĀ swindled out oÿ their property. 
By 1934, two-thirds oÿ the reservation 
lands had passed out oÿ tribal control. 
In PuĀet Sound, relatively ÿew 
certificates oÿ competency were 
issued. The law placed Native 
Americans on reservations into a 
special class as wards oÿ the 
Āovernment. 

Instead oÿ assimilatinĀ Native 
Americans, this law and subsequent 
Āovernment policies prevented them 
ÿrom enterinĀ American society as ÿull 
citizens.



Exhibit 4
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“I do not want to leave the mouth of the river. I do not want to leave my old home; and 
my burying ground; I’m afraid I shall die if I do.”

- S’Hua-at-Seha-uk, To-anhooch, Treaty of Point No Point, 1855

The prospect of being confined on a small patch of land at the mouth of the 
Skokomish River along Hood Canal was a deeply unpleasant one for the Skokomish 

people. Their livelihood and identity required that they maintain access to their entire 
territory. 

“I don’t want to sign away all my land; take half of it and let us keep the rest. I am 

afraid that I shall become destitute and perish for want of food. I don’t like the place 
you have chosen for us to live on, I am not ready to sign the paper.” (Che-lan-the-tat, 

Skokomish, Treaty of Point No Point, 1855)

After two days of assurances and deliberations, the Skokomish tribe agreed to the 
reservation but they delayed moving there as long as possible. Though not ideal, the 

Skokomish were able to “remain in a small but important part of their traditional 
homeland” with good access to to prairie lands, salmon, and waterfowl.” (Native 

Peoples, pp. 73 - 74)

“The Klallam, and the Chimakum and Skokomish tribes, gave up most of their 
homelands in the January 1855 Treaty of Point No Point. They had little bargaining 

power, and the negotiations, if such they may be called, were conducted in Chinook 
Jargon, a trading tongue of limited vocabulary. Under considerable pressure, the 

tribes ceded their rights to nearly 440,000 acres of land, receiving in return a mere 
3,480-acre Skokomish reservation on Hood Canal, the "right of taking fish at usual and 
accustomed grounds and stations," and $60,000 payable over 20 years (Treaty of 

Point No Point).” (“Port Townsend — Thumbnail History”, Historylink.org)

Resilience

“The arrival of early settlers and the loss of lands under the treaty brought 
tremendous change to Twana people and their successors, the present-day Skokomish 
tribe. Despite the challenges, many Skokomish became skilled workers in the timber 

industry as loggers and mill workers […] women from the Skokomish Reservation 
harvested sweetgrass from the estuary for making baskets and other items.  They did 



not allow the changes to disrupt their sense of self and their connection to the land.” 
(Native Peoples, p. 76)
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Skokomish Indian Reservation school on the far bank of probably a river in the foreground, Mason County, ca. 1890.  
Washington State Historical Society, Catalog ID: 1923.5.31.

Collection of Skokomish and Twana twined baskets. The designs include boxes, dogs, wolves, and salmon gills. The baskets 

are sitting on and around a bench with carved and painted Northwest Coast designs. On the wall above is a painted board 

which may be part of a house front or house screen, ca. 1900. WSHS, Catalog ID: 2019.0.4



Older Skokomish couple in ceremonial dress, Washington, ca. 1930 - wearing woven and fringed clothing, and beaded 

moccasins; man holds a rattle. UW Special Collections, NA647.
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(University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons )

270 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
WASHINGTON SUPERINTENDENCY. No. 1. OFFICE 

SUPERINTENDENT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Olympia, Washington Territory, October 1, 1871. 

It is with, regret I am compelled to state that upon assuming the duties of 
superintendent of Indian affairs, after reinstatement, a noted change for the 

worse was everywhere visible, there having been a retrograde movement in the 
last two years. I particularly refer to gambling, drinking, ta-man-a-mus, 

flattening heads, and polygamy; also slavery, all of which were again practiced. 
The military officers sent here against their wish, in a service decidedly 
distasteful to them, as I have heard them repeatedly declare, and looking upon 

their stay as temporary, did not take the interest they should, or feel inclined to 
break in upon these tribal customs. In fact, many of the people of this Territory 

contend that no superintendent or agent has any right to interfere with the 
customs or tribal habits of the Indians. If they are correct, and this is the policy 
of the Government, it is folly to attempt to civilize them. My aim has always been 

to break down these barbarous customs, for as long as they exist nothing can be 
done toward civilization. Of course, this must be done in a way that will not do 

great violènce to their feelings, but a commencement must be made and steadily 
adhered to, as a want of firmness and.determination in this matter is construed 
as weakness, while nothing is accomplished and confidence lost. My object in this 



report will be to lay before the Department the necessities of the Indians, and 
what is actually essential in their progress to- ward civilization.  

The present policy will, no doubt, prove a complete success, if care be taken in the 
selection of suitable agents and employés, as the example of men placed over them 

has a powerful influence, either for good or evil, upon the closely observant 
Indian.  The policy now pursued is similar to that recommended in my annual 
report of 1867, and I have always been thoroughly convinced that none but 

honest, upright, Christian people, full of the missionary spirit, could succeed in 
civilizing and christianizing these people; and, as an anxiliary to their labors, I 

would recommend that Congress enact a stringent law against the sale of all 
kinds of intoxicating liquors, including wine, cider, and beer. The two latter 
drinks are, perhaps, the cause of more drunkenness than whisky. Unprincipled 

persons have taken advan- tage of the fact that the sale of beer was not 
prohibited, and built breweries near reservations, and by this' means induce the 
Indians to squander their money and become intoxicated. A number of Indians are 

killed yearly in drunken brawls in the vicinity of these establishments; some of 
the murderers are now confined on the reservations. I would also recommend 

the passage of a law by Congress for the punishment of crimes committed among 
Indians; for so long as an Indian is  permitted to kill another without 
punishment, life has no safeguard. Murder should be made punishable by death.  

The necessity of an agent having something like magistratic powers conferred 
upon him, I think, is very great, so that he may settle difficulties arising among 

them, and, when an important case arises, or a case between tribes under different 
agencies, that the agents and the super- intendent may constitute a court for 
the trial or settlement of the difficulty. 

Source: Center for the Study of the Pacific Northwest, University of Washington
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The land and Indigenous people

Exhibit 1

“After the arrival of Europeans in the late 18th century, the lives of the area's 
indigenous people were forever changed. Exotic diseases wiped out entire villages. 

Long-standing social traditions were disrupted by new technologies and restrictions. 
Euro-American settlers competed for the abundant resources of the Olympic 

Peninsula. Salmon were fished from the streams, elk populations decimated and 
huge swaths of trees were harvested from the forests—the land and its ownership 

had changed.” (“People of the Olympic Peninsula”, Olympic National Park, nps.gov)

“On the streams, especially in the mountains region, we found land otter, mink, rats, 

and the sole object of the traders long journey to that region - the Beaver - These were 
very numerous till, their number has been diminished by white trappers - the business 
of which people is always to exterminate every native animal - for the Indian spare the 

young and take not life wantonly.” (John Ball, Oregon Country, 1832 from The Pacific 

Raincoast, p. 29)

“In a few weeks from the introduction of the disease, hundreds of natives became 
victims to it, the beach for a distance of eight miles was literally strewn with the dead 
bodies of these people, presenting a most disgusting spectacle.”  (Samuel Hancock on 

the devastation wrought by smallpox in 1853, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 55)

“Within a century of sustained Euroamerican contact, the Northwest native 

population had been reduced by more than 80%” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 56)

“The new settlers' practices also interfered with land-management techniques that 
the Indians had long employed. Fire was a tool Native Americans used to cleanse the 

land, maintain healthy prairie ecosystems, and prepare ground for planting and 
cultivation of camas, berries, and other crops. For generations, tribes shaped the 

habitat of the region through low-intensity, controlled burns, usually set in the late 
summer. But as the settlers built their farms and houses on the land, fire was not 
welcome. Their reaction was to suppress the management fires that tribespeople 

set.” (“Agriculture in Washington 1792 to 1900”, Historylink.org)

“Hunting and habitat loss had reduced the elk's numbers from an estimated 25,000 to 
40,000 animals in the 1850s to 2,000 or fewer in 1905. The slaughter of elk for their 

upper canine teeth, which enjoyed a turn-of-the-century vogue as watch fobs for 
members of the Elks Lodge, garnered particular notoriety.”  (“Olympic National Park”, 

Historylink.org)



“I saw the before and I saw the after the huge piles of logging slash left on the 
ground, streams and rivers that had supported the salmon, that had sustained the 
tribal culture and economy for so many centuries, were blocked with impassable 

jams and silted with choking sediment. The roads were being constructed right along 
the stream beds, there was no space for replanting. It was quite a shocking 

experience.  I didn't know a heck of a lot about forestry at that time, but I knew it 
wasn't right.” (Gary Morishima, Quinault Management Center, Historylink.org)

“Throughout the nineteenth century, entrepreneurs and others were developing 
various natural-resource industries, each of which altered local ecologies in ways that 

killed salmon or jeopardized healthy habitats. By the 1840s, fur traders had cleaned 
beaver out of most streams, altering watercourses in ways that often hurt salmon. 
Mining depleted streams through diversions and polluted them with byproducts of 

processing ore. Livestock trampled riparian areas and often destabilized ranges, which 
increased erosion. Farming diverted and blocked streams for irrigation and milling 
grain, and agriculture filled in wetlands and diked estuaries. Logging removed trees 

along streams that raised water temperatures, and used rivers as transportation 
corridors, which relied on splash dams and other methods that harmed Northwest 

rivers. As cities developed, rivers often served as dumps for industrial and municipal 
waste. All these activities, well underway by the time the nineteenth century closed, 

harmed salmon habitat by raising water temperature, removing woody debris that 

served as critical habitat, buried gravel that furnished ideal spawning habitat, and 
generally lowered water quality. As early as the 1870s, local officials warned about the 

imminent demise of Pacific salmon.” (“Salmon Recovery in Washington”, Historylink.com)



Impacts
sETTLER PERSPECTIVE

Exhibit 1

“No one living in or visiting the Pacific Northwest has ever ignored the forests. They 
have provided sustenance since time immemorial. They attracted the attention of 

explorers and non-Native settlers, who arrived beginning in the 1790s and saw in the 
forests potential sources of wealth. The trade in trees began almost immediately. The 

abundance of trees, especially in Western Washington, meant few people thought 
carefully about how forests grew or the effects of logging them. The seemingly 

inexhaustible supply made it seem as though there was no need to consider 
conserving them.” (“Experimental Forestry in Washington”, Historylink.org)

“Even for those not directly involved in the arduous task of trying to cut down 
immense trees, the forests of the Pacific Northwest seemed a barrier and a threat ... 

when Euroamericans looked out on the Northwest forests, therefore, they did not see 

an ecosystem that sustained ‘resources’ they values. Instead, sojourners to the Pacific 
Coast saw a massive green barrier that they described as monotonous, interminable, 

gloomy, somber, dark, wild, and savage.” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 26)

“Forests are fast yielding to the axe of the adventurer, and the ground, heretofore 
trod by the wily savage, or inhabited solely by the wily beasts of the forest, now 

produce, by the application of industry, rich rewards to their occupants.  The Indian 
retreats before the march of civilization and American enterprise; the howling 

wilderness is fast becoming fruitful fields, and ere long this isolated country will be 
far in the advance of many portions of our republic of a century’s age.” (Thomas 

Jefferson Dryer, Newspaper Editor, from The Pacific Rain Coast, pp. 49-50)

“While the Indian makes no fixed habitation, really occupies no land, and surely 
reduces none to production, yet he seeks to exclude other to whom it may be 

beneficial, not because he needs it but because it has been his hunting range, here he 

has required subsistence, his dead are gathered here.  Our race, following their 
destiny, in obedience to God’s great law that this earth shall be made to contribute to 

the benefit of His creatures, appropriate it to useful purposes.  Upon this principle 
earth has been reclaimed to civilization.  Christianity and human progress have 

advanced.” (Elwood Evans, 1869, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 52)

“The case for these poor savages is a hard one. They have been the mark for the 
white man’s rifle ever since white men have been among them. In very many 

instances they have been shot down in the merest of wantonness. They have never 



been treated as human beings, and if a righteous God ever makes inquisition for the 
blood of American Indians, [settlers] will have a bloody reckoning to answer for the 

wrongs of the untutored and degraded savages [the Pacific Northwest].” (Presbyterian 

Minister Wilson Blain, 1854 from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 57)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

“They made us many promises, more

than I can remember, but they never

kept but one; they promised to take our

land, and they took it.”

