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S o Abstract

The people of the central subarctxe regxon of Canada have - - j"
been mentxoned in the hxstorxcal lxterature for centuries. L
;As well, the early 1nvolvement of the Hudson s Bay Company
along the perxpher1es of the region has given modern social
sc1entxsts a detalled arcthal record whxch san be used in
.analyz1ng the way of life of the aborlg1na1 populatlon even
though- they were not. descrmbed ethnograph1cally at the tlme.
This thesxs presents data regard1ng the trade taking place
at the Hudson's Bay'Company fort at Churchlll Manltoba,from
1717 to 1774 /and relates these data to the problem of |
.‘ascerta1n1ng ‘the regton of occupanqg of the Chxpéwyan at the )
txme of contact and the1r 1nvolvement 1n the fur trade. A
prel;m1nary analy51s of the expense account records, -
part1cular1y as they relate to Northern Indlan (Chxpewyan) :
Llnvolvement inm the fur trade at Churchzll xs giVen. A close

read1ng of the Journals kept at Churchlll has resulted in
"the tabulat1on of the numbers of Northern Indlans who came
h-to Church1ll durxng this t1me perlod '1nclud1ng the months_

“1n wh1ch they came. A detaxled descrxptxon of. the‘account;ng

system used by. the Hudson 5 Bay Company 1s 1nc1uded. . B

-
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1. Introduct1on o f, .,
4 N

' The vast central 1nter10r of Canada is now largely

»unlnhablted particularly fn the north.,It was not always

. 80. The anqestors of thé abor1gxnal populat1on now 11v1ng in:
N

’ cedtrallzed communltxes utlllzed much more of the land as’

they exploxted the avaxlable resources 1n}order to obtain:

@ \

'thelr l1ve11hood The lzfeways of the people of ! the central

K}

subarctxc in the prehlstorlc and early hxstorlc eras is . not

<well understood Archaeologxcal research 1s expen51ve and

d1ff1cult to carry out in th;s reglon of thousands of lakes

+ bogs and blapkflles. thle consxderable work has been done,QL

much o£ the reglon is not even. surveyed ‘V o e

Hlstorlcal and‘;nthrOpolog1cal research has been
o

"greatly affected by the fact that European explorers reacbed

‘,the shores of Hudson Bay longqbe?ore European penetratlon
. 1nto the 1nterlor. Thus,‘there are suggest1ons of. poss1ble

[

M‘contacts between aborlglnal and European but the records do‘
'Tnot offer much concrete 1nformat10n. There are references to
‘\the natzve;populat1on long before any useful des%rxpt1on 1s
;drecorded and centurles before anthropolog1sts trled to -

record a reasonable ethnography.‘Quest1ons as to the socxal

organ1zat1on, subs1stence patbernsE:ETnd use, and world e

" v1ew among others, are 1ntrlgu1ng precfbely because there

is a long record even though that/samﬁ‘record is not'

‘-expans1ve. :-‘*I"‘ R gﬂf;ﬁ~'?j
| ST

The aborlgznal people ‘of the Canad1an central subarctxc

\ reg;on thus share a spec1al place in anthropolog1cal

15.‘r."‘
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research with other peoples who did not record their owh
history but who alse had a long association with“Europeans
.who did so) even if tangentially and uneyenly - and‘from the
European point of view, of course. The peoples of Africa and
Australia, while they naturally had very different resources
to exploit; shared the problem of adhpting to th; Europeans,
of influencing, them and. being influenced in turn. How such
changesl%nfluenced culture, '8r, conversely, how culture
‘changed, has‘long been of intérest to anthropologists in
general, not just Athapagkan specialists.

For the burposes of this papex, the central subarctic
refers to the Canadian interipr rom the‘Mackenzie River to
Hudson Bay as far north as Chesterfield Inlet and south to
Cape Tatnam. The aboriginal groﬁp of most interest in this

“thesis is the Chipewyan, a branéh of the. Northern
Atﬁapaskans; The Chipewyan are commonly designated as the
"Northern Indians" so often referred to in the early fur

> trade. If ﬁhis designation is correct, then tﬁe Chipewyan

; are the Canaéian Athapaskan group disdsted in éﬂe earliest

~

historical references. : . &

o I

A. Rationale

The Problem
‘The variable interpféga:ions found in the literature
'regarding the early histqu 6£ the‘Chipewgan se;ved‘as
//,//’§E€531i to initiate the reseatéh undertaken for this thesis.
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In particular, the literature simply does not answer the
question of their prehistoric/protohistoric‘geographical
distribution. This issue, the problem addressed in Ehis'
paper, can be formulated into two questijons:

-

1. WHat tercitory did‘the,Chipewyan inhabit at the time of

\ contact?' )

2. Did the the nétﬁre of their involvement in the fur trade
inglude a change {n territoryAas a response?

The divetgence found in the literature is ;ummarized in
the following list of interpretations of Chipé;yan
férritory:

- occupying the Peace River area as the home regjon in .
earl} historic timsﬁ, with a éradual movement east and
north (Birket-Smith 1930:13; 'VanStone 1965:6). This view
seems to be based od informatibn f rom Petifot (1885:48).
He refers to the Chipewyan going across ghe Rocky
ﬁountains with the "course of the Peace River" as their
home prfor to their move to thé area between Great Slave
Lake and Churéhill River. | |

- .living in the region bétween HudéOnVBay and Lake
Athabasca Qith an expansion west and northwest at the
time of the fur trade.(Osgood 1936:10).

- 6ccupyiqg the taiga/tundra ecotone éréa from Seél,%iver

| ,to‘G;eat Bear Lake, Qifh.a.migraqion.south and west'as a’

— . result of the fur trade (Gillespie 1975a:351; 1976:6;

Smith 1r976a:1, .19‘81‘a: 134). |

- = ' including a_considerable part of Keewatin, almost as far



L

nortp as‘CheSterfield Inlet (Smith and Burch 1979:79).
- | occupation, prior to the eighteenth century, of the

barren grounés from“northeasf of Great Bear Lake to

southern Keewatfn, follpwed’bybexpansion east and

southeast, reaching aé far as Huéson‘Bay‘by about 1720,

and later expansion to the south and southwest (Yerbury

1976:239,247,257). ) |

Thus, the cohtroversy concerns both the presumed area
of occupation at the time of contact, as well ‘as the range
of territory at that time, ahd any change due to fur trade
involvement. In other words, the argument concerns both the
matter of ascertaining some presumed "home region," and the
concebt of territory in the'eigﬁteenth and nineteengh
ceénturies after generé;ions of participating‘inﬁthe fur
trade. Solving such a controversy has obvious problems. This
study will not attempt to define a“”home region” for the
Chipewyan. Rather( it is underetood in ehis paperlthatv
Chipewyan occupancy of a region could have ehanged prior to
the arrival of Europeans in the New World.

'Thie thesis -seeks to ascertain the genefal region of .
occupancy at the time of contact as indicated in the
archival record. As well, it will bresent’intorhation about
the-ﬁorthern Indian involvement in'the'fur trade tb 1774.

Such a summary of data, taken from both: hlstorlcal and

archival sources, could then be ut111zed in 1nterpret1ng the.

regxon of occugency after 1774, . when the Hudson's Bay

’

Company'embarkea‘on trade in the interior, and particu;arly

.

Al



)

aftér the North West Company and its predecessors also
entered the fur trade. It coulgyalso be usefullin
interpreting the aEChaeqlogical‘recofd of‘the central
subarctic. Such an approach uses the historical/archival
record to shed light on aboriginal life at the time of the
recording. After our undgrstandiﬁg.oijthelearly historic.
period~hé§‘incréased, then those same records can be"
utilized in interpreting various kinds qgf data, both

prehistoric and later historic. )
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\
‘sééée of Research .
In addltion to.the question'of regionel occupancy,

other issues have received differing interpretations in the
literature, particularly that of Athapaskan social |
organization.‘Such differences have been discussed by Krech
(1980e,r1980b). These tiewpoints are incompatible and , R
therefore a re-assessment of the early‘records seemed
qappropriate. However,»the assumption that early historic
f.wrltxngs of the late seventeenth and early eighteenth o
centuries could: accurately locate people living hundreds. of

miles in the interior is a grand assumption indeed.

Cumberland House the interior was established in 1774 - . °
i .

<

104 Years after the Hudson's Bay Company first:began to

trade in Hudson Bay. Peter Pond made‘the first recorded trip
into the northern interior to collect furs 1n 1778 That

'date\ls ‘89 years after ‘the earlxest recérdedf1nvolvement of

Py

a Northenn Ind1an with the. Hudson s Bay Company at the mouth:

-

of the Churchill R1ver. Clearly, using arch1val resources to -

~

' answer the quest1on of op1glnal regional‘occupancy presents
;many problems.‘ B ,g' ' ~r wl

Nevertheless, 1 bel1eved that, § some’ of othe
-
1nterpretat1ons of these documents ‘were recorded prxor to h/vz

. the expans1on 1n Athapaskan studles oﬁ the last two decades,
a more recent 1nvest1gat1on mlght resolye some o£ thes g

v_apparent dszerences. The records of the early fur trade afe

oy

'fifound przmarzly 1n the Hudson 8 Bay Company Archzves 1n ‘f'dlivf37

‘ innnlpeg. Revxewxng these pr1mary sources seemed
‘ : po ;4“
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by
particularly in order, as prevxous researchers usxng these

same! pr1mary sources sometimes arrxved at alternate

' explanatxons. For example, the subjeot of Cree and

‘Athapaskan occupancy of the area around Lake Athabasca has

‘been 1nterpreted d1f£erently by G1llespxe (1975a, 1976) and

Yerbury (1976, 1980). In add;txon, the need\for research‘

_into the archival record of the trade at Chprchxll has been

identified in the literature‘(Krech'f984r105 f43)
~As well, the major publxshed source fér the equy

period - A dbunney From Pr ince of Wales s Font fn Hudson S

‘ V

"Bay - to the Nbrthenn Ocean (Glover 1958 Tyrell - 1911) o

-

descrlbxng Samuel Hearne S trxps across the Northwest

Terrxtorles from 1769 to 1772, was or1g1nally publlshed in

h

«J795, three years after hxs death In this well—known work,

’replete with references‘to~Northern\Indians,“he;snmmarizes

'»1extenszve trappzng.,Thzs explaﬁpt:on for the m1n1ma1

-
i

their involvemept in thedfﬁr“frade:h

. The real wants of ‘these people are few, and easily
. 8U pl;ed- a hatchet, an ice-chisel, a file, and. a
knife... The deer they kill, furnxshes them with
food, and a’ varzety of warm.and comfortable ' .
'clothing...«and it must be very. hard .indeed, if they
. 'cannot get furrs enough in the course of two or '
. “three years, to-purchase a, hatchet, and such other
.edge-tools as are necessary for the1r puepose.
(Glover 1958 51 52).A ST N ;;H

According to Hearne there seemed to be l1ttle des1re

or need for the Indlans to move south and engage 1n :

AR
g

7

: iznvolvement of the Northern Indxans 1s glven after they had

nal in’ the dxscxplzne of h1story, unusual
1lings of words will not be .corrected or
] hfin\quotatzons unless the meanxng is ';]
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'more than flfty years'of exposure to that trade. Glover
(1958 53) notes that thxs section is not gound in the

‘ or1gxna1 report As such’ 1t ‘may well reflect Hearne 5
fobservatlons as a factor (trader) at Churchxll from 1776 to

1787. In view of thxs p0551b111ty --some corroboratxon by

\ f

f" other, earlxer sources would be useful The deta1ls of the-//&
B accouht books from Fort Churchlll offer the data needed to
assess Hearne S evaluat:on of Chlpewyan 1nvolvement 'J‘

The research plan entaxled the' readlng of all ava1lab1e
‘accounts from the -early contact perxod, archival and
h{storxcal, that dealt dxrectly w1th the problem Plus such
oeneral works as would seem to be helpful Some of .these
have been publzshed by the Hudson S Bay Record Soc1ety and
<the Champlaln Society. Most of the books by early northern
explorers were publxshed soon after the event{ and are also
‘readily avallable'today However, the daily journals of life p
at the fort and the accOunt books of the Hudson s Bay - ig.‘

"Company have generally not been publlshed, nor have the Fortﬂ
".Church1ll account books been analyzed exten51vely. Because o
B the problem to be researched 1ncluded the relatxonshxp

‘hbetween terrltory and Ch1pewyan 1nvolvement 1n the ;arly fur

trade, the tradlng records of Fort Church111 where the

‘iNorthern Indlans (Ch1pewyan) had been tradlng sxnce 1717

“-assumed partxcular 1mportance.'¢l[ o v‘ s ‘“

p The volume of mater1a1 soon requ1red that a spec1f1c
a‘,txme depth for research be establgﬁhed The beg:nnrng date

| would be spec1f1e by the tzme of f1rst contact. The date"

l_v )



S for’ the end of research was set as the time of the expansyon
. L
of Hudson s Bay Company 1nto the 1nterxor‘ that 1s, the

bu;1d1ng of Cumberland House in 1774 This expansign took
fdﬁace just after Hearne s Journey to{the Coppermxni\kxver.
It 1s assumed here that the avarlab111ty of pOStS‘ln the

interior would bring a greater elementkof‘competition into .

.the'trade. The inference is made that‘fewer lndians would

ftravel from central Saskatchewan and Alberta to’ elther York

“Factory or Church111 if they needed to go only/as far as the

present western border of Man1toba to trade thh the same
- .

company .

Another major alteratxon ln fur trade patterns was the
extensive expan51on of the French 1nto the‘western'1nterior.
| ‘Th1s expan51on took place much earller Posts‘were :
. establlshed on Cedar ‘Lake and Lac des Pra1r1es (Lake
"W1nn1pegoszs?) 1n 1741 (Innls 1962: 95 Ray 1974 56) While
. there had always been problems (from the Hudson s Bay |
"1Company poxnt of v1ew) w1th the free traders and French
| “1nterlopers"‘the “bu1ld1ng of a house besxde waterways
“dﬁthat led to the Hudson s Bay Company posts on the coast had
ta dramatxc effect on the trade, part1cu1arly tgft at York
l7Th1s paper assumes that the Northern Indxans were not o
Hﬂfaffected as much as Southern Indlans were, as they cont1nued
‘1fto go" to Churchill. Nevertheless because other lndxans a
irgprobably d1d not go to Church111 as often as before,vthe ”:l'

ﬁfCh;pewyan presence there could have been more hzghfy valued

ﬁfrAn assessment of the changes 1n the fur trade at Churchzll

'
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after the French expansxon 15 anluded 1n the study,
although the French trade/ 1tself is not.nl

The materxals researched 1ncludeQ§all the volumes in
the Hudson ‘S Bay Company Arch1ves that comprlse the Fort

Church111 records - the journals, correspondence, account

books - plus those same kxnds of materlals from York Factory

.’

~£or‘the earllest years (1688-1740) A tosry.of 219 archlval

volumes were read@ supplemented by publxshed orks.
Thus, the a1m of thlS thesxs 1s to present the

A ' : .
1nformat1on found 1n the arch1val and hlstor1cal record \9w

A':\

, regard1ng Ch1pewyan~regional d1str1but1on andjlnvolvement in

the fur trade to 1774. It iskrecognized here that many later
events, such as the smallpox epldem1c of 1781 and the
amalgamat;on of ‘the Northwest Company and the Hudson s Bay
Company in 1821 could be of great s1gn1f1cance in ¢
1nterpret1ng later Ch1pewyan terrztory However, that t1me
perzod is beyond the scope of thxs paper.u g ‘f e

The data presented dxffer cons1derably from the usual o
presentat1on 1n papers deallng w1th the fur trade._Inﬁn

s

partzcular, thelempha51s is on the quantity of the 1tems

; A

| traded 'not on the1r value (1n Made Beaver) f ThlS approach.”»

was taken 1n order to ga1n 1nformat10n about the natxve j
trad1ng populatlon. For example,,such statlstxcs would gzve

some representat;on of the new mater1als (metals 1nvtkt_xf

partxcular) that reached the Ind1ans 1n the h1nterland and

T A

that maght be preserved at a 51te. Also, 1t gzves some fkufgﬂmw.

‘Made Beaver 1s dzscussed 1n Chapter 3



'nparticuiars‘about the~quantity‘of more perishable‘goods
‘(e g., textfles) that could have been 1nfluent1al in ‘ ‘,-(

| alterxng subs1stence pa%ﬁerns and preferences. It should be

LN

‘h noted that these fxgures refer only to the quantltxes of L
good§ that 1eft the control of the Hudson s Bay Company,
'they do not tell us where whose 1tems went, how they may

have béen altered in- functlon and d351gn how many t1mes

‘they changed owners- before be1ng deposxted and abandoned for

'centUrles prxor to excavatlon. Nor do these flgures tell us

N

’ Hqﬁ 51m11ar goods that may have reached the same Indlans who
-traded at Church1ll but whlch came from some other European h
: source or through;a w1de.aboraglnalrtradxngrnetwork. Thu5, .
caution fS‘adVised ‘in fnterpreting‘these data. Nevertheless,|
the tabulatlons of the quant1ty of the trade goods offered
:and traded does lend 1tself to much more spec1f1c

Lnformatlon about Indlans than do stat15t1cs deal1ng w1th =

‘thelr value in the Hudson S Bay Company currency = the Made,é
1 Beawer. h?“. ”‘y‘hi Lo m‘:.; L [ ":3 Nf ‘;”‘ ‘}dg;
o In addltxon, thls thes1s focuses part1cularly on the
jf.‘,.-spec1f1c 1nformatlon found 1n the detalled 11st1ngs of the
}Qexpense accounés, pr1mar11y because these 11st1ngs often ;.'
-[nge some prec1se referenee about Northern Ind1ans.‘Thls

5%iapproach 1nvolved much recording of small quant1t1es of

fuftrade goods, repeated aga:ws'nd aga;n none of wh1ch could

f[?convenxently be sxmp11f1ed on locat1on but had to be

'gﬁre-entered and%standardlzed for computer analysxs. No doubt
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o when NOrthern'Indians arrived at‘Churohilll Such a

¥
’

/
/ . [ # ‘
/ [ ) } ) . e y

‘methodology ‘is 1nherently time- consumxng The results are . ¢

presented here for thelr 1nformatxon value, even though the

h”statrstxcal analy51s of theSe data is only prelxmlnary at "

‘th1s time. .

- 'This thesis is conf1ned to the early European contact

\

.1per10d from 1612 to 1774 w1th the emphasxs on 1682 to 1774

‘the t1me of the Hudson s Bay Company Some basxc concepts

.are presented 1n the Introductlon followed by a: brxef

summary, 1n Chapter 2 of 51gn1f1cant h1stor1eal events A

. dlscu551on of the fur trade data is g1ven 1n Chapter 3. The

fur trade era 1s d1v1ded 1nto three tlme per1od

~1; prlor to the establxshment of Fort Churchlll in 1717

2. from 1717 unt11 the erpansxon‘of French traders 1nto the"

fiﬁfollowed by the conclud1ng‘chapter.

[T

(Chapter 4).

o
J

o western 1nter10r in 1741 (Chapter 5).

3. from the tzme of competltlon wzth the traders in the

, ;nter1or (pr1mar11y French) unt1l 1774 when ‘the Hudson 5

”ﬁtBay Company also dec1ded to go 1nto the hlnterland to

[

'ﬂtrade (Chapter 6)

A summary of the fur trade data is presented in Chapter 7,

L
.

B

BRE!

. same tabulation approach was followed inrrecordiqg:the date
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"B, Coneeptual Framework |
| The‘ early fur trade in‘this;paper-refers to the
'lent1re time perlod under 1nvest19atxon- that is, from the“

t1me of fxrst 1nvolvement untxl ‘a major change 1n the

———
a0

“tradxng 51tuatxon occurred namely,.the venture into the
1nter10r by the Hudson S Bay Cbmpany My 1nxerpretat10n of
"early" follgys that 'of . BlShOp and Ray (1976) in pLaclng

g that txme at ‘the beglnnlng of the hxstor1c era " but it

differs in that thex set the ‘end ot the‘per1od at,1765; As

-théi:.crjteraffor theynext'period,the"Compegitive'Trade;

Era,” fncludes the element,of competitizn among trade ,
‘centres, 1774 seems more appropr1ate to the northern fur
e‘trade. That date 1s preferred for 1ts relevance to Hudson's’
kBay Company trade expansxon, although in fact a tradlng
" house in the. northern 1nter10r, closer to the "home ‘of the"
;jChlpewyan was not establ1shed unt11 1778 by Peter Pond near
‘fLake Athabasca. That date is'not des1rable for. an anal
-‘focu51ng on Hudson s Bay Comﬁgny account books, as the
| stab11shment of Cumben}and House in 1774 meant that a new
*lﬂset of records was added‘to the1r bookkeep1ng system. Any
'Ixtabulatlon of the trade at York Factory and Church1ll would
1;be affected by the trade belng channelled thr0ugh Cumbe:land
7House. As well, theré 1s ‘no’, way to 1solate trade in fursﬂ'”“‘:‘
'wuprevxously reachxng Church111 from that reachlng {ork
‘\“Factory, and now go1ng to Cumberland HOuse. Rather, 1774
“;imarks the end of one era and the beg1nn1ng of another. The“‘

R

f}ﬂnew era xs unsettled and marked by sw1ft change. Further,,fu~

Ly .




‘d 1f depzcted’graphlcally (Osgood 1936 3), or, stated

. the &gy trade records from 1774 until 18271 (when the

competxtxon for the control of the northwest trade ceased)

are extremely incomplete. " : N

. The concept of terrxtory 1s¢1nterwoven thh the 1ssues

of ethnlcxty and boundary malntenance. It is poss1ble sxmply
| to assume that terrltory is that area whxch a group uses, for
subsxstence; But what is the group? What are the condxtxons‘

of membershlp? Does’ subsxstence 1nvolve only bas1c 11fe
support? when 1sya glven‘reglon accepted as a regxon |
‘belongxng to others and When 1s that ownershlp 1n£r1nged
upon? o ’ r“r“x‘(/d |

When‘Europeans‘of the‘early contactlperiod'discussed'

Indlan land use, they used thelr con t of o
terr;tory/ownershxp and descrxbed a group as belongzng to a
part1cular regxon.wlth ‘a part1cu1ar means of subszstence.

'

. The group was usually deflned on the ba51s of language.

‘ Anthropologlsts have largely ma1nta1ned thxs approach
(Barth 1969 10 11) 1n splte of recognlzlng the factors of |
flu1d membersh;p (e g,, Helm 1965) ‘extens1ve mobn11ty
‘(L;g.,‘Dawson 1976) and the d1ff1culty in d1st1ngu1sh1ng
> ethn1c1ty (e g., chhmond 1970) It 1s asserted that

‘,‘ R

p Athapaskans have demons%iated a tend@ncy to perce1ve thelr'

'y
< , I

SOCIO terrltorxallty as
dlfferently, as small famlly 11nked groups closely a11gnedif,
through k1n tles, dialect, and shared explo1tat1ve zone .

(Glllesp1e 1981 161) However, such fluxd associatxons haveﬁfdu

ne of’"forming un1ts whxch overlapﬂflw
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.\ . o _ «

\ | T ' - 16

\

not prevented\the discussion of Athapaskans under broad

'regxonal and language based categorxes (e g., Helm 1981&)

)

roo Why 1s this 807" Mift anthropologists would agree thh

Burch and COrrell (197 '18) that sxmplexcatxon abounds and

3 l [

\
reality is dlstorted NeVertheless, 'such an organxzatxonal
e }

scheme 1s practxcal It gs useful simply because it has been
and is bexng used. As geograph1cal and ethnic de51gnat10ns

ﬁrom the seventeent?ﬁend exghteenth centuries have largely

'een maintained in the anthropologlcal and hlstorlcal

\3311terature, sOo too have they prevalled in Athapaskan

i?ﬁj.d Accordingly,‘the’definition for this study is:
rerritory,outlines the geographical area utdilized by a
. social group to maintain life; it may overlap with the
ﬁghaterrxtory of other socxal ggzups. It is assumed here that
é@he ethn1c group 1s that unit of 1nd1v1duals which regards
;tself as. a unlt and which is so regarded by others who do
‘L:W ot belong to: the group. |
The ethnzc group under dlscussxonhls the Ch1pewyan.'
' zat]partleular (Cree) label was not in use by Europeans.
f’tne'll'at"e_eighteénth'eeptury (Smith 1981b:283);
‘Northern Indian %as‘the USual‘Eurbpean deSignation prior to
'that‘time. I!useitﬁe iatter term as that is the'general
‘des1gnatzon found 1n the archival record for the txme perlod
. under dlscussiona4Cont1nu1ty from h15tor1c Northern Ind1ans
qito ethnographlc Ch1pewyan is generally assumed, and is- |

a8

"accepteﬂ by me as. well However, some d1scu551on of the

- 5
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problem of identification of the early Northern Indians is

‘presented in Chdbter‘4.r

"+ The same rationale ﬁas‘been.folloﬁed.in this paper in
using the term Eékimo raﬁhér than Inuit. To change all
historical énd archivallneférenées from Eskimo to. Inuit is
to assume that such refg}ences do indeed‘refer to the
vaﬁcestors of modern Inﬁit. Thét may ‘not be the case. As it
is not the purpose of this paéer_to aemonstrate that the
historical‘labellfng was correct, it Qeems a&Qisable to

: A .
continue with the label in the sources, allowing others to
interpret the validiﬁy of the designation in another

context.



I11. Historical Framework

A Early Exploration
| Europeans entered the area of westetn Hudson Bay as

early as 1612 with the Englxsh dxscovery expedltxon led by
Thomas Button (Rundall 1849:86-88). No direct contact.took
.place between these Europeans and'ahoriginal people along
the western coast, althongh five of Button's men were killed
by Eskimos with "large canoes" in the Digges'Islands atea.
Button then crossed.the Bay, ovetwintered'at the mouth of
the Nelson River (which'did<not'freeze completely until

- February 16), and sailed north along the'coast perhapg'as
far as 65° north latitude, before returnlhg to England.
There are no 1nd1catxons glven of any native populat1on
along the coast at this txme, even though Button and his men
spent most of a year in the NeIson River region. NorAwere
any obserVations tecotded,of-people anng the coast to the
north. | N |

R A s1m1lar conc1u51on has to be drawn for the expedition.

of 65 men and twotshlgs from Denmark to what ‘is now
Church1ll 1n 1619 Jens Munk and hlS crew gave knxves and
1ron tools to some natlves in Hudspn Stralt pr1or to
crossing the Bay, but saw no one at thexr harbout in the

~ mouth of the Church1ll vaer from September of 1619 to July,
1620 (Gosch 1897 13, 24 50)' Most of the crew dled in the

cou:se of the wlnter.wThe cause of death has usually been’

. ascrxbed.to scurvy,‘but Young,(1973) haS'contluded that it
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was probably‘trxchxnos1s.
while Munk did not meet any people there were
indicatlons of thexr presence xn the region. The ihentity of
the aborxglnal group or groups- whxch left 1ts marks around
Munk's Winteﬁhaven cannot be ascertained with certaxnty The
clues to tha; 1dent1ty are as follows (Gosch 1897:28—29,32):
-~ 'a charcoal drawing "like the half of 5 deuil."
~ ' many "heaps" of wooden chips in the forest; preéumably
cut with a‘"curved iron tool;"
- 'square house structures of stone about exght feet
square, w;th "thin flat stones and moss" at one end, and .
"two flat stones...standing upright, edgewise, about a
foot apart; on which two stones, e'flat stone is placed”
"at the other énd of the structure.
-  bone refusekindicating‘thaé che meat eaten was not "very
well rcasted.". .
-, a lerge black dég with a muzzle made of "smallwccrds"
and with a cleft ;ight ear. B
These indications haye USually‘béen interpreted as
- evidence of an‘Eskiue‘populetion (Giileepie‘1975a:361n;
JGosch 1897'52' MeYec 1976'44”Yerbuty 1976-241) chever,'
the pictograph suggests a Cree presence (Burch 1978 5). |
'Burch also concluded tha{ the ev1dence did not necessar;ly :
"1mp1y that the people, whatever the1r cultural 1dent1ty,‘
were even Munk's contemporatles. (Nor, that: the '
archaeologxcal manlfestatzons ‘were all from the same time

, per:od - Cllfford G. chkey, personal commun1catxon, 1985 )‘
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' One of the ships arrived at Churchill harbour a few
days after the other, K | |

havrng been under the northern 1land, where an open
- passage was supposed to exist, but there{was‘none
(Gosch 1897: :24). -

'

This statement and the map produced by Munk has been the

.basis for the assert1on that these Europeans went as farwas‘

Chesterfield Inlet (erket Sm1th 1933:14; Gosch A

1897:105- 106) However, Thorkild Hansen who led the "Jens‘

) Munk Memorzal Expedxtlon 1964", concludes that such a trip

'was not p0551b1e ‘given the t1me xnvolved th.the nature of

the coastl1ne~ rather; he suggests that the 1nlets on the

_well-known map vere placed there onAthe basis of 1nformat1on

from some of Munk s Englxsh crew members who had been w1th
Button- in 1612-1613 (Hansen and Seeberg 1964 £. 12 14).

Wh11e Munk and his crew. d1d not see anyone else 1n the

\ ’western Hud—bn Bay regzon, the1r d1sastrous experlence d1d

prov1de European artxfacts part1cular1y metal to the

ﬂpnatlve populat1on. Jeremxe later recorded that the 1tems

1leﬁt by the Danes were used as a metal source by the Dogr1bs

}(that 1s, Athapaskans)’ and Eskxmos, whoucame after ‘the.

'Indxans from the York Factory rea acc1dent1y blew up the

"house “in the summer of 1620 The shxp 1eft behlnd had sunk

,durang spr1ng breakup (Douglas and Wallace 1926 18 21) That }f,

vaorthern Ind:ans occa51ona11y travelled to Church111 1n

: \
; order to ohtaxn metal is corroborated by James Knxght in

---—- -q~ q--—---—',.. .

"3 The ‘term ogrxb vas apparently used to refer to .
- "Athapaskans. in. genera\tand ‘Wwas -not specxfxc only to the
A'ancestors of‘modern Dogr1b_1nd1ans unt11 the nxneteenth

1981b 303 306)




1716 (3239/a/2 f 26d)* and Samuel Hearne, publxshed 1n 1795 R
4; (Glover 1958 113) . ﬁ’. . ”3\‘” IR »
Both Kn1ght and Hearne refer to the prevxous practxces L
of the Northern Indians. Knlght 1s relatxng the experxence
of two captured Northern Ind1an “boys | ' g ,;i‘f:
they had been at Churchxll R1Ver to look far .Iroén
out of the ship as was broke up there but they did
'not come very often for fear of there Enemies they
‘had been killd Sev:ll times by there go;ng there
L(BZ39/a/2 f.264). ‘
Hearne is referrlng to the s1tuat10n prior to the advent of
‘the Hudson's Bay Company in .the area when Northern Indxan& .
- "found" some iron at. Churchlll Rlver. V

A

The next European exped1t1on 1nto th15 reg1on does not

< N

prov1de much more 1n£ormat1on, for aga1n they did not see or‘\uf
meet anyone.yBoth Luke Foxe and Thomas James travelied |
through the northern part of Hudson Bay in' 1631. James and

‘h1s trew experlenced stormy weather at that t1me,‘and thus
recorded no 1nformat1on about the coast untxl arr:vxng at
the Nelson R:ver where Button had overwlntered (James

h 1740 17- 20y, h'f‘jr”‘ -{”npﬂ( .i;

Luke Foxe, on the other hand dld make an exten51ve

. survey along western Hudson Bay, and publxshed hxs\?“‘

e 6o

observat1ons (Foxe 1635) Several schoiars accept Merbs'

(1971) 1nterpretatfon that Foxe landed at the 1sland of d "‘,?
S1lum1ut north of Chesterfleld Iniet (e g., Burch 1978 5~

MeYer 1976 45) However, Meyer Suggests that the 1ron foundu ;}f

there was obta1ned by tradxng thh other Es'”‘

'ﬁs,who
. Documentatzon for ‘Hudson' s Bay Company Arch1ves material R
1s exp1a1ned 1n Chapter 3. T R St




obtained 1t from elther the Munk 51te or from a boat. Y
ahandoned by‘Button. Burch, followxng an archaeologxcalfu
“assessnent‘that the iron is NorSe (McCar;ney and.Mack |
' 1973:334,336), concludes both that the iroh at Silumiut &
could have been manufactured before 1620, aﬁé that thxs' |

gravesite may not have been 1n‘ "active use at the time of
. - ' . . R )
. i : R

Foxe 8 v1szt. |
Foxe 'S reference‘to’the f1nd of "the rellques of a
w‘birch Cannowe" (Chrlsty 1894: 332) has suggested the presence
of Chxpewyan or Cree to Burch (197846) but of Esk1mo to }
Meyer, who explalns that the Eskxmo may have brought the '
| canoe‘to the island as a souven1r (Meyer 1976 46) |
The locatlon of thzs f1nd has generally been
. 1nterpreted as Sentry Island (Meyer 1976:45; Clark 1977 11),
u‘o an 1sland some d1stance south ‘of Esklmo 901nt" (Burch |
1978 6) However, my reading of Chr1sty (1894 330 334) N
g«1nd1cates clearly that Sentry Islahd 1s north of the b1rch
‘ canoe sute, and that the b1rch canoe was found on . the
mainland The sequence of events 61ven by. Chr1sty are as
follows':f" G a N ' - . B
ﬁlg.tOn August 2 Foxe anchored somewhere near an 1sland 1n"
| Et"latltude 61 degrees 10 m1nutes":1nterpreted by Chrzsty N
‘;fto be probably Sentry Island” (p. 331) ‘ R

,':'fffOn August B‘ﬁFoxe”travelled "S;W-fand bY W- ‘0 1339-7 tO {Q?

'and'"sent a boat to the

5(5?3353 ‘It_Ithere that the b1rchhcanoe 1s ‘ffﬂf s



. 4‘.

'wlgffragmeﬂts b the grave51te on Egg 1'1and are not
iefifspec1f1cally 1de"t1f1ed}ahw~

J“iz;Cree or Ch1pewyan‘canoe near the mouth of“the Tha-anne‘and

' Slte ' :“.

>, .Cannowe;.

x_yAt Egg Islanu there were' ru1ned fragments of_gannowes

',_well as "carved toys 1n the1r canoes" and evzdence of a_¢x

'

33 On August’4 Foxe lands at an 1sland two leagues from
k shore and "10 leag., . and by W, " from the prevxous
‘;1anchOrageJ This‘island assumed to be Egg Island by

,Chrlsty (p 333) is a gravesxte w1th many corpses.\

It is poss1ble 1n the absence of Foxe 5 specxflc

:reference to the maznland that the landlng where the blrch

w '\
canoe was found may havetbeen on an 1sland it is. def1n1tely

"

’south of the prev1ous 1sland (Sentry Island) by 10 leagues

‘If ‘the 1sland of anchorage on August 2 15 Sentry Island and . -

i

1;ﬂthe 1sland on AUgust“4 1s Egg Island and if Foxe s

measurements are approxxmétely aecurate, then the 10catlon

oy i

' of the bxrch canoe szte ls approxlmately equldlstant between‘

“

the two 131ands, that 1s, somewhere near where the Tha- anne,

o

and Thlew1aza r1vers empty 1nto Hudson Bay. .ff “;h/// g :
canoe’

,“( The d1fferences 1n the fxnds‘made at the bir

6 ,

,.r'

‘“szte and on Egg Island are worth notung At the b1rch canoe

° »

‘and the Mr. found the rellques of a b1rch
footlngs -and hornes of - Deere, ‘both - -
. and of fowle, ah ‘Arrowe: headed ,h;:

sHere‘on

.- .small and gred )
‘with a nayle, the head ‘beaten broad and . put 1nto a .

S {' shaft of 18"inches long (Christy- 1894 332)

'“*erecent f1re (Chrlsty 1894 334). Whlle a prec1se cultural

. ”ffdesighatxon cannot be madeh 1t 1s 51gn1f1cant that the canoe :'

'"'“ade of b1rchV“That Foxe found a;!fi




“'a log1ca1 1nterpretat1on. ”' f‘" “.*‘ DT A

Hlsostatlc rebound from the seventeentﬁlto the twent1eth

?Hudson s Bay Company made some early (but unsuccessful)

f“7hregion. (Th1s IOCatlon 1s generally known as York Factory,:.d

‘“fand 1s so referred to 1n th1s study,falthough the exact

) ThiewiazatriVerS‘SOme 50 kilometres north of latitude 60° is

S \
The waters are extremely shallow along th1s part of the
coastlxne (B1rket Smxth 1933-107)' as. is readlly apparent

» . ) .
from topographlcal maps Even by allowlng for the effect of

century, the argument could stxll be made that any 1sland

not far from the shore was read15 ‘access1ble_even‘by mean5'¢ .
. N N I N .

of pr1m1t1ve water'transportatAOn“technology.‘Of‘course,
'equatxng any' island“ofrtoday‘with the one visible as such in

v1631'and identffied:hy‘Foxevis probiematic; ‘

.

