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this type of site, no distribution map for this site category is included
in Lthis report.

No rock art sites were found in the Broken Croup lslands unit.

Fighteen tree resource areas (11 percent of the park unit tetal) were
recorded.  Two of these are associated exclusively with bark stripping,
eleven with different forms of wood utilization and five with a
combination of bark and wood utilization. The four isolated find sites
(2.5 percent of the park unit total) consist of three isolated cance runs
and one trench feature. 10

Of the one hundred and sixty-three sites recorded for the Broken Croup
Islands, one hundred and thirty-eight (84.7 percent) are associated with
some form of resource procurement activity. The remaining twenty-live
sites (15.3 percent), twenty-one burial and four isclated lind sites lack
direct assuciation with resource related activities. Of the one hundred
and thirty-cight resource related sites, eighty-seven (63 percent) are
hypothesized to represent a speciflic resource activity. Included in this
total are the forty fish trap sites, eighteen tree resource areas and
twenty-nine of the sixty-two camps which are associated directly with fish
trap locations or extensive clam flatrs. The remaining fifty-one sites,
(37 percent) are hypeothesized to represent multi-resource activities.
Inciuded are the [lilteen settlement sites, the three defensive sites, the

remaining thirty-one camps and the two lockout sites.
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Long Beach Unit

During the spring of 1983, forty-six native historical sites were
recorded in the Long Beach unit. These sites represent sixteen percent of
the total number of sites recorded for Pacific Rim National Park. PFif teen
sites are in Ucluelet territory (56 percent of the total number of
Ucluelet sites}) and thirty-one sites are in Clayoquot territory (14
percent of the total number of Clsyoquet sites).

Thirty-four sites (73.9 percent of the park unit total} are classified
as general activity or shell midden sites. Of these, nine (26.5 percent)
are classified as villages and twenty-five {73.5 percent] as camps. Seven
of the nine village sites are hypothesized to represent the main
settlements of local or component groups that had territories within the
boundaries of the Long Beach unit. The remaining two are defensive
sites. Eight of the nine village sites are located on the exposed outer
coast shoreline. The twenty-five camps identified represent both single
and multi-resource use. Five are classified as lookout sites. The
distributions of the seven settlement and two defensive sites are
presented in Fig. 80 and the twenty resource camps and five lookout sites
are presented in Fig. 81.

Two fish trap sites (4.4 percent of the park unit total] were
recorded. The trap of stone construction is located on the exposed outer
coast, and the one of wood construction is located at the mouth of a
stream in the Grice Bay area. Both sites are associated with general
activity sites. The outer coast trap is located directly in front of a
settlement site while the trap in the Grice Bay ares is associated with a

resource camp located at the mouth of the same stream.
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No burial sites were found in the Long Beach unit. The one rock art
site {2.2 percent of the park unit total) occurs on the exposed ocuter
coast shoreline. It consists of a vertical panel containing at least six
zoomorphic images. Seven tree resource areas [(15.2 percent of the park
unit total) were recorded. Five of these areas are associated exclusively
with bark stripping, one with plank removai and one with a combination of
bark stripping and plank removal. The twc isolated find sites (4.4

vercent of the park unit total} consist of one cance fragment and one

isolated canoe run.ll

=

0f the forty-six sites recorded for the Leng Beach unit, forty-three
(93.5 percent) are assoclated with some form of resource procurement
activity. Only the single rock art and twc isolated find sites lack
direct asscciation with rescurce related activities. 0f the forty-three
resource related sites, seventeen (39.5 percent) are hypothesized to
represent a specific resource activity, This total includes the two fish
trap sites, the seven tree resource areas and eight of the resource camps,
which are associated directly with fish trap or clam flat locations. The
remaining twenty-six sites (60.5 percent] appear toc be multi-resocurce

gsites. Included in this total are the nine village sites, the remaining

twelve resource camps and the five lookout sites.

The West Coast Trail Unit

Fighty native higtorical sites were recorded during the archaeclogical
survey of the West Coagt Trail unit in the summer of 1983. These sites

represent twenty-eight percent of the total number of sites recorded for



Pacilic Rim National Park. Seventecen are in Ohiaht territory (14 percent of
the total number of Ohiaht sites), forty-nine are in Ditidaht territory (95
percent of the total number of Ditidaht sites) and four are in Pacheenaht
territory (29 percent of the total m.ﬁntmr of Pacheenaht sites).

Forty of these sites (50 percent ol the park unit total) are classified
as general activity or shell midden sites.  OFf these, fourteen (35 percent)
are classified as villages and twenty-six (65 percent) as camps. Thirteen
of the fourteen village sites arce hypothesized to represent the major
settlements of local or ecompement groups that had territories within the
boundaries of the West Coast Trail unit. Ten of these thirteen sites are
located along the exposed outer coast shoretine. The remaining sites are
focated close to the outer coast shoreline near the entrance to Nitinat
Lake.  Only one defensive site was located. The twenty-six camps are
classified as multi-resource sites. ‘The distribution of the thirteen
setitement sites and one delensive site are presented in Figs. 82a,b and the
twenly-six camps are prescnted in Figs. 83a,b.

The twoe [fish trap sites (2.5 percent of the park unit total} are ol wood,
construction. Both are located in the Cheewhat giver (Fig. 83b) which has a
substantial run of small sockeye salmon. The three burial sites (3.7
percent of the park anit total} all consist of surface placements in a
cave/rock shelter setting. A minimum of six individuals have been placed at
these locations, four at one site,  Again, due to the sensitive nature of
the burial issue and the high incidence ol vandalism at these sites, no
distribution map for this site category is included in this report.

The six rock art sites recorded (7.5 percent of the park unit total) are

petroglyph sites and all ave located on the exposed outer coast
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shoreline. Four of these sitesg are located on exposed rock platforms
above wean high tide while the remaining fwo sites occur on the walls of
two sea caves., Most of these sites contain a combination of geomorphic,
zoomorphic and anthropomorphic images. One site also containg images that
velate to the historic period. A minimum of one hundred and eighteen
images are represented at the six sites. The twenty-seven tree resource
areas (33.7 percent of the park unit total] are the second largest site
category in the West Coast Trall unit. Twenty of these sites are
associated exclusively with bark stripping , two with various forms of wood
utilization and five with a combination of bark and wood utilization,
primarily bark stripping and plank removal. Four of the five bark/wood
utilization sites contain examples of plank removal from standing cedar
trees. The two isolated find sites (2.5 percent of the park unit total)
are classified as features. One is a collapsed structure and the other is
an intertidal trench, 32

Of the eighty sites recorded for the Wegt Coast Trail unit, sixty-nine
(86.2 percent} are associated with some form of rescurce procurement or
subgistence activity. Only the gix rock arlt, three burial and two
isclated find sites lack direct association with rescurce related
activities. Of the sixty-nine resource related sites, twenty-nine (42
percent} ars associated with a single rescurce activity. Included in this
total are the two fish trap sites and the twenty-seven tree resource
areas. The remaining forty sites (58 percent) all appear to be
multi-resource sites. Included in these totals are the fourteen village

sites and twenty-six resource camps.
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Summary

There are two hundred and eighty-nine recorded sites that relate to
the native history within Pacific Rim National Park. One hundred and
forty-four (53.3 percent} are general activity or shell wildden sites. Of
these, forty-one (14.2 percent] are classified as villages and one hundred
and thirteen {35.1 percent) as camps. Thirty-five of the village sites
are hypothegsized to be the main settlements of local or component groups
whose territories are entirely or in part within the boundaries of Pacific
Rim National Park. The remaining six village sites are classified as
defensive sites. Of the one hundred and thirtesn camp sites identified,
one hundred and six are classified as resource camps. The remaining seven
are classified as lookout sites.

Forty-four sites {15.2 percent} are fish traps., Forty-one of these
{93.3 percent) are of gtone constructicn and are logated in sheltered
intertidal areas. They are likely associated with trapping small, inshore
gchooling fish. The three fish traps of wood construction are lccated in
small streams and likely are the remains of weirs for trapping salmon.

211 twenty-four burial sites (8.3 percent) consist of surface
placements representing a minimum of sixty-seven individual burials.
Twenty-one of the twenty-four sites occur in a cave/rock shelter setting.
All appear to date to the historic period.