– Chief Red Cloud, Oglala Lakota

What is a Treaty?

Treaties are “binding agreements between nations” under the US Constitution – but unlike 

international treaties between the United States and foreign nations, treaties with Native 

American Tribes were negotiating boundaries and rights of nations that exist within the 

borders of United States.  Tribes and their governments are “sovereign nations,” but they 

remain subject to the Federal Government. 

Why were Treaties Needed?

“The problem was […] the fact that non-Native settlers in the Puget Sound region were 

attracted to exactly the lands that tribes lived on and used -- prairies they managed by 

burning and garden plots they cultivated offered far-more-appealing farm sites than stands 

of large timber that had to be painstakingly cleared. White settlers "became increasingly 

aware of the intolerable injustice of having good farmland in the hands of ... a race they 

regarded as savage" while "with some shock the Indians found their potato lands were open 

to expropriation by the first white man who wished to avoid hard labor with the ax" (The 

Pacific Rain Coast, p.32).

Between 1852 and 1853, when Washington Territory was created, the non-Native population 

of the area doubled and "the federal government, in a desperate rush to secure rights to the 

ancestral lands of tribal nations, pushed for a treaty resolution" (A People's History ..."). 

Leading the push was Isaac Stevens, the first governor of Washington Territory and 

superintendent of Indian affairs for the territory. (“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

Isaac I. Stevens 

Before Isaac Stevens became the first Governor of Oregon Territory, he was sent on behalf of 

the Federal Government to negotiate treaties with all the tribes in the region to secure land 

for settlement and industry.  The original idea was to create two reservations: one on the west 

side of the Cascades and one on the east side. For the Olympic Peninsula alone, Stevens was 



able to negotiate four treaties between the various groups, while some tribes were simply 

removed to reservations by Executive Order when a treaty could not be negotiated.

“His agents had been making the rounds of villages and selecting individuals who would 

represent each tribe. According to historian David M. Buerge, "Not only was the timetable 

reckless; the whole enterprise was organized in profound ignorance of native society, 

culture, and history. The twenty-thousand-odd aboriginal inhabitants who were assumed 

to be in rapid decline, were given a brutal choice: they would adapt to white society or 

they could disappear." (“Stevens, Isaac Ingalls”, Historylink.org)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

The Medicine Creek Treaty
On December 26, 1854, at Medicine Creek in present-day Thurston County, members 
of the Puyallup, Nisqually, Steilacoom, and Squaxin Island tribes enter a treaty with 

the United States in which they cede nearly all their lands, retaining three tiny 
reservations and access to traditional hunting and fishing grounds. The treaty with 
Indian communities of south Puget Sound is the first in a series that Governor Isaac 

Stevens (1818-1862) makes in a few months with tribes across Washington Territory. 
The Medicine Creek Treaty contains marks purporting to represent the signatures of 

62 tribal leaders, but not all those actually sign. They and others object to the 
inadequate reservations provided. Dissatisfaction with the Stevens treaties will soon 
lead to armed conflict between some Indian forces and U.S. troops and settlers. 

Although the U.S. prevails, in August 1856 Stevens will meet with Puyallup and 
Nisqually leaders and agree to significantly larger reservations for both tribes. More 

than a century later, Medicine Creek tribes' successful efforts to enforce treaty fishing 
rights will play a significant part in a nationwide movement for Native American rights 
and sovereignty.

The Treaty Tribes

The Treaty of Medicine Creek is an agreement between the United States and "the 
Nisqually, Puyallup, Steilacoom, Squawskin, S'Homamish, Stehchass, T'Peeksin, Squi-

aitl, and Sa-heh-wamish tribes and bands of Indians, occupying the lands lying round 
the head of Puget's Sound and the adjacent inlets" (Treaty, preamble). Those lands, 

ceded to the U.S. in return for $32,500 and other government assistance, 
encompassed some 2.5 million acres extending from south Puget Sound to the slopes 
of Mount Rainier, and from the crest of the Cascade Mountains to the summit of the 

Black Hills west of present-day Olympia.

The names of the listed "tribes and bands" derive from watersheds occupied by 

different groups ... Those living on the inlets, where they harvested salmon and 
shellfish, were known as "People of the Water," traveling the seven waterways and far 
beyond in large seagoing cedar canoes. The small island in Peale Passage just north of 

Budd Inlet, designated in the treaty as a reservation and now known as Squaxin Island, 
was not historically a village site but a gathering place for trade and celebrations.



[The Stevens] treaties would in no sense be negotiated -- Stevens's team wrote them 
and the tribes were merely requested to sign. Except for specifics of Indian 

participants named, lands ceded and price paid, and reservations created, the 
language of all the Western Washington treaties was largely the same, most of it based 

on the "Omaha treaties" Mix sent as models. The one major addition was, "The right of 
taking fish, at all usual and accustomed grounds and stations, is further secured to 
said Indians in common with all citizens of the Territory ... together with the privilege 

of hunting, gathering roots and berries, and pasturing their horses on open and 
unclaimed lands" (Treaty, Article 3).”  (South Puget Sound tribes sign Treaty of Medicine 

Creek on December 26, 1854", Historylink.org)



The dawes 
act

Exhibit 3

Advertisement offering Indian land for 

sale, 1911 

Source:

“Dawes Severalty Act divides Indian reservations among 
individual members on February 8, 1887” By David 
Wilma, Posted 8/14/2000, HistoryLink.org Essay 2600, 
https://historylink.org/File/2600 

On February 8, 1887, the Dawes 
Severalty Act, also called the Indian 
Allotment Act, divides Indian 
reservations amonĀ individual tribal 
members in an eÿÿort to assimilate 
Native Americans into the U.S. 
population as "responsible ÿarmers." 
Reservations are divided into 160-acre 
allotments and assiĀned to individual 
members. UnassiĀned lands are made 
available to white homesteaders. 

Allotment holders were permitted, 
aÿter 25 years and a certification oÿ 
competence, to sell their allotments. 
This resulted in individuals and tribes 

beinĀ swindled out oÿ their property. 
By 1934, two-thirds oÿ the reservation 
lands had passed out oÿ tribal control. 
In PuĀet Sound, relatively ÿew 
certificates oÿ competency were 
issued. The law placed Native 
Americans on reservations into a 
special class as wards oÿ the 
Āovernment. 

Instead oÿ assimilatinĀ Native 
Americans, this law and subsequent 
Āovernment policies prevented them 
ÿrom enterinĀ American society as ÿull 
citizens.



Exhibit 4



The
Reservation

Exhibit 5

The Squaxin Island people once lived in cedar plank longhouses and slept of mats 
made of cedar, cattail or fern.  They used the waterways as highways that would take 

them as far north as Vancouver Island. “They “fished and harvested shellfish. 
Bountiful runs of salmon extended far up the rivers, and people there caught large 
numbers using elaborate weirs. They traveled on river canoes and by horse. Upriver 

villagers used controlled burning to maintain open prairies in the valleys where they 
cultivated camas, potatoes, and other crops, and pastured large herds of horses.” 
(“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek, Historylink.org)

Following the treaty, “Some families chose to live in float houses, pike-poles from 
one place to another with the tide.”  By 1862, only fifty people lived on Squaxin 
Island out of the seven groups that were assigned to live there.  The school that was 
built by the Federal Government was forced to close the following year and the 
children were sent to Federally run boarding and training schools. (Squaxin Island 

Museum: Library and Research Center)

“The land was part of 4,000 square miles ceded in the Treaty of Medicine Creek on 

December 26, 1854.  Only one small island, four-and-a-half miles long and one-half 
mile wide, was reserved for native peoples. The island was given the name of the 
Squawksin of Case Inlet, and became known as Squaxin Island. 

Squaxin Island had no drinking water, making it inhospitable for permanent 
settlement, although many native people were confined there during the Indian Wars 
of 1855-1856.” (Shelton — Thumbnail History, Historylink.org)

“When the Indians were first put on the island, it was like a prison (during the Indian 
Wars of 1856-1857).  The Indians were not allowed to leave the island, and if they did, 
the white people were encouraged to shoot them.”  (Told to Anna Parker by Florence 

Sigo on September 2, 1980 – Squaxin Island Museum: Library and Research Center)

Resilience

“We continue to be the ”People of the Water.” We are of the bays, inlets, and the 
streams. Our lives depend on the stewardship we extend to all the earth, and the 

resources given to us as a gift from the Creator ... Always, the culture of the tribe has 
been based around the elements that can be sustained only through the balance of 
nature.” (Native Peoples, p. 98)



The
Reservation

Exhibit 5

“Squaxin Island Tribe; People of the Water, Exhibit 4: Squaxin Island Tribe: Overview Maps, 
https://squaxinisland.org/exhibit-4/

Squaxin Women in Shelton, WA Mason County, Washington State Historical Society Collections, Creation Date: ca. 1888, 

Catalog ID: 2012.0.174



Puget Sound from  Harstine Island with Squaxin Island in the distance, approximately 1929, University of Washington 

Libraries, Special Collections, SOC1277
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(University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons )



270 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
WASHINGTON SUPERINTENDENCY. No. 1. OFFICE 

SUPERINTENDENT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Olympia, Washington Territory, October 1, 1871. 

It is with, regret I am compelled to state that upon assuming the duties of 
superintendent of Indian affairs, after reinstatement, a noted change for the 

worse was everywhere visible, there having been a retrograde movement in the 
last two years. I particularly refer to gambling, drinking, ta-man-a-mus, 
flattening heads, and polygamy; also slavery, all of which were again practiced. 

The military officers sent here against their wish, in a service decidedly 
distasteful to them, as I have heard them repeatedly declare, and looking upon 
their stay as temporary, did not take the interest they should, or feel inclined to 

break in upon these tribal customs. In fact, many of the people of this Territory 
contend that no superintendent or agent has any right to interfere with the 

customs or tribal habits of the Indians. If they are correct, and this is the policy 
of the Government, it is folly to attempt to civilize them. My aim has always been 
to break down these barbarous customs, for as long as they exist nothing can be 

done toward civilization. Of course, this must be done in a way that will not do 
great violènce to their feelings, but a commencement must be made and steadily 

adhered to, as a want of firmness and.determination in this matter is construed 
as weakness, while nothing is accomplished and confidence lost. My object in this 
report will be to lay before the Department the necessities of the Indians, and 

what is actually essential in their progress to- ward civilization.  