R 4

‘B. Engl1sh and French Confl:ct

There is, no recorded European act1v1ty 1n western

Hudson Bay from the tzme of Foxe in 1631 untll the formatlon

?hof the Hudson ‘s, Bay Company ‘in 1670 The newly formed

‘“;j_forays to promote the1r trade 1n the Nelson and Hayes R1ver‘ap¢

'“‘jlocatlons of the varlous forts and thelr preclse names

fgfvarled conszderably )‘Thelr f1rst attempt took place 1n 1670




aa

L _I-;;(Doughty and Martm 1929 25—32) 1s part"" of the Dobbs

“'“iy*collect on,

,posts, durzng thls t1me (Rlch 1948 363 368)

'ftf slave boy" travelled north 1n an attempt to entlce the

28
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Hayes on the Nelson Rlver in- 1682 _and York Factory on the

north shore of ‘the Hayes Rlver 1n 1684 (Rxch 1948‘363 367)“3‘

‘ Benjam1n G1llam from Boston also set up a post on the df
p ,

' Nelson vaer 1n August of 1682 wh1le the French, under'
‘URadlsson and Des Grosexllxers, establxshed Port Bourbon on

fthe Hayes Rlver ‘Both French and Engllsh remaxned 1n the

area, and contxnued to send supply shlps unt1l 1685.JThey e

.engagéd 1n confllcts of varylng 1ntensxty and also

o

‘co operated on occasion. Trade was contlnued often at two ..Q‘”

A

“ -

A voyage was made to Church111 R1ver’;n 1686 by Capta1n5‘“

Mlchael Gr:mlngton and fxve others;rarr1V1ng there on July

15 and stay1ng elghL\days. They reported an abondance of
“Indxan Tents but saw. noe Indxans" (chh 1948 340) and found‘ﬁ
: t o 1ron p1eces supposedly 1eft by a Dan1sh or Dutch group

.1n 1673 (but as noted 1n the footnote probably by Jens Munk

‘A . 4

lm 1620) SO e ! S o RO

: i .
V

F°11°W109 an apparent Pfellmlnary voyage 1n the fall ofrff

’Iﬁﬁf1688 (8239/d/1 f 13) the Hudson s Bay Company made an

~

'd”in“unsuccessful effort to establlsh a fort at Churchxll R1ver

‘f1n 1689, Whlle some worked at the mouth othhe rzver undercdﬁpﬂ

p‘?,athe“supervxs1on of Thomas Savage Henry Kelsey and the*ﬂ7.”' R

Cfﬁjnorthern‘ind1ans to come “to. Churchzll'to trade. ThlS accounthW

not part of the Hudson s\Bay C_mpany arch1ves.;@ _ff

gt

“Lf,;fﬂowever, the'archlves do corroborate the story bY referr1ngff7;




'~(B239/d/1 £, 13d)

to "Kelsey & ye Slave Boy 901ng to ye Norward“

"'& A number of letters from the Cdmmxttee 1n London ‘
Ve g
’1nd1cate a cdnt1nu1ng 1nterest 1n expand1ng the company

",trade northwards (R1ch 1957) The 1693 letter to Governor

“‘lGeyer (R1ch 1957:187- 188) alluded to a whalxng expedltion 1n“‘l

. jﬂthe Albemarle to Churchzll vaer 1n 1692;‘{ It also }Lv N

*“fexpresses the deszre of the Comm:ttee for actxon 1n the

“dlscovery ‘of the,"Bufflow R1ver which had been h1ghly -
t‘recommended by both French and Indlan as an . excellent source e
\yof beaver skxns. The account books mentlon a voyage "to ye ‘ﬁh

‘ fNorward" 1n 1694 by the Albemarle (3239/d/5 f 17d) The
’r) 1nadequate documentatlon 1s unfortunat but:there is no :
' doubt about the accuracy of these br1eszeferencesuto i

fnorthern voyages. It 15 s1gn1f1cant that even at thls early

' date the Hudson s Bay Cbmpany had some awareness of a r1cheru

.,,fur trad1ng regxon 1n the 1nterlor, and that they had accessf*‘

1 el

'x;t° French as well as Indzan sources.

In 1694 d Ibervxlle took Yerk Factory, lost 1t agaln tofffi

,fthe Hudson s Bay Company 1n 1696 but recaptured 1t 1n 1697 x

r‘f*The fort, and the fur trade of the area, rema1ned 1n French ff]:

‘”wa.hands untll 1714 (W1ll1ams ﬂ970 11—12)




"i~events, however, w1ll be d1scussed when approprlate 1n the -

. S Y
Factory area in September, l714 Thxs tradxng authorxty was

expanded and consolxdated for the rest of the perxod under -

d15cussxon A phst at Churchxll vaer was" establxshed in

”

1717 but there was no attempt to bulld an 1nterlor network

of trad1ng posts unt11 Cumberland House was started by

'ASamuel Hearne in 1774 Certaxnly, the efforts of
f g ‘ '
' Quebec based traders who had set up trad1ng posts 1n cemtraln

| Man1toba by 1741 affected tradlng patterns. As well
‘exploratlon act1v1ty 1nstlgated by the well knoWn "Dobbs

'Crlsls" of. approxzmately 1740 1749, 1nfluenced Hudson S Bay ‘

4 .
-]

Company affaxrs 1n western Hudson ‘Bay.
Most of the European exploratlon of norzhern éanada

Idurlng this perxod was channelled through Churchlll

: Unfortunately, not all of this act1v1ty is well documented

. nor does ‘what 1s in the h1stor1cal literature necessarlly

'

‘render much 1nformatlon of value to aborlglnal studles. Some

ffollow1ng chapters. A br1e£ summary of the hlghllghts of

lgEuropean "dlSCOVery durlng th1s t1me per1od largely taken T

from Cooke and Holland (1978 52 96) follows"

Pl&fﬁ1715—1716 W1111am Stewart and the Slave wOman trav:lled‘d

lff;yDOrth of " York Factory.n;_by“‘“

ﬂfflz{‘f1717 Font Church1ll was establ1shed by James Knxght.

‘”‘jr3;ht1717 1718- Rlchard Norton travelled 1nland north of T

‘ v'fChurchlll ,ﬁ}dﬂf'}g{yi"ﬂ. | L .
"335}351719.‘James Kn1ght led an exped1t1on to f1nd the

——-——————-———_-—-’——-

‘:?ffzﬁThe Dobbs Crxsxs 1s dxscussed 1n Chapter 6
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'Northwest”PaSSage; they dled on Marble Island Henry
fKelsey and John Hancock salled along the coast perhaps‘

| past Marble Island. “ b"f‘ ‘, .
| 5;'u1722 John Scroggs and R1chard Norton found Chesterf1e1d
“Inlet. . ‘f  ,\F' 5 T "‘f 1;‘J
651.17375 Janes.Nappef started thelsloob trade;léolng‘to”
I Whale Cove. '} " | | | f’ ‘
;'7; '1742 Chrlstopher dedleton saxled as far as Frozen’

"

fstra1t ) dr ﬁ'“ S - “7 o
"‘8¢v 1747 W1111am Moor and Francxs Smxth explored Wager Bay
9. 1761:*W1111am Christopher res d1scovered Chesterfleld

| Inlet.ll‘ | | ‘?)v |
3ld 1762 Chr1stopher and Moses Norton explOLed Baker Lake.‘
ll,f1765 Whalzng operatlons based on Marble Island were

‘started by the Hudson s Bay Company

i’

“12;71769 1772 Samuel Hearne travelled through a -

‘con51derab1e part of the Dlstr1cts of Keewatln and

‘Macken21e on hlS way to and from the Coppermlne R1ver

'

l

']_reaching the Arctxc Ocean.nf'

e
LN P
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‘.A HudsOn's Bay Company Records

flthese volumes 1nc1ude extra sheets that were;obV1ously a "

"ﬂisubmltted as a report of the year s act1v1t1es.‘,,frm'ﬁ:{

JII. Eur"TraQe”Datagﬁthe Background C \

The Hudson S Bay Company Archlves materlals read ‘for

.'thls thesxs 1nclude all the post journals from Churchxll to

'
vin,

1774 and those from York Factory from 1688 untzl 1740 In.

"

addxtlon general works such as the Inward Correspondence'
W v . ‘

letters from the Commlttee in London to the forts, and maps,

whlch have been publlshed were researched on the basxs of

‘the publ1shed ver51on after fxrst ascertaxnxng the

;; relxab111ty of the transcrxpts and look1ng for detaxls 1n

1llustrat1ons or marglnal notes that hay have ‘been om1tted

! -

f the seventeenth century minutes and letters have

l1shed and are generally avallable on’ mlcrofllm

‘ only. However, most of the materlals used in thls study,_

.
' “J‘

that 1s, the post records, Jere used 1n the orlg1na1

'-ver51on. Nevertheless, 1t should be noted that thxs or:glnal

f‘ver51on 1n most cases 1s 1tsel£ a copY. that 1s, the factor

~

‘fj(trader) and hls clerk or wrlter, made a. presentable copy

. '” -y

. of the accounts and of the ]ournals wh1ch was‘sent back to

‘"Fthe Commlttee 1n ?ondon on the supply shlp.‘Occa51onally,J;‘

N

‘ff?record kept at the t1me of the act1v1tyy but almost always

ljfthe "orzg1na1 vers1on"'1s that copxed verszon whlch was

’ B

—

| . . ¢ Vo PR
' . . . S L . s . . S
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v were also used Those volumes avallable in the Arch;ves, but‘f

)
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«  The Hudson s Bay Company developed a system of keepxng
records ‘at the posts and of commun1cat1ng orders and
requests between the posts and London, and a150 among the
posts. The Hudson 's" Bay Company Archives has developed a
" code whlch indicates t kind of record, the source of the
recordf andfits functi n. For the time period under
disc%%%doh{.the foilowing categories of volumes were primary
‘ refﬁtehces? . |
Q1.é£3..;7a/... - a Journal of daily e;ents and activities.
2,'-3.7./b/q3( - a Correspondence.Booh which included oopdes\
LA 'oﬁ‘letters received and sent by the chief factor to and
) ”,‘;l{”f;om other forts.. i _/;\\ |
3. B.../d/..r - an Account Book which incloded entries for
o ” all‘items‘classiffed a3 trade goods as well.as K
A *  provisions and "stores"; that is;wégrious.supplied used
éﬁ‘ ” at the factory (fort) ‘The account book is a record of
“' ‘ - all items that came from Europe, for wh1ch the factor
" was responsxble, and a tally of the North American items
4@ ‘that were reoeived in‘exohange and.SHipped to England.
"*’ ilhost all of the volumes have sﬁrviyed; most of the
‘losses in the yearly records occur in the seventeenth
oentury Thus, the Hudson .s Bay Company Archlves housesw;

documentatzoﬁ of the orders and p011c1es, the f1nanc1a1

accounts; and the reactions and reports of the workers.

@



The Journals

n

[ .
The daily Journal entries usually begin with a brief

‘ weather report. They were commonly entitled "A Journal of

the Most Remarkable Transactxons and Occurrances " In
addition, special "Sloop Journalé" were kept by the sloop
master, whenever 'these small ships were#nsed in travelling
along the coast. The Journals of ten reflect Company orders
that were stressed at the time. o

M}gdntent in reading each volume was to noterany
remarks or observations-regarding Northern‘lndiansnin
particular and any aborxgznal people in general Some
factors«presented this 1nformatlon in great detail others
generalized. Thus,.fo; some years, it is possxb;e to know .
the sex and age group of almost all Indians comfng to or
leavzng the fort on a certaxn day, .and their reasons for
doing so. For other years, there is only a cursory remark
about Indians, &nd, it may even be dxffxcuit to d15t1ngu1sh

between Hudson s ‘Bay Company servant act1v1toes and Indian

activities. Stability in chlet'factors is characterlstxc of

'Churchiil‘ (see Appendix A.) This situatidn aided in

'formulatlng an assessment of the relxabllxty of the

1nformat1on recorded and 1in Judglng the empathy ev1dent \

'between the factor and the - Indlan.

In this study the Journals served pr1mar11y as,a

background for the year EE act1v1txes at the foxt, and to

,prov1de a tally of all the Northern and other Indian

-

aCtIVItY there. Uhusual cxrcumstances such as 111ness or

-
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epidemics were also noted Occasionally; the'recorded
xnteractfgn between the traders, as'4nd1cated in the
‘Correspondence Books, provxded insights 1nto the Journal

E
entries. It is recognlzed here that there were very few
ways,.xf any,. in which any Journal entry could be verxfled

by the intended readers - the Committee of the Hudson's Bay

. Company in London.

The Accopnt Books

‘ lhe Account‘Books provided the quantitative data used
in this‘stndy; Various researchers have published
information fonnd ln thevJournals (e.g.; Gillespie 1975a) or
utilized the Account Books‘intensivelyf(e.g., Ray‘and
Freeman 1978), but the publication of the analisls of both
the Journals and Account Books 1n detail, is Stlll rare 1n'

o o B | .-
. Athapaskan stud1es. Further Ray and Fteeman base their

analysis pr1mar11y on the Made‘Beaver totals in the Account
‘Books. Made Beaver (MB) funct1oned as the Hudson s. Bay
‘hCompany medzum of exchange. ThlS study focuses on the 1tems
_]of trade and exchange, not on the1r MB value~ the quant1t1es o
lglven are. ln pounds gallons, yards or number,'not ‘in MB. |

f‘ The organlzatlon of the account books has been 5 l d‘

descrlbed in great deta11 by Ray (1975 76 76) H1s vt'l |
td1sc3551on, as well as‘my own readzng of 84 Account Books ,fl
;xs the basxs for the snmmary that follows.,v*li f

R

the f;rst two parts. These are called the Journal and the

Records regardxng 1tems class1£1ed as trade goods form ),;eh
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{

Ledger. The Journal (of the Account Books) is a collectxon

| of lxsts of trade goods in various categorxes-

A goods remalnxng from the prevxous year.

}2, goode receiQed during this trading year, with .

“approprdate,eources and Aﬁy ineoice‘errore indicated.ﬁ

'\,3' the General‘Charge, orathe basicfinventori ldgt.

4, fthe'StandardSof Trade; that 1s, tbe "Official Rate of
exchange" (Ray 1975 76:7) .‘

5. Men's Debts, or trade goods sold to COmpany-enployeesj

1temxzed in total and by 1nd1v1dual often with an ¢

-

Engl1sh currency value 1nd1cated
6. the expense account, in ‘total and. 1n deta11 (to be
discussed below).

7. goods traded that year. v

8. the Comparative §5andard,‘or tbe'comparison of all North

 American products to the standard‘of‘the value of

. beaver.

4

\

9.. a @ist of furs and other”exchange items received that‘b
year'{ | |

10. goods remaining in the fort at the end of the tradlng

year‘ - L e

The Ledger is essent1a11y a balance sheet All‘of the .

7_var1ous account categorles are balanced 1n‘MB, and end w1th“dl‘

a summary, \in’ MB of the entxre.trade £or that year..‘

Occashgnallx, the Ledger served to clarxfy ambxguxtzes 1n

B

'the Journal \Cnd even omlsszons in rare cases.nT

4
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The second sectxon of the’ Account Books, he‘"State“0£1

S ’ @ i {

Prov151ons and Stores , is the tabulatzon of all 1tems not

classzf1ed as trade goods but provxded by the Hudson s Bay

' Company for use at the fort. These were often lxsted under

f,

the same categor1es as the trade goods, e, g., General

Charge, Rema1ns. These 1tems were grouped into the varlous
A . 9 !

ways 1n whxch act1v1ty was organlzed at:' the fort such as

armourer s’ stores and cooper S stores." Thxs sectxon

1y

occas1onally gave 1nformatzon regardlng a European 1tem that‘u
‘was given or traded but whxch was not class1f1ed as a trade

;good.‘A list of all European derived foods was kept: under

"provisions ; ‘but fcountry‘foodf;,that is, food obtaxned by
trade or 'by Company‘éervants hunting and fish1ng, was noted
only in the post Journal Moreover, no tabulatlon was found

of food that was g1ven out to Ind1ans C§UCh as peas or

[

S

‘*Qo‘year clearly 1nd1cated that th1s act1vg$y had taken place.

Many of the Account Books 1nd1cated a record of b1lls
drawn by the Company employees on the1r wages 1n the last

few pages of the book Durxng th1s entzre perlod there are

no records of 1nd1vidual Indzan debt even though the re\H

practzse of "trust1ng" the Northern Indlans, or, prov1d1ng
<g trade goods 1n advance of rece1v1ng the furs,~is recorded as

early as 1748 (B42/a/32 f 5) Moreover .a. 1etter from Kelsey

1n 1719 already advzses aga1n5t the practlse and suggests :

that the debt be h1dden 1n the books as "expences gzven to

the Ind1ans“ (8239/b/1 f 13) Such a practxse may, 1ndeed ZL

A

"’oatmeal ‘even in: those cases where the post Journal for that‘»“‘
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P A .

‘..have been common.<

' ‘*5noted the month and even the day. The expense account

‘de _supp11es. e

As noted above, expenses were brdken down xn two ways.
Fxrst of all trade.goods that had been expended rather than,

traded were listed by quant1ty expended per 1tem Th1s lxst

is essent1ally a summary of the expense account It provxded

'

a total of those goods that were cons1dered to be overhead -

‘expenses for which there was np return. However, as with -

/

.

, ‘ >
‘other account cgtegofies, the 1abel was mot always correct.

Trade goods that were "glven," i. e., paxd for services

prendered by Indlans or commod1t1es brought by them ‘were

,llsted 1n the expense account and were not even regarded as

érade. ThlS summary 115t was broken down 1nto a. second

tabulat1on wh1ch served to 1temlze the expenses over the L.

.

~coWrse of the year and also. to account for why. these trade

goods were expended Th1s expense account breakdown prov1ded
<

‘the most spec1f1c 1nformat1on in the Account Books regard1ng

-

: Indlan act1v1ty. The expenses were usually organlzed 1nto
o two txme per1ods, from August to Apr11 or May, and from'

‘;’Apr11/May to August. Some factors used more categorles,‘some

V'

*?;breakdown almost always 1nc1uded the follow1ng lists'j

'f1 Payments to Ind1ans and/or Company servants for overland

"7trave1 Th1s usually 1nvolved a trxp to and from York

VJFactory, carry1ng letters and/or trade goods or

N
»




thh the payments to Indxans}-',3:,‘.j“

‘m"

.Payments to Ind1ans and expenses 1nvolved 1n the w1nter

N T

~‘partrldge huntlng These were usually combxned and

often 1ncluded 1tems ngen to "starved Indlans" ¢ as

well L

Payments to Ind1ans for varlous goods and serv1ces.

Those payments to Northern Indlans were often

v

'd1st1ngu1shed from those to others, generally Home

Indlans. When Northern Ind1ans also became Home Ind1ans,-

| they were not always 51ngled out.p
: GlftS to Indlans leaders and the1r 1mmed1ate assoc1ates,“~
\pusually g1ven when the Canoes arrlved at the fort. Glfts

fthat were sent to var1ous leaders at other t1mes durzng

()

the year generally received a separate entry

'Payments to Company employees for unusual act1v1ty, .
]requirzng greater effort than normally, or 1nvolv;ng

yfunusual danger. For example, the smlth Who had to engage,‘

n."blowzng up rocks"’when Pr1nce of Wales Fort was g.f‘fly_k

»h”buxlt reéelved a bonus of brandy ,ﬁ:”;f;*iEJprifﬁx\lQ‘

“fThe use of trade goods. partzcularly needles, tW1ne' and

:Q;thread for mak1ng the flsh1ng nets used by the fort.t-

“fTh1s usage of tradelgoods rather than storesp 1s a

rferrng from cold (for examplesa;.:g
ion ry)_ not Lo be:ng.ln; i
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'each EUropean derxved xtem as exther a trade good or as
prov151ons and stores..Once the classxficat1on was,

y establ;shed, 1t‘was?ilmost always ma;ntalned; eyeny
though the actual use’ did not agree with the
lclassx£1catlon ) | | B
9.?;C10th1ng and other 1tems ngen to Company apprentlces
. and slaves.l | | | -
QD.LBrandy used in the goyernor‘s mess‘ and glven out’, to
the men (who also bought brandy as a trade good) It was
“also glven to the master and men of the sloop on her. ﬂ
voyage north along the coast and to York Factory.
:ﬂ11.-Unusual expenses such as losses due' to spoxlageyor'those
“1ncurred 1n a spec1al celebrat1on.‘f o o
| Both versxons of the expense:account the breakdown andoi',
S the summmary lzst are used in thls thes1s. The breakdown 1sv
-useful 1n 1solat1ng expenses app11Cable to Northern Ind1ans.‘f;
'ronly, or to nat1ves 1n general Thls cateQOry may 1nclude |
“'?T:hsome factory expenses, as the ch1ef trader or hxs clerk
T?foften d1d not d15t1ngu1sh payments to Company servants from
;payments to Indzans. Nevertheless, 1t 1s possxble to 1solate 'd
detrade goods glven/pald to Indzans to some degree.,Thzs L

:.5se1ect1on wlll.be done 1n Chapter 7 The summary 11st serves

:f“y;bfas a means of check1ng the detaxled llst as wellﬂaslth




o .oStatxstxcal Analysxs

3 eyt
PR

. The sheer quant;ty of data suggested the use of a
‘computer pro;ram 1n analys19._The varxables of year,

wylocat1on,‘account category, 1tem, and quantlty were\coded

‘for .each 1tem of . trade,,Indlan and European. The account
.fcategorxe; usedwrn thxs analyszs were the General Charge

1 ‘Expense Account Goods Traded and Furs Recexved fnf

- addit1on the expense account detalls whlch applled d1rectly€‘<
‘rto the natnve populatfon (labelléd "Natzve Expenses 1n‘the§ff
ftables) were coded WIth as much 1nformat10n ‘as was I
f‘avaxlable. These var;ables vere season of the year,

personnel 1nvoived whethe% the 1tem was a grft or: payment

ﬂrand the goods and serv1ces for wh1ch payment was made._

181mple subtract1on from the expense account total would glve*

-

the Quantity 1nvolved 1n “factory .use’ only. }‘" -

The stat1st1cal package MIDAS was used to analyze thﬁs RPN

“;data us1ng the Unxversxty of Alberta computer system.‘It

j»‘prov1ded the means to add quanthtxes 1n a ngen t1me per1od L

"ffl1st ava1lab111ty of certaln_g: ds over tlme, and to ver1fy fff

'”lf;‘whether pr not an 1tem had been traded.;MIDAs was used




: ) ' ‘ i . g ) . - N i ' '
s . .
Lt PN : v . : : oL
‘ R D : . ‘ 39 .
. . f . . Lo .
' . D ' - ! ! "
' . [ -
o . , R o 2K

both a cumulatxve analysis of the trade and a very detaxled

- tabulatxon. Except for the fact that not all years are 3 v
‘ recorded wzth 51m11ar precxsxon, the expensefaccount could
be a means of 1solat1ng goods ngen to Northern Indxans, or‘fd”‘

to 1solate all expense account 1tems that were not ngen to‘
any Indlans at all However, as the nature of the record

' varxesﬂ these detalls have only been utlllzed to a m1n1mal

degree in" thlS study." ! t

-

R

It s 1mportant to note that without the coding.and

subsequent computer analy51s of the 1tems and quantities of'_ R

trade, any dlscu5510n about tﬁ@ nature of the trade must‘

pr—

rely on observat1ons made and recorded at the tlme; Such
comments can ea511y be erroneous. The Hudson s Bay Company

' Account Books prov1de a reasonably accurate source for

Lo

ver1f1catxon of such matters as Indxan preferences in trade

goods, 1ncrease or«decrease 1n fur productlon, ava1lab111ty

T .,-
Cy |

of certaln goods,‘etc., wh1ch were often remarked upon by N

K
s

Ly

P T ' e ed

the traders 1n thelr letters or reports.ﬂr'

D1fferent1at1ng between Old Style and New Style dates

v '

‘;was not necessary 1n thls study However, cod:ng eff1c1ency

N

.Wdﬂf&i‘requlred that one calendar year be desxgnated for the

trad1ng year*of the Hudson s Bay Company whlch always




AN

40

':tradlng year was des1gnated as. the year. For example

"1721—1722 is lxsted as. 1722 thh the understand1ng that the

] trade began in. August of 1721

"B Trade Goods

The Hudson s, Bay Company prov1ded a great varlety 1n~,r

‘ﬂ‘the 1tems 1t selected to 1nduce the Indlans to engage in a

‘ tradlng relatlonsh1p From the organlzatxon and descrlptxon

'fof these trade goods,.1t appears that the Company

e o

'categorlzed them pr1mar1ly accordlng to functlon Various“

*htools, Qloth1ng 1tems, text11es,{etc., were s1mply llsted 1n:f

“what was often a convent1onal order, and the number, pounds,_

>gallons, or yards 1nd1cated. There apparently was no plan to .

’“prov1de metal replacelgnts for all the stone and bone tools‘

:”Vused or 1n any way to serve as a supp11er of all needs.

" fRather,‘the emphasxs was placed 1n prov1d1ng those 1tems for

'ithe £urs that the Hudson s Bay Company wanted ‘v{‘y-fugf'

fffexpanded upon pre—contact aborlgxnal trading networks would Hfﬁ

t

1ffseem obvxous, that the prehxstor1c tradxng relat1onsh1ps aiegll

Q}only part1a11y documented does not de jithe logzc of the ‘fﬁ

fﬁjassumptlon that they ex1sted Why andihow the 1ndzgenous

:

o populat onﬁof‘Capadagdecwded that 1tuwas worth the1r whzle

thlch the 1ndxgenous populatxon would engage 1n trapp1ng for;,

'*iThat the European based tradlng aCthltY cont1nued and lﬁh



[

ot a1lor sewed women s caps,‘ present coats" for leadxng

already establlshed in eastern Canada well before the

,'ansuch took 1ts fxrst load of- goods to Hudson Bay The

choxce of 1tems selected for that»shxpload was no doubt

'ilnfluenced by the preferences of the Indlans in eastern
‘dNorth Amerlca and the goods avallable through London

‘supplxers However, once the Company became establxshedfthe'

stock it offered rema1ned essentxally stable throughout the':"
"early fur trade perlod There were variat1ons in. color and

, }51ze of 1tems, some addxtzons and delet1ons, but the basxc

list remalned the same. Comp051te lxsts of goods offered are:

lzsted 1n Appendlx c, D, ‘and E. L \ |
The most obvzous change in the select1on offeredl

appears to be 1n the cloth1ng 1tems llsted The greatest

variety in both fabrlcs and clothlng was offered prlor to

’fpthe Hudson s Bay Company conflzct wzth the French There was

",an early pollcy of encouraglng the substxtut1on of textlles“

for all fur clothlng (chh 1957 234) ThlS polxcy extended

vfeven to the promot1on,.1n 1694, of wear1ng "1ambskin as fu
‘:‘well as. cloth (chh 1957 234) However, there are a number

-vof 1nd1catlons in the Churchxll Journals that the tallor

also sewed~cloth1ng for trade- for example, 1n 1754 the

[Indlans, and chlldren s, coats (B42/a/42 f. 9 14d 28d)

v},:Apparently, the tallor also sewed clothzng for the tradrng

znlﬁ,Ind1ans wh1le they were at Church111 (B&Z/a/62 f 746) SUCh'”Uh

’ ev:dence 1nd:cates that more clothes were avallable 1n the

__—____,_,,——

o

‘Vezghteenth»century‘than would appear to be the case from theﬁ’




trade list. Thxs observatlon can be made}for other 1tems as -
.weli some metal goods, e. g., ch1sels, were often made at’
‘the fort. P1pes were dxstrlbuted but are not on’ the trade'
goods lxst. Thus, the General Charge is not an accurate llst,
; of" all European goods ava1lable to the Indxans. o '
Every 1tem otfered for trade had a value gmven 1n‘MB
Thxs standard was used 1n documentxng the trade in the
records but differed from the actual trad1ng rate. It was
lnot a fzxed prxce.\The‘local factor used’ hls Judgment 1n'
perhaps ngxng less if. the fur was 1nfer10r, or more 1f he
wanted to encourage a part1cular person or group There - ls,“
no way to determ1ne the exact standard used by a partxcular"

: trader 1n a Rartacular year. The traders also used

shortened measures and blased scales '(Ray and Freeman
1978 128) The ﬁormal "Standard of Trade remalned
| essent1a11y the same,.Occaszonal changes usually became the

b "\

new establlshed\ .érd .there. was very lxttle fluctuatzon o
' p \(“\ ”—\

| \ ‘ .
fromxyear to year. ASche 115t was cop:ed every year, some .

fluctuatxons may be a matter of clerlcal error only.,:

| Goods offered forvtrade were not always traded vSome.a-
1tems sat on the shelf" for years (e g., 864 crosses from |
1744 unt11 1754) then were purchased all at once, as were ’
these crosses, or perhaps traded only at thelrate of one or o
two per.year. The factor had some 1nf1ueq&e on the ch01ces

'.\\‘

made as trade was conducted fro\\the "hole 1n the wall"';
ot 1n a. general store ‘

‘und r restrzcted condxtlons, n

r,..

\




':lflocal act1v1ty, the sprlng and fall goose hunt.,Castoreum ;gfﬁd

Tt

‘dC..Indian Exchange Goods

P

1 consxdered satzsfactory or des1rable by the customers.

v

Numerous complalnts regardlng the qualxty of the 1tems are -
| . TR
found 1n ‘the" Journals

'

. (-“;P
The term eichange goods serves to d1fferent1ate the

:1tems offered by North Amerlcans from those offered by the

‘Europeans. It seems apparent that the Indlans of western

)
Hudson Bay knew from the f1rst what the Europeans wanted A

few changes ﬂ@re made over tlme, but the li'st of exchange o

goods 1n Tables 2, 4 and 8 are sxmxlar.»These 1tems werel
i

‘also 11sted 1n the Account Book and thelr value reLatlve to

:'qa value of one for- beaver ‘was noted ThlS l1st is the. d L

‘"Comparatlve Standard""Agaln, the real;ty of exchange and

v

g the wrltten record d1ffer‘e the standard was not always

- g

s:adhered to and not all 1tems on the l1st were actually

recelved each year. Sometzmes 1tems were traded wh1ch were

”‘ufnotpon the “Comparat1ve Standard“

The major chahge over t1me in: the exchange lxst 1s the

d: add1t10n of non fur 1tems.lThese 1nclude goose feathers and

‘Vgoose QUIIIS. Note that these 1tems were an end product of a

‘ was always llsted but was not ‘a regular trade 1tem unt1l

h-,

o

Food products of var1ous kinds were traded but became

7}part of the expense account,.not the fur rece1pts. The hg,éjfmf,'

;3"deers f}esh" hearts, tongues, fat, ducks, f1sh etc;‘were 'ff}f




’ﬁ is the drtference. It has been described as
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all pa1d for 1n trade goods, but were regarded as expenses.
'Nongfood commodltxés such as tents, canoes and "snow shp
knxtt1ng (bablche) were also treated in the éhme way; but-
goose ‘feathers and qu1lls became part of the fur receipts.
The crxter;on for cla551£1cat10n at fxrst appearg'to be that
| commod1t1es exported to London were . regarded as fur
receipts. This is not ent1rely so. All moose hxdes made 1nto
cloéhxng for use by the Company men, and which never left
Churchill. were nevértheless given a MB value and 1ncluded in
the fur receipts; moose hides used tn making tents for the
men;who wereicutting wood‘gnd hunt;ng partridges.or geese
remajned in the expense account.'From this examp}e,;it seems
apparent that the classification was somegimes arbitrary and
that once a‘designation hadvbeen made, it became convention;
When tfying to analyze thevgoodsvoffered by the natives in
4th1s trad1ng relat1om§h1p, the MB value of fur receipts does

>

- not provzde much 1n£ormatxon. Accordlngly, this analyis uses
i
the number‘of skins of each an}mal traded per year.

-The'Mﬁ value -was used in the.caleulation of the
"oven‘lus". This ovenpius is a calculation of the total MB
.'value of the fur rece1pts from which the total 'MB value of -

the trade. goods actually traded is subtracted The overplus

 that portzon of the fur retUrns that’ exceeded the
. return that should have been expected given the

“quantity and MB value of the-goods that had been
‘.‘traded...a kind of| "excess" profit that was largely

returned to the company every year. (Ray 1976:42) ~

-

.,‘As a profxt marg1n may Jhave been included in. the MB value,.



the overplus may be "an additional"profit" above profits
from the sale§ of the fur receipts (Ray and Freeman
1978:215)i‘Whatever the nature of tﬂe overplue, g?venAthét
there was never -a calculation of all items of trade and o
exchange -(or of an actual standard value of these iteme),

the orerplgs does not provide,a measure of much significanéé
for the Indian component ih'the‘trade: The overplus was a .-
way to calculate profit, but wirh.buiit;in conventions that
are more useful in the analysis of Hudson's Bex Company‘

"

activity than Indian involvement. Foeusing on the overplus -
ean'be epmpared to the modern practise of not counfing N#
non-wage earning aetivity in the Gross Natienel Prodpct. It
ﬂe the assumbtion of this study that an emphasis on the

4 : : .o

specific items involved rather q?an.dn their
European—designated valbesvincreases undersranding of the
trad1ng relatlonshlp However, a summary of the overplus'

statlstxcs is. 1ncluded in Appendlx B.

¢ t
1

D. Indxan and Company Relat1onsh1ps ’ - s
‘These. relatlonshlps varzed A rough categorrzat;on caﬁ

be méﬁe on the bas1s of 1ntens1ty, that 15,.d15t1nguzsh1ng

those Indlans who were exten51vely invbl&%d in'the forr‘sr

.act1v1t1es (the Home IndlansJ from those who came to

' Church111 for a: br1ef period, usually once a year (the

| Tradlng Indxans) o  ‘> : - ‘; . ‘-,,‘j,; ;

The general Trad1ng Indian pattern of act1v1ty at the

fort has been summar1zed by Ray and Freeman (1978 54 59)
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Indzans came to the for%nﬁn canoes, laden wlth furs. They

would set up camp on the plantatzon and engage xn trade

"after_;he_gspal ceremonxes. They would stay for a ﬁew days

e k. plckn’lg gd cleanxng ggese

| Churchill-is‘presenred in Table 1.