The seven rock art sites (2.4 percent) are all petroglyph sites. All
are located on the exposed, outer coast shoreline, five on bedrock panels
and two in caves. Most of these sites contain a combination of
geomorphlic, zoomorphic and anthropomorphic images. A minimum of one

hundred and twenty-four images are represented at these seven sites.
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The lifty-tweo (ree resource arcas (18 percent) are the second largest
site category in the park. Twenty-seven of the tree resource arcas are
associated with bark stripping, lourteen with some form of wood
utilization and eleven with a combination ol both bark and wood
alilization.  This major site category is likely under-represented lor the
park as most sites were identilied during the shoreline survey. Inland
areas, other than lake margins in the West Coast Trail unit, were not
investigated systematically.

Fight isolated find sites (2.7 percent) were recorded. Six oare
classified as features, one as a structure and onc as an artifact. All
the features (isolated canoce runs and trench features) arve lecated in the
intertidal zone, The structure site consists of a collapsed house located
on a small island in a lake. The single artifact site consists of the
remains of a dugout canoe.

The two hundred and eighty-nine native historical sites represent the
documented physical evidence of native use of the land and resources
within Pacific Rim National Park. Iach ol these sites is unigue in terms
ol its size and composition. Iach site contains information that is
S|‘)O{:if"i(: tg i information that relates exct]usivuly to an activity or set
of activities responsible for its existence. These activities once formed
part of complex interactions between people and the cultural and natural
environments in which they lived. Archaecological information on thesc
interactions, however, is only available through systematic excavation.

The archacolegical data set has contributed physical evidence of

agecupation and resource utilization Lo our knowledge and understanding of



- 250 -

the native history of the Pacific Rim National Park region. The
contribution of the archaeological data set to a greater understanding of
the native history of Pacific Rim National Park becomes apparent when it
is integrated with pertinent ethnographic and ethnohistoric data in the

following section.
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Integration of the Ethnographie, Ethnohistoric

and the Archaeological Data Sets

Introduction

In the previous sections three sources of data on native history
were presented and analysed. [Fach was studied as a discrete data set to
allow for internat evaluation of the information. The aim of this section
is to integrate these separate data sets to provide the most complete
possible reconstruction ol the native history within the three units of
Pacific Rim National Park. Before proceeding a brief summary of each data
set will be presented.

The ethnohistoric data scf, the observations and descriptions of
native peoples in the region of study by explorers, traders. govermment
agents, missionaries, ete., related to the period from 1787, the year of
first native-white contact in this region, to the second decade of the
twentieth century. The first chroniclers in the late eighteenth century
described a country inhabited by a people who lived in numerous, large and
nopulous villages.  These people, misnamed 'Nootka', were great seafarers,
whalers and astule traders. They were also warriors. The [orcigners
brought with them new items such as metals, guns and blankets, Contact
also introduced new diseases, such as smallpox to the native population.

Seventy-five years later, when whites first became resident in the
area, contact took on a different character. The native people were still
'Nootka' although tribal names were more commoniy used. The country was

more carclully explored, mapped and named as exploration parties recorded
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the resource wealth. Some of the names were derived from native terms,
but more often than not names were given in recognition of early explorers
and pioneers. Observations of native people took on a different gquality
now that white people were resident on the coast vear round. Whereas
earlier cnly the scars from smallpox were seen, now the full carnage was
described. Rather than numerous populated villages, observers described
mumerous abandened village sites. Although a few traditional subsistence
activities, such as whaling, lasted into the twentieth century many other
aspects of the native econamy changed. Wages became Lhe economic
mainstay, first the production of dogfish oil for sale to the first
trading stores, then the hunting of fur seals from white schooners,
offshore and in the Bering Sea. {(anneries on the Fraser River and
hopfields in the Fraser Valley and around Puget Sound provided further
employment opportunities before commercial developments began on the west
coast.

By the late 18008 many aspects of native life were controlled by
government.  Settlements were restricted to reserves and economic
activities were limited by Canadian and international laws.  Potlatching
was forbidden by law and children had to go to white schools.

Misgionaries fought against tradifional religicus and medical practices.
Eventually groups like the Sheshaht and Ditddaht moved away from the
coastal areas of their traditional territories; others like the Clayoquot,
Uceluelet, Chiaht and Pacheenaht maintained settlements on the coast.

in summary, the importance of the ethnohlstorlc data set lies in the
absolute time frame it provides for cobserved events and activities of

native people gince first contact in 1787,
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The ethnographic data set paraliels the ethnohistoric data set in
time. Just as events from the former are presented from the
obeervers' /writersg! peints of view, so are those in the latter. The major
difference is that the participants in the latter are not outsiders but
insiders who have a vested interest in knowing who they are and their
refationships with others.  They know their history., where they are from
and who they are related to in the past and at present, because without
that knowledge they have no identitly.

The ethnographic data set presents history from the participants’
point of view and in their terms., People are called what they called
themselves and would like to be called today, Misunderstandings which
have led to such terms as "Nootka' and 'Nitinat' now become Nuu-chah-nulth
and Ditidaht,  The landscape is also scen in their terms. For example,
Cape Beale al the southeastern entrance to Barkley Sound becomes
Ch'imatagsul and Benson Island in the Broken Croups Islands becomes
Ta'icya. The geographies, included as Appendices A to 1Y, present over
seven hundred native place names {or the region of study.

In the ethnographic history scction the events leading up to the
formation ol the modern Sheshaht, Ucluelet, Clayequot, Ohiaht, Mudidaht
and Pacheenaht are summarized, This history is one of constant
restructuring of the local and component groups brought about primarvily as
a result of intergroup warlare. A number ol groups cease 10 exist as
soclo-political units on the landscape, others become so depleted in
numbers that they are forced to join with stronger groups. As a

conscquence of these amalgamations not only do the number of independent
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groups become fewer but the territories of surviving groups become larger
and settlement and subsistence patterns change accordingly. It is at this
time that the generalized scasonal round pattern described by Drucker and
adopted by others applies,l The essence of this pattern is that groups
wintered in protected locations, shifted to “outside” sites in the spring
and summer then to “inside” salmon fishing stations in the fall before
returning to the winter villages.

In summary, the ethnographic data set has established a minimum ol
twenty-two local groups and twenty-two component groups who operated
within the boundaries of the three units of Pacific Rim National Park.

The archaeological data set represents the physical evidence ol
occupation and utilization of the landscape. The site types that have
been defined represent the remains of the activities ol the people whao
lived there or utilized the region. Who they ate by name, however, cannot
he established from this data set.  Through cxecavation of some slte types,
it is possible to characterize their culture by the artifacts, detritus
and features uncovered.  In particular archacologists can talk about
subsistence and technology.  Archacology can alse provide time [rame, but
rather than the approximately two centuries represented by the
ethnohistoric and ethnographic data sets, time goes back millenis to the
first occupation or utilization of a particular place.

in summavy, from the archacological data set two hundred and
cighty-nine sites representing the native history within the boundaries of
Pacific Rim National Park have been identificd. These break down into one

hundred and [lifty-four general activity sites of which thirty-five
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repregent structured settlements, forty-four fish trap sites, twenty-four
burial sites, fifty-two tree resource areas, seven rock art sites, and
eight isoclated feature sites.

The following integration of these data sets will take place by
present political group within park unit: the Sheshaht within the Broken
Group Islands unit, the Ucluelet and Clayoquot within the Long Beach unit

and the Ohiaht, Ditidaht and Pacheenaht within the West Coast Trail unit.

Broken Group Islands Unit

Sheshaht

The modern Sheshaht are an amalgamation of at least gix independent
local groups from the central Barkley Sound region. Two of these, the Nact
as®atll and the Hikul®atl did nolt have tervitory within the Broken Group

Y

Islands and therefore will not be discussed further. The territories of
the remaining four, the Ts'icya'atH, the MakL®ai®atH, the
T!o'mak'lai'ati and the Hatcla'atl ave presented in Fig. 84. This
socio~political reality is estimated to date to around 1775.