The present policy will, no doubt, prove a complete success, if care be taken in the 

selection of suitable agents and employés, as the example of men placed over them 
has a powerful influence, either for good or evil, upon the closely observant 
Indian.  The policy now pursued is similar to that recommended in my annual 

report of 1867, and I have always been thoroughly convinced that none but 
honest, upright, Christian people, full of the missionary spirit, could succeed in 

civilizing and christianizing these people; and, as an anxiliary to their labors, I 
would recommend that Congress enact a stringent law against the sale of all 
kinds of intoxicating liquors, including wine, cider, and beer. The two latter 

drinks are, perhaps, the cause of more drunkenness than whisky. Unprincipled 
persons have taken advan- tage of the fact that the sale of beer was not 
prohibited, and built breweries near reservations, and by this' means induce the 

Indians to squander their money and become intoxicated. A number of Indians are 
killed yearly in drunken brawls in the vicinity of these establishments; some of 

the murderers are now confined on the reservations. I would also recommend 
the passage of a law by Congress for the punishment of crimes committed among 
Indians; for so long as an Indian is  permitted to kill another without 

punishment, life has no safeguard. Murder should be made punishable by death.  



The necessity of an agent having something like magistratic powers conferred 
upon him, I think, is very great, so that he may settle difficulties arising among 

them, and, when an important case arises, or a case between tribes under different 
agencies, that the agents and the super- intendent may constitute a court for 

the trial or settlement of the difficulty. 

Source: Center for the Study of the Pacific Northwest, University of Washington



Impacts
The land and Indigenous people

Exhibit 1

“After the arrival of Europeans in the late 18th century, the lives of the area's 
indigenous people were forever changed. Exotic diseases wiped out entire villages. 

Long-standing social traditions were disrupted by new technologies and restrictions. 
Euro-American settlers competed for the abundant resources of the Olympic 

Peninsula. Salmon were fished from the streams, elk populations decimated and 
huge swaths of trees were harvested from the forests—the land and its ownership 

had changed.” (“People of the Olympic Peninsula”, Olympic National Park, nps.gov)

“On the streams, especially in the mountains region, we found land otter, mink, rats, 

and the sole object of the traders long journey to that region - the Beaver - These were 
very numerous till, their number has been diminished by white trappers - the business 
of which people is always to exterminate every native animal - for the Indian spare the 

young and take not life wantonly.” (John Ball, Oregon Country, 1832 from The Pacific 

Raincoast, p. 29)

“In a few weeks from the introduction of the disease, hundreds of natives became 
victims to it, the beach for a distance of eight miles was literally strewn with the dead 
bodies of these people, presenting a most disgusting spectacle.”  (Samuel Hancock on 

the devastation wrought by smallpox in 1853, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 55)

“Within a century of sustained Euroamerican contact, the Northwest native 

population had been reduced by more than 80%” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 56)

“The new settlers' practices also interfered with land-management techniques that 
the Indians had long employed. Fire was a tool Native Americans used to cleanse the 

land, maintain healthy prairie ecosystems, and prepare ground for planting and 
cultivation of camas, berries, and other crops. For generations, tribes shaped the 

habitat of the region through low-intensity, controlled burns, usually set in the late 
summer. But as the settlers built their farms and houses on the land, fire was not 
welcome. Their reaction was to suppress the management fires that tribespeople 

set.” (“Agriculture in Washington 1792 to 1900”, Historylink.org)

“Hunting and habitat loss had reduced the elk's numbers from an estimated 25,000 to 
40,000 animals in the 1850s to 2,000 or fewer in 1905. The slaughter of elk for their 

upper canine teeth, which enjoyed a turn-of-the-century vogue as watch fobs for 
members of the Elks Lodge, garnered particular notoriety.”  (“Olympic National Park”, 

Historylink.org)



“I saw the before and I saw the after the huge piles of logging slash left on the 
ground, streams and rivers that had supported the salmon, that had sustained the 
tribal culture and economy for so many centuries, were blocked with impassable 

jams and silted with choking sediment. The roads were being constructed right along 
the stream beds, there was no space for replanting. It was quite a shocking 

experience.  I didn't know a heck of a lot about forestry at that time, but I knew it 
wasn't right.” (Gary Morishima, Quinault Management Center, Historylink.org)

“Throughout the nineteenth century, entrepreneurs and others were developing 
various natural-resource industries, each of which altered local ecologies in ways that 

killed salmon or jeopardized healthy habitats. By the 1840s, fur traders had cleaned 
beaver out of most streams, altering watercourses in ways that often hurt salmon. 
Mining depleted streams through diversions and polluted them with byproducts of 

processing ore. Livestock trampled riparian areas and often destabilized ranges, which 
increased erosion. Farming diverted and blocked streams for irrigation and milling 
grain, and agriculture filled in wetlands and diked estuaries. Logging removed trees 

along streams that raised water temperatures, and used rivers as transportation 
corridors, which relied on splash dams and other methods that harmed Northwest 

rivers. As cities developed, rivers often served as dumps for industrial and municipal 
waste. All these activities, well underway by the time the nineteenth century closed, 

harmed salmon habitat by raising water temperature, removing woody debris that 

served as critical habitat, buried gravel that furnished ideal spawning habitat, and 
generally lowered water quality. As early as the 1870s, local officials warned about the 

imminent demise of Pacific salmon.” (“Salmon Recovery in Washington”, Historylink.com)
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“No one living in or visiting the Pacific Northwest has ever ignored the forests. They 
have provided sustenance since time immemorial. They attracted the attention of 

explorers and non-Native settlers, who arrived beginning in the 1790s and saw in the 
forests potential sources of wealth. The trade in trees began almost immediately. The 

abundance of trees, especially in Western Washington, meant few people thought 
carefully about how forests grew or the effects of logging them. The seemingly 

inexhaustible supply made it seem as though there was no need to consider 
conserving them.” (“Experimental Forestry in Washington”, Historylink.org)

“Even for those not directly involved in the arduous task of trying to cut down 
immense trees, the forests of the Pacific Northwest seemed a barrier and a threat ... 

when Euroamericans looked out on the Northwest forests, therefore, they did not see 

an ecosystem that sustained ‘resources’ they values. Instead, sojourners to the Pacific 
Coast saw a massive green barrier that they described as monotonous, interminable, 

gloomy, somber, dark, wild, and savage.” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 26)

“Forests are fast yielding to the axe of the adventurer, and the ground, heretofore 
trod by the wily savage, or inhabited solely by the wily beasts of the forest, now 

produce, by the application of industry, rich rewards to their occupants.  The Indian 
retreats before the march of civilization and American enterprise; the howling 

wilderness is fast becoming fruitful fields, and ere long this isolated country will be 
far in the advance of many portions of our republic of a century’s age.” (Thomas 

Jefferson Dryer, Newspaper Editor, from The Pacific Rain Coast, pp. 49-50)

“While the Indian makes no fixed habitation, really occupies no land, and surely 
reduces none to production, yet he seeks to exclude other to whom it may be 

beneficial, not because he needs it but because it has been his hunting range, here he 

has required subsistence, his dead are gathered here.  Our race, following their 
destiny, in obedience to God’s great law that this earth shall be made to contribute to 

the benefit of His creatures, appropriate it to useful purposes.  Upon this principle 
earth has been reclaimed to civilization.  Christianity and human progress have 

advanced.” (Elwood Evans, 1869, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 52)

“The case for these poor savages is a hard one. They have been the mark for the 
white man’s rifle ever since white men have been among them. In very many 

instances they have been shot down in the merest of wantonness. They have never 



been treated as human beings, and if a righteous God ever makes inquisition for the 
blood of American Indians, [settlers] will have a bloody reckoning to answer for the 

wrongs of the untutored and degraded savages [the Pacific Northwest].” (Presbyterian 

Minister Wilson Blain, 1854 from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 57)



Treaty
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“They made us many promises, more

than I can remember, but they never

kept but one; they promised to take our

land, and they took it.”

– Chief Red Cloud, Oglala Lakota

What is a Treaty?

Treaties are “binding agreements between nations” under the US Constitution – but unlike 

international treaties between the United States and foreign nations, treaties with Native 

American Tribes were negotiating boundaries and rights of nations that exist within the 

borders of United States.  Tribes and their governments are “sovereign nations,” but they 

remain subject to the Federal Government. 

Why were Treaties Needed?

“The problem was […] the fact that non-Native settlers in the Puget Sound region were 

attracted to exactly the lands that tribes lived on and used -- prairies they managed by 

burning and garden plots they cultivated offered far-more-appealing farm sites than stands 

of large timber that had to be painstakingly cleared. White settlers "became increasingly 

aware of the intolerable injustice of having good farmland in the hands of ... a race they 

regarded as savage" while "with some shock the Indians found their potato lands were open 

to expropriation by the first white man who wished to avoid hard labor with the ax" (The 

Pacific Rain Coast, p.32).

Between 1852 and 1853, when Washington Territory was created, the non-Native population 

of the area doubled and "the federal government, in a desperate rush to secure rights to the 

ancestral lands of tribal nations, pushed for a treaty resolution" (A People's History ..."). 

Leading the push was Isaac Stevens, the first governor of Washington Territory and 

superintendent of Indian affairs for the territory. (“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

Isaac I. Stevens 

Before Isaac Stevens became the first Governor of Oregon Territory, he was sent on behalf of 

the Federal Government to negotiate treaties with all the tribes in the region to secure land 

for settlement and industry.  The original idea was to create two reservations: one on the west 

side of the Cascades and one on the east side. For the Olympic Peninsula alone, Stevens was 



able to negotiate four treaties between the various groups, while some tribes were simply 

removed to reservations by Executive Order when a treaty could not be negotiated.

“His agents had been making the rounds of villages and selecting individuals who would 

represent each tribe. According to historian David M. Buerge, "Not only was the timetable 

reckless; the whole enterprise was organized in profound ignorance of native society, 

culture, and history. The twenty-thousand-odd aboriginal inhabitants who were assumed 

to be in rapid decline, were given a brutal choice: they would adapt to white society or 

they could disappear." (“Stevens, Isaac Ingalls”, Historylink.org)



Treaty
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“Non-Treaty” Tribe
“On July 8, 1864, Secretary of the Interior J. P. Usher creates the Confederated Tribes 
of the Chehalis Reservation, located at the confluence of the Black and Chehalis rivers 

in southwestern Washington Territory. Usher's directive reserves 4,224.63 acres for 
the Upper and Lower Chehalis. Some of the Chehalis move onto the reservation, while 
others remain living amongst American settlers.

In February 1855, the Quinault, Queets, Lower Chehalis, Upper Chehalis, Shoalwater 
Bay, Chinook, and Cowlitz tribes met at the Chehalis River Treaty Council (at the 

location of Cosmopolis today) with Territorial Governor Isaac Stevens (1818-1862). The 
tribes did not object to ceding their lands, but once they heard the terms of the treaty 
they refused to sign it. The treaty required that they move to a reservation away from 

their traditional lands with the location of the reservation to be determined later. The 
tribes refused to accept those conditions and Stevens left without an agreement.” 

(“Secretary of the Interior J. P. Usher creates the Confederated Tribes of the Chehalis 
Reservation on July 8, 1864,” Historylink.org)

“As a result, the Chehalis became a “non-treaty” tribe - a reservation was imposed 

them and “financial aid from the government would be limited and unpredictable.” 
(“People of the Sands”, chehalistribe.org)

“To tribal leaders, no treaty simply meant ‘no deal for now’. They could not have 

anticipated the speed at which the non-Indian population would swell or that railroads 
and steamboats would result in an insatiable demand for profitable Indian land and 

natural resources. They did not anticipate that their homeland and occupations would 
be taken from them without fair compensation, but that is what happened.” (“One Tribe 

Who Survives” COLUMBIA, The Magazine of Northwest History, Fall 2024, p. 11)



The dawes 
act

Exhibit 3

Advertisement offering Indian land for 

sale, 1911 

Source:

“Dawes Severalty Act divides Indian reservations among 
individual members on February 8, 1887” By David 
Wilma, Posted 8/14/2000, HistoryLink.org Essay 2600, 
https://historylink.org/File/2600 

On February 8, 1887, the Dawes 
Severalty Act, also called the Indian 
Allotment Act, divides Indian 
reservations amonĀ individual tribal 
members in an eÿÿort to assimilate 
Native Americans into the U.S. 
population as "responsible ÿarmers." 
Reservations are divided into 160-acre 
allotments and assiĀned to individual 
members. UnassiĀned lands are made 
available to white homesteaders. 