2. - SERVICES

(or even a, week or more) before returnlng home.
The Home Indlans were those who hunted for the factory,
served as letter carrxers cleaned geese, ‘etc. A cumulative,

list' of goods and servxcesvobtalned from Indians at

iTableMI:'GOODS‘AND SERVICES PRQVInED BY INDIANS AT CHURCHILL

1. GOODS ' ' . . | SERESREEE '
‘a.. equ1pment: canoes, tents, sleds,‘snowshoes
b. |food stuffs: fish, various mammals and birds, in
. whole or part,, dried and fresh : '
c. ' supplies: shoe. leather,ebablche for" snowshoe
"knitting”, fat, ‘snares ST N

a,_ care of Company employees ‘ \
. -b. peacemakxng - ‘ ‘ N ~
c. ' ‘encouraging’ others to trader;
" d. .making ahd kn1tt1ng snowshoes
sledmak1ng )
makxng Ind1an shoes (moccasxns)

making deer "hedges (pounds, enclosures)
R dressxng skins . z _ yw,
'”jwy hunting (mostly geese and partrldges)‘ w

‘1. 'hauling-gtavel:
c oM cleaning the shore and the. yard
2 | P mak1ng beadwork for ‘Leading Indxans‘
"‘ﬂ-Qy‘ sewing. coats and’caps fqr trade .
P+ trimming’coat. beaver el
-, q¢ . picking oakham. I

¢

." . r.. dunging the garden A*ﬁ'f;;;jﬁ'u‘j‘ T
" .:s. . gathering’ dhftwdod“ BRI T R RPN SE R
. 't.: grinding oatmeal: et -P ‘ ol e
?‘u; cuttlng and raft1ng wood e
:'.l“,'. o :/r', ; )
N }f.(ﬁ(f‘mv“

¥ ]
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The goose‘hunts‘seige as good examples o; thls
relatxonshlp Home Indx_ns were hired to hunt,‘plck and
clean the geese..They vele then able to trade the feathers
and quills as, well as rec ive payment for the hunt1ng The
Company also supplled the uns, shot powder, tents, and‘the
provxs1ons of foodstuffs (m inly oatmeal) eaten. In |
add1t1on brandy and tobacco\ are almost always lxsted as
Company expenses during the hunts. Accord1ngly, for‘this~f
act1v1ty, the Home Indlans we&e 1n effect funct1on1ng as
Hudson's Bay Company employees‘ they were provxded w1th food’

and lodglng, and then pa1d for thelr work There is a strong\f
.emphas1s on using the expense account items as rewards or
encouragement." European employees were also rewarded w1th
treats, such as extra brandy, for special act1v1t1es. In |
both cases the ch1ef factor seemed to be Justxfy1ng h1s

dlsbursement of the goods for which he was responsxble when\

he reported these expenses. Home Ind1ans m1ght 11ve at the

fort for long per1ods or make many br1ef vzsits 1n one year.f;yf

This behav1or is an - 1nd1cat10n of the close socqal t1es that'7
developed and resulted in fam11y relat1onsh1ps between the
Indlans and Company employees (Foster 1975 59) The actual
famlly assoc1at1on is not usually 1nd1cated due to’ Company
pollcy of not "fratern;zlng WIth the natives._Occa51onallyv,:
a factor would make an observat1on 1nd1cat1ng that he d1d

have such a relat1onshh1p, e g., Ferdxnand Jacobs refers to :

hzs hewborn son in 1756 (B42/a/48 f 4) How many of the Homef;zﬁ

Guard were relat1ves of Hudson s Bay COmpany employees is -




' '

a8

not determ1nable dhe to th1s lack of report;ng However,'
,‘termlnology suggest1ng that a sxzable number of Home Indxans
‘were of European/Indxan genetlc mix 1s found as early as'
‘h1757 for York’ Factory —‘"Half Bread Home Indxans""

(B42/b/3,f. 6d).

| Some relat1onsh1ps 1nd1cate a change from the Tradlng
tofthe Home category. Changes in the length of stay, and
occas:onal spec1£1c references to a prev1ous v151t 1nd1cate
that ‘some- of the nat1ves gradually started comlng to o
Churchxll more than once a year and staying longer when they
‘came. Others started com1ng w1th food products rather than
‘furs. Some seemed to come at the t1me of the sh1p s arr1va1
‘usually 1n Auapst Any such changegcould 1nvolve a change 1n,ﬁ

 dterr1Q9ry. 0bv1ously, those that came to Church111 very

‘toften could not travel great dxstances on each trzp. The

1ﬁ.1documentat10n of such changes as 1t applzes to Northefn

"fﬂAInd1ahs 1s dlscussed below."‘

.ThxssﬁoquISeem to be a much earlxer use of the term
. ed

han}asﬁdlscussed bg;Browni#ho‘xndzcates_that : ;pﬂf




IV. Northern Indians and the Fur Trade to 1717

ro
o

. A:'Northern,Indian~ldenti£iCatfonland‘Distribhtionfy BT

From Earlxest Hndson S Bay Company Sources ﬁ" ‘;og‘_“j,f RN

The ear11est sxgn1f1cant 1n£ormat10n ab0ut the g.jf\f]ffn}y

A

aborlg1nal 1nhab1tants of the northwestern coast of Hudson

“Bay is found 1n the record of Henry Kelsey and the‘181aye,fi

Boy gozng north of Church1ll in 1689..
The purpose of the trlp,was

‘\'~1"‘ﬁ. to. dlscover & Endeavour ‘to br1ng to a Commercé ye Lo
Ll ‘ndthern’ Ind1ans Ihhabiting to ye Northward of ' ' . v‘~1[ "
‘ Churchf&l river & also ye dogszde Natlop (Doughty BRI

‘and Martln 1929 25) “‘;ﬁ‘”"

p

Note that "nothern" Indlans are dlstingu1shed from the ,u“‘flwf
t"" i . v

“dogs1de Natlon. It 15 too fac11e to make an’eqUatlon of‘é‘c

northern Ind1ans and Chlpewyan for thxs early_per1od})1t_1sfﬂfj§

e




1nvolved at the t1me, the term cannot be . assumed to be

- synonymous thh Ch1pewyan Indlans at th1s txme.vf;,

That the slave boy"“ls a Northern Indlan is. 1mp11ed 1n:ff

the context which d15t1ngu1shed hls people from the

southern Indxans" (Doughty and Martln 1929 28) (Kelsey

\ refers to hxm as hlS FcOmpan1on“- he was probably a, young

man, Judglng from the use of the term "boy elsewhere 1n

o reference to a matrxed man as,‘for example, 1n "the black

ot

boy and his wzfe" who were v151tors to Hayes R1ver in 1696 ‘

(1b1d..60) ) » ‘.‘ = |

Wh1le these two young men dld not meet anyone on thexr




s

‘ slung ‘on the left arm, a§ to be of no h1ndrance 1n loadlng
yand f1r1ngzthe1r guns (1b1d '24) Burch has noted that such"
: shlelds could 1nd1caté "Ch1pewyan country (1978 7) |
| The exact locatxon of thelr Journey is dlfflcult to -
| assess. Accordlng to Kelsey s Journal they left Churchzll R
Rlver on June 17 and were dropped off by the sloop on . June
‘27 However, the entr1es from the 17th to. the 26th are "torn[“
‘out" (Doughty and Mart1n 1929 25) Thexr landlng place was

evldently‘not far enough north for the Aslave boy states, -
'éh July'lO‘ that hxs people were too far north already, but

P

,dthat if they had travelled in. the boat to "Buffxllo R1ver

‘ then 1t would have been poss1ble to catch up to them.‘Kelsey' ,

+

‘ynotes that they had travelled twenty leagues (about 51xty

‘hﬂmlles) north of Church1ll Rlver 1n the boat (loc.,c1t )

E ‘Calculat1ons 1nd1cate that the 1nland 30urney lasted from

”‘y~fJune 27 to July 11 and covered 151 mlles- the tr1p back to

s

"fthezr landlng spot took from July 12 to 18 and the return

‘7{from there to Churchlll R1ver lasted untll July 28. The #Lff”“f

w“g‘m11eage de51gnat1ons are not always straxghtforward but it?”ﬁ*




" the time of’the Hudson
xnteresting but could n
‘v.wextent of thelr 1n1and

g traVelled close to the

and 5). It is szgnlfzca

'lcompanzon does not expr

s Bay Company sloop trade mlght be

ot solve the central d1lemma of the -

travel Kelsey does state thatlthey

sea at least some of the t1me (July 3 =

nt that 1n Kelsey s record hzs

ess fear of Eskxmos untll July 5 -

.

~‘.af§er dec1d1ng to go to the seaszde?"for better gozng

f _“

u(1b1d..27)

| Kelsey S account o
"hfbetween Northern Ind1an
;tiEsklmos ~As-well the £

hthe Canoe close to the

learly 1nd1oates‘a dlst1nct10n‘;f
s, D0951de or Dogrlb Indxans, and
1nd1ng aof the targets or shlelds and

coast the geographlcal understandzng

v‘of the slave boy regard1ng Buffalo R1Ver, and the1r traVel

fto the north 1nd1cates

‘the reglon north of Church111 even as far as the coast.rugf:ffﬁ

Other publlshed ma

"y

7ﬁ_”f,“jletter to Governor Gey

“'ﬁ?ks;ﬁ‘But Capt Ford i

that these Northern Indlans @%1llzed

ter1a1 clou s’ the 1ssue.;A Company

r’ at Port Nelson 1n'*”ag States"*ghf*

'1th h1s Vessell w1th a 11
¥,;D1119ence_to makej[ ; ' No

'




Cwith A551n1bolne (e g., Ray 1974 20) These were the Stone 7

‘dn}f?to a group from the southern 1nterzor, or th1s usage may

;reﬁiect terr1tor1al changes not yet well understood' or ﬁ““

——

[ li

: (ibid;:66) Clearly there was some . awareness of 1nter;or7;‘c

o groups w1th access to a greater quant1ty of fur bearlng

“an1mals than were avn11able on the coast That the Louzy e

Indlahs and Dogs1de natxon traded together on a regular.

,basxs 1s also 1nterest1ng. Although we. should be he51tant to

;‘i._‘

‘1mpose our modern Indlan/Esklmo dlchotomy on . the seventeenth

century,‘lt seems loglcal to assume that these LouzyXIndxans
' j - . B

*:were Chipewyan

i

’ Why the reference to "Poet" Indlans to the north?

1

Poets, or more prec1se1y Slnneepoets are generally equated

’.rﬂ_Ind1ans of Kelsey s 1nter10r journey of 1690 to 1692 On wVﬁlgf
Lhthat Journey, reference 1s made to both Nahathaways (Crees) '
_fand the Naywattanee Poets (Doughty and Martln 1929 8 18)
lf'John Nixon mentlons "Slnny poyets" at Moose Factory 1n 1681

‘\hlf(Rlch 1945 254) Perhaps the term does not necessar11y apply

9

"*f¥§3€refqunces to fthe Great Rlver
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l d'rhof Church1ll szer (R1ch 1957 65) It 1s also referred to

'1n 1689 as "that R1ver wh1ch you descrxbe and the Indlans Ff

‘.‘wee heare call Deere R1ver (1b1d..78), and was ordered to o
l‘i*be renamed after Slr Edward Derxng The letter to Governor er‘
‘dd'{Geyer at Port Nelson xn 1690 mentlons the "rlver formerly
" ‘xcalled Buflelo now der1ng rxver whence Cons1derable'?
‘J?t‘dTrafflck may be expected from the Northerne Ind1ans
(1b1d..97) It 1s aga1n mentloned in, 1691 (1b1d..119) Th;s“‘

; 'river 1s probably the same Buffalo Rlver referred to by the

slave boy .wlth Kelsey 1n 1689 The s1m1lar1ty in names and

"wthe locatlon suggest thatq1t may very well refer to the<_a‘ff ;g'

[ “‘x“ o

' _jpresent Carxbou R1ver.

3frFrom Eafay Frehch Sourpes ﬁ‘

et A number of wrltlngs are available from the French{ :

‘He
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"similar tofthe local Indian&dialeCt- related Assznxboxne to
"‘the Siduk' 1dent1f1ed the Cree and Assxnb01ne as allzes, and

noted that the many Cree' extend thelr reglon even to Lahe

Super1or and Mlchxllmacklnac (1b1d 323—124). In addltlon

" ! -~

Marest wr1tes.

“...there are st111 others whose home 1s»farther‘-
C - vnorth, in an even colder climate than this, such as
b ~ _the Ikov1r1n1oucks, vhoare 'about a hundred leagues.
B ‘from here. ‘But_they are at war with the Indians of
this country. and do not trade with the fort. Farther
. off, the Eskxmos are to be found, and alongside the
-Ikov1r1noucks a great natlon allied to them called’
the Alxmousp1gut They ‘are a populous nation. They
have villages-:and. extend. down to the A551n1boxnes‘
;“‘w1th whom they are almost always at war.’ (Tyrell
7f1931 127 128) ' N Lo

(The French uses the sllghtly dxfferent Alfmousplgui and

ASSineboelS (1b1d..142) )-In. dlscu551ng Ch1pewyan synonymy,
| Sm1th notes that lhkoiriniwak means "louse people in onds :

cree (Smlth 1981b 283).»., | L

» Thus, from these sources a’ rough terr1tor1al

‘FVC”‘f desagnatlon can be made. The local Indlans were related to pﬁw

Cree. North of York Factory were‘Chlpewyan (Lousy Indlans),.hf

4+

who were related to the Dogszde Indlans to the west And

,.:lstlll further north were the Esk1mos. The Vlllages of thef“‘h

A11mousp1gut or’ Dogr1bs may well refer to large.temporarylitiﬂ;

gather1"95,d“mllar to that noted for the Cthewyan (Sm1thﬁff;fl




v

: Indlans who traded at Fort Nelson (York Factory) N

: d1scusses the customs of the OUenlbIgonheIInfs who l1ved “\Q‘
:\)\ ume

o along the dsssf“rw“”“11*7931 222 237) Later in the v

he presents 1nformatxon about the anxmals of the reglon and

the varzous Indzan groups that came to trade These 1nc1ude.'
L B

VJ;‘ OUenIbIgonheIInIs = 'the people by the sea shore
'2.p‘MonsaunIs -“people of the marsh'
3;fVSavanols - people of the swamps
_q; lChPfstInaux Kricqs “'Indlans who 11ve by the lakes'-

160 leagues away

S.’.Mlgichihilfnfous - 'Indians w1th eagles eyes'; 200

leagues awvay
6{\hASSInfbcels~— 'men of the roék';.ﬁso leagues éest and

B ‘north 3

',;7;,]Uskqulsaquamals who. 11ve oa ‘1sh
ﬂ-B: Michinfpicpoets = me@ of stone of the great lake ; 300
'ﬁ~~ leagues away SRR R ‘

.pq‘.ét thaouatSchpoets - men of the dawn" 400 leaéues awa}
‘\'h3f10 Attimospfquales - 'dog s r1b' . B D
Maskegonehlninis at war w1th the cote de chiens

(1bzd..262 255 355 356) ﬁl,gp_'..,' ,4.{f'\f?'




T

‘“"wfdlstance from York Factory, and some 1nd1catzon of thelr

o 57
v ‘.
LT T T L
MaskegOnehlenIS with whom they are at war.‘There
' are, in: their country, .bulls of.a "huge size" whose
~test1cles smell of ‘musk’ and. whose. skin is as. fine as-
"that of the beaver and can be used.for making hats.‘ba'
v ‘Thelr hoens encircle. ‘their heads l1ike those of a
" ram. These people tell us of a strait at the end of
.wh1ch is a sea of ice’ that opens into. the Southern
'Sea. (Tyrell 1931 265) . ) ‘ :

Could that last sentence be a cloudy reference to the

1

Mackenzle R1ver7 SR "’;; L L
. ! 1y | l " -

Much more 1nformat10n 1s derxved from Jeremle s aCcount‘ﬂ
‘;of hlS twenty year stint . as a trader at Fort Bourbon (York
‘Factory) (D0uglas'and Wallace 1926) He presented the

4Dogrihs as‘people who were" at war WIth the Savanols, who d1dd

not‘have guns and ’ so became slaves of those who dld ‘and whq‘
i .

had a’ copper m1ne ‘in the1r country (1b1d..26}% Regardlng
,thezr terrltory he commented

'Seal River extends up to, the country of a natson >
called Dogribs... Their country is/ 'very barren,
. without beaver or other fur, and-all they have to 1
. live on is fish and a kind of deer. which we ‘call i .
carlbou. The caribou they kill w1th ‘arrows, and af§c)
>+ take them w1th snares, (Douglas and Wallace S
“"1926 20) a% o vke-_ , = = . .,ﬁ,*. ‘;g"

Accordlng to Ueremle, these Dogrlbs acqu1red thexr 1ronvv
Tﬁgrom the “debr1s of the Danxsh flre (Douglas and Wallace
},1926 21) He also mentloned that they would travel as. much

;[fas 400 leagues, on . foot ""for they never use canoes (loc.~euﬁ

v

x?.c1t ) -ﬁuy;- Q\g“ E‘bia*"“

g

thle we haye a clear 1ndzcat1on of Chxpewyan[Dogr1b

-

wficustemliand hahnts» we are not ngen a deflnlte source for

“fr‘this‘lnformat1on. Such rnformatxon would be of 1mmense valuelg

wfzn‘analyz1ng the follow1ng quote°~5*ﬂcf‘f¢“ t?};Tfff:*th-f"*”
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e

. 1 shall not say anything positive about the
conditions along- the coast further north, except
that our natives have told us that at: the end of
this bay there is a strait where one can readily see
across from one side to the other. According to them
there is ice there all the year round and the
.currents carry it sometimes to one side and
‘sometimes to the other.,Judging by appearances. there
is reason to believe that 'this arm of the sea
communicates with the Western sea. And this
conjecture receives support when the wind blows from

~'the north, for then the sea pours so strongly

‘through this strait that--the water rises all over
Hudson Bay, ‘sometimes to a hexght of ten feet above
rts normal (lot cit. ).

‘ The body of water suggested could be Chesterfield Inlet

‘ WageP Bay, or even Roe S Welcome Sound Perhaps reference is

being made to more than one of these. Whatever the contents

o gf’the seventeenth century 1nterv1ew, 1t clearly 1mpl1es a

\

jknowledge of an area far to the north of York Factory Was

A Y

thls 1nformatxon really derxved ‘from "our natxves ’ or 1s

hxs uncerta1nty ev1dence for‘another source? Were the local

people familiar thh the reg1on so far north, or- ‘was Jérémie
L3

gettxng hxs 1n£ormatxon from slaves? Chipewyan or Eskxmo?

fJerem;e later gave: a very extensxve dxscuss1on about lakes,

 r1vers, ana people to the south (ibld..32 37). The

"irelxabxlzty of his geographxcal knowledge about the 1nter1or

of Canada wzll net be dxscussed here, but hxs descrlptlon of

tSeal River being 15 leagues from the Dan1sh (Church1ll)

M

R
b

. century Hudson s Bay COpff

River (1bxd..19) is accurate."v Jd

It should be no%ed ghat Jerem1e s descrxptxon of Dogrlb

terrltory (barren, w1thout beaver) 1s szmzlar to seventeenth

fresentat1ons about "Louzy"

émie used the word_plasotez de.

Indxan terr:tory. Perhaps .

l\
I
oA

.

-

<3



.Chfens‘to mean Chipewyan, or Dene, in a very general sense.
That thls confusion mlght stem from the Cree word for
Athapaskans in general - atimospfkay or dog rib ~'1s

suggested by J G E. Smith (1981b 283) and June Helm

\) 4

’”(1981b 305) Ch1pewyan is a Cree vord for poxnted sk1ns or
hldES. It may be a referenoe to exther the method of dryxng
‘.beaver skins (Jenness 1953.385 Glover 1962 105) or' to |

their poxnted parkas (Curtis 1928 3; Hodge 1913: 95 Oswalt

e e

1973 36). Smxth notes that some modern Chxpewyan belxeve'

that the Cree used the word to mean that Chxpewyan had tails.

(1981b: 283) . .
It seems reaSonable'to asédme‘that any”historicall
reference to 00951de or Dogr1b Indlans, in Engllsh or

French nxmpl1es some northern Indxan group However \the
1mp11cat10n does not necessarxly reﬁer to only the ancestors
of Dogrib Indians. In the same manner, the.term Northern
kInd1ans may znclude groups in addltlon to the Ch;pewyan.
Nelther term can Dbe assumed to be exclu51ve. |

»

' From'James Knightmf7i4-1717 | .
James Knlght arr1ved at York FactorYﬁnn September,

1714 to re establ1sh the area for the Engllsh company. Theal

‘Hudson 8 Bay Company buxlt upon the trade pract1ses of the L

French and the abor1glnal people that had come to York

Factory for a. generatlon. Some of the French 1nventory was

t

‘wlincluded w1th the new stock of goods.,xn1ght made a number

&
W . -

;of references to conversat1one w1th and 1nformat1on der1ved?'

r



' K ' \ "
\ W

'from the French traders. For example, he, stated that ‘the: ‘
b ’ R
'French had planned to build, at Churchxll vaer and to

ﬁestabllsh a whale flshery there (8239/a/1 f 6) Thxs
>1nformat10n helps to substant1ate Jeremxe s observatzons on
‘“the Seal Rlver and the Dogrlbs, referred to above.‘ah |

who were the Indlans comlng to trade at York? Kp1ght

-referred to the follow1ng° “Mlsshenlplh " "Sturgeon,_ ;

*
t

"Mountaxn," "Stone,“"Great Water," "Wanlsk'" "Muscotay,
”"Uplander," "annepoets," "Northern poxts," "Uskee

? (8239/a/1 £.354, 40d 43d; 3239/a/2 £.22d,35,354)." These came

| to the fort, mdze or less regularly..As welr he made
: reference to No thern and Copper Ind1ans towards the north

. z(some of whom came to the fort), and Yellow Mettle Indians

Nl

wto the west (8239/a/2 £, 30). Knxght collected 1nformatxon on -
h""IskemaYS" from Northern Indlans (8239/a/2 f. 31d) |

he was aware of‘the "Cocauchee," or Crow close to the
HJWestern Sea (3239/a/2 f 58) f_ , d”," B o o
v " ' C ' .
,‘d ‘ Some of thxs 1nformat1on was ga1ned from slaves- men,’

| women‘ and boys. These were Indxans wHo had been sold as L

t

;”slaves or taken 1n warfare by the Ind1ans Who came to the

'ﬁffort.‘Knxght spent much tzme 1n‘"dxscourse" w;th these«

| m

t;llnformants. The most famlllar of these 1s Thanadelthur or‘ ;ifj

‘ ﬁJSlave Woman, 1dent1f1ed as Northern, who was taken as a

Bl p I

nslave by Cree Ind1a§§ and who came to York after an f :f_ﬂ7r5r'

7ilgunsuccessful~escape attempt (8239/a/1 f 25) ’(For a fuller

0

\”9d15cu551on see Dav1e$‘1965 410 413 Van K;rk 1980 68 71 )

o
Soon PR o ot BRI -' - ~" .
: i, 1 S ‘o ' - e



While some'of'the information is no dOubt’accurate, it
1s Questxonable whethen Knxght understood much of the 1ocal

il

; d1alect. Thus, whxle he' does 1nd1Fate co*operatxon on the

problem of accurate

—

part of the regional natives,
language translatlon looms large. How are thf e 1nformants
from great distances understood? Discussing geograph1ca1
locations with a European who had no possible knowledge of
the“interior of North'America must have presentedba‘
‘communlcatzon problem. It Should also be remembered‘thatkthe
Home Indians were those that were most 1nt1mately 1nvo1ved
‘with the Hudson s Bay Company fort These people 'no doubt .
plearned consxderable Englxsh in order to serve as L
translators, but thelr close assocxatxon w1th the coastal

forts probably hampered the1r personal acquisition of

knowledge of ‘the 1nter10r. Knlght frequently refers to

R

5

| problems in’ f1nd1ng a local Indian that could translate the :

‘ very d1ff1cult" Northern Indian language

)

""(Bzas/a/z £.26d, 30a,41). .
- Nevertheless;/}nlght used, thls 1nformat1on to prepare
fefor ‘the two 1mpor ant" "peace. m1sszons he sponsored to the

»"‘Yellow Mettle and the Northern Ind1an5\ Both were undertaken,T

'pr1mar11y to promote the acqu1sztlon of valuable metals not

- in order. to establ1sh peace so that the populace could busy

NE

x.themselves trapplng furs to. trade. Knxght s obv1ous gold

fever" serves to make all hls assert1onsl wrltten £or the;‘

VEHudson s Bay Company Commlttee 1n London, suspect.

[
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0 o In June 1715 Knlght sent W1111am Stewart,‘

‘5 Thanadelthur, and 25 men w1th thenr famxlles to makeypeace
between the Home (and stsznxpl) Indxans and the Northern *tl
‘Indxans (3239/a/1 f 41 43) Varxous small groups returned B
.durxng Aprzl Stewart and Thanadelthur, w1th 10 Northern
‘dlnd1ans, also returned on. May 7, 1716 (BZ39/a/2 f 27) T
fKnxght presents a. report of that expedltzon in a very long
l‘)ournal entry for May' 7. The mission was success;ul in that
\ Thanadelthur had succeeded in br1ngxng 160 men (out of a
| ‘camp of 400 people) back to Stewart and the others&hthe
‘peace p1pe was smoked heads were stroked"; and young men’
were adopted'as soés by their former adversar1es.|Th1s
1ndicatzon of peace was espeolally del1ghtful to Kn1ght |
because some of the Home Ind1ans on the peace mission had
apparently k111ed nane of the Northern Ind1ans just before h o
K Thanadelthur chased after her flee1ng countrymen. The "'
vilocatlon of the peacemakzng was somewhere 1n the boreal
pforest regxon, as the Home Indlans and Stewart fortlfled wa.'lf
';thelr tents w1th pallsades and loopholes whxle they wa1ﬁéd
{for Thanadelthur to return. Apparently they fearedi.“’%f”
.":vengeance. She was gone for 10 daYs. ‘ |
':f The exped1tzop to the Yellow Mettle Indians 1s of fQ;h
rﬂdlnterest because these people were sa1d to border on the

*VPcountry of the northern slave woman. Thanadelthur had told x;ff




S

-‘q:f and north, and thh many fur bear1ng anlmals and buffalo
(B239/a/1 '£,20). | -
o The follow1ng June, a v151t1ng M1ss1n1p1 Indxan'~“r_ N

descrlbed 1}2' ) ," - “."‘ ;\fd : ";;\w f.: o
f““ a River yt runs dpwn 1nto ye Other Sea beyond
, Churchill River head,. or Missheenipeh and,ye Indian
Show'd me some salt & brimstone he' brought from o
thence (8239Aa/1 f. 42d) o

Thls ‘same (presumably) 1arge river is dlscussed by the "Home
'Indlans who were gO1ng anng w1th wlll1am Stewart on the |

‘ peace mxsszon. Knlght reporteq that the r1ver has a

= Certaln Gum or pztch ‘that. runs down the rlver in .

. Such abundance that. they cannot .land but at certain
,places & that it is: very broad & flows as much water
~as ‘this- does here ‘& .yt  the tocks are of Divers' =
" Coulours & by Description full of Mineralls &’ very
‘'warm weather . in those parts to. what it is here
H(BZ39/a/1 f 43). - o

.anght s grammar and punctuat1on is d1ff1cult to understand
L”Nbut a careful readlng of the entlre sectlon ’ .' .
53(8239/a/1 f 42d 43) suggests that knowledge of th1s rlver g

/

) was not uncommon among the M1551n1p1 Indzans and may have _’f

‘fxfbeen shared by local/cree as well The M1551n1p1 are f}‘ﬂ
A}descrlbed as ‘a group of Ind1ans wh1ch "borders upon” the
‘1Northern Indlans (loc. c1t ) Some of the Northern Indxans L

’f~ﬂwho returned w1th Stewart 1n 1716 told about Ind1ans "thatQ“{'

‘f.lief”upon the We’tSSeas who have Yellow Mettleuand who useffz

‘x“lth1s metap as they do copper. These Yellow}MfttleVInd1ans'

'”}fpalong wzth the Northern Ind1ans and other Ind1ans to;fhe'»3““*

”‘u{west made peace last~summer, un1t1ng agaxnst the1r common

hwith usfgf

waﬁffenemy "our Indxans those Rogues that comes to tradex
L..‘

:ﬁfj“ - and getts guns" (3239/a/2 f 2Bd) A later dxscussxon tells-iiﬁ



: about ,_;'
o al very Great vaer that comes out of the West Sea . ‘
. and is in the bottom of ‘a very Great Bay allmost out

.. of .Sight of Land, where them Indians Inhabit thare .
brings a Yellow Mettlé from thence and wares it as '

‘ . thay and the Copper °Indians doth Copper for hoops

. .7 for there heads hand cuffs and Rings made after the
v "~ same form of them Copper~ones as I have sent home ‘

‘ 8239/a/2 f 30) P :

'flle presentlng the reSult of h1s conversatlons w1th ‘_‘

.'the NLrthern Indxans who returned wzth Stewart Lo
Q;(BZ39)a/2 £. 3ld 32), Kn:ght recall d a d1scuss1on earller 1n'

o the spr1ng when he talked with. the "Cheaf“ of ‘some, "Great

N &)

t . -~Water" Ind1ans who were. frlends of the Indlans at York and
. who had attacked and klllea some Northern Ind1ans. Knight.
“asked h1m to draw a map of where he had been. He drew the
f‘Copper Indzan area,,and agaln referred to the large river.

'runnxng into the western sea 48239/a/2 f 32) Thus, thls‘

3 river, the western sea and the Yellow Mettle Indaans are

'tassoczated.."" ‘ .i.( S ‘A» R
o An Ind1an leader by the name of Captaln Swan returned

u‘rffon June 4, 1717 from a’ two year expedztlon to mhe West Sea.&'

. 7Hafter a suCCessful peacemaking venture, wlth a boy of SRR

7@ﬁ51xteen ‘as, a"epresentative of the new group, and w1th

*'*fffbeaverisklnf:that;Knlght pralsed for_thear‘”Goodn“ss;& d‘ RN
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'

2. to the captaxn and 15 Great Water Indxans‘ as'an e‘”t‘NV
encouragemeﬁt—to-go make peaCe w1th thOSe Indxans ‘
borderxng on the Western Seas..gyinﬂ]"‘ruﬁ ffﬁhﬂfdh*ftib\

“Apparently the: expedltxons left at about the same tlme but ffh
”returned a year apart. It seems logxcal to eonclude that :
Captaxn Swan is the latter captaxn Thxs conclusxon has also
‘been reachied by Yerbury (1980 21). | e
However, . when' Knxght ment1oned the 1nformat10n he
h'e11c1ted from the Crow woman, a slave who was the w1fe of
the leadlng Indlan s brother whom Knight had engaged on a
peace m1531on to the Cxow, he noted that those Indxans usasmhw
. the Yellow Mettle that is found "so N1gh the West Sea*‘* |
Ht.(3239/a/2 £, 58) Thls notatzon was made for September 1, rd
h1716 Such wordxng 1mp11es that there 15 also an assoc1a@fonww
ibetween Yellow Mettle, West Sea, and Crow Indlans. The £ '
3reglon of the Crow was‘probably west, but southwest, not

o‘ﬂfﬂj northwest of York Factory.,;ﬂ‘"”

The interpretat1on of the records about Captaln Swan

‘Vﬁf?fhfhas begome an’ 1mportanthmssue.‘Contrary to the opinion that




) “
Lo

; .,.‘.u :
o
WS

" «“‘.

1ssue. thle hls Journal entrzes make 1t dlffzcult to

dlst;nguxsh wgth certa1ntyv the account book spec1frcally B

a

L 1dent1f1e8atwo separate peace mxss1ons. ~'j”ﬂ,y‘

In addltlon, Swan went on a. sec%hd m1551on, return1ng,'.
1n 17l9 wzth a sample of the "Gum or p1tch that flows out
of the Banks of that R1ver (8239/a/5 f 52) Thls comment

does 1ndeed suggest that he travelled to ‘the Lake Athabasca'x

ffﬁreglon,.as Neatby 1nd1cates (1969).ﬁBut ‘such 1nformat10n

does not necessarlly 1mp1y that the destlnatlon of hxs f1rst

V

and second mlss1ons was the same. A careful readzng of the

» y !

report on h1s frrst tr1p (BZ39/a/3 £. 54) d1d not f1nd any

“Qev1dence that Lake Athabasca and Great Slave Lake>are the

”*ﬂ"Westerh Seas , as 1s assUmed by Yerbury (1980 21) Rather, h_.

\

"Q{Knxght reports any Buffalo Moose & Beavor wth Bears..; 3

L wvery hlgh Mounta1n1ous Land & the R1vers very Deep & e

(BZ39/a/3 f 540) The problem 1s perhaps




Athapaskan speakers (Ch1pewyan?) occupled the Lake Athabasca‘hf
reg1on 1n the protohlstorlc per1od | ‘ | L r‘.r |
Knlght used terms such as. northern .and great water
1n a: very general way.tfhe regxonal assocxatlon that becomeS;fj
a part of sueh labell1ng 1s apparently not yet codxfled. Forgfr
| example, Kn1ght pra1sed the courage and stam1na of the Slaveﬁ'
‘Woman, assertxng that 1f~there were fxfty more lxke her they;f“
would drlve all the Northern Indxans out of North Amer1ca "
(B239/a/2 f 50) Th1s statement by 1tself, would 1mply thatiﬁl
she was not a Northern Indlan"yet elsewhere.she 1s ] ‘ |
n. defxnltely calleﬂ-by that term by Knlght It seems that he
| used the term Northern fﬁd1an 1n a loose, geographlcal ‘ :
sense, not 1n a tr1ba1 sense.‘81m11ar1y,‘Great Water 51mply
h means “bxg 1ake - of wh1ch there are many.Ar” -
'f Mlss1n1p1 (varlous spelllngs) has been 1nterpreted to f"

refer to both Southern Indlan Lake (G1§Jesp1e 1981.166

Warkent1n and RUggles 1970 88) and Relndeer Lake and the

h7 reglon betweéﬁ‘xt and the Athabasca R1Ver (Ray 1974 53 70)




\ people,‘perhaps the Mzss1n1p1 Ind1ans were centralxzed 'y

V
'

o around the Re1ndeer Lake and Southern Ind1an Lake reglon as
Ray 1nd1cates (1974 20) However,'varlous small groups could
have gone to exther the Lake Athabasca reg1on or. the Lake lf

T:"W1nn1peg area, or beyond.

o Knlght noted elsewhere%ghat he asked local Ind1ans

. \
1

about the coast of Hudson Bay north of Church111 R1ver..They

I3

reported an acquaxntance w1th a low coastl1ne and shallow

\
. \
V

_sea unt11 the land rises and water gets deeper - the regxon

: oﬁ the "Iskemays (8239/a/2 ﬁ 28).,Thls coastal regxon 1s

presumed to be an area of occfs1ona1 use by Algonklans, but.

%”' 5 |
D 1s not usually regarded as Cree terrltory It is' reasonable\ ‘

3 , 0 _-'..am

to 1nterpret;the1r acqualntance thh the Lake Athabasca

.~\ 8

'ﬂ f7\ Sy
-My: regzon 1n the same manher.“Nor does such fam1l1ar1ty

preofude ChlpewYan occupancy.ﬁ‘“*. c ".fg_ ‘,:j“”

'd prior to 1717 wh1le not glv1ng

o



o

‘Northern Indlan always means Chlpewyan 1n 1689 or not canndgff

1716 he stated° }* - (““ ﬂ{f

'.jfn1neteenth century knowledge about Ch;pewyan l1festyles.“ﬁ::V

demonstrated that 1abell1ng is not prec1se..However,
l' ,

‘-;Ndﬁghern Lndxans of Kelsey énd Knxght are a dxfferent

~“”‘cultural group from those that came 1n 1718 Whether'

Lo

' 1

 d1fferent from the local people.]’

Knlght does g1ve some detalled 1nformatxon about‘thed o

r‘/

those/Northern Indlans very rarely know what want

for prov151ons although they. never’ want for cold

It 19

o

4

5&"’

"~.En0ugh in the Wlnter for ‘all the Deer ‘and’ Buffolo

‘that goes to” ye' Norward in. th Summer comes' back

- adain’in the fzrst of the inter to' the. SOuthward"‘
‘the country. is.; yery mounta \ous .and full of great

‘lakes’ where: there is Plenty of all Sorts of fish

K

especialy Large ‘Sallmon thare by these lake" Sldes'

L Upthey Sett an: Incredxble Numbér . of" Deer Snares andtf‘L
. ~ketch abundance ' of Deer in; them. as’ they walk '

"fbackwards and- forwards for the. Convenrency o@ even

.Ground and Shelter under the. hills and when they. -

t"-»have ‘done’ Cross1ng them to/there fxshlng where they

fgnever fear ketching: what ~they. will so that ‘there.

/- plenty’ makes them .so very many But they Eat ‘there .
. 'fish. and flesh: most ‘of it Raw for want of Kettles. =
.. they. mrght1ly Rejoyce .to think’ that they shall have 1
, 'ﬂjGuns & kettles (8239/a/2 f 30) :

P

‘ffWh1le hlS remarks here may aga1n be self serv1ng, the

»

Kh1ght also descr1bed Northern Indran technology,,;; e

1

; sub51stence and technology of these people. For example,‘f

&

T

| also 5pt a. probab111ty There ts no need to assume that the

‘”‘“be determ;ned but 1t 1s clear that Northern Indlan refers

in

v
u

EEE T .
;' (SR

[

df;to a group of aborlglnal people north of York Factory and ‘ ;

f¢reference to flSh deer, and snares can ea51ly be related to




‘ ;.ﬁ-“dthere headgear of Pure V1rg1n Copper as they take up
~ '+ ', out a'River from" among the Sands in a Stream
g n‘«',';<3239/a/z £.28) | | R

~The conclusxon that Northern Ind1an does mean Chlpewyan can

ddeasxly be drawn.,efﬁu_nj'w' ﬁ ‘. :”ﬁ: o
"jeyﬂ*’ Another i%pressxon from these journals 1€'that the

'7nllocal Indlans and thelr assoc1ates dld engage 1n hostllltxes

‘”w1th the people called Northern Indlans, and that~some of ‘a

srpe e B

‘[’Wftthese hostilxt1es resulted 1n actxve warfare. The suggestlon

i

ngen 1s that the Algonklans warred upon the Athapaskans =
(e g., 8239/a/2 f 24 32) The ev1dence does allow for both

hostlle and peaceful relatlohshxps sxm1lar to that between

Europeans, but it also does not nulllfy the once prevalllng !