The four local groups with their known component groups and village

locations are listed in columns 1 and 2 of Table 2. The village locations

are plotted on Fig. 84.
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Table 2. Integration of Ethnographic and Archaeological Data on Village
Sites within the Broken CGroup Islands

Ethnographic Archaeological
Known Social Units Village Locations Village Sites
Ts'icya'atH
.'a € acatHa (Sheshaht #40) DESL 16
Ts'icya“atH8taqemit Tsieya (Sheshaht #41) DESE 16
Tloklwag'Lla® atha {Shesbaht #42) pfsi 1e
Hemiyisg©atH® (Shesbaht #43) DESL 172
Nanatsukwiftaqemid {Sheshaht #41) DESE 16
Muk'wa®atHqa Muk'wafa (Sheshaht #36) DESL 7
pfsh 1%
DfSh 20
DESh 27
DfSh 2z
pfsh 111
DESh 17
MakLfal€atH
Malkléai“atH {Sheshaht #52) DEsL 19
Klwalo'astagemil
Hayuqui'acteqemX
“ogt¥isfatid {Sheshaht #54) DESL 19
Timik'aq*is®atud (Sheshaht #55) pEsi 19
Tc'ap©ig€atH® Tctap€ls {Shesbaht #53) (DfS4 29)
(Natce'imwas“atHd)
Hots'atswifatpa hotalatswit (Sheshaht #62)  DESh 21
WaninfatHal or
an unknown subgroup {Sheshaht #67) DESh 4
DEsh 29
bfsi 30
T'o'mak'Lai'atHd (Sheshaht #83) DESh 47
Hate!d'atus , .
Hop'klsagd'atHa Hop'kisagd'a (Sheshaht #81) DfSh 432
DESh 5
1 This became their name after theyv joined the Nac ag atl, There is no
record of their name or where they lived when they were part of the

Makl, ai atH,

DESL 17, DESL 29 and DESh 43 are classified as archaeological camps,
not villages.
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The lifteen archaeological sites that are classified as settlements
arc plotted on Fig. 84 and listed in column 3 of Table 2. 1t 1is
hypothesized that these sites, which are major midden deposits with
distinct house platforms and features and back widden ridges, represent
the main villages of independent lJocal groups or component groups. Oaly
three of the fifteen sites, BESL 16 and 19 and DESh 47, however, can be
confirmed as local group villages from the ethnographic data. The main
village of the fourth known iocal group, the Hatela'atd?, was located on
the Alma Russell Islands outside of the Broken Group Islands.

DESL 16 on Benson Island was Tsicya (Sheshaht #41), the main
village of the Ts'icya*atH® local group {IFigs. 85 and 86G). According
to tradition this was where they were created.  As Ts'icya became crowded
three of the component groups moved to adjacent beaches. Only hima.yis
(Sheshaht #43), however, is distinguishable as a separate archacelogical
site (DESL 17} (Fig. 85). The other two places (Sheshaht #40 and #42)
form part of the deposit of DESL 16, These were the original component
groups of the Telleya'ath®, A fifth component group, the
Nanatsukwiftaqemi2 formed later by marriage of an outside chief e the
daughter of the Ts'ieya'ati® chicl. They lived at Ts'icya. The sixth
group, Lthe Muk'wa atH?, budded off from Ts'icya five generations before
1910, estimmated to be around the mid-eighteenth century. They established
a village at Muk'wa®a (Sheshaht #36) on Turret Island. There is a large
structured midden, DESE 7, at this location (Fig. 87).

DESL 9 on Wouwer Island was MaklL'ai, the main village of the MakL®

aifatu?® (Fig. 88). Similar to Ta'ieya four of the component groups had
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separate named places where they lived (Sheshaht #52, #53, #54, #55),
Te'ap®is (Sheshaht #53) is distinguished as a separate archaeclogical
site, DESL 29, The fifth MakL€ai€atn® component group, the
Hots!atswiiatHa, lived at Hots'atswll {Sheshaht #62). There are 'two
archaeological sites on Pleebox Island. DESh 31 is a large structured
midden located between two headlands. DESh 43 is a large defensive site,
with a wminimum of 21 house platforms evident on the surface, located atop
one of the headlands (Fig. 89).

One archaeolcgical site, DESh 4 on Effingham Island (Fig. 90), is
known from the ethnographic data to have been a Makl€al€atH® village
hefore it was taken by the Hatcla'atH® as his'dk't., Whether a sixth
MaklLf€aifatH® component group or cne of the other five lived at this site
ig unknown. It may have belonged to the Wanin€ath®, a former MaklLfai€
ath? group of whom little is known.

DESh 47 on Gibraltar Island (Fig. 91) was the wmain village of the
Tlo'mak'Lai'ati®, No other villages were recorded for thlis group. The
only Hatcla'atH® village identified from the ethnographic texts as being
located in the Broken Group Islands was Hop'kisaqé'é (Sheshaht #81) on the
southern end of Jaques Island (Fig. 92). This was the home of the
Hop'kisaqé'atﬁa component group. The archasological site BESh 43,
iocated here is a small, unstructured midden,

Four component group sites, DESh 47, DESh 4, DESL 30 and DESL 7 are
large structured middens which are similar to the three known local group
villages. The compcnent groups that lived at these sites may have been
separate and digtinct local groups ab one time, or Lhe archaeological

exprosslons may be that of groups of whom there is no lenger any knowledge.









There are another nine large, structured deposits which again are
simitar to the three known local group villages.  There is, however, no
ethnographic information that relates to these sites. Six ol these sites,
DESh 17, 19, 20, 22, 27 and 111, are within Tﬁ'icya'atlia local group
territory. One site, PESh 5 (Fig. 93), is within Hatecla'atdH® local
group territory and two, DESh 29 and DESL 30, are within Makl ai aty®
tervitory.  Fhese nine sites may have functioned as the main settlements
of component groups of the local group in whose territory they were
located or of another local group that occupied the arca at an carlicr
time and for which no history has survived.

There are few references in the early ethnohlasterle record to
villages that can be positively identified to the Broken Croup Islands.
Muaost ol the references came from the traders who ware using the northwest
bay of Effingham Island as an anchorage. In 1787 Barkley mentioneod
passing a large village when approaching the anchorage whieh is
interpreted to be Omoah (Sheshaht #67). This village also appears to be
one of the five villages plotted on the 1792 Spanish map of Barkley Sound,
atd one of the four visited by Magee in 1793, A second village mentioned
by Meares in 1788 fits the description of Dicebox Island (Sheshaht #62).
The location of a third village, Cechasht, mentioned by the Americans in
1789, cannot be determined accurately from the journal entries. It may be
the same village as that called Seshart, which was attacked by the crew of
the Jefferson 4n 1794, The inlerred area of this attack and the
similarity of these names to the Ts'icya'ath® lead to the conclusion

that this village was located in their territory.
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In both the ethnographic and ethnohistoric data sets the last
decades of the eighteenth century arve portrayed as a time of intense
conflict. The catalyst for these events is hypothesized to be the
presence of the European and American traders, and the attempts of groups
to control the sea otter trade. In 1787 and 1788 both Barkley and Meares
were successful in obtaining furs in Barkley Sound.  In 1792, 1793 and
1794, however, traders obtained few furs as the trade had been monopolized
Ly Wicanninish, the Chief of Clayoquot. Barkley Sound was relerred to as
‘the dominion of Wicanninish”. In fact, while the Jefferson was anchored
at the head of Toquart Bay, in the winter of 1793-94 the Clayoquot chiefls
were {requent visitors, as were chiefs from other arcas outside of Barkley
Sound, including Ahousaht, Ditidaht and Clahasset (Neah Day).

Magee, the lirst olficer of the Jelferson, recorded two conllicts
between the non-resident groups and those of the area. The first was
reported by Wicanninish after one of the crew of the Jefferson had been
killed while on shore. The chiel recommended killing two of the culprits
tn revenge just as he had been necessitated to kill forty recently. The
crew of the Jefferson took their revenge on the village ol Seshart
leading to the assumption that this was the same group that Wicanninish
had attacked. This interpretation is supported by the fact that of the
groups in the arca of the anchorage only Toquaht and Hatcla'atH® chiefs,
and No Ts'icya'ath® chiefs were recorded as visitors to the Jelferson.
The conclusion reached is that the Ts'ieya'atd® were the example used by
Wicanninish to exert his dominion over Barkley Sound,

A number of territorial changes also took place at this time. The

Hate'a'atH® were the most active. They went to war against the
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Tto‘mak‘Lai‘atHa and absorbed their territory, and then against the Makl
at ath® taking over Omoah, The T!o'mak'Lai'atH® ceased to exist after
their defeat while the Makifat€athH? became part of the Ts'icya'ati®.

The Hatc'a'atl expansion at this time is hypothesgized to relate tothe
presence of the Buro-American traders in Effingham Bay in the late 1780s
and attempts to control access to the wealth they represented.