Allotment holders were permitted, 
aÿter 25 years and a certification oÿ 
competence, to sell their allotments. 
This resulted in individuals and tribes 

beinĀ swindled out oÿ their property. 
By 1934, two-thirds oÿ the reservation 
lands had passed out oÿ tribal control. 
In PuĀet Sound, relatively ÿew 
certificates oÿ competency were 
issued. The law placed Native 
Americans on reservations into a 
special class as wards oÿ the 
Āovernment. 

Instead oÿ assimilatinĀ Native 
Americans, this law and subsequent 
Āovernment policies prevented them 
ÿrom enterinĀ American society as ÿull 
citizens.
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Exhibit 5

“[Being a non-treaty tribe] did not stop American settlement and the Chehalis lived 
among the settlers, returning to their traditional winter and summer villages. Those 

settlers and the Chehalis seem to have maintained good relations.

The Chehalis did not participate in the treaty wars of 1855-1856. During the conflict 
about 400 Chehalis moved onto Sidney Ford Sr.'s land near the confluence of the 

Chehalis and Skookumchuck rivers as a temporary reservation.

After the wars, the Chehalis remained in a difficult situation. They had not ceded their 
lands through a treaty, but American settlers continued to file claims on their lands. In 

1864 the Commissioner of Indian Affairs wrote to the Secretary of the Interior, "The 
choicest portions of their lands have been occupied by whites without any 

remuneration to them, and without their consent or having relinquished their claim or 
right to it" (Executive Orders, 111).

To remedy the situation, Secretary Usher authorized purchase of land for a 

reservation at the confluence of the Black and Chehalis rivers and its lands included 
both prairie and timberlands. The location fulfilled the needs and requests of the 

Upper and Lower Chehalis from the beginning: that they have a reservation to 
themselves and that it be located within their original territory.” (“Secretary of the 

Interior J. P. Usher creates the Confederated Tribes of the Chehalis Reservation on July 8, 

1864,” HIstorylink.org)
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Children and Indian boarding school at Chehalis Indian Reservation, Washington Territory, between 1884 and 1890, 
University of Washington Libraries, Special Collections, SOC19483

Erosion near creek resulted in tree falling into water, 1902/1921. Washington State University Libraries Digital Collections, 

pc170b3p19_lumbererosiontreefallenintocreek



10ft stump, Grays Harbor Collection, Washington State University Libraries Digital Collections, pc018b09n372
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(University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons )

270 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
WASHINGTON SUPERINTENDENCY. No. 1. OFFICE 

SUPERINTENDENT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Olympia, Washington Territory, October 1, 1871. 

It is with, regret I am compelled to state that upon assuming the duties of 
superintendent of Indian affairs, after reinstatement, a noted change for the 
worse was everywhere visible, there having been a retrograde movement in the 

last two years. I particularly refer to gambling, drinking, ta-man-a-mus, 
flattening heads, and polygamy; also slavery, all of which were again practiced. 
The military officers sent here against their wish, in a service decidedly 

distasteful to them, as I have heard them repeatedly declare, and looking upon 
their stay as temporary, did not take the interest they should, or feel inclined to 

break in upon these tribal customs. In fact, many of the people of this Territory 
contend that no superintendent or agent has any right to interfere with the 
customs or tribal habits of the Indians. If they are correct, and this is the policy 

of the Government, it is folly to attempt to civilize them. My aim has always been 
to break down these barbarous customs, for as long as they exist nothing can be 

done toward civilization. Of course, this must be done in a way that will not do 
great violènce to their feelings, but a commencement must be made and steadily 



adhered to, as a want of firmness and.determination in this matter is construed 
as weakness, while nothing is accomplished and confidence lost. My object in this 

report will be to lay before the Department the necessities of the Indians, and 
what is actually essential in their progress to- ward civilization.  

The present policy will, no doubt, prove a complete success, if care be taken in the 
selection of suitable agents and employés, as the example of men placed over them 
has a powerful influence, either for good or evil, upon the closely observant 

Indian.  The policy now pursued is similar to that recommended in my annual 
report of 1867, and I have always been thoroughly convinced that none but 

honest, upright, Christian people, full of the missionary spirit, could succeed in 
civilizing and christianizing these people; and, as an anxiliary to their labors, I 
would recommend that Congress enact a stringent law against the sale of all 

kinds of intoxicating liquors, including wine, cider, and beer. The two latter 
drinks are, perhaps, the cause of more drunkenness than whisky. Unprincipled 
persons have taken advan- tage of the fact that the sale of beer was not 

prohibited, and built breweries near reservations, and by this' means induce the 
Indians to squander their money and become intoxicated. A number of Indians are 

killed yearly in drunken brawls in the vicinity of these establishments; some of 
the murderers are now confined on the reservations. I would also recommend 
the passage of a law by Congress for the punishment of crimes committed among 

Indians; for so long as an Indian is  permitted to kill another without 
punishment, life has no safeguard. Murder should be made punishable by death.  

The necessity of an agent having something like magistratic powers conferred 
upon him, I think, is very great, so that he may settle difficulties arising among 
them, and, when an important case arises, or a case between tribes under different 

agencies, that the agents and the super- intendent may constitute a court for 
the trial or settlement of the difficulty. 

Source: Center for the Study of the Pacific Northwest, University of Washington



Impacts
The land and Indigenous people

Exhibit 1

“After the arrival of Europeans in the late 18th century, the lives of the area's 
indigenous people were forever changed. Exotic diseases wiped out entire villages. 

Long-standing social traditions were disrupted by new technologies and restrictions. 
Euro-American settlers competed for the abundant resources of the Olympic 

Peninsula. Salmon were fished from the streams, elk populations decimated and 
huge swaths of trees were harvested from the forests—the land and its ownership 

had changed.” (“People of the Olympic Peninsula”, Olympic National Park, nps.gov)

“On the streams, especially in the mountains region, we found land otter, mink, rats, 

and the sole object of the traders long journey to that region - the Beaver - These were 
very numerous till, their number has been diminished by white trappers - the business 
of which people is always to exterminate every native animal - for the Indian spare the 

young and take not life wantonly.” (John Ball, Oregon Country, 1832 from The Pacific 

Raincoast, p. 29)

“In a few weeks from the introduction of the disease, hundreds of natives became 
victims to it, the beach for a distance of eight miles was literally strewn with the dead 
bodies of these people, presenting a most disgusting spectacle.”  (Samuel Hancock on 

the devastation wrought by smallpox in 1853, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 55)

“Within a century of sustained Euroamerican contact, the Northwest native 

population had been reduced by more than 80%” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 56)

“The new settlers' practices also interfered with land-management techniques that 
the Indians had long employed. Fire was a tool Native Americans used to cleanse the 

land, maintain healthy prairie ecosystems, and prepare ground for planting and 
cultivation of camas, berries, and other crops. For generations, tribes shaped the 

habitat of the region through low-intensity, controlled burns, usually set in the late 
summer. But as the settlers built their farms and houses on the land, fire was not 
welcome. Their reaction was to suppress the management fires that tribespeople 

set.” (“Agriculture in Washington 1792 to 1900”, Historylink.org)

“Hunting and habitat loss had reduced the elk's numbers from an estimated 25,000 to 
40,000 animals in the 1850s to 2,000 or fewer in 1905. The slaughter of elk for their 

upper canine teeth, which enjoyed a turn-of-the-century vogue as watch fobs for 
members of the Elks Lodge, garnered particular notoriety.”  (“Olympic National Park”, 

Historylink.org)



“I saw the before and I saw the after the huge piles of logging slash left on the 
ground, streams and rivers that had supported the salmon, that had sustained the 
tribal culture and economy for so many centuries, were blocked with impassable 

jams and silted with choking sediment. The roads were being constructed right along 
the stream beds, there was no space for replanting. It was quite a shocking 

experience.  I didn't know a heck of a lot about forestry at that time, but I knew it 
wasn't right.” (Gary Morishima, Quinault Management Center, Historylink.org)

“Throughout the nineteenth century, entrepreneurs and others were developing 
various natural-resource industries, each of which altered local ecologies in ways that 

killed salmon or jeopardized healthy habitats. By the 1840s, fur traders had cleaned 
beaver out of most streams, altering watercourses in ways that often hurt salmon. 
Mining depleted streams through diversions and polluted them with byproducts of 

processing ore. Livestock trampled riparian areas and often destabilized ranges, which 
increased erosion. Farming diverted and blocked streams for irrigation and milling 
grain, and agriculture filled in wetlands and diked estuaries. Logging removed trees 

along streams that raised water temperatures, and used rivers as transportation 
corridors, which relied on splash dams and other methods that harmed Northwest 

rivers. As cities developed, rivers often served as dumps for industrial and municipal 
waste. All these activities, well underway by the time the nineteenth century closed, 

harmed salmon habitat by raising water temperature, removing woody debris that 

served as critical habitat, buried gravel that furnished ideal spawning habitat, and 
generally lowered water quality. As early as the 1870s, local officials warned about the 

imminent demise of Pacific salmon.” (“Salmon Recovery in Washington”, Historylink.com)
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sETTLER PERSPECTIVE
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“No one living in or visiting the Pacific Northwest has ever ignored the forests. They 
have provided sustenance since time immemorial. They attracted the attention of 

explorers and non-Native settlers, who arrived beginning in the 1790s and saw in the 
forests potential sources of wealth. The trade in trees began almost immediately. The 

abundance of trees, especially in Western Washington, meant few people thought 
carefully about how forests grew or the effects of logging them. The seemingly 

inexhaustible supply made it seem as though there was no need to consider 
conserving them.” (“Experimental Forestry in Washington”, Historylink.org)

“Even for those not directly involved in the arduous task of trying to cut down 
immense trees, the forests of the Pacific Northwest seemed a barrier and a threat ... 

when Euroamericans looked out on the Northwest forests, therefore, they did not see 

an ecosystem that sustained ‘resources’ they values. Instead, sojourners to the Pacific 
Coast saw a massive green barrier that they described as monotonous, interminable, 

gloomy, somber, dark, wild, and savage.” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 26)

“Forests are fast yielding to the axe of the adventurer, and the ground, heretofore 
trod by the wily savage, or inhabited solely by the wily beasts of the forest, now 

produce, by the application of industry, rich rewards to their occupants.  The Indian 
retreats before the march of civilization and American enterprise; the howling 

wilderness is fast becoming fruitful fields, and ere long this isolated country will be 
far in the advance of many portions of our republic of a century’s age.” (Thomas 

Jefferson Dryer, Newspaper Editor, from The Pacific Rain Coast, pp. 49-50)

“While the Indian makes no fixed habitation, really occupies no land, and surely 
reduces none to production, yet he seeks to exclude other to whom it may be 

beneficial, not because he needs it but because it has been his hunting range, here he 

has required subsistence, his dead are gathered here.  Our race, following their 
destiny, in obedience to God’s great law that this earth shall be made to contribute to 

the benefit of His creatures, appropriate it to useful purposes.  Upon this principle 
earth has been reclaimed to civilization.  Christianity and human progress have 

advanced.” (Elwood Evans, 1869, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 52)

“The case for these poor savages is a hard one. They have been the mark for the 
white man’s rifle ever since white men have been among them. In very many 

instances they have been shot down in the merest of wantonness. They have never 



been treated as human beings, and if a righteous God ever makes inquisition for the 
blood of American Indians, [settlers] will have a bloody reckoning to answer for the 

wrongs of the untutored and degraded savages [the Pacific Northwest].” (Presbyterian 

Minister Wilson Blain, 1854 from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 57)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

“They made us many promises, more

than I can remember, but they never

kept but one; they promised to take our

land, and they took it.”