1dea that Cree expanded westward (For .an oppos1ng v1ew see .

v

Glllesple 1975a 352 354 Smlth 1981c 257 ) ‘I‘he 1ssue 1s

)
- ‘.’ P : ’
' v Lo

problemat1c.,«‘w~ux5”

. . L : o O |
The p0551bi11ty that 1ntroduced dlsease may have R
. 4, ' Ly
affected the populat1on dynamlcs of the‘area 15 also “l'f\u*




.‘} copper knige,and]daggerf‘3239/a/2,t:47d) In Knxght s long
”fapresentation of:his‘varioUS "disCourses thh the Northern
. Indlans who returned with' Stewart there is a clear
‘dlst1nctxon drawn between the Copper and the Yellow Mettle =
‘lendlans~ further both are d15t1ngu1shed from the 1nformants‘

‘f(3239/a/2 £.30)

"

"These . 1nformants stated that there were 17 r1vers from{,
':,‘Churchlll R1Ver to the"north that there were no trees from
‘ythe th1rd river from Churchlll untll the thPrteenth that
ﬁthe fourteenth was the Coppermmne, and that the seventeenth | (
was ‘the: 1ar§est r;ver.‘Knldht 1nterpreted this to mean - that; §
"they go round the - land" as . trees would not. grow agaln':
towards thg farthest rlver north (BZ39/a/2 ff}ld) Eskxmos
’;' are re?orted to l1ve along the mouths of the rlversl The o
‘apparent assocxat1on between the Madkenzxe Rlver and the )ﬁ
seventeenth r1ver is. obv1ous.4Such an 1nterpretat10n could
‘"~;ndeed mean that Northern Indlan terr1tory extended from |
”‘,Churchlll to the Mackenzxe delta,_roughly along the tree
B ';elxne. However, 1t 1s also poss1b1e to suggest that the large
”1r1ver w1th trees 1s a reference to the Thelon vaer, 1n"‘n;- %

qwhlch case the Northern Indlans were conflnedlto the

“ﬂsouthern half of the area,,leévxng the n°fthef“ Se°“1°" te-

S

"ﬂfthe Dogrlb and/or the Yellowkn1fe.35

Such general conclusxons cannot be abSolutely




o

L
.

‘:..{‘.‘ “ ",_\i\‘
- . seems qu;te remote. Perhaps northern Manrtoba or northeast

‘occupancy, but acquaintance“,and a familiarity with more

and Yellowknxfe lxved further erm York Factory than dxd the
Northern Indians. However, the detaxled geographical

knowledge dxsplayéd by these informants may not imply

northerly groups.l f

Stewart s .account oP hss travels into the 1nterxor (as

‘told by Knight) 1nd1cates that entlre families travelled on

.

thxs exped1txon. As well a letter Stewart sent (dated
October 16 1715 ‘and reaching'Knight April 22, '1716)‘states

that they had reached Churchill River August 28 and were now
\} ] i .

(on October. 16) about 100. miles from Churchill vaer. }

K

- (B239/a/2,f. 23d) Any expressxon of the dxstance Stewart and

| Thanadelthur travelléd to reach her homeland shOuld note

that it took two months for the party to reach the Churchill

R1ver from York Factory, and oneaand one half months to o

over 100 m11es.40f course, ‘the duratxon of stops, the

accuracy of measurement. and dxfferences in travel

N Lo

’ cond1txons are not 1nd1cated However, one.cannot easzly

\

postulaté the covff‘ng of a vast terr1tory 1n a return tr1p

of a 11ttle more than ‘ten months durat1on. The poss1b11€§'

that Stewart reached ‘the area south of Great Slave Lake“w

Saskatchewan is a more ‘likely reg1on of occupatlon for the

X

Northern Indlans met by Wllllam Stewart an the w;nter of
1715-1716 'bf course, it is posszble that the slpwer-movxng'
famil:es were left beéghd allowxng other9 to. travel more

qulckly. rf%ﬂearne s party could travel from Church1lloto

{ 7 o .
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v

the Coppermxne River and back in 19 months, it is

. conceivable that Stewart could make the return trxp to the

i L

Great Slave Lake area’ in ten months. . :

A )
N
‘ o 1
. 7
' ¥4 '

N

B The Trade

L1ttle 1nformat10n regardxng NorthernzIndxans can be
deduced from the trade between the ‘Hudson' s)Bay Company and
natlves comlng ‘to York Factory prxor to 1717. The Northern :

{ Indians«géd come‘to‘the fort, but Qenerally as slaves. Of
“those.that returnedhwith‘Stewart‘in 1516 three were sent to
11ve with Home Indlans and four stayed at the fort' while
all suffered due to the severe w1nter four dzed by spring

";(Kenney 1932$62—63). Several were cited for their

h proficieneyhjn the 10ca1 (Cree) language and their
usefulness'as_translators (loc. cit.). |

'In spite of a-dearth of trade, this period is important

for establ1sh1ng the value of a more northern post. The
fxrst attempt in 1689 to build a trading post at Churchlll‘
" as well as James Kn1ght s promot1on of a northern trade by
means of - the W1111am Stewart expedxtlon of 1715 were tie
hlgh11ghts in more than a quarter ‘century. of fasc1natlon
with the Northern Indlan %;ade. . ““--°ﬁ;3 L

Codzf1cat1on of the goods traded by Sbth parties ‘in the

fur trade has resulted in a number of tablés throughout thxs .ffﬁ“

: K\:hes1s All tables are a s1mpl1f1catzon of 11éts which were o

ften repeated several t1mes in any one account book

L

- Spe111ng wh1ch is 1ncorrect but nevertheless both consxstent

¢
O

- X ° ' i . N 1‘ ‘ ’.. ~ .

y



jfor thxs period and readlly 1dent1fied w1th modern usage has-‘
been retained in the tables throughout.‘ ‘ ‘ .

Items rece1ved 1n trade at York Factory a?e ngen in
‘Table 2 This summary is sxm:lar to later lxsts of furs
recexved at Church111 (Tables 4 and 8) "In all these tables‘
‘“é;:’s1mpl1f1catlon of the 115t has béen made by 1gnor1ng'
‘all color and age/s1ze dlstxnctlons that aré notéd ih thé

record.‘A a1n the quantlty is the number of pelts or hides

traded, not the1r value " (MB) "in that trade.

i
!
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“§Eaver waS‘divldedminto‘coat dvhole and'half parchmenta"
Coat beaver was the castor gras. that 1s,xbeaver that was |
‘worn a long t1me. Thxs wear resulted in the removal of the"
:guard haxrs. Parchment beaver referred to the pelts that had
not been worn.‘In thelr dlSCUSSlOn, both Inn1s (1962 64- 65)
'and Rxch (1967 45 47) 1nd1cate that the categorlzatlon made
‘in- the early days of the Hudson s Bay Com§any was an |
extens1oq of term1nology establ:shed by earl:er traders. The
trader dxst1ngulshed grades other than the whole and half
parchment uszng ‘size and quallty to determlne the actual
vaiue of*’/pelt These categor1es are not l1sted in the
account books, however. ' e ,f | v

Buffalo hides were tdaded in 1689 1690 17i5‘ and
1737, The northern/southern d15t1nct1on was. made in 1716. . SRS

T'Northern buffalo were traded on the same comparat1ve scale e

(1 buffalo=3 beaver) as buffalo 1n 1715 but 1n 1717

'_buffalo were traded on the ‘same SCale as. southern buffalo in’
1716 (1 buffalo=2 beaver) Any deduct1on‘as to modern
_jspecxes assoc1at10n does not . seem ver1f1able.

o ' ! i n.‘,”l:\‘b
The actual trade at York Factory for thxs t1me was

‘-ser1ously affected by the controver31es w1th the French Thef“

'rbgfitrade goods made avallable by the HUdS°“ 5 Bay company 1n

lf;ithe seventeenth century are glven‘

i

;'Appendlx C.,i;:ﬂhﬂ-




.
he 1

| European supp11ers and the Indlan preferences would have
’:been 1mportant in determ1n1ng the trade goods list. Ray
'fsuggests that the early Englxsh trade goods‘i1st was a

‘contlnuatxon of goods traded by the French (1980 256~ 257)

" and that consumer pressure (that 1s, from the 1nd1ans)

7.

'-1nf1uenced the type and quant1ty of goods offered e \_,mﬁ

a

(1980 258- 267) o ! Do e S

| The trade goods llsts in th1s study (Appendxx C D E) -
“have been cod1f1ed into- arb1trary groups wh1ch dlffer from
‘the cont1nuous 115t1ng in the account books. Note that
'capltallzat1on in the var1ous tables of trade goods
‘throughout this paper 1nd1cates a group label whzch is notv
lfound 1n the Hudson s Bay Company records. An 1temlzatzon of
what 15 1nc1uded under ' that arb1trary label can be found in
the 11sts of trade goods 1n the appendlx. For example,j
"BOXESﬂ 1ncludes t1h.andnsteel‘tobacco‘boxes andgpaxnted

‘boxes.

A comparxson df the l1st of‘trade goods (Appendlx\c)

: and the actual trade (Table 3) 1nd1catesythat a number of

1-51mp11f1cat1ons were made 1n the analys:s,.prlmarily by

jused was that those

““V'oiand therefore
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‘“comb1ned. The,earJy records are very meagre however.ul,‘]fﬂ ;“

many cases 1t was necessary to. group many items w1th1n a‘

A

flcategory For example, a: breakdown of the quantxtles ofv‘ _

varlous k1nds‘of knives was sometlmes glven 1n the General
vCharge, butﬂnot 1n any oth%; category The codlng and Tvlg Ry
Ly /.

fstat1st1cal analys1s was. done after the record1ng of the‘

data. As a, result of d01ng the research and ga1n1ng some

S e,

,'kUOWledge regardxng comments about trade goods and Ind1an
‘preferences,\1t seemed loglcal to focus on small metals,\ : ‘;ff‘

i. tools, rather than on fabr1cs or luxury 1tems such as

| .tobacco boxes and beads. t «”", L .,f:f,-fffa‘gqf

Allowances had to be made for: d1fferences 1n recordlng,
. o f T ‘ “ S
‘fpract1ses over t1me. For example, wh1le varaous kxnds of L e

ﬁfshot were traded beforev1723 they were not clearly
‘dlstingu1shed untzl that year. Thus, no dafferentlatlon can'}.
'wngbe made until that year in thls ana1y515°f shot"gmust be 3
.”‘regarded as a group term, not as a reference to a particular

1f1¥ffﬂk1nd of shot The un1t of'measurement used 1s that 1n the

‘;t,tecord ﬁtself.HClothanJ,s given e1therdlnlnumber of pa1rs f:_;f7hﬁ“

| ‘*1ﬁﬂor number of 1tems, dependlng onluhe normal use of that




R [T S
v [ ' ! “
. oo A \ | oo
vy B H \
r ) .
L . W ' ot N ! s

*;attr1butable tolbe1ng ab war. Table 3 1s complex, but 1t is

|
' v

}fneVertheless a samp11§1catxon of the data. BecauSe there»are

’

"-so many d:screpancxes, any statxstzcal analys1s of these

“kf'data must be 1ntetpreted w1th extreme cautlon.HQ“J»;‘M” ‘
N ‘!b".‘ ," g ‘ " Lo ) "__ ‘ e RC A‘“ NN o . .\‘_ o e ., R .“‘ ‘ ‘ T
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- Banle 5y RADE 8T IO FACTORT 16BR-97, 1715007

A ,‘
]

‘ff\waENERAL 0.7 TRADED :ﬂ-”i“’ TOTAL ' - NATIVE
wﬁngHARGE* ,gwggg“[ﬂjf‘;‘ L EXPENSES*;. BXPENSES* L

'-

Vol
. '

TOTAL % of TOTAL % ‘of TOTAL % of
Teewt © o Tees T ace o

v,;,¢6178313AUBL35 ;;;‘,p‘ 10777;‘17 4r‘;7586.‘42~43v?850‘.‘1
‘ Lo T3870075.9 0 0 7 ik e

1776f@27 °ﬁﬂff,64.;'

13519 ‘CLOTHING ,s»km411897fm~‘g_

11210 FABRIC? .- 4700 41:9 - 798 7
- 382. hapdkerchiefsc L " 327,847 0033
9364 TRIM? '\ . 46006 114780 158 . 2 RS )
7155 thread’ s e 68T 49, 55 , 1 I

| **,'_CONSUMABLE GooDS
REREE 65834LCOHOL‘-

?'”TﬁijONTAINBRs~ wﬁ‘“k*'{
5480 BOXES L 1
77408, kettles'”iijwg ”‘>‘
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Table 3 contxdped

R TR

TOOLS
442

: 720
o [‘ 229
1442

TOOLS,,
27738
22819,
1392
13920,
16175 -
957
3555
2383
1941

'LARGE BLADES
‘bayonetss
dagge:so 2
lances,: f1sho
sword blades

THER '
rrowheadstf
awl blades
fish hookss
fzre steels
needles
scissors’ ~'
scrapers’
spoohse .
tobacco tongs

MISCELLANEOUS

448;
712F

11505

".“f";637

burnxng glasses.
‘looklng glasses
]plpeso

spectacleso

;toyso _ﬁ;-

Yy :
. w272
293

10803
. 3595
1776

386
1667

462

214

"a7.3"

40.3

s

r

105
.. 156

750L

1.2

® W~

28

R SN SN

;‘*.“:

_g.oee'_‘<
e R

Traded:-during:

. ‘Source: HBCA B239/d/1-6.\ .

- GC= Generaf3Charge i.e., total anentory , R .
Total’ Expenses=summary ‘of the list of total expenses .
1Nat1ve Expensés=summary of expense account breakdown,
,1dent1f1ed as. applied to nat1ves, 1n whole or in part
‘ 1688-97 only. : S .
' Traded: er1ng 1715 17 only.;vk

zpounds ‘ , R ‘ i
-yards W"”'f '
ounces:
ﬁgallons
vske1ns
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"Facdount. Buckles,‘thread ,and flSh hooks were not traded Iff_ﬁ

[N

\,‘\
‘,the use of thread 1n clothﬁng sewn at the fort such as. the

3

v

present coats" gzven to the Tradlng Captalns Some 1tem5w'

b

were accepted 1n trade but never on the expense account-

L . \.“"~ . !

burnlnglhlasses, fxles, f1sh lances, plpes, and toys of

,"vaf:ons'ﬁ1nds. Handkerchlefs, lead, and trunks were both

Vo
i

"fﬁand verm1l1on were»traded 1n quant:tles that reached at

I ‘\\v\,', o ' N
vt ; \.t. : ,‘ . . ' . Vv

;fﬂnﬂleast 50% of the General Chagge..pq]leﬁ}- ijl3¢y,‘~_‘ ,‘_‘_ SRR

trade, onl ,baubles of var1ous klnds, f1sh hooks, lead and
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Co SV, Northerm;lndians and the Fur Trade 1717-40

A. ﬂxstorxcal Developments ]_j S h o h S

y '

James Kn1ght establlshed a, Hudson $ Bay Company post at
Church1t1 in the summer of 1717 The prellmlnary party of

ten men, 1nc1ud1ng one Northern Indlan,lwhxch arrlved at the R
Church1ll Rlver in June dld not meet ant one but dld not1ce ;; |

Any flre places & fresh Tracks (Kenne 1932 112). B y\‘“

Accordlng to Knxght s xnterv1ew w1th th Northerh3indian man’

us1ng a Northern Indlan slave woman as 'nterpreter 'the

.1‘1‘4

people leav1ng thlS ev1dence as well as other s1gns were‘
Northern Indxans (1b1d p 115) These s1gns were.

”\w“- §%v11 Capps & thlngs hanglng upon the Place: where

t

J%Fw . Their Tents were, & 3 of ye Capps iis made of redd

iﬁf;f‘”?ﬁp{ Cloth, wch he' is. 1n hopes it is some of ye Cloth: as.f' S
SRR the: Indlans carry 'a. -away 'when they went ‘to Ye T
Norward 1n the Spr1ng (1b1d p. 114) L v o




y o
i Ca
. “.\

| accompan1ed h1m on hzs travels, they left July 18 1717‘
(Kenney 1932 122) only four days after Kn1ght s arrxval
Knlght does not 1nd1cate how far the three travelled
ChrLstopher Mlddleton, wr1t1ng many vears after the event
presents the apparent tradltlon at Churchlll that Norton had
travelled a con51derable dlstance 1nto the 1nterror. He Ldfe,vty;»“
reported that Norton had travelied for almost a year,'on ;;Vf‘f:%?fﬁ

» land 1n a northwest d1rect10n to an area wlthout trees or

A
: shrubs, where they had to subs1st on moss (Mzddleton {
1743 42) Such an 1nter retat1on has also recentl been " vs'ﬁd‘d
p ®” ¥ TN

e presented by Warkent1n and Ruggles (1970§6§) H
He (Stewart) was followed in 1747- 1720 by chhard AT
~ Norton who - ‘spent” three years ‘inland west and S
‘ ”?northwest o£ the mouth of the Churchxll»

E E. Rxch the notable Hudson s Bay Company h1stor1an, also

] \

states that Richard Norton was away?from\Churchxll from 1718

to 1720 although he does not 1nd1cate the geograph1cal area:ffgﬂ,ff

(1958 448)._;;,[‘j"
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1721 Norton was sent as,a translator for the Northern “«Jf

’

Indzan man who accompan1ed Henry Kelsey on hxs explorat1on

N

also acted as translator on the sloop voyage of 1722 ‘Q ﬁff;f{f

(B42/a/3 f 51) The 1mpressxon gaxned from readxng thxs ;ﬁi"

journal xs that Rlchard Norton was a capable hunter and
f1sherman who often 11ved away from Churchxll thh Indlans
K ’ v

and who became fluent in a number of languages. IR

i 33 The new post was used almost 1mmed;ately as a base for

A

- ~.‘

"North upon D1scovery and "to trade in June of 1718

g ¥
B42/d/1 f 3) Slmllar voyages were undertaken yearly to

o ‘1722 Wh;le ﬁhe presence of Esk1moan people along the coast

“twas~recogn12ed the Hudson s Bay Company traders apparently

4

'r'also thought that Northern Indxans could be met by ;[‘[

R sendlng of one Northernulndlan 1n 1721,

h,travell1ng along shore. Thls 1dea 1s 1nd1cated by hhe

i

P

"and two 1n 1722 No

l

1promot1ng trade even farther north  David Vaughan Werrt fFj:,J.

«

;l‘trzp north of Church1ll along the coast (B42/a/} ﬁ 136) He e o

?'r.S K

sloop trade act1v1ty 1s repbrted from }722 unt1l 1737 whenfrtf~?s‘

two sloops were sent to promote trade W1th the Eskimd"]‘jﬁ

arch1val‘recogd 1ndrcateshthe probab111ty of OtherhV°Yagesj""“

,:‘1n~1738 andh1739v In 1740 the Churchi7l sa1led north to ?”'”
vggorade but Wasfgone for only nlneteen daysv(§42/a/20) WHzle




o
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-

indications at 'all that Northern Indians were involved on
the sloop or participated'in the trade other than their

presence as interpreters in 1721 and 1722.

N

LY

Ethnohistorical Information

The relationships between the Northe}n Indians and
their Southern Indian neighbors veried. There are feferences
in 1717 to intermarriage (8239/a/3,f.45dl, trevelling and
living together (ibid. f.38d), and to warfare (ibid.
£.49,494). In 1725 Northern {ndians reported that both
Eskimos and Southern Upland Indtans were warring with.them
(B42/a/5,f.244). These'same individuals (who had arrived at
Churchill on June 13) also reported that they had found a
boat and several other items where the Albany was "lost"
(loc.'cit.). *?

Such information refers not only to the relationships
between the Chipewyan and other aboriginal groups, but also
suggests the geographical expense’famxlxar to them, Taken at
face value, the archival record indicates both an interior

and a coastal association for the Nortnern Indians.

While thé“ is much written about other visiting

'Indians which can be used to jdocate them geographically, the

'amﬁiguousApicture presented does not justify definite

localization. For example, the Missinipi are described as

1. occﬁpying the~area'through which the Northern Indians A

‘*This frzgate was Knight's shxp in"his s€arch for’ the
northern gold mine in 1719. He and his crew apparently died
on Hatble Island (Zacharchuk 1973).
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A

would have to £r9vel to returp*"hpmg" (B42/4/1,£.24).
2. travelling "4 moons" on their trip to Cﬁhréhill which
‘they reached on July 30, and not expecting to be back in

their own area until mﬁdwintef.(B42/a/1,f.5§?;

3. being the Great Water Indians on whose river there is a
) ! . . @

big lake with many Indians and much fowl

(B42/a/1,f.1324,133).

\

b
Previous discussion of thg term Great Water or

L3

Missinipi (see'CﬁapterI4) indicated a probable association,

with Southern Indian Lake in Mamrtoba.‘These.referenées from
the Churchill journals corroborate that gonc}usion but also

‘diéput; i£ (point 2). An entry by Knight for August 18, 1717
asserts that the Great Water Indians need only four days

canoe travel to reach Churchillabut required 10 days and

-

several portages to reach York Factory (Kenney

1932:165,166) . At least two groups seem to be indicate;
) ' here, one considerably closer to Churchill than the other. -
| A similar distinction is indicated for Northern '
(hndiéns. The archival record for 1716;21 men;ions?a.No;thern

?

Indian "boy" Qﬁo was retéine@ at Churchill to act”és an S
interpreter from sometime‘in 1718 until Apfil 1721. While aﬁ
vChurg;ill he learneg to speak English, }s well as to hunt
and trap after the manner of the Soutﬁerq Indians. When he
rgthrned hamg'he vas to show othérs how to hunf-?qd trapjin
the same way (B42/a/1,£.131d). Prior to the arrival of "his
countrymen” in 1721, there were maﬁy,groups that came to

Churchill, none of which are so identified. In,particulat,‘a

-

-
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sleds and brought more to tm

However, there appears to

The group that fas described

people - '36 men plus women and children - who oame‘with

de than previously;, the futs

were better prepared as wel' (B42/a/1,£.127,128). All of,

these individuals are'idenlified\as Northern'Indians. _ -«

e a distinction made hetween

those who came(eVery year and those who returned after
|

several years.. ‘THe dxfference was apparently hased on

: ,'l, .

distance from Churchxll not on language or appéhrance.
Unfortunately the dlstances are not ngen, nor are all .

Northern Indians dxstxngu1shed even in such a general -

geographical sense.

Localizing the Copper Indians ﬁs also difficult.
Apparently they reporfeé'to‘ﬂortherh Indians that they had

geen some Engx§§hmen who had glven fhem lots of 1ron

-(B42/a/1,£.12 In 1721 two Copper Indian men arrived

with a group %ﬁ%lOO Northern Ind1an men. Staunton was unable
to dxstlngdlsh them on the basis of their language or )
clothlng. He reported ~however, that the Copper Indlans

insisted that there were hills of copper in their country;

£ %hut as the distance was great, they could notmbring much

coppen to Church111 when travelllng on yhnd

(B42/a/1,f. 131d). In 1724, Copper IndlanégrepOtted to

' Richard Norton (B42/a/4,f. 30) that there was no passage to-
the much-sought after copper mine and that the sea was.

frezen. Furthet, ,the d1stance was 80 great that it would

s "coyntrymen" consisted of 80

Lo
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take three winterseto arrxve ‘there froﬁNChurchillg In'the

s 89ff%

~1light of present day understandxng~concern1ng the Copperm1neJ

\ i"* .
vaer/area, the increased accuracy of this report may be ' 1y
~dire tly*related to the fact, established laterjﬂ% txme, |

thav R{chard‘Norton did not need an interpreter when .talking
to orthern Indians (B42/&/12,£.12). | o |

/ Illness 'and death are frequently'repoftedlcuring_this
: thLe perio?. The Northern Indians that:returned with Steuart
ana*remained'at or near York Factory ali died, apparentﬁy~of
‘L a\"malignant fever” (B239/a/3,£.32). Sickness 1s often

/

mentloned in 1716 and 1717, with many Ind1an deaths reported

f(8239/8/3 £.41,56d). Three "Nat1ons are mentxoned as W .
‘suffering much loss of lee - the Northern Stone, the o
Mountain, and the Askee or Sand Ind1ans (ibid. erBG)

(Knlght attributes these deaths, as. vell as many other
,problems, to the £a11ure of Captain Dav1s to del1ver the new§
supply of trade goods in 1716.). In 1720, when Hancock
‘returned:from‘h;s4slyop voyage\giong the coast north of §
Churchill,.he reported "a great Mortallity‘this Last Winter
amongst ye Escomays" (B42/a/1 £.86). The Home Indians at
York Pactory suffered from smallpox in 1721, apparently for
. the first time '* (8239/a/6 £. 15). Numbers or percentages‘

are not 1nd1cated in these references, but clearly the

,record suggests that ep1dem1cs vere respon51ble for the

- ' "‘A’;.

14 The journal entry spec1f1ca11y notes that "most of the .
Indians that have lain here all Winter have had the Small

- POX...." which strongly disagrees with the: usual information -
in the literature of smallpox first occurrxng in the 1781 '
epidemic. S - .
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[

;Aprxl 15 vere encouraged to make canoes and to come in the

- '

}

Mo ' . )
% , ‘

deaths of many peopld’

Northern Indlans are reported as bexng unfamxlxar w1th

hide preparatlon (B42/a/1 f.484) and trapp1ng o v

(B42/a/2 f 45). Even after 1mprovement in the stretch1ng of -

'beaver'skins is reported. they are Stlll crxtxcxzed for.

. 1

excess1ve scrapxng of their parchment moosetsk1ns in 1721

%B42/a/1 ,£.128). The Great Water Indlans are also accu5ed of :?g"-'

the same £a111ng (Kenney 1932 166). It would seem likely

[

that all aborlginal groups took some time to adjust their
technologies to the requ1rements of the traders Perhaps the
spec1f1cat10ns regard1ng¢moo5e sklns were new, " perhaps’the '
Great Water IndLanS‘were also hew to the fuf"thaéfa

The Northern: Indlan mode-of travel 1n the early part of
th1s txme per1od is somewhat uncertaln. Whlle the generaI

picture presented is’ that of comlng to Churchxll on foot

pullzng sleds of furs: and/or meat (e. g., B42/a/1 f 127), -T“,p

some early references also 1nd1cate canoe travel. In 1724
21 Northern Ind1ans arrlved.on June 15. They reported that
one member of the1r party drowned on the way when some 1ce'

rammed h1s canoe (B42/a/4 f 28d) The prev1ous year, on 7'

;Apr1l 19, seven men came: wzth "bulky sled% They stated

that others would come when the 1ce was gone. Th1§ same g

i

L prom1se was repeated by a group of 20 (men, women, ‘and

'children) on May 31 (B42/a/3 f 20d 25d) Other grodps dxd

.“‘ [N

follow as promlsed but therr mode of transportatxon 13 not 31

' 1nd1cated. In 1721, a. group of 80 who arrived thh sleds‘tn

.\r

lw
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summer. Th18 same prom1se vas extracted from a small group

of 20 who arrxved on July i (B42/a/1 £, 127 135) In,v1ew of
\]‘ -
N

thxs request the anomalous canpe death of 1724 ment1oned s
above may be due to some Northern Indlans adopt1ng the o
'travel mode encouraged by the traders, or 1t may S1mply 'be a
case of repqrt1ng what one 1s expected to’ report (Indians to

“ R1chard Norton or R1chard Norton 6 h1s Hudson s Bay Company

super1ors) . ' o ‘ o,

n : .
! . P Lot

‘B Trade at Church111 g
| The’ trade at Church111 Factory included other groups in. -
addztxon to the Northern Indlans. Occas1onally, the trade of
‘Fa partfcular‘group is noted but usually only the quanéﬁty |
-fer a pare*b lar year is 1nd1cated. The goods brought by the

' Indlans are l'sted 1n‘Table 4. -
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The 1dent1f1cat1on of "buf falo" is problematic. The
‘usual 1nterpretation has been that these were muskox (Davxes(‘
.1965 67'"Burch 1977 135 138‘ Roe 1970 856)\ The 34°buffalo |
skins traded were rece1ved 1n J718(12) 1719(18), and
1721(4) In Chapter 4 1t was: ment1oned that buffalo sk1ns
" were a trade 1tem at York Factory before 1717. Th1s practlse'
' contlnued at York Factory only 1n the years 1719 (416 robes)"'J
F\VQ }and 1720 (325 robes) From 1721 to 1740 there are no buffalo
sk1ns l1sted on the exchange goods tally (82 9/d/10 30)
They are also not l1sted as exchange goods t Churchzll
after 1721 unt11 '1768. The Northern JIndians’ brought many 7‘
sled loads of "buffalo flesh? start1ng in 1733 as stated
"'prevxously As muskox robes were not a good’trade item for ,j§\ |
the Hudson s ﬁBy Company (Davzes 1965:67), a. szmple T
explanat1on to account for th1s trad1ng pattern may well be | -
that as robes became unacceptable, the Northern Indzans
ce syxtched to a- trade in meat when a trader who was favorably
-inclxned to th1s practice (h1chard Norton) became Chlef o
factor. Thxs explanatron (whxch assumes that all uses of the f
‘"‘term buffalo refers to muskox) does not ansﬁer the quest1on
| f why other Indzans do not br1ng thlswmeat‘also. On 3
uff;September 12 1718 Ind1ans from Hayes Rlver are recorded'as {siel

‘ ,;l-'
-vtrave111ng to Seal szer to hunt moose and buffalo f j ‘

| 'f‘i(BGZ/a/1 f 23).;Such\an actxv:ty seems commonplace for thxs

““rg;time persod. Frequent fentxon 1s made of the brzng;ng of _ﬁ%ti‘fi




rs

"Northern Indlanseconcern themselves thh-brlnging buffalo

meat to the fort.

In 1721 the - standard of trade was ralsed sharply. Thxs
-ra1se was in effect untxl 1724 when the prev:ous standard
was agaln adopted.. Th1s was not a change for the Northern
Ind1ans however. They had been ent1ced w1th a more favorablev
' standard by Jame: ‘Knight and thlS d1£ference was cont1nﬂéd
‘It was also known to the other Ind1ans, there are a number
of references to arguments over the standard of trade._

Northern Indxans were also aware of the dlscrepancy- for

accordlng to some other Indlans, f1ve of the Northern
: Indrans travelled to York Fﬁptory, h1tch1ng a f1de in the

bottom of the Cree canoes, to. "see the~way of tradp" there |
#

“(B42/a/2 f 45d) Th1s dlfference 1n trade may well have beenJ{

.the pr1mary motlve behlnd the de51re of the traders to keep
| the Northern Indlans from assoc1at1ng w1th others whxle '::ﬁ'
tradxng. Many remarks suggest that the Northern Indlans were
given preferent1al treatment .m fact other Indlans were ‘
':d1scquraged from even com1ng to Churchxll —‘théy were asked
“to trade at - York Factory 1nstead (B42/a/1 f 132d) The trade |

'“goods made ava1lable are. 1nd1cated 1n Append1x D

-~

. ol
e

| ti The goods ava1lable are less elaborate than those .
‘;stocked at York Factory”in the seVenteenth century. Thej,ntv
.;:mocotauguns (crooked knzves) were on the 1n1t1al llst but

' ywere not traded untzl 1720, when all 12 were traded. Thls -

:Fffact could be 1nterpreted as 1nd1cat1ng that Northern

”'Indians dld not use th:s common subarctzc,knzfe (also called

. A : EE Do P “oled
? . . :

, -

-’

SR a0

T s e
N, ATk

" e



'a anowshoe or canoe kn:fe) or that the mocotauguns supp11ed

t

by the Hudson s Bay Company were 1nadequate. 'Roach knxves
were also cutved~but in a far d1ffetent‘manner - on'the

-bottom edge of the blade, not on the txp 1n the manner ‘of a’

W

hook They traded 1n large' umbers. Mocotauguns, however,

Q;d not. iFor reasons unknown, ‘the knife thet is usually
‘;;%ptesented as the mpst common of tools 1s not a popular

trade item at Church1ll The trade 19-summar12ed 1n Table 5.
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... Table S5: TRADE AT CHURCHILL 1718-40 -

GENERAL = ~ ~ TRADED . ' -TOTAL . -  NATIVE
. CHARGE* ~ | - ' EXPENSES*  EXPENSESs

| - TOTAL %-of TOTAL % of TOTAL % of .
o L N ‘ . -GC#“ : GC* \ GC# . i
_ADORNMENT .- S S ~
57344 BAUBLES . . 15191. 26.5 1223 2.1 1261 2.2
6993 beads’ 1356 19.4.© 103 _ 1.5 104 1.5 -
5197 combs: - = . 1190 22.9 - 19 .4 - 19 ¢~
261 feathers ‘ 83 31.8 . 1-' .4 1 1
CLOTHING' and FABRIC' o T - ‘
2245 blankets = 603 - 26.9 46 2.0 53 2
* 5521 CLOTHING - .- 766 13.9 42 - ~.8. 44
18338 FABRIC* ~ = =~ .3988 21.7 . 675 3.7 647 3.
3
8

221 handkerchiefs 118 '53.4 o o ;
. 4744 thread>. . 189 ~ 4.0 617 13.1 ° . 17 .4
15789 TRIMF\\} . .983 17.0- ,.511 8.8 581 9.3
: "‘QQNSUMABLE Goops - B T RPTI L
. ' 8867 ALCOHOL* 1697 0 19.1 17.1. 427 4.8
. 62227 ‘tobacco' - ' . 18092 29.1 . 2.9 1645 2.6
' 9228 ‘vermilion? 2814 26.2 . 2.0. 202 2.2
VCONTAINERS o Sl T
. 3837 BOXES % 915 23,8 L e
... 16813 kettles' . 4076 24.2 .8 56 .3
" 1170 rundlets- - - - 596 '50,9 : ‘ :
184 ttunks TN ;,“80,T43 5 .
- CORDAGE g SR . co .
2321 netllnes S X 33 5/ 152 6 57 e el
: A 4307 thne’ f 93 -18.%° 177 °33.2 11
“. .. 597.",coarse*® Co 110 0 198 °16.8 o
S ER T A SEinec 100 .. 188 16.8 .
L:*GUNS and Acczssonrss S T T
161620 £lints . /9.5 15341 24.2 6510 | ..4 -
2705 guﬁs’ /18.86 - 2¢° . .9 -25 . .9
71384 ",long- 42,3 23 1.7 0200 1.4
~4426. ,medxum 18,0 - -5 4.0 4 3.0 -
71.",short!. 394 e e
e 6280 gunworms . 23,9 .- 415 . 6.6 186 3,0 -
’ /80771 powder' - | 124.7..12766 15.8 4206 " 5.2
o 2820 powd.r'hornsl\‘. _93&‘4”f 118 4.2 03201 10
76441 shot! - oo L 9,0 73907;;9;?;11745;,15,45; :
T 768814 ", Bristol® .. |/ - 25.4:. 9828 - 4.3 16765ﬂ;2;4,_ ”
"ﬂf;,;§Q518 " duck’ g_Lva”“ ’TQO,Z 15808 31 %g;fc“

U iy s
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Table 5 cont1nued.“

C97

L 12901
s 13268

- 29938
. 8676
. 'TOOLS,

9362
- 15650

. 2826
2724

4624

0 8909 "
., 3506 ",

. 16627,
20311 "

20849

- 18976
- 36
., 3226 "
3974 "

TO0L§;
‘1185

TOOLS,
20304

3?127'
1346!sclssors

5270'scrapers" DR

131

86"

F,goose’_'

" ,high East cf;c
10996 -
f3i85~

Indla’. .

", low East

indza’ X
partrzdge’

BASIC \
chigels'®

" ,broad’

" ,narrow
files-.

-hatchetSf“ o
,middling '_—al ! .

S'm'all“ 3’

knives'?

", jack

",large’ lcng

",largeé roach

,mocotaugun":

»Small long
,small roach

LARGE BLADES‘c“‘
:bayonets"
3710;

sword blades .

?OTHER

awl bladéslc
needles: ‘

",double =
,sxnglerjc

MISCELLANEOUS o
7967 burn1ng glasses

_;14456 £ish hooks

35’9443 ixre-steels

1752
5730

,.3525

1014

1146

1271

1823 ¢
2641
713
2327
6108
2061 9.
13350 .
12
695
© 830

,\249

T 470

‘*100 N

‘84

e
—b‘-dg)—n

e e e e
.w_\lihm

206
600

76

40

10

82
191

. 234 -
136
;194

245
18 .

86

YA

c;'1Qf“‘

| ':;:iiden’_,i fied
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Jpen,es summary of the 113t of total expenses:~,».
Ex ”nSes-summary of expense account breakdown,J?'4~
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differentiated in 1729 - . =~ . - '
differentiated in 1730 TV
‘added in-1738 . . 0 : ST
differenttated in 1723 ‘ o0
differentiated in 1733 . ) Coe
only for 1722, 1728, 1729 e .:f
'* after 11%& - ‘ ‘ ‘
'» 1722 onfy; knives were differentlated in 1723
““1715 -20 3nly .
' dlfferentlated in 1739

“/"‘ o N

;-oolq‘o-

- -

> o
“‘ o ' . . \
\‘.'