The next conflict in which the Hate'a'ati® were involved was with
the Toquaht in the area of Equis., Again the reasong for this conflict are
hypothesized to relate to their attempts to control the foreign trade,
The Effingham anchorage did not develop into a fur trade port. 1In the
winter of 1793 and 17%4 tbe anchorage used by the Jefferson was {nthe
region of Toquart Bay within Toguaht territory. The Hate'atatH® chief
was a [requent visitor to the ship which likely increased friction and
precipitated the conflict. The Toquaht were defeated by the Hatc'a'ath®
but in the hostilities the Ucluelet inadvertently became involved. The
Hatcla'atl? in turn were wiped out by the Ucluelet and their allies the
Clayoquot2 who used the first guns. The Hatcla'atH® ceased to exist
as an independent political entity cperating in the Broken Croup Islands.
The survivors scattered to other groups in the region. Their territory
was eventually absgorbed by the amalgamated Sheshaht. This conflict has
been dated to somewhere between 1792 and 1803 based on the ohservationg of
the officers of the Columbia in 1792 and of Jewltt in 1803.

The Ts'deya'ati® also were involved in a number of conflicts
around this time. They probably lost forty at thehands of Wicanninish,

and their villages were burned in a raid by the Qanayi&'atﬂa, a Mtidaht
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group from the region of Bomilla Point. After the hostilities between the
Hatc'a'ati® and Ucluelet, the Ts'ieya'ati® appear to have come into
conflict with the Ucluelet. There are no details of these conflicts but
the Ucluelet came into possession of Himayis (Sheshaht #85) on Benson
Island. Whether the Tsicya'ati® were defeated or simply had abandoned
Ts'icya and moved to the defensive gite, hotslatswll (Sheshaht #62), on
Dicebox Tsland for greater protection is unknown. While living at
hots!atswil they were involved in a conflict with the Ahousaht in which
they defeated a large war party. There is archaeclogical evidence from
the defensive site DESh 43 on Dicebox Island to support an argument for
increased activity at this site. The presence of eleven new house
features to the north of the main site area is interpreted as a late
expansion of occupation at this site.

Hoew long the 'l‘s'.icya'atl{a lived at Dlcebox iz unknown. Thevy
appear to abandon the Broken Group Islands early in the nineteenth
century. The sequence of the following events in unclear. They lived for
a while at the mouth of the Sarita River and by around 1810-20 they were
at the head of Alberni Canal. Whether these are sequential occupations or
a diwision of the Sheshaht is unknown. During the Long War in Barkley
Sound, estimated to be in the period 1830-40, there is no evidence of them
returning to the Broken Group Tglands. The Ucluelet had established a
village in the Hikwils area and used Himayis (Sheshaht #43) and
tictictaqtis (Sheshaht #37) as resource camps and Cleho (Sheshaht #85) as
a camping area on the way to the Namint giver. IU was while the Ucluelet
were at the Namint that the Sheshaht attacked them at the start of the

Long War.
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By the mid 18408 the amalgamated Sheghaht returned to the area of
the Broken Group Islands, Hikwis (Sheshaht #22) on the mainland coast of
Vancouver Island (¥Figs, 94 and 95) became their new village site in the
winter part of a new seasonal round cycle, After the herring spawn season
they moved "as & tribe" to Omeah and from August to December moved from
fishing station to filshing station up the Alberni Canal to the Somass
River., At the end of December they moved back to Hikwie.

This seasonal round pattern of subsistence or variations upon it
lasted well into the twentieth century. Around the 1860s the Shesghaht
moved apart into their component groups in the spring. The traditional
villape sites became resource camps for the component groups: the
Ts'icya 'ati? at Telcya, the MakLfai€ath? at MakL¢ai, ete. In 1874
Hikwls at1ll was degcribed as thelr winter village but by 1882 1t was
deserted, This abandonment likely occurred as a result of the increased
importance of their spring camps. The restriction of settlements to
reserves in the 1880s forced a re-amalgamation at one of the three
regserves in the Broken Group Islands, On the 1893 survey maps of the
reserves Omoah (IR 9) had nine houses, Cleho (IR 6) had seven houses while
Keith Island (IR 7) had only one old house, 1In 1914 the houses at Omoah
had burned to the ground, Cleho had three houses and Keith Island had eix
houses., In 1922 most of the people were staylng at Cleho, 1In the 1930s
both Cleho and Omoah were the major Sheshaht villages in Barkley Sound.
By the 1940s Tsahaheh IR 1 on the Somass River was the major Sheshaht
gsettlement, Utilization of the Broken Group Islands then became an

individual pattern as 1t is today.
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From an archaeological point of view the period from 1840 to 1940
represents the last period of occupation in the Broken Group I[slands.  The
evidence flor this occupation is on the surface in the form of leatures
and/or artilacts or simply as vegetational changes., Sites which were
abandoned early and never re-occupied would have mature forest growth,
The vegetational cover on sites or portions of sites that continued to be
occupied would, be reflected accordingly. This is exactly the pattern that
was observed.

In summary, based on the archaeological data set, there are a
potential filteen local groups or component groups represented by the
fifteen structured settlement sites. From the ethnographic data three of
these were confirmed as local group villages and three were confirmed as
component group villages. Nine of the archaeological sites were unknown
ethnographically.  In the period between 1785 and 1805 three of the four
local oroups known from the ethnographic data set to have held territory
and occupied villages in the Broken Group Islands were wiped out by
warfare. The survivors either amalgamated with the Ts'fcya'ath® Jocal
group at Ts'icya or scattered to other arcas ol Barkley Sound. The
Te'teya'ath?® local group in (urn abandoned the Broken Group lslands for
several decades in the early 18008, When they returned to the Broken
Group lIslands in the 1840s the region was the territory of an amalgamated
socio-political unit, the Sheshaht.

Il as hypothesized the [ifteen structured archaeological sites
represent the main settlements of up to fifteen independent local pgroups

or their component groups then the eariiest historic records and the
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ethnographic data set document only the end of the amalgamation process in

the Broken Group Islands,

Long Beach Unit

The Long Beach unit of Pacific Rim National Park encompasses the

traditicnal territories of at least four independent groups whose

Foryiteys hecame included dn that of the modern Ucluelet and Clayoquot,

€%

The history of each of these modern groups will be discussed separately.

Ucluelet

The Ucluelet, as we know them today, are a mid-historic period
amalgamaticn of at least four independent local groups from the general
area of Ycluth Peninsula. The territories of two of these groups, the
Hitats'o'atd® from Ucluelet Arm and the Yu.¥u?i¥arB? from the outer
coast of Ueluth Peninsula, are outside of the boundaries of the Long Beach
unit, and therefore will not be discussed further, The territories of the
remaining two, the K!'inaxumAs'atH?® and the 'ho'ol'ath® are encompassed
within the park unit boundaries and are presented in Fig. 9%6. The
boundary between the two was nol recorded.

The two lccal groups with their known component groups and viilage
locations are ligted in columns 1 and 2 of Table 3. The village locations

are plotted on Fig. 96.



~ 281 -

U \/{
?/‘\
N
c“;.
b Schoaner 2
‘\'eo dcavl % W,
v
Clayoquot
o
4
/.
/(‘
AT ]
o A
o, a‘#sz (DgSk1)
-
4 S\C}/‘ﬁm\
+
S\ #31 (DS 4)
4 o g
‘\“ “\“ FLUGREWCIA Q
'3“‘ 0¥ B car _"'i;.:
4 D j\j
T
0 1 2 3 . LN
| e = | S Jmiles
. S (U NS DU N S @
Fig. 96, Map of territories and village locations of Uclyelet

local groups with the Long Beach unit.



- 282 -

Table 3. Integration of Ethnographic and Archasological Data on Village
Siteg within Ucluelet Territcry of the Long Beach Unit.

Known Ethnographic Archaeological
Sccial units Viillage Locations Village sites
K!inaxumAs'atHa Quisitis (Ucluelet #32) DgSk 1

Wiwita'ailk taqemil
Tot kwisistqemil
Kwispisistagemil
Numimats'yak tapemit
?atatsictaqiml

Thotol'atHa Hu?ul {Ucluelet #31) DES) 4

Two of the seven archaeoclogical sites from the Long Beach unit that
are clagsified as structured settlements are within amalgamated Ucluelet
territory. They are listed in column 3 of Table 3 and plotted on Fig.

95. It is interesting to note that only one structured viilage site was

found within the territory of each of the local groups identified from the

ethnographic data set. Both are large villages with a numper of house
platforms (Figs. 97 and 98). Each of the platform areas likely reflects
the houses of one of the component groups. Although there are no

component groups listed for the 'ho'oX'atl® four houses were named and
located at the village.