– Chief Red Cloud, Oglala Lakota

What is a Treaty?

Treaties are “binding agreements between nations” under the US Constitution – but unlike 

international treaties between the United States and foreign nations, treaties with Native 

American Tribes were negotiating boundaries and rights of nations that exist within the 

borders of United States.  Tribes and their governments are “sovereign nations,” but they 

remain subject to the Federal Government. 

Why were Treaties Needed?

“The problem was […] the fact that non-Native settlers in the Puget Sound region were 

attracted to exactly the lands that tribes lived on and used -- prairies they managed by 

burning and garden plots they cultivated offered far-more-appealing farm sites than stands 

of large timber that had to be painstakingly cleared. White settlers "became increasingly 

aware of the intolerable injustice of having good farmland in the hands of ... a race they 

regarded as savage" while "with some shock the Indians found their potato lands were open 

to expropriation by the first white man who wished to avoid hard labor with the ax" (The 

Pacific Rain Coast, p.32).

Between 1852 and 1853, when Washington Territory was created, the non-Native population 

of the area doubled and "the federal government, in a desperate rush to secure rights to the 

ancestral lands of tribal nations, pushed for a treaty resolution" (A People's History ..."). 

Leading the push was Isaac Stevens, the first governor of Washington Territory and 

superintendent of Indian affairs for the territory. (“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

Isaac I. Stevens 

Before Isaac Stevens became the first Governor of Oregon Territory, he was sent on behalf of 

the Federal Government to negotiate treaties with all the tribes in the region to secure land 

for settlement and industry.  The original idea was to create two reservations: one on the west 

side of the Cascades and one on the east side. For the Olympic Peninsula alone, Stevens was 



able to negotiate four treaties between the various groups, while some tribes were simply 

removed to reservations by Executive Order when a treaty could not be negotiated.

“His agents had been making the rounds of villages and selecting individuals who would 

represent each tribe. According to historian David M. Buerge, "Not only was the timetable 

reckless; the whole enterprise was organized in profound ignorance of native society, 

culture, and history. The twenty-thousand-odd aboriginal inhabitants who were assumed 

to be in rapid decline, were given a brutal choice: they would adapt to white society or 

they could disappear." (“Stevens, Isaac Ingalls”, Historylink.org)
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The Quinault Treaty 
The Quinault Treaty was signed by Isaac Stevens (1818-1862), Governor of Washington 
Territory, and by Quinault Chief Taholah and other chiefs, subchiefs, and tribal 

delegates on the Quinault River on July 1, 1855 and at Olympia, on January 25, 1856. 
This file contains the complete text of the treaty.

Text of the Quinault Treaty

Articles of agreement and convention made and concluded by and between Isaac I. 
Stevens, governor and superintendent of Indian affairs of the Territory of Washington, 

on the part of the United States, and the undersigned chiefs, headmen, and delegates 
of the different tribes and bands of the Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute Indians, on the 
part of said tribes and bands, and duly authorized thereto by them.

ARTICLE 1.

The said tribes and bands hereby cede, relinquish, and convey to the United States all 

their right, title, and interest in and to the lands and country occupied by them, 
bounded and described as follows: Commencing at a point on the Pacific coast, which 
is the southwest corner of the lands lately ceded by the Makah tribe of Indians to the 

United States, and running easterly with and along the southern boundary of the said 
Makah tribe to the middle of the coast range of mountains; thence southerly with said 
range of mountains to their intersection with the dividing ridge between the chehalis 

and Quiniatl Rivers; thence westerly with said ridge to the Pacific coast; thence 
northerly along said coast to the place of beginning.

ARTICLE 2.

There shall, however, be reserved, for the use and occupation of the tribes and bands 
aforesaid, a tract or tracts of land sufficient for their wants within the Territory of 

Washington, to be selected by the President of the United States, and hereafter 
surveyed or located and set apart for their exclusive use, and no white man shall be 

permitted to reside thereon without permission of the tribe and of the superintendent 
of Indian affairs or Indian agent. And the said tribes and bands agree to remove to and 
settle upon the same within one year after the ratification of this treaty, or sooner if 



the means are furnished them. In the meantime it shall be lawful for them to reside 
upon any lands not in the actual claim and occupation of citizens of the United States, 

and upon any lands claimed or occupied, if with the permission of the owner or 
claimant. If necessary for the public convenience, roads may be run through said 

reservation, on compensation being made for any damage sustained thereby.

ARTICLE 3.

The right of taking fish at all usual and accustomed grounds and stations is secured to 

said Indians in common with all citizens of the Territory, and of erecting temporary 
houses for the purpose of curing the same; together with the privilege of hunting, 

gathering roots and berries, and pasturing their horses on all open and unclaimed 
lands. Provided, however, That they shall not take shell-fish from any beds staked or 
cultivated by citizens; and provided, also, that they shall alter all stallions not 

intended for breeding, and keep up and confine the stallions themselves.

ARTICLE 4.

In consideration of the above cession, the United States agree to pay to the said tribes 

and bands the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars, in the following manner, that is to 
say: For the first year after the ratification hereof, two thousand five hundred dollars; 

for the next two years, two thousand dollars each year; for the next three years, one 
thousand six hundred dollars each year; for the next four years, one thousand three 
hundred dollars each year; for the next five years, one thousand dollars each year; and 

for the next five years, seven hundred dollars each year. All of which sums of money 
shall be applied to the use and benefit of the said Indians under the directions of the 

President of the United States, who may from time to time, determine at his discretion 
upon what beneficial objects to expend the same; and the superintendent of Indian 
affairs, or other proper officer, shall each year inform the President of the wishes of 

said Indians in respect thereto.

ARTICLE 5.

To enable the said Indians to remove to and settle upon such reservation as may be 
selected for them by the President, and to clear, fence, and break up a sufficient 
quantity of land for cultivation, the United States further agree to pay the sum of two 

thousand five hundred dollars, to be laid out and expended under the direction of the 
President, and in such manner as he shall approve.

ARTICLE 6.

The President may hereafter, when in his opinion the interests of the Territory shall 
require, and the welfare of the said Indians be promoted by it, remove them from said 

reservation or reservations to such other suitable place or places within said Territory 



as he may deem fit, on remunerating them for their improvements and the expenses 
of their removal, or may consolidate them with other friendly tribes or bands, in which 

latter case the annuities, payable to the consolidated tribes respectively, shall also be 
consolidated; and he may further, at his discretion, cause the whole or any portion of 

the lands to be reserved, or of such other land as may be selected in lieu thereof, to be 
surveyed into lots, and assign the same to such individuals or families as are willing to 
avail themselves of the privilege, and will locate on the same as a permanent home, on 

the same terms and subject to the same regulations as are provided in the sixth article 
of the treaty with the Omahas, so far as the same may be applicable. Any substantial 

improvements heretofore made by any Indians, and which they shall be compelled to 
abandon in consequence of this treaty, shall be valued under the direction of the 
President, and payment made accordingly therefor.

ARTICLE 7.

The annuities of the aforesaid tribes and bands shall not be taken to pay the debts of 
individuals.

ARTICLE 8.

The said tribes and bands acknowledge their dependence on the Government of the 

United States, and promise to be friendly with all citizens thereof, and pledge 
themselves to commit no depredations on the property of such citizens; and should 
any one or more of them violate this pledge, and the fact be satisfactorily proven 

before the agent, the property taken shall be returned, or in default thereof, or if 
injured or destroyed, compensation may be made by the Government out of their 

annuities. Nor will they make war on any other tribe except in self-defence, but will 
submit all matters of difference between them and other Indians to the Government 
of the United States, or its agent, for decision and abide thereby; and if any of the said 

Indians commit any depredations on any other Indians within the Territory, the same 
rule shall prevail as is prescribed in this article in case of depredations against 

citizens. And the said tribes and bands agree not to shelter or conceal offenders 
against the laws of the United States, but to deliver them to the authorities for trial.

ARTICLE 9.

The above tribes and bands are desirous to exclude from their reservations the use of 
ardent spirits, and to prevent their people from drinking the same, and therefore it is 

provided that any Indian belonging to said tribes who is guilty of bringing liquor into 
said reservations, or who drinks liquor, may have his or her proportion of the annuities 
withheld from him or her, for such time as the President may determine.

ARTICLE 10.



The United States further agree to establish at the general agency for the district of 
Puget Sound, within one year from the ratification hereof, and to support for a period 

of twenty years, an agricultural and industrial school, to be free to the children of the 
said tribes and bands in common with those of the other tribes of said district, and to 

provide the said school with a suitable instructor or instructors, and also to provide a 
smithy and carpenter's shop, and furnish them with the necessary tools, and to 
employ a blacksmith, carpenter, and farmer for a term of twenty years, to instruct the 

Indians in their respective occupations. And the United States further agree to employ 
a physician to reside at the said central agency, who shall furnish medicine and advice 

to their sick, and shall vaccinate them; the expenses of the said school, shops, 
employees, and medical attendance to be defrayed by the United States, and not 
deducted from their annuities.

ARTICLE 11.

The said tribes and bands agree to free all slaves now held by them, and not to 
purchase or acquire others hereafter.

ARTICLE 12.

The said tribes and bands finally agree not to trade at Vancouver's Island or elsewhere 

out of the dominions of the United States, nor shall foreign Indians be permitted to 
reside on their reservations without consent of the superintendent or agent.

ARTICLE 13.

This treaty shall be obligatory on the contracting parties as soon as the same shall be 
ratified by the President and Senate of the United States. In testimony whereof, the 

said Isaac I. Stevens, governor and superintendent of Indian affairs, and the 
undersigned chiefs, headmen, and delegates of the aforesaid tribes and bands of 
Indians, have hereunto set their hands and seals, at Olympia, January 25, 1856, and on 

the Qui-nai-elt River, July 1, 1855.
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Advertisement offering Indian land for 

sale, 1911 

Source:

“Dawes Severalty Act divides Indian reservations among 
individual members on February 8, 1887” By David 
Wilma, Posted 8/14/2000, HistoryLink.org Essay 2600, 
https://historylink.org/File/2600 

On February 8, 1887, the Dawes 
Severalty Act, also called the Indian 
Allotment Act, divides Indian 
reservations amonĀ individual tribal 
members in an eÿÿort to assimilate 
Native Americans into the U.S. 
population as "responsible ÿarmers." 
Reservations are divided into 160-acre 
allotments and assiĀned to individual 
members. UnassiĀned lands are made 
available to white homesteaders. 

Allotment holders were permitted, 
aÿter 25 years and a certification oÿ 
competence, to sell their allotments. 
This resulted in individuals and tribes 

beinĀ swindled out oÿ their property. 
By 1934, two-thirds oÿ the reservation 
lands had passed out oÿ tribal control. 
In PuĀet Sound, relatively ÿew 
certificates oÿ competency were 
issued. The law placed Native 
Americans on reservations into a 
special class as wards oÿ the 
Āovernment. 