’

o In all cases*the quant1ty\of trade goods ava1iab1e (the

>

General, Charge) easlly exceeded the amount traded Note thatn

all categorles of 1tems vere traded - a change fromrthe

prev1ous perlod when some goods/d1d not sell at all Many
-

7;‘1tems, however, were never part of the expense acc0unt.—~

'_probably expended 1n the flshlng and huntlng act1v1tres of ,*7'”

"“goose shot, tobacco tongs,lcoarse apd‘fxne twlne) were

‘t,}gunworms: needles and thread, powder, tw1ne° and BtlStOl

3ﬂThose trade goods thi//ggre lzsted as expense 1tems but not

sas bexng d1rect1y applled to Indlans (flSh hooks, netlxnes,l

-

a(

““the Company servants. Many goods were approxrmately equally
| d1v1ded 1nto the Total Expenses and Natxve Expenses

, ,categorles, e. g., awl blades. Some, howeyer, were much lower

¥ \
'as Nat1ve Expenses - notably alcohol' f1les- f11nts and

3
- .

-.--

s

-or 1ncent1ve to the Hudson s Bay Company employees.»

The 1tems traded at the hlghest rates 1n relat1onsh1p

Kwrfrundlets and s1ngle scrapers -va11 over 50% Flles, tw108,

2
EBN

-

" Source: HBCA7B42/a/1fzo;.--

L.

‘]to the amount of 1nventgry were bayonets, broad chxsels,lfiV"ﬁ

‘A

Ves |

‘wi.lhunt1ng. The alcohol consumed was probably‘g1ven as a reward L
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~and goose a;d partridge shot were éxpendéd in amounts over
30% of the General Charge. In fact, they were expended more
than they weré‘traded! This fact reflects their use for
hunting at the- fort, no doubt. Iﬁ the Native Expenses/}ist,
only powder, shot (and partridge shot) and trim émodﬁied to
more than 5% of the General Charge. Again, the extensive use

*

of trim in the "present coats” probably accounts for the

9.3% figure.
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Northern Indxens Trad:ng at Churchill

The establzshment of a trading post for Northern
‘Indians vas sucgessful from the begxnnlng. During the first
year of operation, in addition to the 13 that returned with
Richard Norton ,in the wxnter 66 Northern indians came
somet'ime between April 20 and July 3 in two éroups of 23
and‘43 respectxvely. "‘As 1nd1cated in Figure 2, the total
numbers.Varied widely during this per%od. These numbers are
h{himum numbers. They are calculated by adding all journal
entrree that state that Northerh Indians arrived at the
‘fort. The fact that they arrived on\foot, rather than in
canoes, and thet Churchill was epecified as a Northern
Indian post with special orders,applicabie to their trading
has no doubt contributed to this tally being kept in the
'.aaily éournal entries. There are some references to "gangs"
with no nhmbers given; On the basis of examination of all

the numbers and references to gangs, a value of 20 for one
. ’

gang seems to be a reasonable assumption and is used in the

extrapolated'totais‘given in Figure 2 (and listed:in Table

6). As well, a family is assumed to equal fiVe’when no .

" .numbers are given in the record. This deduction was reached

after calculatlng average family sizes over a- number o(

\

years. (The years used in the calculatxon are g1ven in

- e e . G S - -

. '"%The Churchill journal for 1717-18 has been. lost After
Knight's eritry for September 13, 1717, kept in the York

Factory records (B239/a/3), there are no daily journal
entries for Churchill until September, of 1718 (B42/a/1).

Therefore, ‘the expenses tabulatlon in the financial accouhts.

gection of that same volume is. the only avaxlable .source. of’

. \1nformation. e

R

. B . . [
.
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Chapter 7 as the journals of that period indicated total
numbers ﬁore frequéntly.) The gender is given ocoasionally.
‘Sometimes large groups of males came, fraded and 1eft
. Sometimes small groups of males acted as an advance party.
followed by entire famxlxes arrxvxng in a large group The
genera11zatlon could be made that women aRrd chxldren are
only included when. spec1f1cally referred to; but due to the
1ncon91stency in reportxng, Such a notion may not be
accupate. As can be seen from Table 6 the usoal arrival .time
was during the month of‘Juoe. ’ ~
Many of the totaig listed for June weré id;ntified as
béing all;male groups or included a lorge group.composed of
males only. The largest of these were: ‘ 3
-~ 1721 - 102 men, ' /
; ,miés - i04 men’,
- 1727 - 80 men,

- 1734 - 86 men,

- 1737 150 men,

- 1740 80 men.
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one year, leav1ng thh a small group of 12 1n June, 1726

| stated to be the beg1nn1ng of Ch:pewyan sg§y1ng qs Home'

f: Ind1ans. However, there 15 ho repeat of Northern Indzans

TN

e 104

Stopovers at the fort were almost alweys brxef Most

\ .

arrxved and left on the same day; or arrxved late the

' even1ng before, traded during the next day and then left

. The Northern Indians d1d not adopt the Southern Indxan

pattern of r1tuals before trading, followed by feastxng ahd

lengthy stops at the fort.

A few Northern Indians also spent the w1nter at the

fort At f1rst these were the slaves purchased from local

Cree Indians. Nevertheless, already 1n 1720 the wordlng is
such that slavery 1s no longer 1mpl1ed Th ength of: stay
is_ as long ‘as three years. These men and WZ;Z; were
encouraged (by means of trade goods as présents) to stay at
the fort to learn both Engl1sh and the Southern Indxan" *". o
language as well as their huntzng methods (e g{ o o
B42/a/1,f. 132) . “‘, B ”-,j{¥fﬁ |
.In June, 1725 ‘two young men, (out of a group of 104

men) stayed to hunt geese for the factory. They stayed for

(B42/a/5 f 24d B42/a/6 £. 29) One returned in Apr11 1728,"

‘.w1th hzs wxfe and another Northern Indxan cougle, to hunt ufﬁy

geese for the fort (B42/a/8 22). Thzs event can safely be

feferences

com:ng to hunt geese untxl 1739. There are other




tlonger required after R1chard Norton returned as chief
- factor “in° 1732 (Baz/a/tz f. 11d)
| “ﬁf However, another 1nd1cat;2n of Northern Indians
functronlng as Home Indlans who provide food for the |
- Hudson 8 Bay Company employees is demonstrated by the common

. pract1ce of bring:ng sled loads of "bufflers flesh" start1ng

in 1733 The years and months when thxs meat was brought

-

.\ -

Q'are’:‘ L ' R . |
Q7}jg 1733 Aprzl R e AT OE PR
-“~3!,1735- Aprll |

‘,—.f,1737 January, February,_March June Ly

"élfv1738 October and November (1737) March perhaps Apr1l R
;.~;"1739: November and December (1738) pr1l h , :

'—'°h1740 November (1739) ;Quﬂ '{“y v?. “

(‘There is an apparent trend toward a late fall/early w1nter
. trrp to the £ort There are no. 1nd1cat1ons that thls was dry
'f>meat.‘1n 1738 amb1guous wordxng may@1nd1cate e1ther that
fﬁNorthern Ind:ans are now regarded as Home Ind1ans or that\ :
zjthe (Southern) HOme Indxans are also br1ngrn§t3p the S \

‘a-buffalo" meat The‘entry for Aprxl 16 states. 'ﬂoﬁﬁiﬁﬁifdj\V‘

e s e Do
oo e

o th13~'veng herercome;two Ind;an men from ye o
“&North ard’ they brougt 2’ Loads of Bufflers Flesh'
(B42/a/18 f.22d) o ‘

"oes flesh, they tell ‘me- they 'J?ir
aturdy‘Last‘but nohe Sence




is not unreasonable to assume that those bringxng in the. :
‘“buffalo flesh" in Aprll of 1738 were also Chxpewyan. ¢ ei‘

An 1nd1cat10n of the value of the Hudson's 'Bay Company
goods compared to the eXchange 1tems offered by ‘the Northern.
lndlans is- ‘given 1n the follow1ng example. On November 16 B
1739, 4 pounds of powder, 16 pounds of Brxstol shot L

fvpounds of Brazil tobacco, 1 gallon\of brandy and 8 fl1nts |
' pwere ngen for three sled loads of buffalo meat . f

(B42/d/20 f. 10d B42/a/20 £. 9) Translated into MB accordlng |

to the standard these three loads of meat were equ1valent

to‘13 MB, less than the value of one gun.

-1 It 19 not always po;sxble to separate Northern Ind1an |

vi‘trade from that of other groups However,;occasxonal
references in the Journals 1dent1fy the1r preferences. For‘
nexample, in 1723 (B42/a/3 £. 20d) ‘the group of 40 that
parr1ved on Apr11 22 traded 270 marten skins for powder,‘shotv““
."and kettles. It 1s noted that thexr prevxous trade in -
\‘kettles was minlmal In addluxon, they purchased f1ve guns,, ‘,ig
"‘as wéll as hatchets,rch1sels,u and other nececar1es.’ S

“‘BESIGES the martens, the other mammal specif:cally mentaoned

'A,ixs the‘buffalo -‘of wh:ch they brought many sklns. Note that S
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e In June, 1724 (B42/a/4 £, 30),‘a Copper Ind1an brought‘

40 N&rthern Indlans who had never been to Church1ll before. ‘ .di
, > .
They traded 300 martenf,ls wolf 15 wolver1ne, and some

hbeaver sk;ns. The Hudson s Bay Company 1tems ‘they. purchased

-

are nof?%ndxcated The account book for the“same year

1dent1f1es the Copper Iad&pn as the "Norward Leadxng {dean
A who had w1ntered at Churchxll (B42/d/4 f 7) o
B Deta1ls from the" expense account as it applxes to
Northern Ind1ans 7hly are g1ven in Table 7
-~ | - L e ) ' S
; e T SR o ; e
. ) . ’/r
* Table 7: EXPENSES RELATED”mo'NORmHERN INDIANS 1718-40
" YEAR RECIPIENT . KIND © . 'REASON
c 1718W I+NI+HBC§ ‘ "payment SRR 3encouraging
‘ ﬁ'1718T NI ) glft+payment . encouraging
1719 NI' S - gift T SR .
1720 . NI . ' gift- = - IR
< 17217 NI . gift J/\‘u
A7 NI L gift | T
1723w NI . . .gift
17237 'NI - o gift
Co1724T ND T e gife T IO '
»xi1725w NL oo gl sl encourag1ng
COUAT28T NL e payment S “,huntlng ‘
Coo, 1728WNNT Sl e o gifEe ‘ S
17267 . NI ~=~;enc0uraging ST
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Note that many trad1ng yegrs are not lxsted at all The
absence of . 1nformat10n for some years most probably reflects
the dzlxgence‘of~the chlef\trader in tabulatrng his " :
expenses.‘There is. no appareni:porrelatlon between hxgh
rnumbers of Northern Indlans arriving at Church1ll (Fzgure 2)
and’ a detalled l1st1ng in the" expense account (Table 7) The,
lack of a deta11ed breakdown for so many years suggests that
‘the pxcture presented is farsfrom accurate.,prJefore, |
"statlstlcal analy51s H#s been undertaken on a pgel m1narj
basis only That is. presented in Chapter 7. |
| "Encouragrng is. the word used to refer to thel
. promot1on of trade‘by the Indlans Goods were ngen 1n
Vadvance to the Ind1an (a SO~ called Capta:n or Leader'
biusually) who was ‘to travel 1nto the h1nterland and encourage
‘ others,‘often descrxbed as h1s countrymen, to trade wrth the
| Hudson s Bay Company. The "deer hedge refers to the makzng
of a "surround" or pound used. ‘in hunt:ng carlbou.; |
The g1fts g1ven were often small amounts of a varxety
of trade goods, For example,‘1n 1720 these gxfts were.,3, :

-'pleces of cloth1ng, 1 blanket, 4 yards of fa§r1c, 6 pounds e

TTof tobacco, 1 gun, 1 pound of thread In 1722 the ngt

uin'cons1sted of 3 yards of fabrxc. In 1725 g1£ts were greater

’f‘fiifllntS, 15 yardS,O‘itflm a“d 35 ba“bles‘ |

‘frln klnd and quantxty' 2 blankets,,6 yards of fabrlc, 17

‘(]f;pounds of tobacco, 4 pounds ofH“owder, 16 pqunds of shot,;_;p?




hVI.;Northernhindianseand:the fur;fradev174177s " }‘_y’ir
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A. H1stor1ca1 Developments.w_’ .

“7H o “ Th;s txme perlod can be character1zed as‘one of
-relat1vely 1ntens1$2 1nteraction w1th Europe for the‘
Hudson s Bay Company men’ based at Church111, and thereﬁore

‘}greater exposure to Europeans for any Northern Indzans who‘

,_...

 came to the'fort; Thxs‘was the_t1“ of the’ "Dobbs Crxs1s
‘ which‘led-to‘ekploration journeyéailong the western coast of r'
,° Hudson Bay in_ 1742 by Chrlstopher M1ddleton (M1dd1eton |
ifj' 1743), and, in. 1747 by W1111am Moor (Drage 1748) and
Franc1s Sm1th (Ell1s 1748) |

T e

f?:¢5" Arthur Dobbs, an Irlsh Member of Par11ament with large i
| 1f‘eccentr1c views on the expans1on of Br1txsh trade
- QW1111ams 1983 11) 1nst19ated the renewal of explorat1on
; for the Northwest Passabe. M1ddleton s expedltxon vas taken
h on Dobb's behalf F1s two sh1ps overwxntered at Church:ll
e before travellzng?north along the coast to Wager Bay,
‘”rlRepulse Bay and Frozen Straxt (Cooke and Holland 1918:61)
M1ddleton had taken two Northern Ind1ans (who spoke a—numbern
of 1anguages) and one other Ind1an (who could speak thh theh;

Northern/Ind1ans and understand Eng11sh) thh h1m (M1ddletonh‘

1743 63 185) After.hls shxps turned back to return to

.,J L



.*;x“return to. England dedleton engaged xn a’, long debate W1th
. Dobbst Much of the wr1t1ng consxsted of quot1ng from the
)other party S letters and'po1nt1ng out errors thereln.
B dedleton wrote'“~ |

', As to any- Passage or broken’ Lands' between the Rlverj
/ wager and Lat. 62°,40'. I _am certain that'I searched
a that Coast very narrowly, and stood into every Bay
o all. along, so near, that the Indians I had on board-
e knew all the Coast, and would have had me to 'set .

: : them on Shore at Cape 'Fullerton, for they knew their
Way to Churchlll, and had that Way travelled several’
times in the' Summer, which they could not have done,
"had it. consisted of Islands or Rivers; for they have
no Canoes, neither is there any Wood to raft hem
over, as the Indians do to the Southward. ‘(®ob

1744 113; also M1ddleton*1743 136, 137, ) ‘

.
However, Mlddleton s—strong suggestzon that Northern Ind1an

v

B terrltory 1nc1uded the western coast of Hudson Bay at least ‘]
as far as’ Cape Fullerton must be we1ghed agalnst the.:

assert1on of some of M1ddleton s, crew that the Northern

“r

Ind1ans landed at Marble Island were far from home and
afrald of the Esklmos (Dobbs 1744 96; Mzddleton 1743 189)

Both Dobbs and Mlddleton present some detalls'that seem‘"w

.

to be 1n agreement w1th h1stor1cal and ethnograph1c N

iff 1nformat1on The1r geograph1cal assertxons,‘therefore, would

el

f?\]h fﬁ seem to be useful also.IHowever, a. key argument used by

Dobbs agalnst the monopoly of the Hudson s Bay qupany was'
B . ﬁ;l{ ““‘ oo
that 1t had fa1led to enéage 1n exploratlon, Polrtlcal DR
. o " gt co P .
consxderatlons, then, also enter 1nto the proﬂl m&of

R N

' rel1ab111ty of these sources. A later volume by Joseph

Robson (1752) who spent s1x years;at York Factory and

Churchzll should serve to clarxfy thelmatter' However, as;ﬁﬂ

hzs work 15 prxmar11y a~treatzse ag"vnst the Hudson s BayJ




mIQr1s1s extemely dxff1cu1t. | “b ' o ”“ ’$.

;1ﬁ’northern explorat1on, as w1tnessed by W1111am

R . (

~Z'MCompany, 1ts geographxcal detalls are also suspect. Thus,

‘the’ geograph;cal nature of the 1ssue makes the evaluatxon off

\

‘nQEOgraphxcal clues in documents resultzng from the "Dobbs

In<h1s presentatlon of some of th1s h1stor1caﬁ

‘.mater1al B1rket szth (1930 14) concluded that tbe northern;

(

‘extent of Chxpewyan hunt1ng tr1ps cannot be decxded " Th1s |

‘study @ust agree. S

) The Hudson s Bay Company became 1ncreasxngly 1nterested'7

»

‘ Chrlstopher 'S redlscovery" of Chesterfleld Inlet 11 1761

the explorat:on of Baker\Lake 1n 1762 by W1ll1am Chr1stopher‘
and Moses Norton, and the advent of Hudson s Bay Company

whalzng in 1765 ‘Gn addxtlon, the Company, beg1nn1ng wzth

.'Henday s travels to western Alberta in 1754 v1gorously

i ~

“promoted 1n}and trxps deszgned to br1ng Ind1ans to ‘the coaSt
‘to trade (Rich’ 1967 124 129) Of these,:Samuel arne s
,;three attémpts to f1nd the Northwess Passage, from 1769 to

'1772 whzch culmlnated 1n h1s reachlng the Coppermxne Rlver;n

this the most 51gn1f1cant source of 1nformatlon perta1n1ng to o

bygﬁQNorthern Ind;ans.~¢wlffd

1‘_},i“Hearne left Churchlll on Nov.‘j 1769 but returned on t;i

BT R £ 2 R



Southern Indxans, and two other Hudson s Bay Company
servants Jﬁ@L Hearne (B42/a/77 f 7d) Hearne attempted the f“
same tr1p aga1n the followlng February, w1th Coneequese as o
h‘the guhde; He d1d not return. to Churchxll unt11 Nov.‘25
‘4770 The tr1p was shortened because Hearne had broken his
" “quadrantﬂand 50 felt that it was unwise tobcontxnue.‘H1;‘
‘tparty this . t1me consxsted of Ind1ans only‘f gwo Homeguard
Southern Indlans, two Northern Indlans,vand one Dogrib |
‘Indlan (B42/a/77 f 15d) He had met "the famous Leader
‘Matonabbee on’ hls return tr1p. Apparently Hearne was much
',1mpressed‘by Matonabbee s-qualltxes, for he descrlbes him
very favorably (Glover 1958 33+ 36) In addition to .
,leadersth ab111ty, he was fluent in the le§buage of the
Southern Indians and capable of some Englzsh |
b Just a few days after returnlng,'on Dec. 7, 1770,
Hearne set. out aga1n for the eluszve copper mxne, this. txme
'w1th Matonabbee as gulde,‘The exped1t1on con51sted of aboutfm'
.20 Northern Ind1ans (B42/a/80 f 22d) The context suggestsj;ﬂ
xmhthat thls number refers to only the adult males Hearne d1d?h:,
“not return to Church1ll unt11 July 1 1772 The Journey of
| Vealmqstﬂaa months had 1ndeed taken h1m to the Copperm1ne ‘J
jR1ver and- back It 1s noteworthy that Matonabbee had
-;g;fwﬁpred1cted the excux51on would take "17 or 18 months" fkinﬁuﬁg
| h“tp(B42/a/80 f 23) As Hearne h1mse1f notes Matonabbee had
“(

‘Qbeen therzibefore (Glover 1958 224). From th1s perspect1ve,'i;l;

'htf,}the entir

trip to the Coppermxne fould be 1nterpreted as 'fﬁﬂ
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B. Trade at‘Churchill

’ Tradiné data‘for this time éeriod is pregenfed in
Tables 8 and 9. Table 8 presqnté tﬁe total Quaqtity (in
numb;rx 6: thg'items; primérily furs, presented for trade by
Indians.‘Agaihd thgy_grg labeiled "exchange .goods" in order

to distinguish them from the European trade items.

\
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The quantxtles of goods brought by Ind1ans was d1v1ded
at 1763 wzth the expectatlon that some useful 1nformat10n
Gould result The year 1763 was chosen because of its .
significance to Canadian history and because Bxshop and Ray -

(1976) des1gnated that year as the begxnnxng of the

-

-

"Compet1tive Trade Era. " Note the .decrease in beaver but the

phenomenal increase in castoreum, Such a chapge’suggests

“that the castoreum is now being saved for trade, rather than

used in trapping the beaver or disoardeo. Table 2 in Chapter
4 indicated that meny poundélof castoreum were traded before
1718, but Table 4 in Chapter .5 shows that only 63 pounds

wvere traded from 1718 40 in splte of the thousands of beaver

~k111ed for trade. In fact, whxle castoreum was listed on the

Comparative Standard at the rate of five pounds for one MB
<

during the entire period starting in 1741, it was not in

_ fact traded:until 1760.. o

The buffalo hides were traded in 1768 (1), 1771 (2),

»

© 1773 (5), and 1774 (4). These data u0uld indicate‘that

buffalo are not utxllzed to any extent However, "buffalo

" flesh™ vas also brought-

November 1752 8-Northern Indians brought 700 pounds

(842/3/40 £.23,23d) &
- Apr1l 1753, 14 Northern Ind1ans brought.420 pounds
~ (B42/a/40, 1. 4ed- B42/d/33,£.10d) . -
f‘ JFebruary 1755, 3 Northern Indxans brought 350 pounds
| '(342/a/44 £.20d;" B42/d/35,£.8)- |
?f.,May 1760 two. Northern Indxans brought 100 pounds

5‘;,‘



(1977:136). _'“\.

(B42/a/53 f. 39 B42/d/40 f 8d)

- January-1721, 16 Northern Indians brought 70 pounds
(B42/a/80,£.31bd) .
.The "buffalo” has ueually been assumed to refer to

muskox,.as mentzoned 1n Chapter 5. Muskox has the reputatxon

of belng an undesxrable meat in the eyes of Hudsdén's Bay.

Company servants. However, the prevalence of the supplyxng

of this meat ipdicates.that the later aversion (because of
its strong taste) was not a problem in the early ?ays of tbe
Hudson ‘s Bay Company. According to Graham, who was chief
factor at Churchill in 1774-75, thouéange ot oouhds of

frozen muskox meat were brought‘in early each winter as food

4

"for the men (Williams 1969:19). In fact, if the "buffalo"
© meat brough¥ by the Northern Indians was indeed muskox, some

~of it was highly prized: Jacobs sent a "hare and two buffalo

tongues as a gift to his fellow traéer at York Factory in
1762 (B42/b/8 £. 2) For that same yeav, at Baker Lake, theret
is reference to the Esklmo there hav1ng "St1nk1ng Bufalows
flesh which was not fit for 'us” (B42/a/58,f.15d). ?h1s

Statement could‘imply that muskox vas unsuitable'meat per. .

‘se, or that thxs partxcqlar muskox meat was. spoxled and
) therefore unfit for eating. Burch 1nterprets th15 meat to
| vhave been muskox, but he also 1ntenpre:s other usage of the

o term without the qua11f1er ( st1ﬁﬁfng ) to also mean muskox

rw

An\earl1er d1scu551on wr1tten by James Isham, who was a

: L

A_, ' ' . . .. . ‘ . . A




» v
.o~

~ -

" confuses the issue. He clearry distinguished”between

S

"bufflowe" and "another ‘beast whxch is not to ‘be found to

"\ the,Southward" (1b1d..155) The buffalo are' descrlbed as:

‘[hav1ng] Long talls, short Curl a ha1r, thh humpS\
on their backs... few if these moose or Bufflow aré
to be seen by the Sea shore, and Seldom any’ K:lld.,‘\
to the Northward of Churchill, tho' when the English'
first 'setled in these parts, they was plenty in Cv
these parts, but process of time and Contxnually R
Dwelling upon the Spott Occation’ d the1r trave111ng
further rn Land (1bid..154) ‘ : . _ o

It seems that Isham was referrxng to bzson, even thbugh the‘

' range is much further east than usually descr1bed (see Roei

1970:286).~Isham does not ‘use the term muskox but hlS

‘ descr1pt10n of the "Northward Bufflow (1bid..1§5} sounds‘

|

nhy ” RoV

'the meat.

In May 1773, ‘a far Northern Ind1an leader by the name

of Clusenelle,‘brought two buffalo heads of a. different f,g?

sort to what we, used to have here formerly \fl._ﬁ‘v ”:m

'(342/6/53 f 49d) Does thxs statement mean that the

]previously deSIQHated buffalo were muskox and that these‘“*’f

: buﬁfalo were b1son? Or v1ce versa?

RN
P

Several questzons can be posed"x' a

e g m—

-

ﬁ,reasonable. He also stated that the English are not fond of S



Churchill allow1ng for less lengthy and strenuous}jfﬁf"“'
‘ftransport? Accordxng to SOper (1941 360) the edge of
tithe eastern range ‘of the wood blsop was Peter Pond Lake.h;,

‘HiACCordlng to Isham (see above) they were formerly 1n |
the Church111 and York Factory area._ ’ " N |
A‘4;W.Or, could the use of bxson by Northern Indxans 1nd1cate‘7w$

. ‘that. they hunted more towards the west and were also

':d‘eff1c1ent transporters of hundreds of pounds of fresh or}?r

e ‘ﬂ.;”frozen meat7l | | B |

- . . . y [N . W

:ﬂAhswer ,to these quest1ons do not seem to be determxnable by":‘j

the h1stor1cal/arch1val record Isham s remarks are hiﬂf. e

- Pattlcularly confus1ng H1s observatlons are both
:IIIUStrated Wlth draWIngs and full of deta1ls such as lxsts e
,of words 1n;var1ous languages. (See R1ch's (1949) PUbllshed{fth
%versxon ) Obv1ously, Isham was a careful observer much g1venfm"f

J t& notatlon. His remarks are therefore part1cu1arly

- [}

7:1mportant. d;o}jf"V : ' A
Hearne frequently mentxoned muskox dn h1s Journal and "“f

"”‘f]d§4also d1st1nguzshed et'“enﬁmuskox and blson (Glov”r‘




“1nstances ~,1n,the name of a lake (1b1d..87), and 1n an’
‘;.account about k1111ng muskox but eatxng buffalo (1b1d..20)
' His' confusxon is also apparent 1n descr1b1ng thb ed1b111ty f

v

"of muskox as both wery unpleasant (1b1d..20) and good 1f the

‘d an1mal is a calf or - young heifer (1b1d..89) It is probable
that he meant only to 1ndicate that adult males ‘had a |
' dzst1nct unpleasant taste. It 15 apparent that h1s ed1t1ng
was not completed before his death prior to publicat1on. It

would seem log1cal to 1nterpret h1s usage of buffalo to
5\refer to either muskox or£h1son. The problem centers around

v

the 1 o s' ncy of usage by . Hearne and perhaps also by

others. One sxmply cannot always know wh1ch anxmal is meant.

Nevertheless Hearne spec1f1cally mentlons seexng many

musfo”ﬁthh1n 100 mzles of Churchxll (1b1d..87) That
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9 TRADE AT CHURCHILL 1741-74

k'x'

12

o )t
' A
. . v
'

GENERAL "/
CHARGE#*

TRADED

TOTAL"
EXPENSES*

 NATIVE
| EXPENSES

. r - .
/ADORNMENT
4224030 BAUBLES
" 14633 beads'’
2004
19139
1996

combs . - -
feathers

CLOTHING and FABRIC

‘ 72773b1ankets
16372 CLOTHING -
54963\FABRIC*;0

1122
5289

. 9 thread® °
46176

:TRIM=,,'?

consuuanpm GOODS
30998 ALCOHOL*

7“;:135366 tdbacco' -

<

13536 verm1l1on’7

"FCONTAINERS
13482 ;BOXES
79520 ketties‘

: ”’Guus and Accassonrns

290254 “flints

- 6378 guns long
3140
1751 ",short

collars =~ .. ¢

handkerchiefs

", medium .JYI""‘7

TOTAL

. 43222
. 2547
-.148
. 2745
280 -

12150
2593

17019

1299 -
S 148
T 9580,

8344:
» 39480‘
3374

1951.

9513

451oa
598:

} 1873j~

% of

GC+
19.3

17.4

oY T
“‘3‘0.0 ' k
14.0

29.5°
15,3
31.0
26.6
2.7
20.7 |

26,9
2902
24 .‘9“ 'A‘

14,5
~12.0
48,1
33,6

6817

713

3

916 -
1972
\39417

29

1854 -

13745

‘ 260;1
‘189671

’”725“7 \4557595

3 2604 Q,357;3.

575
11000

3.0
4.9

6.
50

12.6°
12.0
7.1
2.6
35. 1
°.29.8

,JTOTAL % of "
o Toces

~.3

811
8600

16067

“6486.
727

1 “ o
1 937

1893 "

B -..-.-‘v B

25 

e
o>
-

) . 3286
. 6966

2 317
4 188"
6 .3
3 gﬂfs&”f

ﬂifﬂ 26
25

‘GC

b

5.

5"
46.

¢« e e 9

© NP~

TOTAL % of

0
1

8‘.,

9




96252 * low East Indxa 24124'

f' 44080 h partrxdge

" 700LS,
8988

15016 "

. 14560
20960

10657. "

438

1369

- 21480
- 26046
v 2252
G, 23850
. 19377

.. 1043

© 629

920

Co221 0™
‘ 5158&

- 727
407,

~1H“TOOLS,)
| 47521
50610“
2130,
4602;
502 "

'"-4; LARGE”BLADES

4927

TABLE 9 CONTINUED

gl

3.8

42;5

3 4.3°3798"
.2080 4.7 23604 53, 5 18714
BASIC . .. o .. o f‘;- '
chxsels broad 2308 25.7 . 112  1.2 2L
ynarrow 4820° *32.1° 727 - 4.8 340
files . 6208 . 42.6 2372 '16.3 521
hatchets, m1d11ng 5906 28.2 ~ 815 3.9 804.
;small 2420 22.7 176 1.7 76
7;,square eyed 215 49.1 S
", trapping o, 398 2901 N
knives,box - 6329 @9.5 3528 16.4 3089.
-,Jagﬁ - 0 8334 32,0 2300 8.8 1870
,lalge~bﬂtchetv‘ 1240 10.7 - g o
",large long . 6419 :26.9 ' (1474 6.2 1285
",latge roach - 7117 36.7 D009 5.2 937
" large‘slbpe 108 .10.4‘H‘ O '
.,maple' 0132 2100
",small butcher .96 10.4.
,small long .  ° 86 :38.9._ .. '
,8mall roach 1948 37.8 94 1.8 94
",small slopg“ 96 13.2 . T
razors : 234 57.5 48 .11.8 . 36
‘OTHER" ‘ o T
awl blades 8384 17.6 1121 2.4 896
.needles 9314 18.4. 2643,‘.5,2 790
scissors . 6627 24,2 20 .7 .6,
.scrapers double‘ 1230 ' 26.7. - 88 1.9 24
,s1ngle T - 1 A A B

xpe sesagummary Qf expense éccount bfeakdown,g.;¢1 
‘applied: to natlves, in. whole or. 1n part R




As 1n the prevxous txme per1od -all categorxes 1n the
o General Charge were traded However,vonly razors were traded |
" in exdess of 50% of the General Charge. Not all goods were

I
also dxsbursed as expenses. Most of those were not expended

- at all exther for factory use’ or as ngts or payments to L .
Ind1ans. The one swordblade and thread are the except1ons. o
Feathers, thread twlne,‘and Brlstol and partrldge shot were pﬂ
‘; expended in amounts over 30% of the General Charge. Agaxn. :Md
:th1s percentiye Ls far hlgher than that 1n wh1ch they were ;
traded Alcohol 15 glven out.by the Company as fully as it

1s traded Long guns contlnue to be. more popular 1n trade

than short or med1um guns. The . narrow ice chxiels are traded
:more than the broad The Northern Ind1ans requested (June
d~1765) that the narrow ch\hels should ‘be made w1th sharp

-~ square poants (B42/a/62 fdgl) Sm1th (1975 397 398°

Q;1978-83)‘has suggestEd'tha the metal 1ce chlsels and the

, .twlne purchased 1n trade made w1nter 1ce frsh1ng an ea81er

”task The alterat1on to the ch1sels may have promoted their

~"T-V'USe 1n that way.,“

There was a phenomenal 1ncrease 1n the percentage of

n

quatlve Expenses durlng thlS t1me perlod There are many

,1tems on the llSt that are well over 50% of the General

4

"V;“QKCharge. Feathers and partrldge shot are over 40% Clearly

njfmuch more waS‘spent by the Company than 1n.the prev1ous

'V"f per1od. These f1gures may‘well renlect the attempt by the Hff”

"j{;audson smBay Company

Qure the Indrans away £rom theﬁf?f

| ’ffrnfluence of the(ipedlar5~
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. C. Northern lndxan Activxty at Churchzll

\

The documentatlon of the extent of Northern Indxan

\

1nvolvement at the Church1ll tradlng post 1s summar1zed in
F1gure 3 Agaxn, as ;n Fxgure 2 the extrapolated totals useg‘(
a value of f1ve for fam1ly szze and 20 for the 51ze of a

‘7gang when the prec1se number of 1nd1v1dUals<1s not g1ven.‘

i

;(Table 10, follow1ng,‘1nd1cates the number of famnl1es or ‘g;
xgangs 1nvolved and the1r month of arr1val at Churchxll )
“:‘\'BecaUSe famlly s12es were somet1mes spec1f1cally stated

o attempt was made to calculate the average famlly 51ze. Thls‘“

faverage would th%n be used when extrapolatlon was requxred a

“The year of Journal entrles used 1n the calculation of

-fam1ly 51ze as. well as the resultlng averages are lzsted L
“below: M‘{\ : S vd“'dv' .
B A 74T Apr11 12 fam11y of 4. 'h-
Sl e =0 1765, Jan. 6, fam1ly of 10.
.. 5" 1765, March: 5 ' family of- 9.;«_-
T 1765, April 11, average of 3. 75 ‘ T
o= 1765, April’ 18, agerage of 4. 6. J “,xﬁ,i e
= 1767, Decy 4, ‘average' of 2¢6 e E
.. = 1768, May- 8, average of 3, B
ff‘f}3g1769,ﬁApr1l 13, average: of 5 2 ;Sea e e
o= 31769~uApr11 26, average of 4. 5;' O T TR
=7 -1770, Nov, *12,  average of 6. % . -
Coen e U771, Jan 21 ~‘average of 8.
Ly }*,r'** SR p4771,‘Feb 16 average of 6.

”nnot be calculated thh statzstical accuracy,‘




'.L'

1mpact on the extrapolated totals.'

A& 1ndicated 1n regard to the prev1ous chapter this

summary 1s a tabulatxon of references to the arrxval of

Northern Indlans Omiss;ons by the recordzng trader are.

ot certa1n1y poss1ble} the numbers 11sted represent the m1n1mum;‘

number. As a tally was purposely taken ~we can- assume

reasonableﬂaccuracy. Indeed the sum of those Northern

Ind:ans thaﬁ came to trade 1s also l1ke1y to be more

3accurate than a tally of Northern Indlans who served ‘as Home

‘Indlans. - l”

'
)

f
B " '.\ ' . .

Whlle the total number»of Northern Indlans glven var1es -

e .

‘U,over t1me, a generallzat1on can be made to the effect that

as t1me progressed more Northern Ind1ans éame, and came more

‘ N

?

frequently. Th1s 1nterpretat1on is read1ly apparent in Table

10 o . : ’ “.’ ' - i - » | - ‘ “" . ‘;../-I.i’)'i‘.d‘d‘it




- = - ‘. - .
* o ) .' ’ ) - :4.‘ Lot ,‘
- - vL=-bvLt VTIHOYNHD LV IVAIHYY NVIGNI NYIHLHON OF e1qey
R ) e © g - . i R |@ B N
‘88-1Z/%/Tp8 VOGH :894n0S . A .
- - - - I - - -
. - . <. ysnBny snoyasad - -
. TU0T . +4E€EVE +3v+p +TL - - s . ) Ty z
+v z6 S o1 vy -8 v . & - ,
o by - LL - . Buow 12718 z L-
oEe - . 09 - T euow 59 - e, %4 . 1%
JE+LT - 9 4% Ly ey’ S
. - Bzey -] ‘8 "EE ¢ (4}
SE4LL - LY ivevL  +46+L27. 8L T 8 S v
. 98- = 6 E:13 oz~ b
ot LL- JOP+Gt  4OZ+0F ol
6% oT.. - T9 | L oL 6 © Ot :
9e ST 1e 7 . v - . . =
et . v9 . v - o] -1 € .
oL 66 -ty S v ¢ bE L -
: €8 . XIS AT | -4 s > oo
12 §Ot."- T9E . Th . .
I 14 ov . T8y - EV- ot i -
LE . 89 e, - 49+6 o - s
144 - SHL < S€. L - -
Lt oy 47 Toe - 4emT ¢ .
ze; 0L T 0§ - Lz 6 s - - €
88 - 14 69 S 14 . i )
i -9 . gb - 49ep T LE . N
- B 7 AN 4 gt J*lE €l )
ez 8 . e - .
i R --66 b z - - "3
oz ST T ®
o (o] R oz ) -
i ; -8t - 8] . -
- - zo. 6. - AN :
. T8t 48 6L : ‘ zi s
- ) €01t #9 4€ ek
- _ ~ ;\ ‘ﬂv -
- 991 - - ) - -
T 4y . SRt A o
SOV AN CINOR - - AVA JI¥dY  CHOHWYW T C834 . - NV




)

' ‘ - ’ "fﬂg 127
o ‘ o e, . .