There are no early ethnohlstorie descriptions of people or villages
o this part ¢f the cvoast. The linear shoreline and lack of safe
anchorage discouraged ships from entering these waterg. If either the
K 'inaxumAs'atH® or the 'ho'ot'atH? were in contact with the traders it
would have had to occur out at sea or at ong of the trading centres, most
likely in Clayoquot Sound. The only reference to a trading vessel in

Ucluelet territory was in 1795 when the Ruby anchored in Ucluelet Inlet.
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Little ethnographic 1nformation has been recorded for the
K!inaxumAs'at§®, They were a large tribe who spoke the Clayoquot
dialect of central Nootkan, They were involved in a number of disputes
with the Clayoguot over the sea lion rocks at the northern end of their
territory. 1In one conflict against the Clayoquot from Opltsat and the
Ahousaht, the KinaxumAs'ath were nearly wiped out, Whether it was at this
time that they moved into Ucluelet Inlet or at another by invitation of
the Hitatso'ath is not clear,

The 'ho'ol'atH?, on the other.hand, are quite prominent in the
hiestorical traditlons., Originally a group from the Clayoquot area they
moved to Hu'ul, posaeibly at the time of the Clayoquot wars (mid to late
eighteenth century). They had close tles through marriage to the
Yu'¥u'i¥atH?® to the south, and to a lesser extent with the
K!inaxumAs'ati® to the north. It seems that they functioned as a
sub-group of the yu'#u'i¥aru® 1n the historical traditions, being
involved in three major warg with them: the war against the Hate'a'atn®
and 7a'uts'ath®, the taking of the Namint, and the Long War in Barkley
Sound, Whereas the Yu'tu'itatH® component groups were repeatedly
attacked in the Long War by the Ohiaht, Sheshaht, etc. alliance, the
*ho'ot'atH® were not, apparently for fear of inveolving their Clayoquot
relatives. WHeavy losaes in the Long War forced the amalgamation of the
Yu'tu'izati® and the Hitats!o'atH®. It appears that the 'he'oi'ath?
followed their Yu'tu'itati® relatives.

In 1874 Hu.uY and Quisitis were used only as fishing stations, for

halibut, Both were allocated as reserves in 1890, On the 1893 survey map
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Hu.uf (Qo-oelth IR 8) had 3 hcouses and 1 shack, Quisitis IR 9 had two

small houses.

Clayoguot

The Clayoquot are a late precontact period apalgamstion of an
unknown number of independent loecal groups from the Kennedy Lake and
Clayoquot Sound regicn. Two identified groupg, the Histau'istath and the
Hophitcath had territory or portionsg of their territories within the
boundaries of the Long Beach unit (Fig. 99). The majority of amalgamated
Clayoquot territory, however, 4s outside the park unit and therefore will
not form part of the following discussion.

The twc local groups and known village sites are listed in columns 1
and 2 of Table 4. The village locations are plotted on Fig. 99. The
five archaeclogical sites in Clayoguot territory that are classified as
structured settlements are listed in coluwmn 3 of Table 4, and plotted on

Fig. 99.

Table. 4. Integration of Ethnographic and Archaeological Data on Village
Sites witnin Clayoguot territory of the Long Beach Unit.

Known Ethnegraphic Archaeological
Soclal Units Village Locations Villace Sites
Histau'istath Histau'ls (Clayoquot #2) DgSk ¢

Indian Is. {(Clayoquot #7) DgSk 7
DgsSk 2
Hophitcath Hophite (Clayoquot #3) pg51 17

bgSk 38
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All three of the ethnographically known villages are confirmed by
major archacological deposits: histau'is is DgSk 6 (IVig. 100}, Indian
[sland is DgS8k 7 (Fig. 101} and Hophite is Dg8l 17. There is no
ethnographic information on two of the archacological sites DgSk 2 and
DgSk 38. DgSk 2 is located at Green Poinl near the boundary between the
Clayoquot and Ucluelet. Whether this village was occupicd when this was
the boundary or at an earlier time is not known, DgSk 38, in Hopitcath
tervitory, may represent the vitlage of an unknown component grouwp, or it
may represent a shift in location of Hophite, the Hopitcath main village.

As with the two Uecluelet local groups at the south end of the Long
Beach wnit, there are no carly ethnohistorfc references to the people of
this area. The ethnographic references are sketchy.

The Histau'istath were created at Histau' is (Clayoquot 12y,
Hophite (Clayoquot #3) was the traditional home of the Hopbitrcath,
I'tcatcict (Clayoquot #6) on Echachis Island was their summer village.
The Histau'istath ware an aggressive group who eventually controlled much
of ke area.  They were defeated by an alliance of other local groups whe
were centred at Opltsat (Clayoguot #5) sometime fn the last hall of the
eighteenth century {estimated to be around 1780}, 'Their land was absorbed
by the Clayoqout.

In 1890 Hisrau'is was allocated as a Clayoquot reserve
(Esowista IR 3). In 1893 there were eight houses mapped on the reserve.
Indian tsland was not allocated as a reserve untdil 1914, The reserve was
mapped in 1926, At that time there were three shacks with fish drying
houses on the site,  The two sites ia Hophltecath terrvitory and Green Point

were not allocated as reserves.
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The Tc!imaragso'atH® had two viillages, the main village was et
Ch'imataqsul {Ohiaht #105) which was located on top of a rocky hill at
Cape Beale, the second was Kixa (Ohiaht #113) which was called a camping
vitlage, Kixa is confirmed by the archaeological deposit at DeSh 6. DeSh
13, the major archaeological deposit at Cape Beale (Fig. 103), however,
does not [it the description of Ch'imatagsul, c¢s it is Jocated at see
level,

The people who occupied the area around Pachena Bay generally were
called the %anaq’L?a'atH? and had their main village at Luht'a {Ohiaht
#119). ‘they appear also to take their name from this village, hence the
Luht'a?ath, ‘The village site at Tuht'a is confirmed by the major
archaeological deposit DeSg 6 (Fig. 104).

Erhnohistoric references for the Ohiaht from the period ol first
contact are few. Cape Beale, named by Barkley in 1787, was a key landmark
for the early traders identifying the entrance to Juan de Fueca Strait and
the southeastern limit of Barkley Sound. The region, however, was largely
bhypassed.  Robert Duffin in 1788 appears to be the first to contact the
Ohiaht.  On the first night of his voyage southeast of Barkley Sound he
anchored in a bay interpreted to be Pachena Bay. There was a large
village, At rah,3 from which a number of people came to (rade. Magee was
the next to visit Ohiaht country. In 1793 he visited a “large and very
populous” village on the mainland of the east shore of Barkley Sound.
Which village he visited cannot be determined from this description. No
Ohiaht villages were plotted on the 1792 Spanish map of Barkley Sound. In
1795 Bishop named two chiels, Yapasuet and Annathat “lrom the cast shore”

who came (o (rade at Uecluelet, These names have not been found in later









lists of chiefs from the Barkley Sound sres so it is not possible at this
time to identify any more accurately where they were from.

In 1817, Roquefeuil sailed up Trevor Channel and anchored in Port
Desire. Unfortunately he did not make any obscrvations of people or
villages in the area of focus in this study, By the time we have the next
descriptions of the Ohisht in the late 18508 they are described as a
single tribe under one chief, with numerous villages along the shorciine
from Cape Beale to Numakamis where they gather in the winter,

From the ethnographic data set there arc a number of traditions thst
relate (o the Te'imatagso'atH? and the ?anaq'L?a’ati® . Both sre
deseribed as independent peoples who became subject bands of the
Uchucklesaht for an unknown period of time estimated to be in the mid to
late eighteenth century, In one tradition the Telimatagso'at® were
nearly wiped out by the Uchucklessht, the survivers fleeing to bitidaht
terrvitory. In another tradition both groups were wiped out by the effects
of an earthquake.  The survivers moved in with their Kix'4n'ath®
relatives and their territory was absorbed.

Wars with the Clallam and Ucluelet forced the amalgamation of the
remaining two independent groups, the Kix'in'ati® and the Ohisht, in the
carly 1800s. In the late 18508 they arce described as & single tribe under
sne chiel.  Numukamis {Ohiaht #25) was the main winter village of the
amalgamated Ohia ht, In the spring they scattered to their resource camps
among the islands and gathered together again for the summer at Kix'in.
Blenkinsop in the msp that accompanied his 1874 report plotted resource

camps at Malsit, Clutus, Kixa, Haines Island, two on Diana Istand, two on
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Helby Island and two in Bamfield Inlet. 1In the late 18805 Kix'in was
abandoned. MNew villages were establiished on Haines Island (Chiabt #139)
and on Diana Island {Chiaht #140), in an area called bodger Cove.