Instead oÿ assimilatinĀ Native 
Americans, this law and subsequent 
Āovernment policies prevented them 
ÿrom enterinĀ American society as ÿull 
citizens.
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Removal

The Treaty of Olympia ceded 1/3rd of the Olympic Peninsula to the Federal 

Government (roughly 1.2 million acres) in exchange for “tract or tracts of land 
sufficient for their wants.” The Quinault Reservation was later expanded in 1873, but 
the Dawes Act and a congressional act in 1911 did not prevent allotments (parcels of 

land) from to be sold outside the tribe – turning the reservation into a checkerboard of 
non-Indian landowners (many of whom live elsewhere) that quickly outnumbered the 
Quinault and neighboring tribe members. Quinault people have depended on the sale 

of lumber on their lands for financial independence and are working to reclaim 
reservation land that has been lost. (Native Peoples, pp. 116 - 117)

“A BIA boarding school was constructed at Taholah [the most populous village site on 
the reservation] in the early 1860s ... the BIA believed that the ‘civilization’ of the 
Indians, meaning separating them from their Indian ways, would be hastened through 

instruction in Western religion and the English language and a livelihood based on 
agriculture.” (Native Peoples, p. 121)

Resilience

“The Quinault traditional homeland continues to be the focus of Quinault culture. On 
and off the reservation, the people continue to cultivate and harvest culturally 

significant plants like cedar bark, beargrass, cattail, sweetgrass, and beach grass for 
basket weaving. ” “(Native Peoples, p. 121) 
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Homes and fields along the Quinault river - Quinault Indian Reservation, 1885. UW Special Collections, NA4044

Interior of fish house in Taholah village, Quinault reservation, 1896-1903. WSHS Catalog ID: 1916.8.363



From Shale, Portrait of Our Land, 11,.foresthistory.org
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(University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons )

270 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
WASHINGTON SUPERINTENDENCY. No. 1. OFFICE 

SUPERINTENDENT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Olympia, Washington Territory, October 1, 1871. 

It is with, regret I am compelled to state that upon assuming the duties of 

superintendent of Indian affairs, after reinstatement, a noted change for the 
worse was everywhere visible, there having been a retrograde movement in the 



last two years. I particularly refer to gambling, drinking, ta-man-a-mus, 
flattening heads, and polygamy; also slavery, all of which were again practiced. 

The military officers sent here against their wish, in a service decidedly 
distasteful to them, as I have heard them repeatedly declare, and looking upon 

their stay as temporary, did not take the interest they should, or feel inclined to 
break in upon these tribal customs. In fact, many of the people of this Territory 
contend that no superintendent or agent has any right to interfere with the 

customs or tribal habits of the Indians. If they are correct, and this is the policy 
of the Government, it is folly to attempt to civilize them. My aim has always been 

to break down these barbarous customs, for as long as they exist nothing can be 
done toward civilization. Of course, this must be done in a way that will not do 
great violènce to their feelings, but a commencement must be made and steadily 

adhered to, as a want of firmness and.determination in this matter is construed 
as weakness, while nothing is accomplished and confidence lost. My object in this 
report will be to lay before the Department the necessities of the Indians, and 

what is actually essential in their progress to- ward civilization.  

The present policy will, no doubt, prove a complete success, if care be taken in the 

selection of suitable agents and employés, as the example of men placed over them 
has a powerful influence, either for good or evil, upon the closely observant 
Indian.  The policy now pursued is similar to that recommended in my annual 

report of 1867, and I have always been thoroughly convinced that none but 
honest, upright, Christian people, full of the missionary spirit, could succeed in 

civilizing and christianizing these people; and, as an anxiliary to their labors, I 
would recommend that Congress enact a stringent law against the sale of all 
kinds of intoxicating liquors, including wine, cider, and beer. The two latter 

drinks are, perhaps, the cause of more drunkenness than whisky. Unprincipled 
persons have taken advan- tage of the fact that the sale of beer was not 

prohibited, and built breweries near reservations, and by this' means induce the 
Indians to squander their money and become intoxicated. A number of Indians are 
killed yearly in drunken brawls in the vicinity of these establishments; some of 

the murderers are now confined on the reservations. I would also recommend 
the passage of a law by Congress for the punishment of crimes committed among 

Indians; for so long as an Indian is  permitted to kill another without 
punishment, life has no safeguard. Murder should be made punishable by death.  

The necessity of an agent having something like magistratic powers conferred 

upon him, I think, is very great, so that he may settle difficulties arising among 
them, and, when an important case arises, or a case between tribes under different 
agencies, that the agents and the super- intendent may constitute a court for 

the trial or settlement of the difficulty. 

Source: Center for the Study of the Pacific Northwest, University of Washington



Impacts
The land and Indigenous people

Exhibit 1

“After the arrival of Europeans in the late 18th century, the lives of the area's 
indigenous people were forever changed. Exotic diseases wiped out entire villages. 

Long-standing social traditions were disrupted by new technologies and restrictions. 
Euro-American settlers competed for the abundant resources of the Olympic 

Peninsula. Salmon were fished from the streams, elk populations decimated and 
huge swaths of trees were harvested from the forests—the land and its ownership 

had changed.” (“People of the Olympic Peninsula”, Olympic National Park, nps.gov)

“On the streams, especially in the mountains region, we found land otter, mink, rats, 

and the sole object of the traders long journey to that region - the Beaver - These were 
very numerous till, their number has been diminished by white trappers - the business 
of which people is always to exterminate every native animal - for the Indian spare the 

young and take not life wantonly.” (John Ball, Oregon Country, 1832 from The Pacific 

Raincoast, p. 29)

“In a few weeks from the introduction of the disease, hundreds of natives became 
victims to it, the beach for a distance of eight miles was literally strewn with the dead 
bodies of these people, presenting a most disgusting spectacle.”  (Samuel Hancock on 

the devastation wrought by smallpox in 1853, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 55)

“Within a century of sustained Euroamerican contact, the Northwest native 

population had been reduced by more than 80%” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 56)

“The new settlers' practices also interfered with land-management techniques that 
the Indians had long employed. Fire was a tool Native Americans used to cleanse the 

land, maintain healthy prairie ecosystems, and prepare ground for planting and 
cultivation of camas, berries, and other crops. For generations, tribes shaped the 

habitat of the region through low-intensity, controlled burns, usually set in the late 
summer. But as the settlers built their farms and houses on the land, fire was not 
welcome. Their reaction was to suppress the management fires that tribespeople 

set.” (“Agriculture in Washington 1792 to 1900”, Historylink.org)

“Hunting and habitat loss had reduced the elk's numbers from an estimated 25,000 to 
40,000 animals in the 1850s to 2,000 or fewer in 1905. The slaughter of elk for their 

upper canine teeth, which enjoyed a turn-of-the-century vogue as watch fobs for 
members of the Elks Lodge, garnered particular notoriety.”  (“Olympic National Park”, 

Historylink.org)



“I saw the before and I saw the after the huge piles of logging slash left on the 
ground, streams and rivers that had supported the salmon, that had sustained the 
tribal culture and economy for so many centuries, were blocked with impassable 

jams and silted with choking sediment. The roads were being constructed right along 
the stream beds, there was no space for replanting. It was quite a shocking 

experience.  I didn't know a heck of a lot about forestry at that time, but I knew it 
wasn't right.” (Gary Morishima, Quinault Management Center, Historylink.org)

“Throughout the nineteenth century, entrepreneurs and others were developing 
various natural-resource industries, each of which altered local ecologies in ways that 

killed salmon or jeopardized healthy habitats. By the 1840s, fur traders had cleaned 
beaver out of most streams, altering watercourses in ways that often hurt salmon. 
Mining depleted streams through diversions and polluted them with byproducts of 

processing ore. Livestock trampled riparian areas and often destabilized ranges, which 
increased erosion. Farming diverted and blocked streams for irrigation and milling 
grain, and agriculture filled in wetlands and diked estuaries. Logging removed trees 

along streams that raised water temperatures, and used rivers as transportation 
corridors, which relied on splash dams and other methods that harmed Northwest 

rivers. As cities developed, rivers often served as dumps for industrial and municipal 
waste. All these activities, well underway by the time the nineteenth century closed, 

harmed salmon habitat by raising water temperature, removing woody debris that 

served as critical habitat, buried gravel that furnished ideal spawning habitat, and 
generally lowered water quality. As early as the 1870s, local officials warned about the 

imminent demise of Pacific salmon.” (“Salmon Recovery in Washington”, Historylink.com)



Impacts
sETTLER PERSPECTIVE

Exhibit 1

“No one living in or visiting the Pacific Northwest has ever ignored the forests. They 
have provided sustenance since time immemorial. They attracted the attention of 

explorers and non-Native settlers, who arrived beginning in the 1790s and saw in the 
forests potential sources of wealth. The trade in trees began almost immediately. The 

abundance of trees, especially in Western Washington, meant few people thought 
carefully about how forests grew or the effects of logging them. The seemingly 

inexhaustible supply made it seem as though there was no need to consider 
conserving them.” (“Experimental Forestry in Washington”, Historylink.org)

“Even for those not directly involved in the arduous task of trying to cut down 
immense trees, the forests of the Pacific Northwest seemed a barrier and a threat ... 

when Euroamericans looked out on the Northwest forests, therefore, they did not see 

an ecosystem that sustained ‘resources’ they values. Instead, sojourners to the Pacific 
Coast saw a massive green barrier that they described as monotonous, interminable, 

gloomy, somber, dark, wild, and savage.” (The Pacific Raincoast, p. 26)

“Forests are fast yielding to the axe of the adventurer, and the ground, heretofore 
trod by the wily savage, or inhabited solely by the wily beasts of the forest, now 

produce, by the application of industry, rich rewards to their occupants.  The Indian 
retreats before the march of civilization and American enterprise; the howling 

wilderness is fast becoming fruitful fields, and ere long this isolated country will be 
far in the advance of many portions of our republic of a century’s age.” (Thomas 

Jefferson Dryer, Newspaper Editor, from The Pacific Rain Coast, pp. 49-50)

“While the Indian makes no fixed habitation, really occupies no land, and surely 
reduces none to production, yet he seeks to exclude other to whom it may be 

beneficial, not because he needs it but because it has been his hunting range, here he 

has required subsistence, his dead are gathered here.  Our race, following their 
destiny, in obedience to God’s great law that this earth shall be made to contribute to 

the benefit of His creatures, appropriate it to useful purposes.  Upon this principle 
earth has been reclaimed to civilization.  Christianity and human progress have 

advanced.” (Elwood Evans, 1869, from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 52)

“The case for these poor savages is a hard one. They have been the mark for the 
white man’s rifle ever since white men have been among them. In very many 

instances they have been shot down in the merest of wantonness. They have never 



been treated as human beings, and if a righteous God ever makes inquisition for the 
blood of American Indians, [settlers] will have a bloody reckoning to answer for the 

wrongs of the untutored and degraded savages [the Pacific Northwest].” (Presbyterian 

Minister Wilson Blain, 1854 from The Pacific Rain Coast, p. 57)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

“They made us many promises, more

than I can remember, but they never

kept but one; they promised to take our

land, and they took it.”

– Chief Red Cloud, Oglala Lakota

What is a Treaty?

Treaties are “binding agreements between nations” under the US Constitution – but unlike 

international treaties between the United States and foreign nations, treaties with Native 

American Tribes were negotiating boundaries and rights of nations that exist within the 

borders of United States.  Tribes and their governments are “sovereign nations,” but they 

remain subject to the Federal Government. 

Why were Treaties Needed?