Van

o

A comparison-with'Taﬂle 6 in the previous chapter'ehowsn

.

that Northern Indxans are coming to Churchxll over a greater

part of the year. Two important time perlods are evxdent -

_November and June/July thle the sﬁmmer season has the
highest number of arrzvals at the beglnnlng of~thls time
‘period, the number of Northern Indxans arrxvxng rn the fall
doés 1ncrease OVer time. Note that whxle the totals are
relatxvely hlgh ‘compared to the prevxous time period, they
.stxll flugtuate a great deal ‘The number/month may well

1ncludelthe_arr1Val of several parties during‘that month. .

I

'”Sucg reéordé were used to taliy‘the'total number/month but
i’wege*not deemed sngn1f1cant for the analysxs in this study.
. Névertheless 1t should be noted that sometlmes several small"’
ﬁﬁgroups arrxved ‘in one month, e. g., groups of/lw 43, 27, end

26 in June of 1744° one large ‘group of 105 arrxved in June

t

- of# 1748. . R - | | R
oA The usual obseryatxon made 'by the journal wrmter was -
szﬁﬁlar to the followzng examples taken from 1747-48: |
© - .8 Northern Indian arrxved Nov. 5, tbe armourer mended“
thexr guns they left that nzght (B42/a/29 f.12). f
$
o and two days later all ‘but two had gone~ these two '*'f
stayed to hunt geese. (1b1d £.29- 29d). - B

].

- a fam1ly of four Northern Ind1an arr1ved Apr;l 17 to

.hunt geese (1b1d f. 30)

- on Apr11 20 two ﬂorthern Indxan came to trade and. left

the next mornzng (ibid. £ égd) 1\_};1’\ﬁ
R v S

45 Northern Indlan arr;ved Apm1l 10, guns vere mended" 5'

/



4

- 48‘Nortnern Indians arrived June/égi traded and left
"immediately" (ibid. f.38d).
Similar observat'ons'were frequently repeated in the
[ .

jourhals. The duratie stay at the fort was usually
,lonoeg during the wxnter sea;i:T\Qhe snorter summer duration
j,.is perhaps due 'to the possib;ity of altercations with other
Indlans durlng ‘the summer, or perhaps'occurred because the
"vfactor was busy then and hurried the trading procedures. As
'well Northern‘lndxans.who came a long distance were
probably xn a greater hurry to leave. It was my observat1on
Ao in almost all cases mentloned in the journals that the usual
practise was to leave the day after arr1val or even the
,even1ng of the same day, dependxng on txme of day of arrxeal
.and the size of the trading party
However, others stayed longer. This was sometimes the
: N o
case early ih this time period For example, in October and
November of 1749‘ two groups of 20 and ezght respect1vely,

did not leave unt11 three days 1ater (B42/a/32 £. 11d 3).

Moreover, this practlse seemed to occur more frequehtly over

‘Jthe years. ln November of 1773 three out of fpve groups
stayed ‘for. three ys; 1nc1ud1ng a Iarge group 0f 80

”.(842/a/88 £.7- 7d) Even so, as the day of 1eav1ng is not
prec1sely 1nd1cated more rxgorous analyszs was not
“undertaken. The s1tuat1on 1n the records may well reflect
the t1me dlfference between the actual leav1ng and the txme

of writing in the Journal entrles.rf

B I

128

1
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There is a‘definite association made between Northern
Indians and: the category of Home Indians. The Northern L
'<Ind1ans were li}ely to be those who partlcxpated in the fall
_ and spring goose hunti Entire families were involved - the
men‘hunting*wthe women and children picking‘and cleaning the
' geese as well as transporting the carcasses to the fort for
further proceSsing.'However, the.horthern Indians were
reported to be inefficient goose‘hunters ~ poor marksmen who'
wasted‘ammunition (B42/b/18,f:15d).
Considerable 1nformat1on is given as to dxsease among
the Northern Indians. An ep1dem1c of "flux" (1.e., ‘“f
dysentery)‘caused many deaths in the area 1n-1749—50'
(BQZ/a/32,£.2§:§3f362), The‘Churchilliregion experienced
measles, reportedly‘for the tiret_time, in‘17§ﬁl
(B42/a/36,f,6i). In'17563many‘1ndians from North River (not
:identified as to group) died‘from fever'andepain i
(B42/a/46 f£. 33d) PleufJSy or some related illness resulted
“in many deaths in the area in the w1nter of 1768ﬂ69 In -
November,<25 Northern IndlanS'dled (B42/a/74 f 13). A letter
wfxtten in January stated that 30 had dxed and many more
‘awete s1ck (B42/b/15 f. 3) W:despread serlous illness’ is
' reported for the followzng v1nter also. There are repeated
references to szckness among Home Ind1ans, trad:ng Ind;ans, | f‘/ﬁhi
and Hudson s ‘Bay Company men to the end of the Journals read" o
for thls study. Epidemxcs and deaths in the 1nterzor were '

probably not recorded as accurately or ‘as frequently by the

.

Europeans on the coast.n
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The Northern Indian Trade
As noted'previous;y,fthe value of the trade from,

Northern Indians is not usually’distinguished from that of

trade with'others}-HOwever, there are some useful statements

~

whxch glve pertlnent information.:

; For 1755 trade is reported as bexng very low except . for
thatvthh Northern Indians, who brought the trade up to a
value of 13000 MB (B42/b/1b,f.5). A similar‘dépendenc? on

trade with Northern Indxans is reported for 1759

-~

(B42/b/4 £.3). The 1768 tradxng year is also noted as belng
successful only because of the Northern Indian trade:

(The Southern Indians produced only 5000 MB and were
unreasonable in their demands] so that the Major °
.part of our trade is from the northern Indns who has
asserted themselves much to my Satisfaction for
which they was well rewarded Our Trade at present is
12200 & odd made Beavr in which is 4400 Martins and
.78 Bundles Parchment Beaver” (B42/b/14,£.82).

In 1744 Moses Norton stated in his Journal""

1 have done my utmost to 1ngrat1ate myself 1nto the
“.good ‘opinion of those natives, by kind and. equztable
,deallng with them, I. find they do not get above.one.
half value for their goods. I am. certain Your' ‘
‘Honours know nothing of it. Why should there be any
~ .difference between the Southern and Northern
'f’Natlveﬁ? (B42/a/88 £. 20) e "

Perhaps th1s Journal entry is Norton 8 attempt at

‘rat1ona1izing h1s faxlure to produee an overplus for the

‘”3Company for two years.~1t may also 1nd1cate that the actual :

i] Standard of Trade used w1th Northern Ind1ans charged them

.T‘more for European goods‘than that pa1d by Southern;lndlans. ﬁﬂff*ﬁ

‘-Such a 81tuat1on would be a sevete change fro that

@ presented prev1o¥sly, in wh1ch Northern Ind1an traders were \Qf




N

favored (see Chapter 5 ‘part. 2)
Detaxls from the expense account (Table 11) g1ve some:

1ndicatlon of whaﬂ Northern Ind1ans brought to trade, as

'"iwell as. showxng some of the Services they performed for the

-b?Hudson s Bay Company Meat,‘fat, and leather are llsted most

| frequently.h"Travelllng refers to tr1ps taken on behalf of '

the . Company,‘usualiy to Esk1mo Poxnt or on the sloop.‘

l‘"Encouraglng meant trade promotlon. The "fxttxng out" noted“

for 1771 referred to 1nd1v1duals bexng provided w1th goods
for the goose huntlng season. The 1768 entry for both

Northern Ind1ans and Esk1mos was made 1n reference to

prov1d1ng 1nstruct10n 1n trapplng. ‘The payment for' care"

prOV1ded 1n 1772 con51sted of many 1tems pa1d to’ Matonabbee 1
for Hearne s safe return (B42/d/52 £. 13d) Unfortunately, ’

there 1s no 1ist1ng of what furs were used to pay for whlch K

vtrade good5° only occasionally are such detalls noted 1n the'

i .
expense account. Agaxn d1st1ngu{§y1ng between Northern and E

Southern‘Ind1an expenses 1s only poss1ble for some entrxes,l'“

herefore such a tabulat1on KE not 1nc1uded here.,wufﬂ
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“‘g‘YEAR ~

‘1750W

- 1751w,

1753
1754

. 1754T.

‘1755w

f1758w
1759w

17897
L 1760W

1760T

1761w

.‘~i7e:w\

©763

1765w
1765T

1766w,
| 1766T

76w
L1767

RECIPIENT

.NI”

NI

NI
I
NI . leader

‘NI 'leadetr . .

NI

NI

I+NI.“

'NI; leader
NI . leader -
NI 7
"NI. - o
NI 1eadere~
T+NI/7 ‘
D R I
17630

Nx"'

'I+Nf
NI leader ,

I+NI

. NI, leader ,
NI leaderﬁ“
N

INI

‘1NI leader R
‘NI leaderg,‘

fI+N1
NI - P\
o NI leadeer
. QJ7GQWC
ot N
‘-"i:gNI+leaderw‘.,

I+NI

‘i]xxnn

o ;paymenf‘

payment

‘payment
- payment:
gift
- gift.
- payment
. payment .
.. ' payment
o.gift
- gift
‘payment
- ,gpayment'
- gift 3
‘- payment.
. . payment .
- payment

payment
‘payment

payment

' payment;>«'
cgifr o

; payment g
‘@payment

‘gxft L C
ﬁ‘g1ft+payment‘],
‘:’payment
gugf,payment
CoLA gitt
4N1+Esk1m05,lx‘ L gl

. meat
.mbat leather

meat fat’
W‘encourag1ng
‘hunt1ng,meat
.travelling -
. meat, leather
-ﬁencouragxng
. . meat - B
.j,encouragxng

"hunting ) f';.‘rﬁe

Table 11: EXPENSES RELATED 0 NQRTHERN INDIANS 1741 74
‘ ”“f*REASON Ll

meat fat leather-”

\‘s'meat fat,leather
. meat, fat, leatﬁerf
. meat, leather -

.. meat,sled -

meat, fat, leather'
meat, fat‘

":hunt1n S
‘meat, flSh fat L
“dre551ng skxnsf"

travell1ng LR
meat, fish ‘;,f'“

”¢j¢;1nstruct1on ST
Ll meaty leather .‘,T;ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ
Soomeat) SRR
”jfhuntzng

"ifjtravellzng

T2 P

o meat fish, fatnwu“\“t




1773w IfNIl‘_f‘ﬁ'. - payment . ' ‘meat fxsh 1eather‘
‘ 1773T CI#NT payment ,'"J;'}4-Mhunt1ng ‘
1773 NI leader ,:‘; ngt AR ST
W 'ﬂw1nter season “(Aug.. to" April/ﬂay)
. T . trading season (April/May’ to Aug )
I (Southern) Indians. R
~ NI . " Northern.Indians "~ = B - gfl , . , .
_HBC Company ' servants .. . 7. source: HBCA

C+ . B&2/d/21-54. -

Bes1des furs, Northern Indians contlnued the practzse

Iﬁfof br1ng1ng meat for trade.,This 1nc1uded ven1son or deer‘ ;
ﬂmeat, tongues and hearts, beaver ta1ls, buffalo flesh, and f
"7fhares. Fxsh and fat were brought also.;"Snow shoe knltt1ng
esriand "leather" were add1t1onal supplles that came from localht‘?
“lﬁ_resources harvested by the Northern Ind1ans and hrought to F”H

"'i;the fort Much meat was supp11ed 1n th1s way.,Ferdznand

“vf\ﬁJacobs wrote 1n February 1756 that the Northern Indzans had‘htﬁo”

' f'brought 3500 pounds of fresh deer meat (B42/b/1b f 2) Some~v'
“Jhwfother examples of large amounts of Ven1son (probably e

“E}fcarxbou) brought by Northern Indxans are 1zsted below-‘h'

e
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the meat to Esk1mo P01nt 'and exchange the1r meat for the {
trade goods they would normally purchaSe at Churchzll Thxs
practise was 1n1t1ated by Moses Nortop in . 1765
(B42/a/62 f 69) in order to procure venxson as well as. a
yi‘ promote trade thh the Esk1mos, who ‘were osten51hly hampered
1n trad1ng by thelr fear of. the Northern Ind1ans. To rectlfy Af
thzs 51tuatzon the Northern Ind1ans vere delegated to make ,““
peace. They were reportedly very pleased to be trad1ng "So
Neare there own Countray (B42/a/63,.f 16d) ‘
The Kam1nur1ak car1bou herd was no doubt the source of

, the meat. Indlans huntlng 1n Keewat1n could have taken the
 a u
meat to the COast and st1ll cont;nued to hunt durxng the
\ .
same season. That Northern Indlans hunted ﬁor carlbou north :

of Church111 1n the summer was also recorded in 1762 - some

were said to lzve 18 mlles north of Egg szer, d

(Béz/a/58 £, 4) In 1766 Northern Indlan and Eskimos ‘ii"t"?‘;

reportedly hunted.deer (carlbou) togeth at a large lake 50 |
- | m11es west of Esklmo Po1nt (B42/a/64 f 12d) |

L e v
Tare T e e e e

o, I“£°rmat1°“ Regardxng Northern Indxan sttr:butxon (Vﬁ'“”

A o The mater1al presented abOVe relates to Northern Ind1an

".mﬁ act1v1ty as reported at Church111 dur1ng thlS tzme perxod ﬂ;f:}k




o 1"'3;%“ ]
, were 1nvolved in the sloop trade and those who travelled a SRR
}d'great dxstance to come and trade. Sometxmes th1s d15t1nct1onﬂ |
'd‘f'ls made w1th the use of a def1n1ng adject1ve as 1n':near ‘.“Wn
'Northern Indzan" for example, but om1551on of the adject1ve‘
) may or may not be sxgn1£icant. *_‘d"” eh, "‘“t jl L
| Somet1mes th1s dxst1nct10n is made 1n regard to their | ‘

‘ ‘!’-’ v-.l
trayel dlstance from Church;ll For example, in 1767 80A '

‘-Northern Indians, 1nclud1ng a leader who brought a map and al‘
| sample of copper, arr1ved 1n August.‘They were “far" Indlans
fhand thus could not come to trade agaxn for ‘two ofF’ three
‘”‘years (B42/a/67 f 63) Idotlyazee, who 1s cred1ted along
; with Matonabbee wzth draw1ng a map of the country north of’
‘ Z'Church1ll (HBCA G 2/37- see Warkent1n and Ruggles | _
flL&?O 90 91) 15 descrlbed as "the Leader of ye Nearhand‘
| Northern Ind1ans" (B42/a/53 f 13) 5’: i ﬂ}~};~r |
| The clearest reference found whlch po1nts to a‘ e ‘fj{;_d
\.d1st1nct1on between those who came every few years and those : i

@f»j who were closer 1s fonnd from 1772 (B42/a/86 f 19d). In thlS

entry, seven Northern Indlans all w1th only a few furs,,

“leerevxdent1f1ed as haV1ng;been at Churchzll already that




| .At‘thé endAof'July 17Si three men and two women came.“
" as. part of g group of 36 Northern Indlans, these tzve
“represented a group wh1ch usually traded with Southern
Ind1ans (B42/a/55 f. 45 45d) and came v1a land from an’ area "51
"fywlth a large river w1thout any falls (B42/b/8 f. 4). Some o
others from the same group arr1ved 1n July 1762 thav't1me
l@ w1th an account of the Beaver vaer Ind1ans hav1ng kllled
1‘gsome of the1r number (B42/a/56 £.420). 0 ‘,;",] L
There are’ also many references to other groups. In July
u1759 40 Northern Indlans ahd e1ght Southern Ind1ans arrxved
,'f"' . ‘together to trade. The Southern Indzans were descrxbed as.

.m

Strangers of a D1ﬁ‘grent Tr1be to any that Comes CORT
Here to trade 'but Returnd the 34 Day after on Acctt.
‘ a .'of one of . the Southern Ind1ans fallxng Lame C
L - ~,(B42/a/52 f 42d).,_ : '

ThlS amb1guous statement by Jacobs is somewhat
‘clar1f1ed in a letter wr1tten on August 15 whlch states
"’thae seven Southern Indlans came "by land" thh a gang of
‘:'-Northern Indlans. Thay had been accompanied by ezght "Inland

'ijcheth1nnues"- but as one Southern Ind:an became lame,‘they

: Mfgfreturned w1th h1m (Baz/b/4 f 5d) Jacobs;further notes that

"“T’

““4J»both Southern and Northern Indzans have promxsed to bring
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N

l‘Ventre, but that J. C. Ewers has descrxbed 1t as a Cree termf.

"for the Sars1 as well as the Blood and Gros Ventre. The

""ISars1 are Athapaskan speakers (Jenness 1963 324 325) Th1s ;

. archlval reference may well substantlate the1r c1a1m to a:

. more northern reg1on of occupat1on 1n the protohlstor1c ‘ "f‘

"perlod Conversely, 1t could also 1nd1cate that Northern

' Indians r;nged consxderably south ‘of the tranS1t1onal zone” f

ﬂ”between the boreal forest and ‘the tundra. As well these
;NorthethInd1ans were perhaps a d1fferent band of Ch1pewyan‘j;‘\
‘from those who usually ‘came to Church1ll To gﬁmpllcate thxs
l‘matter .even further, Asch notes in: hls d15cuss1on on the

P

fSlavey Indlan? (1981 348) that Turnor in 1791 stated that

'f‘Cree referred to- Great Slave Lake by the same. term.“*“

...to the Slave Lake called by the Southern Ind1ans

- (the Arch-a~thin~nu or Wau-coh ‘Sack~a-=ha-gan or’
x.<51ave Lake ‘and: by the: Chepawyans Thlee-chaug-a Too a.
oor. Dog sz Lake)...(Tyrell 193"399)-.a“ o

o i
o Isham again confuses the 1ssue by referrlng to
V*“Earchethinues" who never came to the coast except as slaves

‘ef"of the SoUther'ﬂ'ndxans. He stated that"“’“flaﬁﬁ?ler;Qf];,ffjh

. ”,?;where the Spanxards .
he.same ;me does not v




Copper Northern Ind1ans are also ment1oned - they lived -p”
nclose to the sea and were: vlsxted by Matonabbee who had been
sent to encourage them to trade (B42/a/59 f. 446) B
’ descrlptlon.of a large rlwer thh many black and whxte"
'*-whales at its mouth was glven by the w1fe of an Uplend L
'\Indzan, a "Slave by War (B42/a/60 f 64) That same year
>'1764, a Northern Ind1an who had not been at Church111 for'
:three years,‘reported the follow1ng 1nformation to Moses
l'Norton (B42/a/60 £ 67d) . | . o B
r' lr“There were tw%,copper mines wzthia large rxver between
“:them‘olose to the sea, (Norton.calls it the |
. Klscachewan ) o R ‘l
P ‘2,: Esklmos also use this copper for .their harpoons.
| ,3; nThe sun never sets there 1n June. He had v151ted a
strong tr1be called Dog R1b Ind1ans. |

1

‘e'Three Dog R1b Ind1ans came to Church1ll 1n the company of 42

o,Northern Indzans 1n July 1766 (B42/a/64 f 45) Thezr

l"‘--lamguage was descrlbed as very dxfferent from that”of*the1“
‘-'fQENorthern Ind1ans but apparently understood albe1tﬁnttn'”

: --.;‘,v‘,,‘;“'jd1ff1cu1ty. _' <. v

An. the Journal entry for the txme when Hearne:leftfforriff

'fd‘éieii_'opeaf




f makzng thezr own ball and shot from copper rather than

trad1ng for lead shot (loc..cxt) A ?~‘g7' B

r

[
o,



e e e A
T ... VII. Summary of Research on.Trade
|. o . ) . } .‘ “l " ) | ) : . 1\ L ‘ . b. . . ‘., ’ ‘ ‘ . ) . I R

A. Indxan Exchange Goods | fi-‘“‘ Lot L

As stated above, 1t 1s possxble to separate Northern‘ .

-Indlan 1nvolvement only 1n part thle there 1s a’ record of -

[

some of the trade goods that were acquzred by Northern

Indlans,vthere 1s no s;mzlar record of the furs that were

DT frecelved That 1s, the chxef factor d1d not separate the
sj““glm'w sources of the furs and other nat1ve commoditles that he.

ff\f“'f tabulated ‘3‘ - "flf '%‘”f e g;}f 3‘f‘ | "‘&'%.:“lp
.\ - t ‘ . ‘ [ VA e Ve , . ' L “
e ‘ ' However,‘as the k1nd and quant1ty of furs is recorded

an attempt was made to establlsh a relatlonbhlp between the
$furs recexved and the record of Northern Ind1ans that came
to Church1ll in any one tradlng year. Wh1le soph1sticated !

~ a

L -;“statlst1cal analyszs could have been undertaken,,doxng so"

N3}fwas not con51dered esse‘ l for thls thes;s; Accordzngly, _“f

””aﬂffgraph1c,presentat1on o: the k1nds of pelts traded 1n the~;;“g‘”

coat half

fffThese pelts area beaver”fwhole parchment




cbrrelatxon was relled upon.

Cro ‘ ‘
‘Furthermore, the ayaxlabxlxty of var1ous fur-~ bearing

.anxmals varxes depend1ng on- the fluctuatxon in the1r own

’ '\

_ blologxca%§Cycle. That xs ~the animals are not prevalent in

ﬁ‘ M’,ﬂ &
the forest ‘in equal numbers over the years, but theif ‘

jnumbers vary consxderably based on thexr own cycle, the

»

cycle of the1r prlmary food resource, and various cllmatxc

'factors. Estab11sh1ng a relatxonshxp between the trend in

numbers of Northern Indians who traded at Churchlll and the ‘

trend in the number of pelts traded is d1ff1cult - and ‘ :“;
0

’properly the subject .of another research study T6

" study indeed’

L)

understand the predator prey relatxonsh1ps in- the fodd)\"7h

‘ chaxns~1nvolued.1n dthe central subarctlc-blome is a complex

™

In addition, the matter of natfve'use'of, adaptation

rto,,and alteration of the faunal and floral resources needs .

cons1derable study. That the Indran populatxon was not a

passxve explolter of the enﬁxronment but was actlvely :

minvolved 1n ma1nta1n1ng and even: alterxng that envzronment
by the use of f1re ‘has been documented by Lewxs (1977)
*‘Unfortunately, there is no 51m1lar ethnograph1c work from

‘ 'the exghteenth century but the p0551b111ty of Indlan use of

[

‘£1re 1n the early fur trade perlod is é% sign;fxcance in

interpretzng records of: £urs traded The matter of Indxan

.1nvolvement 1n resource management 1s a provocat1ve 1ssuea

o

Even a cursory examznatzon ‘of Figures 4 5 .6, and 7

L 1nd1cates that trade 1n MUstflldae and trade in. Caston d1d :

T . B . M . - . . . L “
>3
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hﬁﬁ‘]d;’ not follow the same pattern. Trade in the var1ous grades of

‘ beaver pelts followed a s1m1lar pattern (thh whole |
parchment beaver predom1nat1ng) Th1s pattern was one of

- escalatxon untxl 1739 followed by a gradual and cont1nued
decrease. There was cons1derab1e fluctuat1on overlthe txme
per1od but the trend is clearly one of 1ncrease unt11 1739
and then a decrease. ThlS pattern contrasts remarkably thh
the general 1ncrease already noted in the numbers of ‘

| Northern Ind1ans who tame to trade at Churchlllm(Fxgures 2
and 3) vr‘,t: N *m“ :t't', e .,.f “tf” 'fﬂfff

On the other hand trade in Mustelldae pe}ts was"d\

dszarent Otter and wolf pelts'were traded m1n1mally but
marten pelts 1ncreased dramat1cally after 1741, albelt wzth

llwpf; \equally dramatlc perlods of decrease A probable reason for ﬂ :
, these decreases 1s theﬁfluctuat1on 1n the b1olog1cal cycle

of martens. a;; f, ‘.’-; ‘:kapﬁ.g e Aaa h')n*‘g,ﬂ;wﬂp

\

B
However, to assume that fluctuat1on reflects cycl1c§l

o

varlabxllty but a steady trend 1nd1catas humanu1nterventxon
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‘fbetween any of these f.r;\and the Northern Ind1an populat1on

b; tradzng at Church111? Th eyeball method" clearly suggests rd“
l‘h’there xa not as none of the species exh1b1t the same |

'i.;ﬁ - pattern ‘of 1ncrease over t1me. It would be equally 1mportant !

lfto have comparatlve data for the numbers of other Ind1ans

who traded at Church111 1n order to make a correlation that

7.wou1d be mean1ngfu1 | C :
Is there a p0551b1e explanation for the change after

.11740? The hlstorlcal answer would be that the advent of the'

,,(

'mErench traders 1nto the western interzor 1n 1741 was a"

ot

-

,epr1mary factor in; the decrease of the number of beaVeripeltséifu*
'dithat vere traded at Churchlll after that tlme.vIn otherkff
WOrds, the Hudson s Bay Company 1ost much of 1ts trade to fﬂ
'ulfthe new rlvals That 5elat1onsh1p is a well known fact of
-éthe Canadian fur trade. Of 1nterest heré)1s the early date ;

, f&for when““hurch1ll was aifected. The decrease in’ 1740 marked KPR

.,fthe beginn;ng of the downqard trend 1n the beaver trade.
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‘lprecursor of the operat1ons of the Northwest Company whxch
in’ effect began its trading operatzon 1n the west from the
ff ﬁ:mmwestern end of Lake Superxdr. d‘ | | : V f o
rlv." . If the French had nd% yet developed thxs method of
:handllng the logist1cs of the fur trade, then perhaps thezr
restabllshment 1n the 1nter10r 1s even earller than 1741
r well the matter of the French effect on the Hudson s Bay
“j{Company trade could theoretlcally be of s1gn1f1cance to the
' trade 1n other specxes, but, 1nterest1ngly, it 1s J ”_ |
establlshed only 1n the case of the beaver pelts.l”V ﬂﬂ \‘g f
B Account1ng for the dramatlc 1ncrease 1n lynx\and marten(
1d%flff ffor the same perlod 1n whxch there 1s a slgn1f1cant decrease

\'v v

’;"1n trade in’ beaver pelts 1s dlff;cult The ava11ab111ty of

ﬂf,the anlmals themselves is certa1 T“f;;hp§fgahc¢ bﬁtfwf

'*?factors other than natural cycles must also be taken 1nto
f«,“vy‘fefaccount. The trade preferences of the Hudson s Bay Company o

”'Jhrxvals and of the Company 1tself c0u1d also be relevant. Mffff




"“f‘small metal tigls were often traded 1n h1gh numbers. ?‘;ftdwﬂ"ff

."' S - T vt . . - 0 o | .
o i ; L o L } . L D : P s
o1

geographical region ut1lxzed 1n the elghteenth century by a e

"jpartzcular fur bearxng an1ma1 1s to be determ1ned.‘It 1s
‘?1mportant to note that 1n sp1te of the many ambzgu1t1es,

'\'Northern Indxans did 1ncrease thezr 1nvolvement w1th

v

f‘Churchill even 1£ we cannot determlne the klnd of pelts that-ha‘
‘d they brought. :_N’tﬁlif‘: ’ft . [' } - O .
‘th European Trade Goods ge_é;,"nﬁd»g S . ;‘ - W”'.{
J" Hearne s general statement that Northern Ind1ans were |
:otsat1sfied w1th trad1ng for a hatchet, ch1sel fxle,-and
*hfknlfe (Glover 1958 51) would be regarded as a reasonably

yfaccurate statement about Northern Indzan trade based on; the/-“

'tables present:ng that trade, wh1ch have demonstrated that

v
6

: fﬁHowever, those tables do not dzst1ngu1sh between Northern i




v, e, . oy . L ) o
\ . ] . o . 3 . f f t

o

h\f‘j These categor1es are arbxtrary. They are based on

iﬂf*[u“ffd flxntended functlon, that 15. the. functlon 1ntended by the
Yo Europeans at’: the tzme of manufacture. Anothbr classificatxon

g&;?d" B ;could be based on' the kxnd of mater1a1 and the quantxty of ~‘d'

i _y7‘m"ﬂurmater1al An example of such a procedure would be to group o
\'all metals by type and amount so that one could assess the'
| quantxty of new (not prevzously avam&able) materxal that

.could have been ut111zed as 15 or modzfxed by the nat1ve AR
| ~ N
;purchaser. Such a.categorxzat1on would also be more 2

4 i

‘meanlngful archaeolog1c11y as often 1t 1s the d1scarded

*w‘p1eces that are preserved not the ent1re plece. However.

:;.such an assessment 1s far beyond the s?ope of thlS paper. glpﬂ
‘HlThe spec1f1cat10ns of the trade goods -‘thelr materzal

LT ﬂ51ze, we1ght, method of manufacture, etc. - 1s a study in

7ff1tse1£ gﬁﬂj‘f1‘7lfg,V”jﬁ¢ﬂ'luj ";3,4 e
SRR LE ; = e -“»»l.‘;"“l“g‘:;»
- Therefore, 1n order to analyze the trade goods 1n some’~

'.~~.-

' R

(8rel1m1nary way, the categor1es mentioned above were Q_‘;w)v~“*”




T e e e
' ) ‘ v N . . v | : o . ' ot ! .

n ) -

:that were glven/pazd to Northern Ind1ans. Examxnatzon of the‘
h.tables shows that most of the goods }gre traded in greater
hfhamounts over t1me ahd also that the quant1t1es g1ven/paxd to
‘]Northern Ind1ans also 1ncreased over t1me. Note that there t

.‘~:are four groups of years for wh1ch Northern Ind1an expensns"“‘
‘h‘were not 1nc1uded 1n the records 7 1727 29 1733 35 L
“bd1742—44 and 1745 57 _That, 1s, they were not. d15t1ngu1shed

l

‘dn the records from other Indxans For those years, as well

‘

L

| as for all others, Northern Ind1ans wvere 1nc1uded as
reczplents of the goods, but the amounts spec1f1cally
applzed only to them were not d1fferent1ated In fact
because Northern Ind1ans were frequently comblned w1th other .

-

Indxans and even thh the Hudson s Bay Company personnel 61n

"'i add1t10n to being speczfzcally ment1oned) the total

e

expenses for Northern Ind1ans 1n Tables 12 through 21 must‘ ‘

ﬂ be 1nterpreted as the m;nzmum auant1t1es recelved hy the

w‘1ch wEre nothtraded = that is"furs were not rece1ved 1n



’
N

‘uvnnr\m\wv‘mﬂ,«um:. :@aunos s o ) e T N S T
e{qQel | RAR @3Iep OU 831vd|pul wxcfm wouconmm co_ncm c;o:«;oz >_co-z .nmucanxo .auo«nxw _uaun...ummh -

; .

o
-0 T T TepLk S nd I TP N £ ¢
- -0

vovT .. - -zeer . . .. . o oe. - - T S : u”oww oI T D el BALY -
. ozLr o ozwe . - vi - 1 A SRR T Y 1 &
’ [4: T SR T - zeee - . R | S5 L R 1 1 : AT LT [ @9-99L%.
£8¢g 1> -1 A e - Y X S CwRS - S SG9=E9LL
R -2 2 -BETT : Lo . L2120 £ .: ,«w-owsr
o8 - - - - zesy - = . -f S - Y 7 A
o-Teve ¥4:1% N Lk . 608 o
_ gez - -T2 AR A S TR £ 1 I
Loz - - 0 9kke - T LT o R * -1
966 . -~ porz’ ) LT AR - (S B « - 1
86s- .. .-.zee€ . T . R 4 TN -7 X SRR
6Lz - . . .vi0E ) T S e T 180
BT 1 SR T LEYT ) LR S ¥ AN -1 1 4
-1 >] - eseT. - vl P O A PTE R £ > S
. 88 - ... 7 . BZLL - - R o} T - I BRI « o T JE
- - azsT - . . ’ e ; ey - NS 15 :

"-o
™

: ) ) - - wNIQwa
. N - AR - - R T IR k71 .
- T9 _ .- ovaE - R LT el T L OBLE
: - - SIAINN Lo T - - S T s34 S T e

o . ) v
- 0 - e I YA S R4
: 9

- #0E - B : 1Y 2 oo -60% T . . 08S - T .o oo YL-BLEN.

- z9t . - zEos . s 6 . L R 2 7 YRR @ 1 BOLL

-, EOb - B 1141 o 0 . R X R ¥ < R - 173 £

L , - €05 - . z . e~ E8E RT3
LE . R YV A B N A e s A S, ao-owpr

g9 N VI (o1 I . 8-1/ [ 4 - A B P -1~ 7 1V 1§

: e - ! : L [ N - -1 ¢ -7 4

" EG=ISLL

I T
SLe - oy . '

80§ . . .. 684 -
~ 7o - SIIHOLWH - -

X3 o e N

« - P




"It is. obv;ous frém?examxnxng Table 12 that the ch1sels

hatchets, fxles ang- knxves were popular trade items,

particularly the knxves. There is a general 1ncrease over

t}me in the quantity traded and recexved from the expense

. account

Several unUsual cxrcumstances are apparent- the 409

chxsels expended in 1772 74 compared to only 20 specif1cally

\expended for Northern Indians; the 1855 files expended from

1745 47 thh none of these expended on only Northern Indlans

(the expenses for all Indians for those three years totalled

i only 17) e o ‘ o ;

1

Several observatlons can be made.’

Items received on the expense account were not
'necessarlly important trade items. That is, if the

vere rece1ved for serv1ces rendered or paynént for

o

.. or. gxfts,‘zt was apparently not necessary to ‘trade

~,Expen5es’for'NorthA

‘the- total expenses

thosg,items alsol :

.

n‘lndians“were,a'small portion

\

' The quant1t1es ‘in- the ekpense account var1ed

P o

con51derably over t1me..f.,

fjfL1terally hundreds of pounds of metal reached the

“lfh1nterland 1n.¢he early fur trade perxod

In 1nterpreting the stat1st1cs, 1t is. 1mportant to

been dxfferent fnGm 1ntended functzon.‘

o

.D .

goods
meat

for

of -

.remembe? that actual functabn of 'this metal’ may have;

155
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_ Table 13‘demonstratesﬁa;tendenoy fOr_inoreased trade in

. guné'and'acceSSOries~overxtime. It is notable'that guns,

gunworms and. powder horns were only 1nfrequently glveh/pald

to Northern Indians. The quant1t1es traded&and even l1sted

ton the total expense account are con51derab1e however. By

, 'compar1ng~Table 13 thh F1gures 2 and 3 (whzch show the

numbers of Northern Indxans com1ng to Churchlll) an'
1nterest1ng correlat1on between the numbers of Northern

Indxans and the trade in guns becomes apparent The peak

" years EOr total number of Northern Ind1ans comxng to

Churchill were 1764 to 1768 The years 1766 to 1768 1nd1cate

: consxderable quant1t1es of flxnts, powder and shot were

”upowder horns.dIn fact, that same

L 4

o

o expended on Northern Indians buj no gufis, gunworms and

threé-Year period indicates
the highest amount over all for Northern Ind1an  expenses for

lxnts (but. not so for the powder and shot) It is

t

"

. 1nterest1ng that gunworms and powder horns were apparently

. treated s1m11ar1y to the gUns themselves - cons1dered to be

part of the ba51c purchase. The 1dea that powder horns were

not expended for Northern Indxans beoause they were readliy

&,

made from the wood bxson horns 1s not cornoborated by the )

trade in the European powder horns, no: by the fact that :

apowder horns were d1sbur5ed as expenses to other Ind1ans.

s

Table 13 makes clear that £11nts powder and shot were-!‘

S f

. O

frequently glven/expended to Northern Indzans hut that the,;

guns for wh;ch those supplxes were needed had to bei

N

v
[
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The trade in awl blades, scxssors, scrapers,‘bayonets

1

tand sword blades (Tables 14 and 15) are noteworthy for the

-, 1718-20 30
S 721-23 w10

.. 1724-26 . 58
1727-29 \48
©1730-32 - 149

=

- -1736-38 *f?l

. 1739-41 33
1742-44 3&2

© 1745-47. . 387

71748-50 . _,zos,

 1751-53 - 157
1754-56 - 185

T 1768=T1 480
N _1772 74“ 610

-~

almest complete absence of expenses for Northern ‘Indians in '

,sp1te of con51derable trad1ng act1v1ty (except in sword

anpblades). Only awl blades and- needles were g1ven/pa1« in any tf

quantlty. It 1s apparent that all of these goods, all mage

-

of varxous amounts of metal werehtraded,fardmore than they

were expended.