Kixa (ONaht #113) in traditional Te!imatagso’atH® territory and
Clutus {OChiaht #119) and Malsit (ONaht #123) in ?anaq'la'atH traditional
territory became summer rescurce villages of the amalgamated Ohiaht. The
people took on the name of these summer villages when they lived there,
hence Kixa'ath, u,tas'ath and ma.lsit'ath, In 1882 these three summer
villages were allotted as ONaht reserves., Kixa (JR 10) had four houses,
Clutué (IR 11) had four houses and Malsgsit (IR 13} had two old houges on

the 1883 survey maps.

The modern Ditidaht are an historle period amalgamation of ten
local groups whose traditional territories included over half of the
outer coastline of the West Coast Trail unit as well as the Nitinat Lake
regior, The territories of the ten independent groups identified from
the ethnographic data set are within the park unit. They are presented
in Figs. 107a and 107D.

The ten local groups with their known component groups and village
sites are listed in columns 1 amd 2 of Table 6., The villages are plotted
on Figs. 107a and 107b.

The nine archaeological sites within Ditidaht territory that are
clasgsified as structured settlements are listed in cclumn 3 of Table §

and are plotted on Figs. 107a and 107b.
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Table 6. [ntegration of Ethnographic and Archacological Data on Village
Sites within Ditidaht territory of the West Coast Trail Unit.

Known thnographic Archacological
Social units Village Locations Village Sites
caqaawlsa?ex (a) caqgawls (Ditidaht #2%)

wi.qpalu.ws (Ditidaht #43) DeSf O

a.di.wa?a%tx (B) a.di.wa? (Ditidaht #28) DeSf 11

cuxWkWa,dataltx (C) cwxWkWa, da? (D1 tidaht #23) DeSf 2
a. a.baqu.ws (Ditidaht #45) DeS{ 9
Da.o.walaltx (D) hitacalsaq (Ditidaht #47) DeSf 10

'an,imiyistaqemil
lap/Haitap taqemil

‘aps,wipl7actaqenil
wa.ya.?aqattx () wa.ya.?aq (Ditidaht #33) DeSE 4, 5
u.fu,wealex () u. tu,ws (Dicidaht #15) DdSe 4
wawa.x?adi?sa?tx (@) wawa,x?ad1?s (D1 cidaht #6) DdSe 7
qwa.ba.duwala7tx (i) gwa.ba.duwal (Ditidaht #4) DdSe 17
qagbaqlaaftx gagbaqls (Ditidaht #11)
ca. x¥i,yraltx ca, x¥i.yt (Ditidaht #14)

Of the ten local group villages identified {rom the cthnographic
data, seven are confirmed by major structured archaeological deposits,
DeSt 11 (Fig. 108) corresponds to the main villape of the ta.dl,wala%rx,
DeSEt 2 (Fig. 109) corresponds to the main village of the
cwc¥k¥a, da?a?tx, DeSf 10 (Fig. 110) correspond6 to the main village of
the da.o.wa?a?rx, DdSe 4 (Fig. 111) corresponds to the main village of the
tu.?u.wsaZtx, DdSe 7 corregponds to the main village ol the

wawa.x?adi?sa?tx, and DdSe 17 (Fig. 112) corresponds to the nain village
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of the qua.ba.duwa?a?rx. DeSf & (IFig. [13) at the entrance to Nitinal
Narrows is the wa.yataqa?rx main village. A second major archacological
deposit, DeSf 5, in the same area is likely part of the same village
complex.

No archaeological sites were recorded for three groups. the
caqqawisaltx, the qagbagisa?tx and the ca.w {.yta?tx. The last two
groups were both established in more recent times and their villages were
likely occupied for a ‘limited time which would explain the absence of
archaeofogical deposit. The lack of archacological evidence for the
caggqawlsalex village, however, remains a problem.

‘T'wo groups, the caqqawisalrx and the cuxk¥a.da?a?ex, also had
an inside winter village on the north shore ol the entrance to Nitinat
Lake at wi.qpalu.ws and ta,ta.baqu.ws respectively. These winter villages
are confirmed by the archaecological sits DeSf 9,

According to the recorded historical traditions the Ditidaht
migrated to the Nitinat Lake region from di:ti:da? (Pacheenaht #7) at
Jordan River. There are a number ol possible explanations for this move:
weufare with their neighbours, overcrowding and the Flood. Whether the
Ditidaht ware the first to settle the region or whether the Da.o.walaltx
were already there is unclear.  According to some ftraditions Whyae was the
first settlement, while in other traditions a nuwmber ol the villages were
occupied around the same time.

There are few early ethnohistorie references to this part of the
coast. In 1788 Robert Duffin sailed along the shoreline of this part of

the coast. He saw four villages, none of which he named. From his
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descriptions of the landforms onc of the villages has been identified as
Whyac,  In 1789 and again in 1791 Gray traded offshore froam the village of
"Rittenat” (Whyac). Two of his officers who kept journals recorded the
scars from smallpox among the people who came to the ship to trade.  This
is the first reference to this disease among the Nuu-chah—-nulth, There
is, however, no account of the severity of its impact.

There are a number of war traditions which relate events leading to
the amalgamation of some groups to form the Ditidaht. According to a
non-Ditidaht the two local groups living closest to Barkley Sound, the
‘caqqawisa?tx and the ta.dl.wa?a?ex, were wiped out in warfare by the
Uchucklesaht, who were occupying at the time what is now Ohiaht
territory. This war is estimated o have occurred in the last half of the
cighteenth century.  The Ditidaht alse were driven from the Ritinat lLake
regiont by the Makah, who occupied this area for some time. The date of
the conflict was not determined but the survival ol a number of Makah
place names in the region suggests a not too distant time in the past.
The Ditidaht regained their lands from the Makah through warfave.

In 1858 the Ditidaht were described as a single tribe that divided
itsell in the spring and summer inte encampments, cach having its own
chiel.  The principal chief lived at Whyac. Brown, writing in June 1864,
noted four inhabited Ditidaht settlements southeast of the entrance to
Nitinat Lake: villages at Whyac, which was fortified on the seaward side,
Clo-oose and Carmanah, and a camp at Echwates (Ditidaht #2).

In 1890, sixteen reserves were allocated to the Ditidaht,  Included

among these were the [our villages of cuxk"a.da? (IR 2), wa,ya.laq
) 8
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(IR 3), tu.?u,ws (IR 4}, and qwa,.ba.duwa? (IR §). The combined population
of these villages in the 1882 census “"as two hundred and seventy-one.  The
village sites at caggqawis, a.di.wa? and wawa.x?adi?s did not become
reserves leading to the conclusion that they were no longer being used.
In the 1893 reserve maps cux¥k¥a.da? had nine houses, wa.ya,?aq had
fifteen houses which included one much larger than the others, u.?u.ws
had five, ca.x"1.yt had onme and qwa.ba.duwa? had four. There were ten
houses on the Iktuksasuck Reserve (IR 7} on the north shore of the
entrance to Nitinat Lake.

The archaeological sites at cux"k¥a.da? (DeSf 2), the defensive
portion of wa.ya,?aq (DeSf 3) and qwa,ba.duwa? (DdSe 17) stili have the
standing remains of traditional style longhouses. A sketch of Whyac
village, drawn in 1864, (Fig. 114) shows the layout, of the longhouses al
this village. A photograph taken around 1940 provides roughly the same
view {(Fig. 115). Instead of the traditional style houses, however, are
found Canadian frame style houses but arranged in much the same pattern.
The supposilion is that the internal social structure ol the village
stayed much the same despite the change in housing style.

