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Summary Under the Criteria, Proposed Finding, Cowlitz Indian Tribe, 

INTRODUCTION 

This report has been prepared in response to the petition 
received by the Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs (Assis­
tant SeC:I'etary) from the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT) seeking 
Federal acknowledgment as an Indian tribe under Part 83 of 
Title 25; of the Code of Federal Regulations (25 CFR 83) . 

Part 83 e·stablishes procedures by which unrecognized Indian 
groups may seek Federal acknowledgment of a government-to­
government relationship with the United States. To be 
entitle::! to such a political relationship with the United 
States, the petitioner must submit documentary evidence that 
the grO'JP meets the seven criteria set forth in Section 83.7 
of 25 C:::'R, "Procedures for Establishing That an American 
Indian Group ~xists as an Indian Tribe." Failure to meet 
anyone of the seven criteria will result in a determination 
that thl~ group does not exist as an Indian tribe within the 
meaning <of Federal law. 

Applicable Regulation. 

Under the revised Acknowledgment regulations which became 
effectivf~ March 28, 1994, section 83.8 modifies the 
standard~; of evidence for those petitioners who demonstrate 
evidenCE! of unambiguous prior Federal acknowledgment. As 
the Cowl:L tz Tribe of Indians was determined to have had 
unambig1.;cms previous Federal acknowledgment at least as of 
the datE of the 1855 Chehalis River treaty negotiations, 
this finding has been prepared under the provisions of 
section El3.8. The applicable sections of the regulations 
read: 
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83 ., 8 • Previous rederal acknowledgment. 

(a) t7J:La.1abiguous previous Pederal acknowledg­
mezlt is acceptable evidence of the tribal 
cb.II.J:~acter of a petitioner to the date of the last 
s'Uc:1:L previous acknowledgment. 1:f a petitioner 
prc,vides substantial evidence of unambiguous 
reeleral acknowledgment, the petitioner will then 
onl.y be required to demonstrate that it .. ets the 
requirements of section 83.7 to the extent 
required by this aection. • • . 

(d) To be acknowledged, a petitioner that 
caD demonstrate previous rederal acknowledgment 
mu.t show that: 

(1) The group meets the requirement a of the 
criterion in 83.7(a), except that such identifica­
tiO'Zli, ahall be demonstrated aince the point of last 
Fe·::I.er.l acknowledgment. The group must further 
ha'v'e been identified by such sources .s the same 
trlbal entity that waa previoualy acknowledged or 
.s a portion that has evolved fram that entity. 

(~) The group .. ets the requirements of the 
cr.Lterion in aection 83.7(b) to demonstrate that 
it compris.s a distinct community at pr.sent. 
HO'l~ever, it need not provide evidence to 
deJDon8trate existence as a community historically. 

(3) The group .. ets the requir_ents of the 
cr:Lterion in aection 83.7(c) to d..anstrate that 
po:Litical influence or authority is exercised 
wi1::b.in the group at present. SUfficient evidence 
to :meet the criterion in section 83.7(c) fram the 
PO:l:D;t of laat rederal acknowledgment to the 
pr •••• nt may be provided by demonstration of 
auhstantially continuous historical 
idtmtification, by authoritative, knowledgeable 
eX1:e:r:ual sources, of 1e.ders and/or. governing 
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Summary Ur..der the Criteria, Proposed Finding, Cowlitz Indian Tribe. 

body who exerci •• political influence or 
aut~horitYI together with demonstration of one form 
of evidence li.ted in .ection 83.7(c). 

(') The group .. ets the requirements of the 
crit.eria in paragraph. 83.7(d) through (g). 

(5) Xf a petitioner which has demonstrated 
prElvious Pederal acknowledgment cazmot .. etthe 
reC:;[11irements in paragrapha (d) (1) and (3), the 
pet::ltioner may demonstrate alternatively that it 
meEl1:s the requirements of the criteria in .ection 
83. ·,7 <a> through (c) from last Federal 
acllJlowledgment until the pre.ent. 

Latest c~te of unambiguous Federal acknowledgment. Under 
the revi SE~d regulations, the petitioner needs to demonstrate 
tribal existence only from the latest date of prior Federal 
acknowledgment. In the case of this petitioner, the date of 
March 2, 1855, the end of the Chehalis River treaty 
negotiations, was used as the last date of unambiguous 
previous Federal acknowledgment. It is not to be taken as a 
determinc:tt:ion by the Department that this was necessarily 
the lateE;t: date of prior Federal acknowledgment. As the 
petitionE!r had already essentially completed the research 
process CiLnd had submitted a complete, documented petition at 
the time t.he revised regulations became effective, 
expenditure of staff time to determine the latest date of 
prior acknowledgment would not have reduced the research 
burden on the petitioner. Acceptance of the obvious date of 
the treat.y negotiations was sufficient to enable the 
petitioner to proceed under the provisions of section 83.8. 