" Table 15: TRADE IN LARGE METAL BLADES

 YEAR .+ TRs . - EXs - - NI® 7Th¢ . EX+ NI+

1 i

' BAYONETS . SWORD BLADES,j

27
69

mooro

3

1733-35 f44 .

0o o .o-o
oo ©o oco-

K

'3C17;:ﬂi_’__

1757-59 . 183 = g !
. 1760-62 - - 331 . - R
- ..1763-65 . 331 ‘a . AR
;1766%685% 'wﬁ699 . | r t

.“-

péoobddod
~o§ooodoéq_

"pmqwoao~aomooommo
-AébeOQCOobeQOOOow

. TR-traded' Exatotal expenses, NI=only Northern Indlan:pﬁjﬁ*JE
‘ expenses.ﬁ ‘

- Blanks xndzcate no data aya11able. 50urce. HBca B42/d/1 54 ad*




L8

The trade 1nkconsumab1e gOods (Table 16) indxcates an.
Ifenormous 1ncreese over the 57 years 1nvolved Expenses in
,v“these goods also 1ncreased dramatically, partxcularly 1n
“alcohol and tobacco. It is noteworthy that very 11ttle
alcohol was expended on Northern Indlans, an observatlonj
rborne out elsewhere also (éarker 1972 51) In fact, the
years in wh1ch/alcohol was - expended 1n hlghest amounts on
Northern Indlans matches the years when theatotal number of‘\
J

Northern Indxans comlng to Church111 was also the hlghest -

vj1766 68 (see Figure 3)

+
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Cordage'was never expended on only Northern Indians, f‘:u
~even though 1t was a QOod tradxng category Table 17 also
shows that thne was expended much more than 1t was traded.  h
‘tl That statzstle is no doubt a reflect1on of the use of thne
| 1n the subs1stence act1v1t1es of the 'dson s Bay Company
servants, and,even in thelr trapplng,‘an act1v1ty in wh1ch
they also engé%ed The netlines were also used by the fcrt d"
' 1n f1sh1ng. The cordage 1tems appear to be a good example of-
- a trade good whxch ‘was of cons:derable 1mp01tance to the
Company 1tse1f "h“'”'s fw“f' 'ﬂ'iu‘ ¢1_vh‘”~4 d
PR 'i_‘TahleA17:fTRADE[fN.CQR§héE o |

..-\"

YEAR ' TR ' 'ER%  NI¥ M;iTR*-7* EX*DQ NI*‘
" NETLINES T - . . Twws (m skeins) -

7 o 5.

14 50 E’q‘l
o 3e ey
o 51§v‘“;~~3e_

9109

1718 20, 3 2 e
1721-23 25 .3t
- 1729-26 - 58 Coel 260
1727 2. Y .'85 . . -52 |
Lo P1730-32, 0 0 1150 031
ii4 ©1733=35 L oUl00 0 o 28 L
RN 1736~38n‘g 169 14 ; *.92 121
el P 1739-41 . 0243 0 160 00 0 0075 ‘*;'?158
S 1742-44 252 - 28 oo 126 £ 1571
1745'47: o285 37 0 72 188"
1748-50. . . 118 - . 20 “.u ST ,p;,g31h\,h,
_ 1751“53f,fgfu1311“fjwt,3ﬂw,icf&, 5‘”3' 159
STl q7B4=56 108 00200 . Q.. 6 . 189
“Jf\#&_ 1757-59 0 134 0. T 0 _M};ﬁg}13j;_g»72Q5a¥Q e
SuoouTi760%62 o 15 o 030 0 ST T1a L 180
1766 68nf} 13720 0 30
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d""' Fabr1c, clothlng and 1tems of adornment (Tables 18 and

19) varzed cons1derably 1n both the quantit:es traded and

. "‘
t Lo

| Vexpended.‘Baubles as. well as tr1m were heav1ly traded and V“f“',xfﬁ

‘:*expended‘but.were only m1n1mally expended on Northern t{';3w

ae o '3‘\.\..‘

ﬁIndzans.,Clearly,thems for decoratxon, whether of metal or
text1le, were 1mportant in the trade. The many pounds of
gbeads traded substant1ate that assertlon. Mu |

Fabr1c5‘Were heanly traded and expended but not so ,“”“”?fiu

‘ o Y ry -“.
_blankets and. ready—made clothing The fabr1c ava1lable at ““ L
0 th1s tlme varled in. w1dth Blankets were not yet ,fmo‘“" Tl

‘f standard1zed 1nto the readlly 1dent1f1ab1e Hudson s Bay ISR
: Company strxped blankets of the nxneteenth century.‘ .‘ASf RIS

> Toea

: most of the perlod perta1ns to a tame pr1or to the o

o

Industr:al Revolut1on“and thus well before the advances 1n'”

-rVIQFV text1le manufactur1ng that seem commonplace today. it 1s
fQ}t‘dlff1cultmto evaluate the qualzty of the materlals that were

ll}avallable but” 1t 1s,evzdent from Table 18‘that the 90055
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interestlng to speculate whether the eventual change was

brought about by better European goods, better prxces for

furs w1th a consequent 1ncreased w1ll1ngness to spend txme B

WOrkxng on hldes and pelts for trade as opposed to clothxng,fd‘*h

depletxon of anxmar resources rel1ed upon for h1des, or a R

comb1nat1on of these and even other reasons.

\'n
&

£ S



(4"

',\o\vaﬁqomI..mug:ow S . Sl

. QN R . Lo - ] N .

W
\

O0OmMOQOO0O00O0

_S¥vIio0

s

mwm
ONv

o

(41}
-0TL
‘L9

. 88p.

- eeg
CEOL

- -B9G

.0T6 .
mmu

I I , T
T8z - .
- -8€ - .
9t -
T : . }
S mumxp¢uu
LT edl N «IN S

- H‘,JQ‘_..

- INIWNEOGY” 40 SWILT NI ‘3aval -

eslqey’

L owIN




’

1

1nd1cates that very few tobacco boxes were traded in- v[‘

' comparxson to the hundreds of pounds of tobacco“1tse1f (see o

oy
A

Table 16) Rundlets (small barrels) vere more popular and

clearly 1ncreased 1n trade over txme.‘The quant1t1es,of

kettles @raded suggest only a m1n1mal trade. The kettles

ranged 1n size from a half plnt to six and ‘a half gallons.”

over‘most of th1s perlod and thus welghed several pounds

‘ - .
. . o

each on average.,It seems obvzous that the nat1ve

N

populatzon was not abandon1ng bzrch bark conta1ners r the

o
v

u§e of the paunch 1n cooklng. Of course, a cast 1ron (or

coppef gr brass) kettle could last a long t:me and be usedt

for‘a varzety of«purposes(,?erhaps the prevalence‘of cast
iron for thls t1me f and the we1ght that such a kettle‘

represented to a h1gh1y mobxle‘populat1on meant that the

'f‘f"*]"_f-fjé1:5

. Conta1ners were traded only 1n small amounts. Table 20 Q

I
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None :of the variousﬁitena listed in Table 21 - burning -
'glasses, 1ook1ng glasses, fish ‘hooks, f1re steels, spoons
and tobacco tongs-— were important 1n the expense account
for Northern‘lnd1ans. Fire steels, flsh‘hooks and loohxng‘
élaseesVWere of éome significance, but‘éven4that is minimal.
”hThesergoodslnay'have been'valued'ﬁore hiohly than"other
goods and therefore not replaced as frequently, but a sxmple'
Vcompar1son to the quan&1t1es of knives traded (see Table 12)

_indicates that even the fire steels were not in heavy

‘”-demand The number of f1sh hooks traded was m1n1scule. This

AY

, sxtuat1on reznforces the observation made above that much of

&

Mthe European technology was sxmply not replacing the natzve

“technology at this 'time. The Ind1ans vere evzdently relyxng

on Other_methods of flshxng or using their own type of hook.

i o ' . : . .
~ . . ’ I '
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C” ‘Use of the Expense Account
" An attempt was made to 1solate Northern Indlan trade by
usxng the detailed expense account which has been summar1zed"’
under Natlve Expenses in Tables 3, 5, and 9..1 planned to |
1solate Northerh Ind1an expenses from that of other ‘Indians ‘
and thus arrive at some percentage whxch could be used to ‘
extrapolate the quant1ty of trade by Northern Indians. This
attempt- was, successful only -in part. The detallsnof the
expense account were coded for the varlous populatxons who
recexved these goods - Southern Indxans, Northern Indxans,
Esklmos, and Hudson's Bay Company servantsﬂ(whose erpe&ses
were combined with trade goods;identified'as'factory
'expenses) The quantities of‘each‘tradehgobd‘iisted-in this
agcount (not all were expended as Nat1ve Expenses) were
added ‘for each populatxon or comb1natxon of po 1at1ohs
usxng that trade good. In those many cases when more than
one ‘group was identified- -as’ the reczpleﬁt, a proportxon of
the total had to be 3551gned to each group 1nvolved The
proportlon used was declded on, the basxs of the number of

groups identxfxed(as users - 1f three grougs were g1ven,"'

then the total was dxvxded by three..Thzs,procedure was

necessaryxahﬁhany entrles 1n thzs l1st comblne the ”;a':.°

\




RN )

.calculated as expenses for the Hudson s Bay Company was then

»deducted resultlng 1n a total of expenses that were applied
only to the abor1glna1 population .exther to Northern

.Indxans or to: other Indxans. 1. These amounts were then

B ' ¢
Al .

i compared The result1ng percentages are ngen in Table 22
. ) vy A
t, . .
-~ o \ : \ \ ‘\:’.,
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h . &L.;' 0 1
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\ ;.
. o
' A3
- e ¥ x
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'S

hf:"Eskzmosvateﬁspecff;callyf Sted. from'the years:1764 =74 but
‘the -trade. goods;assxgned“to them are ‘combined with ian
Ln theseftabulatl' ns
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Table 22: PERCENTAGE OF EXPENSES 1718-7¢
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ITEM ‘ .. % OF EXPENSES APPLICABLE TO NATIVES ONLY#* '

NIQ

: TS
. 1718-40

"Nie.

1741-63 .

Is

NIe.

Il‘

1764- 74

ALCOHOL S 3.9

awl blades - = 34.2.

BAUBLES - - 14,3

bayonets U 8.3.

beads . N 4
" blankets ) - 21.4
BOXES v

. burning glasses -
‘chisels .. 46.
",broad . a
",narrow -~;r o .
CLOTHING - LY
‘collars Sy
combs - L —

wfeathers S
‘£ish hooks - O
"files oot 35,
fire'steels s 5.
.. flints. = . . 4,
-guns . o L 31,
- guns,long" o 10,
',medzum _,“z
o ,short Gy
- gunworms: . . ... T,
“jhatchets -";,;,sfaz;
' ,mxddlxng IERTRRLRE Y N

1 65.9
85,7
91,7
95.5

8.4

S 71,1
85.7

' 65.

1741

. 96.1

-100.0-

.. 95,3
6887
. 90.0
100 0. -

2'92.8 o

23.4a
::‘55?77 -2
93 2;}; .
100, ou./,‘ ‘
e3lt sl

-

»-/sva'_.-e o
93.8
85.4

w
-0

NP '
N - .

1.3

.

: : L - .'-
VOONNO OoCUIVNOoOOO

-

e

—
-—d
L]

oW
. . -
NOO® BTIP WD

-

1

[

' 98.7

100.0
100.0"

100.0

+93.3

88.5

ﬁaoo.o
100'0,.

100 0
61.4 =
1 98.3

100.0

100.0v ‘

93,1
98.1
" 9308

< 72.1,f3
1100.0

' 96.2 .
100.0°
99,4

.76.6
100.0 . .
100.0° 7
r 94 4 20,

100 0{*'
90 1gj;

NN =0
s e. e g o =

-'h)hhdtﬂtb—u

93. 9‘

89.0

. 93.8
84.9
‘84,7-1}

82.9

89. 5

37.5

7207
©90.6

L

‘89,9

84.9

. 82.6

87.1
63.5

57.1
‘ 79.4 ‘ .

. 83.8%"

© 89,9
73,8

76,5,

e TN




¢ _scissors “:,O‘ﬂ‘IOO’O_Q,"
: - sgrapers. = 74,7 255 . = . & o
ne double . ' : S s : 0. 100.,0 - Q 100 0“
-shot S L 2.7 '97.3 o B “‘ T
" antol . . 13.1..86.9 16.8  83.2° 32.8 -.,-:-67 2’.
"'duck o .6 99.4 1.6 98.¢4  23.0 77.0'
,goose b L : .. 35,2 64.8‘g
" low East India ' ' 18.7 81.3 .23,7 © 76.3 43.4  56.6
, ,partr1dge T ©0..100.0 .3 0 99.7 - 1.6 98.4
sword blades - . . 73,9 30.4 - . - T
thread = . 11,1, .88.9 o g :
tobacco oo 10.7 89.3 11,0 89.0 20.6 “79 4
| tobacco~tongs L S 770 100,0 | |
. TRIM - © . 13,5 86.5.- .1 '99.9 . 5.5 9.5 .
trunks e o .. -0 100.,0 . 0 100.0 .
:twine‘ L 0 100.0 covoooy .
",coarse L o ' 0 100.0 27.7 70.2 00
",fine - - - R ‘ -0 100 0
. vermllion o 5,6; 94.4 2.3 97 7 15,7 84, 3

*Expenses applled to. kacto:y use have been deleted. ' .,
. 'See Tables 5 and 9 for 'list of.total expenses and Nat1ve,
. -Expenses  (which may 1nclude some factory expenses also) o
ONorthern Indians only. :
' lOther Indlans (1ncludes Esk1mo, 1764 74) AR S
: . ' Sourqe HBCA B42/d/1 54,

.

o g ' SRR N
: O : ‘ ‘

o Accordingly,-the figureS'presented dn Table-22’afe a ..
IR stat1st1ca1¢calculat1on of the percentage of. expensesithat R

":were used by Northern Indaans. Note that these percentages

.\.‘ .

are not based on the total expenses but on those expenses

o . ‘ R
DT ) ) . \ R

””'otal (the




?1fcase also refers to some port1on of the amount whxch 1s

“ylisted under Natxve Expenses, If only expenses wh1ch are

jactually applled to natlves are to be analyzed thls amouht

afor factory use wh1ch 1s hxdden 1n the Natlve Expenses

‘*category had to be ascertamned and then subtracted from xhe

o

‘“;‘total The amount (46 gallons,?

\rl

a comb;natxon offactual data and

ot

Sl

dn,thls case) was gene:ated- ‘

‘-)
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cway; the d1fference between the 1nvolvement of Northern
“‘:Indxans in the trade and other natzve 1nvolvement 1n the‘f,atsm
pﬁtrade can be extrapolatedl as the tabulation oﬁ trade goods
does not 1nclude any factory use. The percentage of Northern
; ‘“J“Ind1an exoenses calculated 1n thxs way can thus represent
. _‘the percentage of trade. That w111 also be presented below.;icfj
. Eaam1nat10n of Table 22 demonstrates that Hearne was' ‘
~;'“7:;correct The chxsels, f1les, kn1ves, and hatchets ;ere”y‘ﬁl .
‘1ndeed accepted/glven in the hxgest proportlon.,:' - n.‘ |
TE1ghteenth~century wrlters other than Hearne/made s1m11ar‘?i
:;generalxzatzons. I;ham,‘wr1t1ng in/ the 17405, ;‘ noted that
'th‘f"Indlans to the Northwd of Church111 vaer, toward the
;copper mlnes etc."‘traded pr1mar11y for powder, shot and f;al
;tfhgge;ﬂhfguns, not for "f1nery" (Rlch 1949 177).QWa111am-Coats,'who | .
jfrﬁtff“g.was the captaxn of a supRl§ shxp for“many years, remarked j”ﬂﬁfV

F -Qt_that Nerthern Indlans placed,a ?\gh value ‘on. iron. In fact

”f%pas they had }1ttle powder an shot but had aecess toﬂguns

'ut them’up for knxveswand chzzzells\ (Banrow




.‘0
“

o

x‘“&érnﬂ£l1nts, powder horns, powder, bayonets, burn;ng glasses,;pj“&':"
t.plus some guns,vknzves, scrapers and varxous k1nds of S
o | ‘shot from 1741 63 n["f‘j g pgrf;- “wﬂ‘

,f, '~3, dnet11nes, partrldge shot and tw;ne from 1764 74 | . d"lhvvéﬂ
‘These trade\goods were extensively used 1n the huntlng and u E

.'fzshzng that the company servants (as well as Home Indlans)

iengaged in. to prov1de food..‘ e 1,7' j\‘f{‘,:“ ‘“1‘ |
Numerous 1tems were expended 100% for nat1ves other

{than Northern.Ind1ans. Many more were expended 1n ﬁarl

”ﬁgreaigr amounts for these trading groups than for Northerﬁ

RH i . .
|

~Ind1ans. In fact thlS descrzpt1on 1ncludes most of the

.5list1ngs from 1741 63 The number (and percentage) of 1tems 3ﬂf;_\nf

\

jhexpended ﬂNorthern Ind1ans dropped conS1derab1y dur1ng ‘T&V

R ' ".\'\ S ' B v
. s e . S

73‘ﬂﬁlth15 perxod.,‘

However, a‘number of 1tems were rece1ved 1n hzghest

e
e o
‘\“

“nepercentages by:Nerthern Indxans. T ese 1nclude.r[ e
' from 1718 40‘].3.;

‘considerable”



-

j;‘\‘ Wh1le the fxgures for chrsels, f11es, hachets and ) ieg

SFcelved/accepted by Northern Indians after 1763 can be
1nferred to 1nd1ca3e thexr 1ncreased 1nvolvement thh the‘

fort They may also reflect thé fact tha Moses Norton was

Ch1ef Factor for over’nzne of those 11 years. As . has beeqr
‘ 1

ot ERE &

noted earl1er, he appeared to have a good relatxonsh1p thh
N C i 'v R ‘. e H .

Northern I%ﬁyans.\q ﬁ“j'v,lr;; ,3 ,g;,g‘v'vqnW. -

¢ \"

kn1ves arelconszstently hlgh fpr Nor‘lkrn Indians, there 1s

PR

a. dramatlc Jump 1n the perqentage rate for netllne" f1re

-

stee15°‘partr1dge, goose, and low East Ihd1a shot afterA;~”ng'

-« , : ”

1763 Those rates may be related to the greater

U«

part1c1pat10n of Northern Indlans as Home Indlans."
o A ;
Interest1ngly, the dramatlc d1fferences between the w?

L

percentaga of expenses 1n the category of broad and narrow‘




Whlch flgures present a more accurate p1cture of
i )

reality cannot be dec1ded on the basus of thls research and

“" ~

pre11minary analysxs. The f1rst sums presented (Tables 12

'd'<through 21) do not 1nc1ude all the goods g1ven/pa1d to

,a“

Northern Ind;ans Table 22 glves extrapolated totals,,based
on log1c. It 1s noteworthy that there 1s agreement regardlng

a general 1ncrease over t1me but when thlS is applled to

some spec1f1c 1tem (e g.; the netl1nes and sword blades)
then there can be a dramatzc d1f£erence. | '

vﬁ'If only Tables 12 through 21 were used the 1tems that“

’“f; would‘be dentlfled as part1cularly 1mportant to the‘;

d1an,trade would be. knive5° £11nts, powder,
to reconc11e these‘

be a statlst1ca11y

‘regardzng what 1s




. e

. v

Therefore, all the varxet1es of knxves, chlsels hatchets,
thne,‘shot guns, and scrapers were grouped 1nto only the
one klnd of trade good Then the ‘various trg/

grouped 1nto the functfonal categor1es gaven in Table 23
below.\The mean \was calculated Only for the t1me perxod 1n
wh1ch\that trade 1tem was- part of the Nat1ve Expenses |
account Of course,“¥ Northern Indlans d1d not recegve any

of that trade good during that txme perlod the value of 0

“1n calculat1tg the mean The mean of the means was

calculated and is the flgure g1ven in the table.vThxs

procedure reduces the effect of the frequency of 0 1ngf4f

"y,

alculatxng the mean of a, comb1nat1on of goods._

‘ Th1s method re11es upon the extrapolated total of

Northern Ind1an expenses as glven 1n Table 22 It has

’ ~:fv.1ao:.'- o

de goods were ﬁ<~
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Table 23 NORTHERN INDIAN TRADE AT CHURCHILL RREAL S 2 SRR

S .,

CATEGORY f~y““yj7j[' % of |- TRADE GOODS INCLUDED . ' ‘'
1 . " l- TRADE* ",“"‘- R ’ "‘ " . \

' .
[ ' [

-;VBAsrqudogs="fyi,f;;.f?uZz.z‘ [kniyési;*-k‘~J9.1%\

SRR . hatchets ~ 26.2% ' . . oL
T T - chisels . .~ 30.2% o Co e
[ cro o files . “,33.2%' e L

'LARGE METAL BLADES :,, 24,3 béybneés"f'\‘swordrblades

-p—-r—-&-——Qp-————-———. i e ——— e —— - -

GUNS and ACCESSORIES 517 8 fllnts B guns Vo -
: ‘ gunworms " powder hotns

S e powder o ‘shot..
- CORDAGE ﬁ'w’f‘ ‘b' 6.3 °netl1nes L f;;j[VK»y‘, o

f C ' ‘ ' "‘E . E .
OTHER TOOLS 1508, scissors. ”u;an blades
T . scrapers. ‘fﬁ’needles"g\ﬁ ;,T;ﬂ~n¢”

.._...........'......;\.........._____...-_-_._
! 4 " n

MISCELLANEOUS METALS l11£3‘jfspocns ‘"*"burnlng dlasses. o
iy wes o fish hooks look1ng glasses
:ffxre‘steelgx tob ‘




It 15 read11y apparent from Table 23 that the category

«/., \Ar,“- v

jﬂui”rpie_d‘"Bas1c Tools 1ncludes the trade goods that vere traded at a

'th1gher percentage rate thah any others traded for?bhﬂi

‘LfNorthern Ind1ans. F1les, chxsels,‘hatchets, and knivesrwere o

‘{the 1tems that a Northern Ind1an traded for more than any e
L - o
" : other 1tems on the lxst. The 27 2% average for these four
. . \

tools 1s h1gher even than the percentage of trade 1n the

gfn‘.“;' 'ﬁllarge metal blades that were expended so 11berally from

‘h1718w40 (probably as glfts to the varxous Northern 1nd1an

"\

»ileaders that were/be1ng encouraged to trade at.Church1ll at

<N t

that t1me) All 1tems gf clothlng, fabrzcs 'contalners,

!

4 '
\

var;ous consumer goods, and 1tems for decoratlon or ,”ffﬁyg

! - B N
i

W‘gadornment traded at less than 10% by Northerntlndlans. It 15f

7prec1sely these k1nds of goods that were traded for at the‘g?'.

Jﬁ] j::‘."v"h1ghest rate by other Indfans. (See Table 22 ) The Uf ghf“55’
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manufacture their own from various other sources, of metal
D

such as guns or files. It may well be that mocotauguns were

| not supplied in large quantxtles in this period at other

ﬁorts also. Certainly ﬁﬂey were not at Churchill.
Mocotauguns were not xncluded in the trade goods lxsts at
Churchxll after 1720. They were not included at York Factory
}rom 1729 to 1740."‘ To verify their availability would
aequire-an equally meticulous search of the account books
from the other forts for the entire. time period in question.
of gfeater interest is the Question of the soorce of |
the design and the use to thch such a knife was put.‘Is the
metal mocotaugun merely a technologieaﬂadapt’ation of a
prehistofic gool?.Ie t;e practise of making one's own ’
crooked knife a continuation of previous habits? Did the
increased avajlabilioy of metal promote the greater use of
such knives and therefore_the increased use of snowshoes,
sleds, canoes, etc.? The adaptation ©0f broken meta; tools
for crooked kniQes is recorded very early. Knight notes in
hi's. journal fof 1716—17 that the smith should "make
mocotauguns of the 01d broken fyles and these as is worn out
& not fitt forruse (8239/a/3 f 48). ‘Was$ his command a
response to a perceived need or to a request?
T Guns are alSo a matter of some  interest. Ray notes that

long gbns were supplanted by sh jtiguns, early in the

e1ghteenth century at Albany, a”b Jauch !hter at York - in

Mocotauguns are 1nc1uded for the forts on the Albany and
Moose rivers in the trade. goods lists of 1748 (WOodward

1948: 5)
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fact, not until approximately 1765 (1974553—75). Ray
suggests that the long guns remained popular at York because
of their increased accuracy which was xmportant in warfare.
Church111 did not experlence the same dramatxc sthch in gun
preferences..In 1766, the short and medium length guns did
trade id greater numbers than the long; out this sltuation
was again reversed in 1770, and remained so ¢xcept for 1773.
{t medium'Length guns are included, then.short guns arpe\
distinctly less popular than longer guns. Perhaps this
preference for long guns is due to their increased accuracy.
Perhaps the element of compet1t1on did remain a greater
factor in the purchasxng of trade goods at Churchxll for a‘
longer period of time. SuggeStlons.are very strong
throughout‘the literature that Northern ;ndfans did not use
the gun in hunting caribou to any gfeat extent, primarily
because the pounds and snares were much more effective.
While competition and warfare could,explain.the preference

for the long guns during some of the trading years, it is

unlikely that such a situation was dominant throughout.
Y ’ ' ’

pyrposes. |
The above paragraph is based on only the totals of the

var1ous kinds of guns that were traded. HoweverL’Table 12
s

f

1ndxc€¥es that there were considerable differences among the

percentages expended for Northern Ind1ans and for other

‘natives among the three krnds of gquns l;sted. From 1764-74,

Northern Indians received a higher percentage of short guns -

b

Pernaps the longer guns provided more metal to use for other .
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compared to long, the reverse of the situation indicated for
other natives. If Ray is correct in suggesting that use of
: . L i

' . . ' a
the long guns indicates use in warfare, the percentages

-

given i?.Table 22 ceuld be interpreted as evidence that

these other Indians were doing just that. "Other Indians"

refers primarily to Southern Indians or Cree. Thus,\is this
i " S A SR
evidence ‘for Cree warfare? The suggestion is strong, but it

needs substantiation by comparative data from othervfonts‘

where Cree dominated the trade. o -

However, because the results indicated on Table 23 are
based on ‘the extrapolated totals of Table 22 and Qiffer

considerably from the hard data presented in%Tables 12

.

through 21, caution is advised in assuming_that ‘the

..

percentages given in-Table 23 actually éﬁplied.
Nevertheless, the agreement is still subs;ahtial. The
suggestion is strong that trade in metals was impor‘ant but

trade in consumable goods, items of |adornment, or containers

of. various kinds, was not. There is 4 strong practical bent

" (
to the trade f%ggerenqés listed. Whether thls sitvation is
an: 1nd1catlong§£§the actual use of the same 1tem accordxng

to 1ntended tg&gtlon; the amount of metal available, or the

.

trading pregerences of other 'natives even. farther in-:he

hinterland with whom the Northern indians traded is ‘another
: ' j 1 \ .
question entirely. | :

I
'
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- “VIII. Conclusion

& : :
f o

Thxs thesxs has 1nvest1gated the archbvrl record in ‘a

regard to Northern Ind1an hxstory and Northern Indian

L
y_t:errltory at the time offcontact with Europeans. An attempt

R ) . h ' .
N ’ ‘\ M . » .8 . ’ . .
has been made to present an ethnohistorlcal 1nterpretatxon

\ E

on, the Northern Indlans from the time of the1r firqﬁ ;().

appearance-1n the wr1t1ng of Europeans unt11 1774 with a

s

speclal empha51s on what tRat record states about thd

. geographical area these people occupied at that time.

The emphasis has indeed been on‘history; It has been‘a'
strong assumption throughout this paper that the.aboriginal
population of the central‘spbarctic lived in a changing
society'both prehistorically and historically. In fact, much
attention has been given to describing evepts ;hxch

illustrate that ‘the protohlstorxc soc1ety vas not a statlc“ o

one. That Indian cultures changed, and that it is therefore

.proper to speak of Ind1an hlstory, was not part of the

general anthropologlcal perspect1ve until ‘relatively

recently (Tr1gger 1981: 5, 13) The adopt1on of a methodolog}

and theoretical perspectlve which stte“ses the hlstory of

North Amerlcan Ind1ans has become 1nfluent1a1 in 4
anthropology (for an example, see Trigger 1985) It has been

the 1ntent of this paper to present the h1stor1cal and

larchxval record.- 1n 1ts varlety and amblgu1ty. The - .

generalxzat1ons made are an 1nterpretat1on, based on

W

T
1

research undertaken to date. They are not meant to be

'definxtzve statements.

Fal
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The question which motivated'the research undertaken

for th1s thes1s focused on the terr1tory of the. Ch1pewyan
and thexr fur trade 1nvolvement The problem l1es in both
the 1nterLretatxon of the h15tor1ca1 record and xn the

i)

assumptions that under&y that 1nterpretatlon. The

'1nterpretatxon‘of any reference to an 1nd1v1dual or group 4f'

.. which can be assumed to refer to the Chipewgan is affected

by this problem. In that theé term Chipewyan is used in the
earlieSt references, the matter of continuity of

1dent1f1cat1on 1s important (as is the matter of accuracy of
oot

the European writer). There is simply no way to verify a o0
reference! That‘s}tuation-is equally'true in regard to much

T : o :
data pertinent to territorial‘quesﬁﬁpns and fur trade

1nvolvement That our 1nterpretat1on of a hlstorlcal

: reference is what the wrxter 1htended at the tlme 15 not

verifiable. Indeed, that whaE he wrote was correct at’ the

A}

—

time of Qriting also needs corroboration. - .
Nevertheless,.the record can be'used asflong as itfis
recognlzed that 1hterpretatlons of that record are just that
- 1nterpretat1ons, not proof. A summary of my. * |
xnterpretatlo S regardlng the 1dent1f1cat1on‘of Northern

Indians, their region of occupancy at the time of contact,

‘and their involvement“in the'£ur'trade”i§Jpresentedfbelow. |

Th1s analy51s could be carr1ed further by calculating

the percentage of. each trade good for each year and then

g

descr1b1ng the trend in trade over t1me. Such a° detalled

descr1pt10n of the trade Should 1nc}ude data from dt»least
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1

one other fOrt in order to check the reliab111ty of the

,trend That step is necessary in order to check the

"goodness of fit™ between the expenses category and the
' . [} .

traded goods. That is a matter for future research.

It has been demonstrated thét at thettlme of first
usage, the term Northern Indlan does not necessarjly refer‘
to Chlpewyan Indians or even Athapaskan speakers. 'Rather, it
quxckly became the common term for northern Athapaskan
speakers once the Hudson s Bay Company establlshed its posts

at York Factory and Churchill. The use of'such.a general1zed

‘geographical term to identifyfa_specific cultural group

[

~discussed_in‘the early fur‘trade should be accepted with

caution.

. ‘\ .

The development of a tradltmon in terms of referénce at

i .

western Hudson Bay posts does not necessar11y 1mp1y a

cons:stency in usage elsewhere or even at.a later date ‘For

- example, Captain William Coats used the'ad]ect1ve "northern”

; 23
Giegudl

both when describing (Chipewyan) Indians trading é@ﬁﬁ
Churchlll (Barrow:1852:32-33) and those trading at~Albany

(ibid.:61-63). He'also‘notes that“there]is a differencez.

Ky

(ibid.§61) but‘does not use a different label tO‘
5
dzstxnguxsh between them. His- t1me of wr1t1ng was ~ %

Considerable emphas;s has been placed on the

i'dlfferentzatxon among varxous desxgnatlons oﬁeNorthern
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Indxans. Reference has been made to far Nbrthern Indlans, as
well as Copper ‘Dog R1b ete. However, in spite of the\ - .
deta11 in the record it is my conc1u51on that precise ' “ |
d1fferent1atxon among Athapaskan .speakers of the seventeenth
‘\'and elghteenth centur1es, and precise assoc1at1on with
modern Athapaskan "tr1bal" distinctions of these earlxest
references is ektremeiy.tenuous. Whiie’label;ino from a
lat;r time period may be acceptable, caution is necessary .
~ for the t1me of the early fur trade. . g
In my v1ew, the 1dent1f1catlon of the far Northern
Indians cannot be determ1ned with certalnty Are the far
Northern Ind1ans equ:valent to the Yellowknlfe Indlans?
Glllesple 1nterprets early arch1val references to Copper and
Red Knxfe Ind1ans as referrlng to the group known as
Yellowkn1fe in. the n1neteenth century (1970 61- 62). She
p01nts out that Yellowkn1fe were known as Ch1pewyan by
.Dogr1b Indlans, and that Ch1pewyan at Fort Resolutxon
regarded the eastern Chlpewyan as-a sub-group of the
Ch1pewyan and not a dlst1nc§agroup (1b1d..63) Further,»
‘h1stor1cal evxdence is consxstent in ma1nta1n1ng that there ‘.
-was very 11ttle dlfference between Yellowkn1fe ard o
_Ch1pewyan, or between the Copper and Northern Ind1ans of,the
early period as G1llesp1e also notes and 1llustrates .
(5975b;2b3) Nevertheless, whlle concedzng that far Northern
.‘Indxans may refer to Yellowkn1fe;3hd1ans, it ‘is also '
conce1vab1e that some of those references may have descrzbedq,.v,‘
. thekancestors to modern Dogrxb Slavey, or even Hare. |

o
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The d15t1nct1ons7made among Northern Indlans are

1mportant in d1scussing territory. When: flrst not1ng the

many references to near and far Northern Indians, it seemed '

: e

obv1ous that these d1$t1nct10ns represented a varxance 1n
the seasonal round also (Eckert 1985) Such a d?fference in

‘.
the allocat1on of t1me over the course of a year could

'

conce1vably po1nt to thé presence of more than one group

However, there were‘apparently close (genetuc or

assumed genetlc) relat10nsh1ps between the members of

A

seemxngly d1f£erent soc1et1es.\An 1llustratxon of this

‘ i
‘\‘satuaﬁaéq,ls the matter of Matonabbee and his brother

referred to in Chapter 6 These brothers certa1nly appeared |

to have a d1fferent seasonal round and utlllzed d1fferent

~regions. But, in add1t10n to being relatives they were

/

‘acquaintanCes of the members of the groups involved;:Thus,

the e representa&mves of the near and far Northern Ind1ans .

‘wvre not strangers who happened to meet at the fort and who

‘spoke some mutually 1ntell1g1ble language. Rather, they were-

acquaintances and/or relat1ves (perhaps f1ct1ve) ‘who were
11v1ng 1n dxfferent reglons at the t1me. We do not know the
factors which were 1nvolved 1n determ1n1ng when a term
suggest1ng a, genet1c relat1onsbrp was - used in Chlpewyan
soc1ety 1n the e1ghteenth century. One must conclude that

try1ng to estab11sh ethn1c1ty by means of the use of such a

o . N

term is extremely problematlc.