Whyac and Clo-oese gained importance in the ecarly decades of the
1900s with the increased presence of white settlers in the arca ol the
Cheewaht and commercial developments in the arca of Nitinat lLake.
cux"k"a.da? and qwa.ba.duwa? were abandoned gradually. In 1964 a new
rescerve “as built for the Ditidaht by the Department of Indian Allairs at
Malachan IR 11 at the head ol Nitinat Lake., Today this is the main

settiement of the Ditidaht.
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Pacheenaht

The Pacheenabl, who teday live at Gordon River TR 2 near Port
Renfrew, are the vestiges of an once populous tribe that had at least
eleven villages along the shoreline from Sheringham Point to Bonilla Point
including Port San Juan and the San Juan River valley. Their territory
that 18 included within the boundaries of the West Coast Trail Unit is
presented in Fig. 116,

There are no component groups listed for the Pacheenaht in the
erthnographic texts. It is inferred from a map in Haas' nores that Port
San Juan was divided between two groups, the gawqa.d’aatx and the
t'luquxocttaatx. Only the latter are of concern in this study as part of
their territory falls within the park uanit boundaries. Two Sheshaht
respondents in 1913-14 named another group within what is now Pacheenaht
territery. The Qanayit'atila, who lived at Qala.yit (Pacheenaht #114),
were a Dittdaht tribe of giants who were wiped out in a raid by the

Sheshaht, estimated to be arcund 1800. These (two groups are listed in

Table 7.
Table 7. Integration of Ethnographiec and Archaeological Data on Village
Sites within Pacheenaht territory of the West Coast Trail Unit.
Known ihnographic Archaeological
Social Units Village Locations Village Sites
t 'luquxoct'aatx {outside of park)

Qanayi t atHe Qata.yit (Pacheenaht #114) DdSe 8
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Fig. 116. Map of territories and villages of possible Pacheenaht local groups within
the West Coast Trail Unic. '
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The one archaeological site, DdSe 8 {Fig. 117), in Pacheenaht
traditional lerritory that {is classified as a structured settlement is
plotted on Fig. 116 and listed in Table 7. lu corresponds to Qala.ylt,
the village of the Qala.yit,atH. The main village of the t'luquxoct'aatx
is outside of the park unit boundaries.

There are a number of early historic references to the Pacheenaht.
The Port San Juan region, in particular, was a centre of activity for
vessels exploring the entrance to Juan de Fuea Strait as it was the only
harbour along an otherwise lincar shorcline.  Robert Duffin, in a longboat
from the Felice, was the flrst to cnter Juan de Fuca Strait in July 1788,
The longboat was attacked ir Port San Juan by about 80 men in two canoes.
In 1789 the Columbia entered Poverty Cove (Port San Juan). A “deserted
fit” was seen on the northwest shore {likely Pacheenaht #96) as well as
the smoke from the village at the head ol the bay.  The Spanish mapped the
area in 1790, Two villages were plotted on the map, one at the mouth of
the Cordon River, tha other at the moath of the San Joan River.  The only
other settement in the region was noted by the Spanish in 1790 when they
traded with twenty canoes [romn a large settlement at Bonllla Peint which
is hypothesized to e Qala.yit (Pachcenaht #114).

The next description of the Pacheenaht is not until 1858 when
Banfield described them as a once numerous tribe who had been nearly
annihilated by warfare and smallpox in 1850,  In 1864 Brown noted three
villages of the Pacheenaht. Only one, Karlfet (Pacheenaht #114} which had
one house, is within the park unit. In 1889 Cullite was allotted as a

reserve (IR3).  One house was recorded on the 1893 map.
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Summary and Conclusgions

Introduction

The major objective of this project was to write an integrated history
ol the native peoples who (raditionally occupied the arcas of Pacific Rim
National Park. Three major sets of information were defined:
ethnohistoric, ecthnographic and archaecological. Primary source materials
relating to the first two data sets were collected, analyzed and
sumimarized for this report.  The archaecological data set was summarized
from the rveport of the Pacific Rim Hstorical Resources Site Survey and
Assessment Project.” The focus of the data summaries was on information
that would identify places, settlements, people, activities and events
within the areas of the three park units. This information provided the
basis for the integrated histories ol the Sheshaht in the Broken Group
Istands unit, the Ucluelet end Clayequot in the Long Beach unit and the

Ohiaht, Ditldabht and Pacheenaht in the West Coast Trail unit.

Sunimary

The Broken Group Islands unit was the traditional homeland occupicd on
a year round basis for an identified Tour local groups, comprising
thirteen component groups.  Six of the [ifteen archaeological sites

classified as major structured settlements were confirmed as local or
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component group villages. The remalning nine sites likely represent the
villages of social units of whom no knowledge has survived.

In the last decades of the eighteenth century a series of wars
resulted in the T'omokl'ai'atH® the MakL'ai’atH® and the Hatcla‘atn?
ceasing to exist as separate soclo-political entities on the landscape.
The survivors either scattered or joined the Ts'icya'atﬂa, the only
local group that remained. The Ts’icya'atﬂa in turn were forced to
abondon the Broken Group Islands for several decades in the early
nineteenth century. They set up at the head of Alberni Canal during this
pericd.

In the 1B40s the prolonged wars in Barkley Sound had come to an end
and the Ts'leya*atd® returned to the coast. Instead of cperating from a
vear round village, however, a new seasonal round settlement and
subgistence pattern was adopted: Hikwils, on the mainland shore of
Vancouver Island, became the winter village of the amalgamated groups who
now formed the TB'icya’atHa. Omoah becawme their summer village, and in
the fall they moved to their fishing stations along the Alberni Canal and
Sumass River, before returning to Hikwis. By the 1870s Hikwis was
abandoned in favour of the old village sites in the Broken Group Islands
where families, likely remnants of the original local group$s, set up
resource camnps for fleshlng and sea wammal hunting in the spring. The rest
of the cycle staved the same.

As whites began to alienate land, sgettlement became restricted to the
three reserves allocated in the Broken Group Islands in 1882, Omoah, Keith

Island and Cleho. Omoah and Cleho weré major villages up until the late
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Port Albernl and use the Broken Group Islands on an individual basis for
procuring sealoods.

The Long Beach unit was the traditional year round howmeland for a
minimam of four independent local groups. Of the seven archasological
sites classified as major settlements within the unit, five correspond to
the main village.3 of local groups. There is no information recorded on
the people who occupied the other fwo sites. Az a result of a series of
wars in the late eighteenth century and the first decades of the
ninetesnth ceatbury these groups ceased to exist as separate entities. The
territories of the Histau'istath and the Hophlitcath were incorporated by
the Clayoguot around 1770. The K'inaxumAs'atH® joined the amalgamted
Ucluelet centered in Ucluelet Inlet at the time of the Long War around
1820-40. The 'ho'oY aty?® either joined at this time or sometime latér.

buring the last decades of the 18008 the villages of Hu'ul and
Quisitis were used in the spring by a few Ucluelet families, likely
degeendanta of the original local group owners, as halibut fishing
stations, How long this use continued into the twentieth century is
unknown. Both areas were allctted as reserves in 1890.

A similar pattern is evident for the Claycquot. Both Histau'ls and
Hophite were used as summer fishing camps in the late eighteenth century.
Only Histau'is, however, was allocated as a reserve in 1914. Today,
Histau'is 1s one of the two Claycquot settlements,

The West Coast Trail unit encompasses the traditional territories of

thirteen known independent local groups and part of the territory of two
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others.  Thirteen archaeological sites have heen classificd as major
settlements in this unit, Ten of these sites correspond to the main
villages of ten of the local groups. Three local groups had two
vitlages.  The village of one local group was not documented
archaeologically and two local groups that formed in recent times also
lacked archaeological deposits. The main vitlages of the two groups with
partial territories within the park unit were located outside of the park.

As a result of natural disaster or warfare the two Ohiaht proups
ceased Lo exist.  The territories of the Tc.'imataqso'ati-ia and the
?anaq'L?a'ath? were absorbed by the Kix'in'atH® after they were wiped
out by the effects of an earthquake or warfare with the Uchucklesaht
estimated to have occurred in the late eighteenth century, Two of their
villages, Luht 'a and Xixa , were used by the amalgamted Ohlakt as whaling
camps in the mid to late nincteenth century.  Both were allocated as
reserves in 1882 and continued o be used into the carly decades of the
twenticth century.

The Caqgawisa?tx and a.di.wa?a?tx, two Ditidaht groups, were wiped
out by the Uchueklesaht in the mid to late eighteenth century. No
archaeological deposit was found for the Caggawisatx village of Caqqawls
ta.di.wal? was occupied up until the carty 1900s but was not allocated as a
reserve.

Four of the other Ditidaht groups maintained their traditional village
sites. cach with its own chief, into the twentieth century. The
Cux"k"a.dala?tx and Qwa.ba.duwa?a®tx moved into Whyace and Clo-oose in
the early 1900s.  The remaining groups, the u,?u.wsa?tx and the

wa,yalaqaltx were s(ill living at their villages until the 1960s. Today
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the Ditidaht are centered at the head of Ntinat [Lake. The reserves of
Whyac (1R 3) and Iktuksasuk (IR 7) are used on a seasonal basis by a few
families.

Two local groups had territory in Pacheenaht territory. The
Qanayit'atH? who lived at Qala yit were wiped out in a raid by the
Ts'icya'ath® in the late eighteenth century.  They were considered one
of the Ditidaht tribes.  The village was used by the Pacheensht as a
halibut fishery camp by 18530 and likicy earlicr. It was made a reserve in
1889.  The main village of the t'luquxoct'aatx is located outside of the
park.  The only structured archacological site in Pacheenaht territory,

bdSe 8, corresponds with the village at Qala.yit.