“The problem was […] the fact that non-Native settlers in the Puget Sound region were 

attracted to exactly the lands that tribes lived on and used -- prairies they managed by 

burning and garden plots they cultivated offered far-more-appealing farm sites than stands 

of large timber that had to be painstakingly cleared. White settlers "became increasingly 

aware of the intolerable injustice of having good farmland in the hands of ... a race they 

regarded as savage" while "with some shock the Indians found their potato lands were open 

to expropriation by the first white man who wished to avoid hard labor with the ax" (The 

Pacific Rain Coast, p.32).

Between 1852 and 1853, when Washington Territory was created, the non-Native population 

of the area doubled and "the federal government, in a desperate rush to secure rights to the 

ancestral lands of tribal nations, pushed for a treaty resolution" (A People's History ..."). 

Leading the push was Isaac Stevens, the first governor of Washington Territory and 

superintendent of Indian affairs for the territory. (“Tribes Sign Treaty of Medicine Creek”, 

Historylink.org)

Isaac I. Stevens 

Before Isaac Stevens became the first Governor of Oregon Territory, he was sent on behalf of 

the Federal Government to negotiate treaties with all the tribes in the region to secure land 

for settlement and industry.  The original idea was to create two reservations: one on the west 

side of the Cascades and one on the east side. For the Olympic Peninsula alone, Stevens was 



able to negotiate four treaties between the various groups, while some tribes were simply 

removed to reservations by Executive Order when a treaty could not be negotiated.

“His agents had been making the rounds of villages and selecting individuals who would 

represent each tribe. According to historian David M. Buerge, "Not only was the timetable 

reckless; the whole enterprise was organized in profound ignorance of native society, 

culture, and history. The twenty-thousand-odd aboriginal inhabitants who were assumed 

to be in rapid decline, were given a brutal choice: they would adapt to white society or 

they could disappear." (“Stevens, Isaac Ingalls”, Historylink.org)



Treaty
Exhibit 2

The Quinault Treaty 
The Quinault Treaty was signed by Isaac Stevens (1818-1862), Governor of Washington 
Territory, and by Quinault Chief Taholah and other chiefs, subchiefs, and tribal 

delegates on the Quinault River on July 1, 1855 and at Olympia, on January 25, 1856. 
This file contains the complete text of the treaty.

Text of the Quinault Treaty

Articles of agreement and convention made and concluded by and between Isaac I. 
Stevens, governor and superintendent of Indian affairs of the Territory of Washington, 

on the part of the United States, and the undersigned chiefs, headmen, and delegates 
of the different tribes and bands of the Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute Indians, on the 
part of said tribes and bands, and duly authorized thereto by them.

ARTICLE 1.

The said tribes and bands hereby cede, relinquish, and convey to the United States all 

their right, title, and interest in and to the lands and country occupied by them, 
bounded and described as follows: Commencing at a point on the Pacific coast, which 
is the southwest corner of the lands lately ceded by the Makah tribe of Indians to the 

United States, and running easterly with and along the southern boundary of the said 
Makah tribe to the middle of the coast range of mountains; thence southerly with said 
range of mountains to their intersection with the dividing ridge between the chehalis 

and Quiniatl Rivers; thence westerly with said ridge to the Pacific coast; thence 
northerly along said coast to the place of beginning.

ARTICLE 2.

There shall, however, be reserved, for the use and occupation of the tribes and bands 
aforesaid, a tract or tracts of land sufficient for their wants within the Territory of 

Washington, to be selected by the President of the United States, and hereafter 
surveyed or located and set apart for their exclusive use, and no white man shall be 

permitted to reside thereon without permission of the tribe and of the superintendent 
of Indian affairs or Indian agent. And the said tribes and bands agree to remove to and 
settle upon the same within one year after the ratification of this treaty, or sooner if 



the means are furnished them. In the meantime it shall be lawful for them to reside 
upon any lands not in the actual claim and occupation of citizens of the United States, 

and upon any lands claimed or occupied, if with the permission of the owner or 
claimant. If necessary for the public convenience, roads may be run through said 

reservation, on compensation being made for any damage sustained thereby.

ARTICLE 3.

The right of taking fish at all usual and accustomed grounds and stations is secured to 

said Indians in common with all citizens of the Territory, and of erecting temporary 
houses for the purpose of curing the same; together with the privilege of hunting, 

gathering roots and berries, and pasturing their horses on all open and unclaimed 
lands. Provided, however, That they shall not take shell-fish from any beds staked or 
cultivated by citizens; and provided, also, that they shall alter all stallions not 

intended for breeding, and keep up and confine the stallions themselves.

ARTICLE 4.

In consideration of the above cession, the United States agree to pay to the said tribes 

and bands the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars, in the following manner, that is to 
say: For the first year after the ratification hereof, two thousand five hundred dollars; 

for the next two years, two thousand dollars each year; for the next three years, one 
thousand six hundred dollars each year; for the next four years, one thousand three 
hundred dollars each year; for the next five years, one thousand dollars each year; and 

for the next five years, seven hundred dollars each year. All of which sums of money 
shall be applied to the use and benefit of the said Indians under the directions of the 

President of the United States, who may from time to time, determine at his discretion 
upon what beneficial objects to expend the same; and the superintendent of Indian 
affairs, or other proper officer, shall each year inform the President of the wishes of 

said Indians in respect thereto.

ARTICLE 5.

To enable the said Indians to remove to and settle upon such reservation as may be 
selected for them by the President, and to clear, fence, and break up a sufficient 
quantity of land for cultivation, the United States further agree to pay the sum of two 

thousand five hundred dollars, to be laid out and expended under the direction of the 
President, and in such manner as he shall approve.

ARTICLE 6.

The President may hereafter, when in his opinion the interests of the Territory shall 
require, and the welfare of the said Indians be promoted by it, remove them from said 

reservation or reservations to such other suitable place or places within said Territory 



as he may deem fit, on remunerating them for their improvements and the expenses 
of their removal, or may consolidate them with other friendly tribes or bands, in which 

latter case the annuities, payable to the consolidated tribes respectively, shall also be 
consolidated; and he may further, at his discretion, cause the whole or any portion of 

the lands to be reserved, or of such other land as may be selected in lieu thereof, to be 
surveyed into lots, and assign the same to such individuals or families as are willing to 
avail themselves of the privilege, and will locate on the same as a permanent home, on 

the same terms and subject to the same regulations as are provided in the sixth article 
of the treaty with the Omahas, so far as the same may be applicable. Any substantial 

improvements heretofore made by any Indians, and which they shall be compelled to 
abandon in consequence of this treaty, shall be valued under the direction of the 
President, and payment made accordingly therefor.

ARTICLE 7.

The annuities of the aforesaid tribes and bands shall not be taken to pay the debts of 
individuals.

ARTICLE 8.

The said tribes and bands acknowledge their dependence on the Government of the 

United States, and promise to be friendly with all citizens thereof, and pledge 
themselves to commit no depredations on the property of such citizens; and should 
any one or more of them violate this pledge, and the fact be satisfactorily proven 

before the agent, the property taken shall be returned, or in default thereof, or if 
injured or destroyed, compensation may be made by the Government out of their 

annuities. Nor will they make war on any other tribe except in self-defence, but will 
submit all matters of difference between them and other Indians to the Government 
of the United States, or its agent, for decision and abide thereby; and if any of the said 

Indians commit any depredations on any other Indians within the Territory, the same 
rule shall prevail as is prescribed in this article in case of depredations against 

citizens. And the said tribes and bands agree not to shelter or conceal offenders 
against the laws of the United States, but to deliver them to the authorities for trial.

ARTICLE 9.

The above tribes and bands are desirous to exclude from their reservations the use of 
ardent spirits, and to prevent their people from drinking the same, and therefore it is 

provided that any Indian belonging to said tribes who is guilty of bringing liquor into 
said reservations, or who drinks liquor, may have his or her proportion of the annuities 
withheld from him or her, for such time as the President may determine.

ARTICLE 10.



The United States further agree to establish at the general agency for the district of 
Puget Sound, within one year from the ratification hereof, and to support for a period 

of twenty years, an agricultural and industrial school, to be free to the children of the 
said tribes and bands in common with those of the other tribes of said district, and to 

provide the said school with a suitable instructor or instructors, and also to provide a 
smithy and carpenter's shop, and furnish them with the necessary tools, and to 
employ a blacksmith, carpenter, and farmer for a term of twenty years, to instruct the 

Indians in their respective occupations. And the United States further agree to employ 
a physician to reside at the said central agency, who shall furnish medicine and advice 

to their sick, and shall vaccinate them; the expenses of the said school, shops, 
employees, and medical attendance to be defrayed by the United States, and not 
deducted from their annuities.

ARTICLE 11.

The said tribes and bands agree to free all slaves now held by them, and not to 
purchase or acquire others hereafter.

ARTICLE 12.

The said tribes and bands finally agree not to trade at Vancouver's Island or elsewhere 

out of the dominions of the United States, nor shall foreign Indians be permitted to 
reside on their reservations without consent of the superintendent or agent.

ARTICLE 13.

This treaty shall be obligatory on the contracting parties as soon as the same shall be 
ratified by the President and Senate of the United States. In testimony whereof, the 

said Isaac I. Stevens, governor and superintendent of Indian affairs, and the 
undersigned chiefs, headmen, and delegates of the aforesaid tribes and bands of 
Indians, have hereunto set their hands and seals, at Olympia, January 25, 1856, and on 

the Qui-nai-elt River, July 1, 1855.



The dawes 
act

Exhibit 3

Advertisement offering Indian land for 

sale, 1911 

Source:

“Dawes Severalty Act divides Indian reservations among 
individual members on February 8, 1887” By David 
Wilma, Posted 8/14/2000, HistoryLink.org Essay 2600, 
https://historylink.org/File/2600 

On February 8, 1887, the Dawes 
Severalty Act, also called the Indian 
Allotment Act, divides Indian 
reservations amonĀ individual tribal 
members in an eÿÿort to assimilate 
Native Americans into the U.S. 
population as "responsible ÿarmers." 
Reservations are divided into 160-acre 
allotments and assiĀned to individual 
members. UnassiĀned lands are made 
available to white homesteaders. 

Allotment holders were permitted, 
aÿter 25 years and a certification oÿ 
competence, to sell their allotments. 
This resulted in individuals and tribes 

beinĀ swindled out oÿ their property. 
By 1934, two-thirds oÿ the reservation 
lands had passed out oÿ tribal control. 
In PuĀet Sound, relatively ÿew 
certificates oÿ competency were 
issued. The law placed Native 
Americans on reservations into a 
special class as wards oÿ the 
Āovernment. 

Instead oÿ assimilatinĀ Native 
Americans, this law and subsequent 
Āovernment policies prevented them 
ÿrom enterinĀ American society as ÿull 
citizens.