That there was\a~dxst1nct10n in’ the m1nds of the

_EurOpean wr1ter, even though there was also a tendency ‘to

RIS
N \v\v
\ %

. “‘\ :

Iy
y

:
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_"lump" Ind1an groups, is clear. The probl m arises in
.extending the d1st1nction made by one writer to anotherl\',\r
‘.‘wrxter at’ another t1me To 1llustrate lelesp:e notes that
l:'Hearne $§ comments én the pol1t1cal relatxonshxp between‘

" Copper and Dogrxb Indians dlffer from her own assessment,

'Glllesple (1975b 205) descrzbes the Yellowknxfe as’

L b

dom1nat1ng the Dog R1b ‘until the 1820s, but Hearne had noted

that the Dog Rib were dom1nant-over the Yellowkn1fe’(Glover

'g1958 116) Perhaps Hearne was wrong. It is also poss1ble

that both the earller (Hearne) and' the later ethnohlstorJLn

(Glllesp1e) are correct - for d1fferent time per1ods' that

is, at one time the Dog Rib did domlnate the Yellowkn1fe,

‘but later the s1tuat10n was reversed. o - '
Ill treatment of individuals does not: necessarlly 1mp1y |

v

that people of dxfferent sd’iet1es were 1nvolved To

Ind1ans (Glover 19583 42 176 184) The essent1a1
apparently was knowledge of or relatlonsh1p y
1nd1v1duals 1nvolved Strangers cq.ldl e1Ve 111 treatment.
’lReal or r1tual k1n t1es were 1mport ht 1n trad1ng

1relat10nsh1ps also. Therefore Mat nabbee S brother may well

“have been a brother of conven1ence,v' trad1ng partner. Not///14f¢

havzng such a relatlonshlp would mean tha »those w1thout
'fwould not have the protectlon that such an ah'oczat1on‘“
offered Such partnershxps are fa1r1y common throlb_ ut the o

:viworld and not at all unusual among Alaskan groups (see

. ’
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5Burch.ahd~Correll 1972-24).7%earne’s‘journal suggests-that .

they were present among northern Athapaskans also.
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i B. Fur Trade Involvement
I

Hearne descrlbes two categor1es of Northern Indlans
(Glover 1958 49 -53). There were the annual traders who weré
~ K

hardworkzng but poor as they spent so much time travell1ng
rather than huntlng, and here were ‘the o&hers,.lndolent but

.‘§aff1ueﬁt, who relled on: the good llfe based on carlbou
- h
hunt1ng. He notes that the "deer pounds for. che hunt were

)

‘at a great d1stance from Churchlll (loc. c1t ).
The- m1dd1eman role so- commonly portrayed for those
‘Indlans who came ‘to the forts on the coast- is also a general
descrxptmon of Northern Indaans; e. g., B42/a/62 f.234d.
Hearne has descr1bed the1r role in some detall (Glover
1958 114 117) His-dep1ct10n of the Northern Indian traders‘
'as aggressrve saresmen who exacted the hxghest prxce\Q\
poss1b1e for thelr goods is cor.roborated by Moa‘ Norton.
Further, Norton was of the op1n1on that these traders would
antxnue to h1nder the expan51on of trade wlth far Ind1ans,*:

‘

as they wanted to: ma1nta1n the1r economlc advantage

| (B42/a/62 £23-23a). ‘,.x";‘ C S o

?he—early development of . a close relat1onsh1p between

’,;._,..,

‘«',;‘/'the Company and Northern Indaans as Home Ind1ans has beéhfhjl“‘

presented. As well the empha51s on the meat trade frb;
("buffalo"'gj; carzbou) has been descrabed 1n detaxl In

addxtion, the suggest1on has been made that those Indlans

e v
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,‘who travelled to Church1ll only once every tew years~
vprobably occup1ed a d1fferent regxon “from those who- cameﬂto
Churchill’ a ﬁhmber of tlmes in one year. The increase 1n the
total number of Northern Ind?ans who came to Church1ll over g
time aiso suggests that a greater 1nvolvement in the fur *‘?9

.'trade was taking place.
These factors may also 1nd1cate that at least some pf
. the Northern Indians changed the1r seasonal round and the1r
primary area of occupat1on. .This change cannot be documented
precisely, but the hypothe51s that a change 1n seasonal
round took place as a. result of the fur trade could
theoret1cally be tested at least to some degree by exten51ve
and’ 1ntens1ve archaeologlcal work in the northern Manxtoba
h and- southern Ke\3at1n reg1ons. 3
In add1tLon, the manmer of the. date, durat1on and,
effects of European d1seases is- 1mportant. Recent research.

' has suggested that cons1derable numbers of Athapaskans i

fthe Macken21e Rlver area d1ed from such d1'eases prlor to

‘1829 (Krech 1983 129, 131) Th1s the51s h s.presented some ,fi
gleanzngs frOm the_arch1ves Whlch also' how- that ser1ous

: dlseases and ep1dem1cs were fa1rly common. What is. not known

‘from the research 1s the effect of t ose d1seases_on the
“,populat1on in the hrnterland but, certa1nly, one can argue',kﬁ
’l?that ‘the- peoples of the central. ;barct1c wvere greatly -
wnaffected well before any census;or tabulat1on showzng

populat1on stat1st1cs was und'rtaken.‘u
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‘ | Leglcal appl1cat1on of the data presented in the
preced1ng chapﬁérs suggests that the Northern Indians .
regularly 1nvolved 1n the sloop trade on the coast d1ffered
-;from those who travelled 1nto the central and northern
.barren grounds, to Great Slave Lake and even beyond There'
is a cont1nuous pu15atlon in the record of the arrxval of
Northernhlndlans at Church1ll The peaks may - well 1nd1cate
the arr1val of . those who came only occas1onally, whereas ‘the
low. po1nts reflects the arr1val of closer 1nd1v1duals. Thls
;3uggest1on does not preclude)populat1on exchange between ‘
groups. It ‘is l1kely that marrlage and kin relat1onsh1ps A b
"allowed for and even encouraged such movement. However, I
suggest that 1t is unllkely that the same 1nd1v1duals were
"1nvolved in both the coastal trade and the 1nter1or trade
.every year or even 1n“lternate years.;

| - The early explorat1on accounts suggest that a stxmulus
";{towards more 1ntens1ve use of coastal resources may well
’hyhave taken place. It seems clear that the h15tor1cal |
l1terature allows for the use of Munk s abandoned resources
-v,ﬂby a number of aborlgmal groups,.but —ﬁ: does not estabhsh
yila tlme frame for that use. (Nor does 1t descrlbe those
ivresources, or the sequence of events after Munk abandoned

":them ) Wh11e Cree from York Factory may have been "f1rst on.

“fflthe scene thelr 1nvolvement 1n an explos1on there (Douglas-

"f?and Wallace 1926 18) does not 1mply the1r cont1nued or

...,‘ - H R L . : o . . . )

”"See ChaPter 20". ~:ﬁ?0‘n
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‘,'exclu51ve use of the new resources nor, 1ndeed does it shed/‘

. AN ‘» K e

much llght on the quantlty and k1nd of resources. The o,
reSprence from Hearne suggests that there were European

.goods avallable The Northern Indlans“ Cree, and Esk1mo may

i

B have utxllzed the resources contanOusly - but usually at
;dlfferent t1mes of tﬁv year - or sporadlcally, meet1ng only
dacc1dentally The pat ‘rn of use is not clear But after "
.Munk and h1s crew had w1ntered 1n Churchlll harbor the{ ;

'abor1glnal groups in the area_ would have had\more veason to

v v .
travel there as well Just such a reactzon to European .

_intrusion and d1scard1ng of gobds has been documented for .
“the Copper Inu1t on Banks Island who ut111zed the resources
'abandoned by a Br1t15h exped1t1on from approxlmately 1853

_ when the sh1p wag abandoned to 1890 (chkey 1984 17 19)

There are other 1nd1cat1ons that the western coast qj

'pHudson Bay was not foreign to Northern Ind1ans 1n the early ﬁ v
j‘exploratlon record elther.‘The b1rch canoe found along the ,
.\coast by Luke Foxe in 1631 (dxscuss%ﬂ 1n Chapter 2) may ; ”
' suggest a Ch1pewyan presence. The many early references to |
']Northern.Ind1an knowledge of—ccpper along the coast may not

fbe a reference only to the Coronat1on Gulf reglon.

a

,Blrket Sm1th (1933 102) has p01nted out that the natlve
y:(Esk1mo) name for Wlnchester Inlet means place of copper"
‘A(McCartKEy 1977 13) Wh1le fam1l1ar1ty thh such a*northerly

M‘t‘:reg1on may be d1scounted at f1rst hand the references to
'fﬁ‘Northern Ind1ans travelllng north along tﬁe coast to help

Tthe Europeans search for copper may 1nd1cate such knowledge,,.r:

. s,
- e A
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“exploitation of such a resource in winter must be
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if not directly, then from their Eskimoaf neighbors.

Some clarification of the regional océupancy indicated
in the recorq,fbr this eérly time period could perhaps be
found by close examination of thé maps available from this
time. However, such research is another matter entirely.
Nevertheless; it is worth noting here that th? unpublished
Yersion of Hearne's map of his trip to theACopperminé River
indicates ve§y clearly that the "Congecathawachaga River"
(apparenﬁly ghe Burnside River) is closer to the. Arctic
Ocean than the Coppermine Rivér (HBCA G.2/10; see Warkenﬁin
and Ruggie5_1970:93). Again, this knowledge is obvioﬁsly‘

derived from his informants who must have had considerable
. L . [y

<.
acquaintance with the area in gquestion. The Arctic coast is

apparently also én area of at least 0ccésional use, as is
the Hudson Bay coast. It is well known that caribou will on
occasion frequent coastal regions. That part of the
Kaminur;ak caribou herd often winters on the tundra along

the coast, is well-established (Spiéss.1979:41,43) The
llowed

ior‘in prehistoric and protohistoric'times, even 'if such

-y : . .
exploitation was engaged in onlykéboradically. It is
reasonable to suggést thaf Northern Indians travelled to the
caribou.’The presence of caribou may'have_beeh the incentive
in. the pasg\ As well, many species of birés nest in the
areas mentioned. Thus, the natural resources avaxlableaglus
the probable availability of metal (along both coasts

referred to) suggest -that Northern Ind1ans were not conf1ned

N
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to the interior in prehistoric times.

The matter of the extent of interior land use is more
'complex. One can easily accept that the transitional zone -
between the tundrg and the boreal forest was pr}mary, with
séasonal ventures into the barrens for caribou huntlng "The -
southern extent of land use 1s more d1fflcult to
hypo;hesxze. As 1nd1ca@ed in the previous chap;ers,ﬂthe.
geographical location of many other "tribes” ié aiso a ;
‘problem. The'Early written record does not supply answers to
the quest;on, and later records may well reflect
post-contact change. Fur;her archaeological evidqncé will be’
necessary to demonstrate ' the geograﬁhical distribution of

aborlginal people in the selenteenth’ and eighteenth

centuries.

.

) L]
Based on the dlscussxon above, it seems reasonable. to

accept that Northern Indians occupied southern Keewatin.
Also, the utilization of the taiga/tundra ecotone area and
the barrens as well seems to be a reasoﬁable inference. This
is in part-verified by the large number of place names
within ﬁhe region that were céllected by Tyrell when‘he
travelled there‘in the 1890s (Tyrell 1911:passim). Indeed,
if all the éhipewyan place names he mentions are only .
derived from the previous'century, then fhe inference must
be that Chipewyan Indians moved north and east in response
to the fur trade.‘ Howevex’,“ the obvious knowledg;e of the
'region deﬁonétra?ed {n Hgafne's bdok;‘as well as the map he
drew from informaticn that must have been largely obtained

t ‘N
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from his informants, indicates that a post-contact expansion
was not the case. A more -intensive use of the region as a
.result ol the fur trade could be argued for, but-not an
expansion into a previously unused area.

Hearne described the Northern Indian territory as being
bounded by the Churchill River to the south, Athapuscowk
Indians to the west, Dogrib and Copper Indians to the north,
and Hudson Bay to the east (Glover 1958 210) He al%Q noted .
earlier in his remarks that the Northern Indlans did not
regard moose or buffalo meat as "substantial food"
(ibid.:167). Nor were they experienced in dressing the hides
of these animals (ibid.:168). Those points substantiate his
contention that the boreal forest habitat region for moose
and bison was Athapuscow Ind1an country However poth his
map and his Journal 1nd1cate very strongly that the Northern
Indians were familiar with this area in spite of their
expressed preferences for caribou. Hearne S presentation is

-

cons1stent however. In dxscu551ng the Northern Indians as-

mxddlemen, he noted that formerly

<

the deerskins, and such furrs as they could extort
from the Copper and Dog-ribbed Indians, composed the
whole of their trade (ibid.:115).

Further, once peace was established with the Southern

P

\
Indians the trade in furs increased dramatically. Hearne

- would probably have contended that ‘the . Northern Indians had

—

only recently gaxned access to the boreal forest reglon with -«

its fur-bearing animals.
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D. Suggestions for Future Research
.Numerous suggestions for future research can be made,
from the very general to the very specific. The following
discussidn islbased on my-perception of problems and trends
in the varioes disciplines affected by fur rrade studiesg in

-

the deﬁtral subarctic.

{The methodology used in thxs thesxs stressed that the
part1cu1arlst1c approach is. 1mportant in fur trade research.
The emphasis on “the quantity of goods, not on their Made
Beaver va}ue,,is of significance‘because of the'greater
emphasis pn the Indian component in the trade.(both as
seller and'as bu&er) Heaever both.the particularistic and
the nomothetlc approaches are 1mportant in anthropolog:cal
studies’ (chkey 1984:13). It is recognxzed here that ‘a

higher level of analysxs and a greater emphasxs on

generalxzatans on the basis of these data are desirable

but, unfortunately, such work is beyond the scope of this

study. '

The data as presented in this thesis need corroboratxon
if they are to be applied to Athapaskans in general ahd if
they are to be used in interpreting the archaeological
record. These data give considerable information aboufithe

‘rrade but there’ds no verification that such inﬁormatron

primarily reflects NQrthera Indian participation in the
(\}trade. Perhaps tHe record at Churchill is an aberration‘in‘

the fur trade. The faetors of'Churchiil's norrherly iocation;

on the far edge of the boreal forest region, its relative

e
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inaccessability by water transporty(as compared to the
"easy" canoe route to York FactorY)} and ite place at the‘
periphery of the Hudson's Bay Company fortjsystem around
. Hudson qu,‘may have, had a\éreater influence on the trade
than the numbers of\N;rthern Indians who traded there.
Establishrng the charaéteristicq‘of’Northernvlndian
trade (as compared to Cree) could be sUbstantielly increased
'by a 'similar anelysrs of the trade at York Factory in order
to establish a Cree pattern of trade. For comparison with
‘the Churchill record, it would be even more'desirable to
also analyze the record for Albany or Meeee Factory, which
‘were smaller posts and not'distribution‘centers, as nas Yordb
Factory. The isolation of the éooas given/paid to Cree eould
then be followeh by comparisen to the data from Cnurchill in
order to verify what Indians other than Northern Indians-
;ere given/pa{d. in addition, the trade itself could be
compared, again, to aseertaﬁn if the trade‘at‘Churchili was
different from er similar to that,of other forts where |
Northerh Indians did not trade. Only-then Can‘the data from
Churehillnbe'presented as a pattern of Northern Indian |
- trade. Td determine such‘a pattern would‘require'correlating
“the number of Northern Indians, thexr season of arrzval
.thexr durat1on of stay at the fort, and the size (and sex)
of the groups involved with the changes over t1me in the
trade of the goods brought by both partxes,‘namely, the
.-European trade goods and the Indlan exchange goods. Thus,

the correlat1on between the: Northern Indian populat:on
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tradlng at’ Church111 and. the trade itself at Churchill needs

to be determxned and then compared to a sxmllar analysxs of

: the trade and the Indxan populatxon part1c1pat1ng in that

¢

trade at another fort.

Such research is a tremendous undertakingrand‘far

X

heyond'the bounds “of ' this thesis Gatherlng the data must be
followed by analysfs. That too should be more intensive. The
use of correlation coefficents and regre551on equatlonsﬂxs )
desirable. and could well be undertaken if the probiems of
analysis were rigorously assessed”priOr to the recording and
coding of the'datalsothat computer manipulation could be
facilitated. of conrse, such analysis is onl§ humanly
possible with a computer but diligent preparation‘of the
h1gly~var1able data could allow for highly sophlst1cated
_analys1s. The research as presented in thls thesxs is a
necessary first-step toward understandlng the problems
inherent in spch research and analysis. ’
Oof course; eVen without such comparative research much
more could be done. In particular, the zoologlcal Cos

N

botanlcal, and metereologlcal stud1es regard1ng theécentral

.

subarctic are cruc1ally 1nfluent1a1 in the 1nterpretat1on of

PR

the h1stor1ca1/arch1val record. It is v1ta1~that soc1al

sc1ent1sts tap these re50urces. The fur trade at, Church1ll

*

could .be assessed from ‘the p01nt of v1ew of the var1atlon 1n

"the ava11ab111ty of the various fur bearxnggépec1es. If one )

is to assess the involvement of abor1g1nal peoples 1n the

fur trade, 1t is 1mportant ‘to.also assess the quantzty of

-s—-ﬁ""
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animals that weremavailahle roé uee\in thatntrade. In other
worde, did theffndians not bring\the pelts because they did
,not want to trap or because therg‘were few animals to trap?
A ~In addxtlon, a more specific: 1nvestlgat10n of early

umaps, 1nclud1ng those mn the Hudson s Bay Company Archives,
could be of 1mmense value in 1nterpret1ng the fur trade‘.
data. These maps were oftenﬂthe result of information '
derived from native‘informantsland as such they reflect the
awareness of'thosedinformants regarding the.region and give
some understanding>of the territories‘known; The prohlems'of

-~

interpretation are huge, but an anthropological assessmentf
of these maps could hehp‘to clarify the vrrtten descriptione
‘that are used by ethnohlstorlans. - | S

'gThe journals from th1s time period could be used much
more 1ntensxvely in .regard to the role of women in Ch1pewyan
soc1ety,‘the growth and development .of the numbers of .Home
Indxans'who vere attached to the fort and the f{prevalence
and effect of dlsease upon the nat1ve populat;on. The soc1alv
l1fe of the people -at the fort and thelr relatlonshlp to
those who came’ to trade are of value‘ﬁn descr1b1ng the‘
change in that trade. Agaln, not enough research has been
m undertaken on these topics to’ date and thus cannot .be used
here. However, the 1nformatxon avallable 1n the Journars

| could he organlzed by date and changes over t1me could be

descrzbed, SR T o o '



E. Copclusxon‘

-

What then 1s\the conclus1on of this study regard1ng the
terr1tory occupled by the Chxpewyan at the txme of contact?

Given all the quallflcatlons that have been mentloned the
l

conclusion must be that. the Northern Indians, including all

‘the ethnographxcally llsted groups that could. be 1ncluded\1;
that de51gnat1on probably utxlzzed at least the area trom
. ' the coast of Hudson Bay from southern Keewat1n at
-1 approxlmately 62° north lat1tude to near the Arct1c coast o

Ty

north of Contwoyto Lake and to the Copperm1ne R1ver south- f{

towards Great Slave Lake and Lake Athabasca, and east across
northern Saskatchewan and Manxtoba to the coast of Hudson ;
Bay Such a conclusxon dxsputes Yerbury s assertxon‘
regardlng occupatlon of the Keewat1n area prior to 1720 .
(1976)' and ‘accepts that of Smith and Burch (1979) albeit..
wlth some qua11f1catlon regarding the northern extent of
land use in Keewat}n.;Glllesple (1975a, 1976) and Smith

~

§1976a; 1981a) have presented a reasonable discussion'

regardlng occupat1on of the tundra/talga ecotone reg1on, but
'thelr 1n51stence on Chxpewyan expan51on south and west 1nto
Cree terrltory is not accepted here. Thus, the p051t10n of
| th1s paper represents a comblnatlon of the v1ews presented

in ehapter 1.

5\

That posxt1on, whlle attempt1ng to answer the problem R
5 .
as presented in Chapter 1 does not deal w1th the key 1ssue, Co

however. That 1ssue centers around the 1dent1fxcat1on o£ thef

©

Northern Ind1ans and the various related groups ment1oned 1n5_

v‘,’l_.



the 11terature. This' matter has been dwelt on at length It
'jls my conclus1on that these people were organlzed on the
bas1s of reg1onal‘groups - small, locallzed groups f' “
‘assocxated w1th a partlcular place (see Burch and Correll
1972}, | | | o
' L A ‘ S ¢
‘It was the habit”of the Europeans to organize these -
‘groups 1nto/fr1bes. They may have on occasxon succeeded in
group1ndeeople who would have c1aSsxf1ed themfelues in a
similar manner, but there is no way of confzrm1ng the tr;bal
1dent1f1cat1on made in thls way It ‘seems therefore more
reasonable to suggest ‘that. the reg1onal groups notlced by
ethnographers (see Smith 1981b0 were a contlnuatlon of
prehlstorrc and protoh;storrc,groups, or perhaps represent a
change in groups as‘territory and population size changed
over. time. | | | »
The argument concern1ng the terr1tory of the Northern
Ind1ans is essentlally a consequence of assumxng that 'all .
L‘references to Northern Indzans refer to one group - the
r‘Ch1pewyan. If, however, one assumes that the references to
Northern Indlans ‘do not‘nezessar11y refer only to Chlpewyan,
and’ that referenc;3 to other groups may not. necessar11y
refer toTonly Yel owkn1fe or Dogr1b the problem is
m1n1m1zed. Tr1bal desxgnatlons s1mply cannot be made for
» th1s period of t1me.}' o ‘ | |
| Thus, the error is in the. ascr1pt1on of n1neteen€§ and"
:f twentxeth century ethn1c1ty to seventeenth and e1ghteenth

'4;7

o centuty abor191na1 groups. That northern perleS“ De“b a“djﬂ‘
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‘ has been made to, 1nformat10n wh1ch dlsputes points found 1n

Jthelr acceptance. The same must be: sa1d in regard to the

-.d1ff1cu1t, 1t is not de51rable to use the fxgures g1ven asfgh

, 208
f - o St '
Inuit - sw1tched the1r 1dent1ty from one tr1ba1 desxgnatxon U

to ahother 1s well known. Surely it must be accepted that f

\

such flu1d1ty of membershxp could also have been part of the

( .
seventeenth and e1ghteenth centur1es m111eu. If we then

assume that Northern Indlan refers first of all to

Athapaskan speakers of the centraﬁ Canadlah subarctic;.ve

will not be caught in the erroneous 1nterpretétxon of

l

assxgnlng a terrltory to a tr1be that d1d not41n fact exlst

! " y

" The question of which ' reglon was occupled by Chlpewyan as

':opposed to Dogrlb or Yellowknlfe in the seventeenth century

then becomes 1nappropr1ate_ B o : ~,J.;‘
Numerous references‘*%ve been made to differenceé/of

1nterpretat10n of the same arch1val data base. Some mentxon

the 11terature' for example the f1rst 1nc1dence of smallpox
at York Factory, the extent of Rlchard Norton 'S travels 1nto
‘the interior, the early use of "halfbreed " As well, I have
‘dxsputed some opinions generally found in the llterature.

Notable among these 1s ‘the tendency to accept ‘the advent of

.

fethe Hudson s Bay Company as the harblnger of peace among the-"

li
‘warrlng trlbes.l(For an example see Sm1th 1976c 22 ) Such

\

statements made by the Company need exam1nat1on prxor to

.glft ng1ng noted in the expense accounts. ThlS study has'
;demonstrated that much of. that account was in fact expended"“ L

‘ {
for company use. Wh1le 1solat1ng that proport1on may be

Cacd
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| 1f they represented g1fts to Ind1ans. (For an apparent

contrary op1n1on see. the use of the expense account totals :

———
.

in Ray and Freeman.1978 198- 217 )

LIt is the op1n1on of the wrlter that anthropolog1sts
‘often use h1stor1cal‘mater1als as ethnology, that 1s, as

general1zat10ns about people of the past Rather, they

r

‘should be regarded in an<%rchaeolog1cal manner *~ as: sources

‘of datak clues, b1ts of 1nformat10n whlch must ‘be
.‘interpreted anthropolog1cally Verlflcatlon of the ;
‘h1stor1cal record by archaeologlcal metheds and data is ,” '
essent1al AS change is entlrely probable for the people of
‘the central subarctlc well before the European wrxters began

‘theif documentat1on, ther ev1dence is 1mportant. . o L
-Archaeologzcal data is 1mportant for ver1f1cat10n and

)

expan51on of the "fragmentary hlstorlc data (MorantzJ

1984 74). Archaeology also needs to refraln from-

4

'generallzzng on the bas1s of 11tt1e research (Tr1gger
.'1385 s2). . e
‘ Thls the51s has presented ample\ev1dence of the need . Y 3
for war1ness 1n mak1ng general1zat1ons based on ‘a few

/—ﬂ i “
examples. Some logzcal 1nferences have been made on the .'U
“ba51s of a partxcular data base. There 1s a cont1nu1ng need

1f _for more multi-dlsc1p11nary research 1nto the former R

']711feways of the people of the central subarctic.h.f‘:h
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- _Appendix A: Chief Eactofs

: . FACTORS AT CHURCHILL AND YORK FACTORY

" YEAR - - ' YORK FACTORY = . CHURCHILL FACTORY

' 1714-15 . James Knight.

. 1715-16 o "o | . A
1716=17 e | . S
1717-18 - | Henry Kelsey . James Knight =

-1718-19 Ch RN . " Richard Staunton -

. 1719-20 non ‘ :
+1720-21
1721-22

. 1722-23
1723-24 -

- 1724-25

. 1725-26
- 1726-27
- 1727-28
© 1728-29
. 1729-30" -
1730-31 -
1731-32
1732-33
1733-34
1734-35
1735-36
1736- -37 :
1737-38
1738-39 " -

. 1739-40

.. 1740-41
1741-42
- 1742-43

..1743-44 S
© . 1744-45 o
- 1745-46 =
.. 1746-47
Do 1747448 0
1 7.1748-49 ¢
2 1749-50 © ..
. 1750-51 "
o 1751=62 . -
‘7‘1752 53‘“' ' _
91#1755'55~13“5:f1.ﬁ.¥ PRI X
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1760461

1761-62

~1762-63
1763-64

1764-65

1765-66 -
1766-67 .

1767-68

1768-69

1769-70

1770-71 -
1771-72"
. 1772-73 ..
- .1773-74;

,Ferdlnand Jacobs

n n

MoseSvNortpn

<
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g \\s\bﬁﬁendix B: Total'Trade'

TRADE IN MADE BEAVER

L YEAR @Lﬁ,

£ FURS RECEIVED GOoDs TRADED - OVERPLUS
o o a . » '

»
il

17946 . 15069. 2877
29332 ‘24799 . 4533
1690-91 24862 . 19674 . 5187
1691-92 R i 35027 27699 - 7328
1693-94 - 44245 . 28846 15399
L. 1714-15 D 21078 ' - 16603 . - 4580
S 1715-16 17199 S 11949 : 5311
CooaT1e=17 . 32095 ¢ . 23415 8682

_‘_York .
. . 1688-89
1 1689-90

Churchlll Ve v o | C
1717-18 St 686 541: . 185
©1718-19 Coo e 0990 LY T 121
1719-20 . R 9874 . . 6498 3376
1720-21 j | 9909 7083 -~ 2826
1721-22 ‘ 12625 ©..2433 0 1. . 192
1722-23 ‘ S 6493 . . 5797 696
1723-24 ., .. 5769- . 5138 631
- 1724-25. 4689 : 4121 ' 568
.- 1725-26. ..+ 5640 .. . 5006 - 635
1726~-27- : ' 6169 . 5508 601
- 1727-28 o ‘ 7863 © 5846 ' 2017
. AN1728229 . 11716 - 7581 . . ' 4135
A 729-30 © 9256 . 6125 31852
. %1730-31 v . 7455 . — 4797 " ' 2658
o 17%0=32 0 - 14198 . .9428 . ' 4770,
- 1732-33 . . . 12673 8450 - 4223
L 1733-34: . .~ .95859° - " 6378 . . 3197 .
c,oo4734-35 . . 10851 ... 70020 . 7 3549
©.o0 1735-36 . . 780737 . ¢ 5283 ... - 2790
01736237 0 0 o 167890 .. - 11174 . 5586
T 17374380 - e 10967 - T 730300 0 . 3664 o
©.1738-39 0 00 00U 23697 157981 — 7898
- .1739-40 . 0 - C 0 0199900 ' 6609 - /3381 ¢
. 01740-41 - 0 0 Lo - 133837 - 8859 . V4524
Ch1741-42 0 0 o 16824 0 . 114070 0 5817
o01742-43 v Lo 18541 0 v 012344 0 6197
L 1743-44 00 el 16365 . o 11665 0 . 4700
Lo 1744-45 0 010480 0 7445 03035 .
1745746 0 0 0 78530 .0 52390 L (L2633
L C1746-470 0 0 18441 T 012000 0 L 6141
L V747-68 o 5»$r= 13707 H'Juif,‘i8981;]w\‘< C 47260
G0 1748=49 0 L 113360 0 LT 7500 0 LA 38360
~io 17482800 ot T136220 0 Y 9069 ¢ ft B84
1750= 51;5;.,jyvax,‘~». “1zsoagv;;w,:,;q,8325. L 5.;4187




©.1751-52
 1752-53
1753-54

1754-55

1755-56
. 1756-57
1757-58

1758-59
1759-60

'1760-61. '

1761-62
1762-63
1763-64

1764-65 .

. 1765-66

. 1766-67

176768

- 176B-69

1769-70

_1770-71
1771-72

1772-73

- 1773-74

8609

13338

9035

113515

1110203
8438

88414
11527.

' 10310

10661.

13547
© 14222

. 8455

13691

14505

12646

112375

6171
16606

16418

20043

14000 .
15846

6403
8847
6000

8775

- 6867

5618

5956 .
7629
- 6863

7042

8976 .
9481 -
5772
9142
10509,
1110257
" 11764

5086

15540

16078
18790
14000

15846

| 223

3206
+ 4491

3035

4740

3346

- 2819 .,
2888 -

3888’
3447
3619
4570
4741

. 2684

4549

3955

2289
612

1086 .
1065

340,
1254
0

o

' Source: HBCA B42/d/1-54; B239/d/1-30.

Y



Appendxx C: Trade Goods 1688-97

‘ xu\‘ ‘ .0 "
l‘a - . . . ,
1 ; "ﬂ}t

! N «
. TRADE GOODS AVAILABLE AT YORK FACTORY 1688-97 .P{

ALCOHOL brandy - - English/French
. molasses ' _—
spirits
waters ‘ red/white"
arrowheads ' '
awles :
BAUBLES bracelets,brass
- S " wier handcuffs .
buttons = - pewter coat/waistcoat
' . - bellmettle coat/waistcoat
& T . haire !
. R tin '
hawksbells
jewels’ : horne inlaid w1th ivory
b V ' horne inlaid with mother of
“ﬁ&mm?“ pearl -
, P ivory . neck/nose
e, breast/arm
_ ¢ rings guilt :
L with stones
MR " brass
geads "
// lanketsw - red striped
Kersey woven
T Engllsh/French
BOXE‘&ﬁ ‘painted
w‘ tobacco - tin/steele ST
buckles y brass
burn1ng glasses
#gggcarpet54
‘4%@ chisels,ice . ) ‘ ,
CLOTHING s breeches . broadcloth
. o ' Kersey drawers
g &8 . ,Fustian drawers
! L coates men's . laced/pla1ne
' .« ‘ youth's ™ plaine
B children's ﬁlaced/plarne
cape T ' '
e, L , broadcloth. o .
’ ‘ c . j vaistcoates Kersey/Fustian
& . gloves v . knit . ‘
,a? : ' . wadmill
v ' mittens .
) ’ hats . men's/women's laced/plaine
< * , knit capps red "~
¢ . ‘ black L
4 , present suits with swords/belts

224



.combs"”

daggers =~ ~
FABRIC

fire steels
flints
guns

A
gun worms
handkegchiefs
hatchetéx

,kettlese o\

launces,fish

knives

lead

looking glasses

needles

. net, lines

jpipes

(",\ ‘ 225

sashes

silk o
herba longes
shirts Allejar
Ossenbrig white/blue
calico painted/blue
flannel shift
shoes flatt
French’ fall
men's English
Irish brogues
sleeves ,women's laced
~stockings & knit red/grey
' ' Icish C
“ivory ‘ ‘
boxhorne
duffels: white
bayes
herba longes
chints
shalloons
serges blew
broadcloth various colors
flannel .
Perpetuanas \
Boysadoes figured
Annobees .
Scotch pladding
Kersey narrow/broad/white
English long/middle/short
Dutch : ‘
pistols
Romall '
English/French
small/middle/large ‘
.brass large/small Guinea ‘pans
copper
tin
long ’ small/large
snowshoe
roach small/large - .
Jack - o horne/%ood/box
red/black ,
leather
tin showes .
ivory - long/middle/short

wamcompaig:roﬁnd/?ird/fish:ldng/middle/sho:t



tobacco tongs’
toys

powder
‘powder horns 1large/small
scissors
scrapers
shott —— - beaver o
. bristow ‘ C
~ colliver L
» duck .
swan .
muskrat
spectacles traveling
spoons akyn
pewter
horne
sword blades
thread silke
tohacco Brazil
o ] leafe
R § roale

catts calls
turkey reeds

whistles
TRIM filletting :
lace copper/lyvory
. trunk leather N i
tWine . \\\\
vermilion. \

226

A

Source: HBCA B239/d/1-6.
Note: Capitals indicate an ass1gned group label not found in

HBCA.



TRADE

Appendix D: Trade Goods 1718-40

GOODS AVAILABLE AT‘CHURCHILL‘1718—40

ALCOHOL

awl blades
BAUBLES

bayonets
beads

blankets
BOXES

. brandy
~strong waters

hawks bells
buttons

rings

thiﬁblgs

white
gooseberry
blue

red .
striped
tobacco

€gg

burning glasses

chisels,ice
CLOTHING

" comb

FABRIC

fealhers

fil . .
fire steels
fish hooks
flints

"“guns

gunworms

handkerchiefs o\ '
- midling/small

hatchets »

broad/narrow
gloves '
hats, laced
stockings
shirts

shoes
sashes.
ivory

"cloth

duffels
bays
flannel
cottons
red
l%tge,flat_
A
English
French
long(4"')
medium(3.5')-
shorﬁ (3*)

VoY

)

\
\

red/white

small/large
pewter
brass.

bath

seal -
stone .
brass

long/medium/short
large/small
long/medium/short

iron
japanned
lined head

" B square

yarn

yarn/milied
white/blew/coarse

white/red/blue

red/Llue
red/blue

flat/oval,
oval/square

.

X4

coat/waistcoat -



\228

o
kettles brass .5 pint-6.5 gallons
knives mocotaugons : ‘ -
‘ long large/small
roach o ‘large/small T
. jack ' o
' looking glasses : ~ book/8 square
needles brbwn'thread -
' glover .
. quilting‘ ‘
net lines
lpowder = -
powder horns 0. 50 0 75,1.00 pounds
. rundlets 2,3 quart o NN
1,2 gallon ‘
scrapers double/s1ngle
shot oo duck
Bristow : !
partridge . ,
'+ goose mould : ,
. - East India high/low
spoons o alchemy .
scissors :
sword blades
thread . o ‘
tobacco = . Brazil/leafe/roll
:tobacco tongs . \
"TRIM gartering -
o - worsted lace
trunks - red leather
twine coarse/fine
vermilion - :

Source:. HBCA B42/d4/1-20.
Note: Capxtals 1nd1cate an assxgned _group label not found in

HBCA



TRADE

" Appendix E:.Trade Goods 174)—74‘

GOODS AVAILABLE AT CHURCHILL 1741-74

' ALCOHOL

awl bladeS'

BAUBLES "

bayonets
beads

blankets
BOXES“

. bernihg
‘glasses:
chisels

CLOTHING -

 combs
_PABRIC.

-
feathers
. files

| f1re steels

e

brandy
waters

- hawks bells
. buttons .
. medals

rings’

.round -

long.’

‘barley corn 
white flowered

small
thimbles
crosses
earrings -
medals '

\ . .
tobacco

: 899
,barrell

‘broad

narrow

‘hats
- stockings

worsted
sashes
shirts
shoes

ivory

' bays o
. cloth .

'cotton

duffell
flannell -

Hembossed serge

large,flat‘

.6 colors

- iron

*laced

. red/white

" small/medium/large
~coat/waistcoat

small/large

| pla1n/sea1/stone

'5“cplors
4 cdlors..

small/med1um/large‘
small/medxum/large

red and green
round dove, sky blue
brass

)

flat/oval
japanned....oval/square/round
lined head P -

|

large/small
yarn...;....red/blue/colored
colored

worsted
‘whlte/speckled/checked
pumps.
. flat- '
turned up sole
large L
: : red/blue. -
.’wh1te/red/blue B
- corded- ‘red/blue
fine red/blue
I white
' red/blue
.- red/colored -
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-

fish hooks
flints
guns,

gunworms
handkerchiefs
hatchets -

kettles
knives

looking glass:

needles

net lines

. powder
powder horns
,rundlets
scrapers
- shot.

spoons

SC 1SSOl'S

. 'roach -

© East India
" alchemy

‘EngliSh/Ffehch
.long(4') ;
nedium(3.5")

~ short(3')

pistols. -

m1d11ng/small o \ .
trapping CE R T
' square eyed
' 0.5 pint-6.5 gallons
long . large/small

jack

box handle
slope point .
.maple handle
butcher
raizors

gilt paper
book ‘

8 square ,
brown thread
glover -
quilting

large/small

0.5,0.75,1.0 pounds
. 2,3 quart ‘

‘1,2 gallon.
double/sxngle
. duck

. ‘Bristow

partridge
goose mold ‘ .
low

pewter- - -

sword blades ,_1

thread -
vtobagco

tobacco tongs

‘\TRIM

jttghkS‘
twine -

- worsted bxndlng‘
.. .orris. .
‘red leather
R .. . coarse/fine
.~ vermilion - ', . R

»Bfazil
leafe
'roll

fgarterxng
vorsted lace °

" broad/narrow

UL B

' large/small -

'Iarge/small-‘

230

‘white/yellow
"§mall/large;}‘”

=
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Source. HBCA B42/d/21—54

Note: Capitals-indicate an assigned group label not found in
HBCA. ‘ .