Conclugion

The information contained in the ethnohistoric and ethnographic data
sets ranges widely in content and quality.  The cethnohistoric data set is
a compilation of observations of native people and events that has been
recorded since first contact in 1787, This data set, however, does not
provide a continuous record through the historic period. It is limited by
when and where the observations were recorded.  There are many years for
which there are no records and there are many areas for which there are no
vecorded observations.  The ethnohistoric data set is limited further by
the observational and descriptive abilities of the recorder.  What was the
importance to them at the time (i.e. trading practices) nol surprisingly
may not be of prime interest to anthropologists today (i.c. names of

chiefs, villages, etc.}.
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The ethnographic data set is a compilation of historical traditions
told by native people. This information is gathered by the interview
process, generally of knowledgeable community elders. Two major biases
are inherent: first, the information collected represents the research
focus of the collector; second, the information represents only the views
of the people interviewed. Interviews of other individuals and different
lines of questioning undoubtedly would produce additional data. Often the
information reguired for thig project was not the focus of that collected
by past researchers. As a result information on people, settlements and
territories occurred often as brief footnotes or tantalizing asides to the
main texts, rvather than in discussions of socio-political oprganization and
seltlement patterng. For example many of the references te local and
component groups were found scattered through ethnographic notes on
ranking or rights of particular individuals.

The archaeclogical data set on the other hand is an inventory of
physical modifications to the landscape resulting from native occupation
and use. In the Pacific Rim Naticnal Park two hundred and eighty-nine
nacive arcnaeclogical sites have peen recorded. In one sense this
reprasents an absolute data set. Tt ig a physical reality, irrefutable
evidence of use that needs explanation. The major limiting factor of this
data set is time frame. Without control of time it is impessible to talk
relationships between sites: were they occupied contemporaneously or is
there a sequence to the occupations? These types of questions, however,
can be answered by systematic excavation and chronometric dating.

This history from the ethnograhl¢ and ethnohlstoric data sets reflects

whalt was recorded. The gaps in information are many and frustrating. The
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material that does exist however, provides valuable insight into the
participants, events and lifestyle in the region ol the Pacific Rim
National Park over the past two hundred years., The archacological data
sel represents the only data set that can document native history beyond
the approximately two centurics of the ethnohistoric and ethnographic
record. The integration ol the three ultimately provides the most
complete understanding of native history.

Most of what L8 known about the number, composition and territories of
tocal groups has been extracted [rom the ethnographic data set. A minimum
of twenty-three independent local groups who had traditional territory
within Pacific Rim National Park have been identified. Of the
twenty-three,  twenty-one had main villages which are now within one of the
three park units,

From the same area thirty-five major structurcd archeological sites
have been identified. Of these thirty-five, twenty-three were confl rmed
from the ethnographic data set as local or component group village sites.
The remaining twelve sites are similar to the known local group sites.
The question 18 whether these sites functioned in the past as villages of
Jocal or component groups of whom there is no record in the ethnohlstoric
or ethnographic data sets or whether they represent alternate villages ol
known local groups or their components,

Today, the twenty-three local groups are survived by six “tribai
aroups”, the Sheghaht, the Ucluelet, the Clayoquot, (he Ohlaht, {he
Ditidaht and the Pacheenaht. This is a loss of nearly seventy-live

percent of the independent socio-polieital units that operated on the
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landscape in the areas encompassed by the Park. The dramatic decline was
brought about by a number of different factors occurring at different
times. Warfare was the major causal factor for wholesale changes to the
soclo-political map. Twelve amalgamations or extinctions were brought
about by intergroup wars documented for the late eighteenth century and
firvst four decades of the nineteenth century. Of the twelve known local
groups, feour were wiped out by warfarve and eight were forced to amalgamate
e¢ither with the victors or with other extant local groups because of
severe decline in numbers, The future of a group in the amalgamation
depended on how amalgamation occurred. Conguest generally resulted in
total absorption and loss of group identity. Amalgamation of survivors in
groups where they had kin ties often resulted in their becoming a ranked
component. group. The majority (nine of twelve] of these events took place
pelfore 1800, The major catalyst for the conflicts appears to have been
the presence of the first Eurc-American traders and the attempts of groups
to centrol the immense wealith and therefore prestige and power which they
represented.

Natural disaster accounted for the extinction of two of the
cwenty-three local groups. Of the remaining nine, & general decline in
populaticn and changing economic patterns of the twentieth century forced
five to amalgamate.

Of the remaining four, two formed the basis of cne of the modern
amalgamations. What happened to the last two is unknown. It is likely
that their numbers declined eg a result of disease to the point where they
ceaged to exist ag distinct political entities, the survivors joining one

of the extant groups.
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The ethnographic and ethnohistoric records also document two hundred
years ol profound and dramatic change in settement and subsistence
patterns,  The traditional pattern was for local groups to live year round
at a village from which they exploited the range of resources within their
territories. The local groups who lived along the outer coast of the
Broken Group Islands, Long Beach and West Ceast Trail units were renown as
whalers and sea marnmal hunters.  During the sepclo-political re alignments
of the late eighteenth and first hall of the nincteenth centurtes lecal
group territories expanded either by conquest or by amalgamation. These
expanded territories were exploited generally by adopting a seasonal round
patterns of settlement and subsistence.  There were a nwnber of variations
in this pattern depending on the nature of the territorial gains.  For
groups that annexed territory adjacent to their holdings shifts would
occur only if the new territories offered better features, such as beach
access, a lookout place or resource availability, than the regular
village. The secasonal round pattern became most proneunced when “outside™
local groups acquired salmon rivers on the "inside™, and moved from their
outside villages in the late summer to set up camps al (he salmon lishing
stations.

The timing and specifics of this new pattern varied from group to
group. For some groups the pattern developed in the late 1700s, for
others not until the mid-1800s.  The nature of the pattern also varied
from focal group to tocal group. The shift for some was from a Winter
vil’lége to a summer village, for others it was from a winter village to 8

summer village to fall salmon statiens.
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Numerous other variations developed in the last hall of the nineteenth
contury as people participated in new economic opportunitics provided by
increased white settlement.  Doglish oil and dried halibuet and salmon
production and offshore pelagic sealing were the [irst activities.
Numerous abandoned villages were re-occupied as camps to procure and
produce these products, Many of the reserves allocated in the late
nineteenth century reflect the participation in this cash economy. As the
demand for these products diminished so did the use of the rescrves. New
cmployment opportunities for wages were offered away [rom the coast in
canneries and hop fields. When commerical developments opened on the west
coast, new ‘company towns were built to which native people {rom
different areas of the coast moved to work during the season ol operation.

Today the modern communities of the Sheshaht, Ucluelet, Clayoquot,
Ohiaht, Ditidaht and Pacheenaht arc situatcd in or near white conmmunitios

where employmment is offered in the forest and [lishing industries.

Recommendations

The native history is a vital part of the story of Pacific Rim
National Park., The landscape has been modilied and utilized by native
peoples Tor thousands of years. The two hundred and eighty-nine native
archaeological sites are the physical record of this histoery reflecting a
range of activities from village life, to whaling, to stripping ol the
bark of cedar trees. To visit the Park is not only a "wilderness
experience”. it is also an cexperience in the past relatienships of people

to that enviromment.
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Seven recemmendations are put foward that would make the native

history better known and an integral part of the Park activities.

1.

6.

Develop interpretive programmes on native history for the
Wicanninlsh Centre, the Interpretation Cemtre and the Green Point
Theatre in the Long Beach unit.

Produce brochures that summarize the native history for each of
the park units.

Produce brochures that summarize aspects of native culture that
are common to the three park units such as whaling, use of cedar,
traditional house styles, etc.

Adopt more native terms for physical features on the landscape
and the sea.  Known terms are compiled in the geographies which
are included as Appendices to this report.

Fmploy native people in the Park as rangers and interpreters.
Develop signage [or the park units pointing out arcas of native
historical significance.

Develop programmes with the six bands who have reserves within
the park.  These bands could organize native food nights,
Nuv—chah-nulth singing and dancing and t(raditional story-telling

for example.
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century likely relates to their assertion of control over the fur
trade.

3 Attah is hypothesized to be the 7anaq'L'a'atH® Village of fuht'a
(Ohiaht #119).

Supmary arnd Conelusions

J J. Haggarty and R. Inglis, "Historical Resources Report” (1986).
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