Exhibit 4



The
Reservation

Exhibit 5

Removal

“Some Quileute leaders who had signed (the Treaty of Olympia) believed they had 

been misled, for they had not understood that signing the treaty would mean ‘selling’ 
their traditional lands.” After pleading their case, a reservation was given to the 
Quileute ten years after the signing of the treaty. Homesteaders continued to file 

claims of sacred prairies and in 1889, twenty-five longhouses at the mouth of the 
Quileute River on La Push beach were set on fire and burned while the people were 
picking hops on the Puget Sound. “They returned to discover that their village had 

been razed, plowed, and sown in grass, and that Dan Pullen, the factor at the trading 
post, had filed a homestead claim on the site.” His claim was denied, but the Quileute 

had already lost everything. They built frame houses instead of the traditional 
longhouse on government survey plots. (Native Peoples, p. 155)

“Dan Pullen, an early settler who argued that his homestead claim to the Quileute 

town took legal precedence, challenged the reservation. Pullen ultimately lost a long 
court battle, but in the fall of 1889 he burned down the Quileute longhouses, 

destroying the tribe's last pre-contact equipment, baskets, carvings, and sacred 
regalia.” (“Clallam County — Thumbnail History”, Historylink.org)

Resilience

The Quinault have proven to be warriors of the forest for thousands of years and have 
continued that tradition of forest management and environmental advocacy. With the 

spread of invasive species, disease and soil erosion along the rivers, streams and 
coast, the need for active forest management has driven the tribe to fight for their 
land, commission studies, and launch restoration campaigns to intervene on behalf of 

the forest.  (Portrait of Our Land, pp. 12-36)



The
Reservation

Exhibit 5

Because Quileute land was distant from road or rail connections, the Quileute obtained supplies by loading up their large 

sea-going canoes. In this photo, a group unloads large sacks at First Beach, which borders the village of La Push. The 
canoes are of the West Coast style with an upturned prow and a vertical stern. The caption written on the image 

misidentifies the location as Mora, which is slightly up the Quillayute River from La Push. UW Special Collections, SHS 7,914

Quileute children and teachers, La Push, circa 1887. UW Special Collections, SHS 12,092



Some Quileute people traveled all the way from the west coast of Washington's Olympic Peninsula to Puget 

Sound to pick hops. They relied on wages from seasonal labor to purchase goods in the currency-based economy 

of settlers. In 1889, a settler burned down the Quileute village of La Push while the inhabitants were away picking 
hops. The fire destroyed many of the last remaining masks, baskets, hunting equipment, and sacred items from 

before contact with the settlers. UW Special Collections, SHS 19,061



Primary Source
Report of the Commissioner of Indian

Affairs, 1870 & 1871

Exhibit 6







(University of Oklahoma College of Law Digital Commons )

270 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
WASHINGTON SUPERINTENDENCY. No. 1. OFFICE 

SUPERINTENDENT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Olympia, Washington Territory, October 1, 1871. 

It is with, regret I am compelled to state that upon assuming the duties of 

superintendent of Indian affairs, after reinstatement, a noted change for the 
worse was everywhere visible, there having been a retrograde movement in the 



last two years. I particularly refer to gambling, drinking, ta-man-a-mus, 
flattening heads, and polygamy; also slavery, all of which were again practiced. 

The military officers sent here against their wish, in a service decidedly 
distasteful to them, as I have heard them repeatedly declare, and looking upon 

their stay as temporary, did not take the interest they should, or feel inclined to 
break in upon these tribal customs. In fact, many of the people of this Territory 
contend that no superintendent or agent has any right to interfere with the 

customs or tribal habits of the Indians. If they are correct, and this is the policy 
of the Government, it is folly to attempt to civilize them. My aim has always been 

to break down these barbarous customs, for as long as they exist nothing can be 
done toward civilization. Of course, this must be done in a way that will not do 
great violènce to their feelings, but a commencement must be made and steadily 

adhered to, as a want of firmness and.determination in this matter is construed 
as weakness, while nothing is accomplished and confidence lost. My object in this 
report will be to lay before the Department the necessities of the Indians, and 

what is actually essential in their progress to- ward civilization.  

The present policy will, no doubt, prove a complete success, if care be taken in the 

selection of suitable agents and employés, as the example of men placed over them 
has a powerful influence, either for good or evil, upon the closely observant 
Indian.  The policy now pursued is similar to that recommended in my annual 

report of 1867, and I have always been thoroughly convinced that none but 
honest, upright, Christian people, full of the missionary spirit, could succeed in 

civilizing and christianizing these people; and, as an anxiliary to their labors, I 
would recommend that Congress enact a stringent law against the sale of all 
kinds of intoxicating liquors, including wine, cider, and beer. The two latter 

drinks are, perhaps, the cause of more drunkenness than whisky. Unprincipled 
persons have taken advan- tage of the fact that the sale of beer was not 

prohibited, and built breweries near reservations, and by this' means induce the 
Indians to squander their money and become intoxicated. A number of Indians are 
killed yearly in drunken brawls in the vicinity of these establishments; some of 

the murderers are now confined on the reservations. I would also recommend 
the passage of a law by Congress for the punishment of crimes committed among 

Indians; for so long as an Indian is  permitted to kill another without 
punishment, life has no safeguard. Murder should be made punishable by death.  

The necessity of an agent having something like magistratic powers conferred 

upon him, I think, is very great, so that he may settle difficulties arising among 
them, and, when an important case arises, or a case between tribes under different 
agencies, that the agents and the super- intendent may constitute a court for 

the trial or settlement of the difficulty. 

Source: Center for the Study of the Pacific Northwest, University of Washington



Exhibit 6: Primary Source 
X Marks the Spot 

Return to Exhibit One and place an “X” to indicate where Captain George 
Vancouver landed (“New Dungeness”).  

Which tribe would he and his crew encounter there? 

___________________________________________________________________ 

Plotting Perspectives 

Just as you did with the images in Exhibit 5, interpret the Primary Source 
through the perspectives of a European – using direct quotes from CPT 
Vancouver and from the perspective of the Indigenous People. 

How might they view the environment and each other differently?  What questions might 
they have when they first encountered each other?  What conclusions might they come to 
about their purpose in that environment? 

 CPT George Vancouver (European) 
Perspective 

Indigenous Perspective 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
People 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
Statement of 

Purpose 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 



 

Exhibit 1: Map 
Color code and draw the following on  

your peninsula map 
 

Map Key 
 

Tribal Lands 
 

 
 

Forest Classifications 
 

 Subalpine 
 Montane 
 Lowland 
 Temperate Rainforest 
 Coastal 
 Rain Shadow 

 

Compass Rose 

 

 

Exhibit 2: Lifeways 
How might the lifeways of the tribe shape how the people think and 
interact with nature? Explain. 

 

 

 

 

 

Describe one method of traditional (Indigenous) forest management.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

How did the indigenous people and the Europeans view ownership and 
use of the land differently?   

 
 

 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

Tribal Boundaries 

River Systems 
________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 



Exhibit 2: Lifeways 
How were the plants of the forest meaningful to the tribe 
(besides food and shelter)? Give an example: 

 

 

 

 

 
Tribe: _________________________________________ 

Translation: ___________________________________ 

Describe one way this tribe interacted with the forest: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit 3: Forest 
In your own words, summarize what a forest is: 

 

 

 

 

Forest Ecosystem: ____________________________________________ 

 
How did Indigenous People manage this type of forest?  
(Give 3 examples) 
 

 
1) 
 
 
 
 
 
2) 
 
 
 
 
3) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 



Exhibit 3: Forest 
 

Label and draw four elements that are unique to this 
forest ecosystem: 

For example – the climate, flora/fauna that live there, region of the map 
where this ecosystem is, ect. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Exhibit 4: Tree of Life 
 

Describe one method of traditional forest management: 

 

 

 

 

 

Tree: _______________________________________________ 

 

Summarize the tree’s characteristics and how it was used by the 
indigenous peoples of the Olympic Peninsula: 

Part of the Tree 
 

Cultural Use and Importance 

1.   
 
 

2.   
 
 

3.   
 
 

 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 



Exhibit 5: Images 
For each image: 

• Observe and detect interesting elements  
• Read the caption 
• Answer the following questions: 

a. What is the environment this image captures? 
b. If there are people in the image, who are they and what 

are they doing? 
c. What is one question that you have about this 

photo/painting/or artifact? 
d. Make a statement that summarizes what this image says 

about the people, culture, and/or land?   

*Be prepared to share with the class! 

Image One: 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 

 
People 

 
 
 
 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 

 
Statement 

 
 
 
 

 

 

Image Two: 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 

 
People 

 
 
 
 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 

 
Statement 

 
 
 
 

 

Image Three: 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 

 
People 

 
 
 
 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 

 
Statement 

 
 
 
 

 



Image Four: 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 

 
People 

 
 
 
 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 

 
Statement 

 
 
 
 

 

Summary: Exhibits 2-5 
Give one example of each: 

How the forest helped the 
people: 

How the people helped the 
forest: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 



Exhibit 1: IMPACTS 
The Land and Indigenous People 

Select one quote that you feel best describes the Indigenous 
experience and impact of Euro-American settlement. Write it 
below: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In your own words, describe the impact of Euro-American 
settlement on both the land and the indigenous people: 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Exhibit 1: IMPACTS 
Settler Perspective 

 
Compare and contrast the settler perspective with the indigenous 

perspective (give at least four examples): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

Indigenous 
Perspective 

Settler 
Perspective 

Shared 
Perspective 



Exhibit 2: TREATY 
Why was it “necessary” to move the indigenous people onto 
reservations? Give two reasons: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Treaty: ___________________________________ 

Date: ___________________________________ 

People, Tribes, and process involved:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

The ______________________________ tribe gave up 

_____________________________________________________________ 

in exchange for ______________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________ 

 
Did your source include how the tribe responded?  If so, 
explain how the process of treaty making influences the 

tribe and their way of life. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.______________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

2.______________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 



Exhibit 3: THE DAWES ACT 
What does “competence” mean? 

 

 

What did the Dawes Severalty Act Do? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

How did the law fail to make Native Americans full citizens? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit 4:  

1) On your peninsula map from Part One:  

• Add a “Reservation” category and color to your key 

• Identify your tribe’s reservation on Exhibit 4 

• Mark the reservation on your map 

*If your tribe did not move to a reservation, label where they lived. 

Cost/Benefit Analysis: 
Whether or not to move onto a reservation was a difficult decision.  
Considering the risks to the land, people, and the benefits of either 
scenario, make a list of pros and cons (considering both the tribe 
and the forest from the indigenous perspective). 

 

 Moving to the Reservation Staying In Place 
 
 

Cost 
(Con) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

Benefit 
(Pro) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 



Exhibit 5: THE RESERVATION 
Did your tribe move to the reservation? Explain. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
What were the costs/benefits of their decision?  
(Include at least 2 examples in each) 

Benefits Sacrifices 
  

 

 

For each image: 

• Observe and detect interesting elements  
• Read the caption 
• Answer the following questions: 

a. What is the environment this image captures? 
b. If there are people in the image, who are they and what 

are they doing? 
c. What is one question that you have about this 

photo/painting/or artifact? 
d. Make a statement that summarizes what this image says 

about the people, culture, and/or land?   

*Be prepared to share with the class! 

Image One: 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 

 
People 

 
 
 
 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 

 
Statement 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 



Exhibit 5: THE RESERVATION 
Image Two: 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 

 
People 

 
 
 
 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 

 
Statement 

 
 
 
 

 

Image Three: 

 
Environment 

 

 
 
 
 

 
People 

 
 
 
 

 
Question 

 
 
 
 

 
Statement 

 
 
 

 

Exhibit 6: PRIMARY SOURCE 
Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs – 1870 

Summarize four observations made by the Commissioner of  
Indian Affairs in 1870: 

 
 
1) 
 
 
2) 
 
 
3) 
 
 
4) 
 

 

What is the overall impression of life and conditions on the reservation? 
Give one example: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs - 1871 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 



Exhibit 6: PRIMARY SOURCE 
Summarize four observations made by the Superintendent of  

Indian Affairs in 1871: 
 

 
1) 
 
 
2) 
 
 
3) 
 
 
4) 
 

 

What is the overall impression of life and conditions on the reservation? 
Give one example: 

 ________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

Indigenous 
Perspective 

Shared 
Perspective 

Government 
Perspective 

Compare and contrast the Indigenous perspective of the 
reservation with the US Government’s perspective  

(give at least four examples): 
 