The Department's position is, and has always been, that the 
essential requirement for acknowledgment is continuity of 
tribal e:K.istence rather than previous acknowledgment. Some· 
petitioning groups may be recently formed associations of 
individu31s who have common tribal ancestry but whose 
families have not been associated with the tribe or each 
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other for many generations. The Department cannot accord 
acknowledgment to petitioners claiming previous 
acknowledgment without a showing that the group is the same 
one as ~ecognized in the past. The present-day group is 
require·:!. to demonstrate that it connects with the pr~viously 
acknowl·edged tribe through continuous historical existence 
as a distinct political community. I 

The Upper Cowlitz Indians (also known as the Cowlitz 
Klickit,3.ts), who were not represented at the Chehalis River 
Treaty Council, were later gradually amalgamated with the 
Lower O::>wlitz Indians. After 1863, Federal government 
policie;; combined the Upper and Lower Cowlitz for 
adminis':rative purposes, and during the 1860 I S attempted to 
place t.he two on the Chehalis Reservation. By 1878, the 
Indian agent reported that prior hostilities between the tW9 
bands had ended and that they were beginning to 
interma::-ry. An actual community and political or tribal 
merger occurred gradually throughout the second half of the 
19th century. Both groups have been part of the formal 
tribal organization since its founding in 1912. Therefore, 
the BUrl~au of Indian Affairs (BIA) determined that the prior 
unambiguous Federal acknowledgment, for purposes of 83.8, 
extended to the Upper Cowlitz Indians. 

Addition.ally, the BIA determined that the pri..or unambiguous 
Federal ,acknowledgment extended to the Cowlitz metis by 
virtue o:f their direct descent from, continuing close 
relationship to, and regular interaction from before 1855 
through the latter 19th century with the Lower Cowlitz bands 
which WE!re represented at the Chehalis River Treaty Council. 
Like thE! Upper Cowlitz, the Cowlitz metis have been part of 
the fOrI1lC!l tribal organization since its founding in 1912. 

Nature c~ a Federally acknowledgeable group under 25 CFR 
Part 83. The Federal acknowledgment regulations confirm 
that it is historically valid for tribes to have combined 
and functioned together as a unit. Under the regulations in 
25 CFR Part 83, tribes which divided because of historical 
circumstc;'l'lces may be acknowledged in so far as the subgroups 
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involved continued to function as separate tribal units. 
Tribes which combined because of historical circumstances 
may be acknowledged in so far as the group resulting from 
the amalgamation continued to function as a single tribal 
.unit. The petitioner is an example of a group which has 
evolved from linguistically distinct and politically 
independent bands which combined. 

Procedure. 

Publicatil:)n of the Assistant Secretary's proposed finding in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER initiates a 180-day response period 
during TJlhich arguments and evidence to support or rebut the 
evl:dencE! relied upon are received from the petitioner and 
any othE!:r informed or interested party. Such evidence 
should bf~ submitted in writing to the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs, 1849 C Street, N.W., 
Washingt,cnl, D. C. 20240, Attention: Acknowledgment and 
Research,. Mail Stop 4603-MIB. A copy must be provided by 
the party to the petitioner. 

The petitioner shall have a minimum of 60 days to respond to 
any subrr.issions by interested and informed parties during 
the res~cmse period. At the end of the periods for conunent, 
the Assistant Secretary will consult with the petitioner and 
interestE!d parties to determine an equitable time frame for 
considerclt~ion of written arguments and evidence submitted 
during the! response periods. The petitioner and interested 
parties IAdll be notified of the date such consideration 
begins. 'I'he Assistant Secretary will make a final 
determinat.ion regarding the petitioner's status, a swnmary 
of which 'V,j,ill be publiShed in the FEDERAL REGISTER within 60 
days froCtI the date on which the consideration of the written 
arguments and evidence rebutting or supporting the proposed 
finding begins. This determination will become' effective 90 
days from its date of publication unless a request for 
reconsideration is filed pursuant to 83.11. 
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If at t.hE~ expiration of the response periods this proposed 
findins;' is reversed, the Assistant Secretary will analyze 
and for-wetrd to the petitioner other options, if any, under 
which the. petitioner might make application for services or 
other l::.enefits. 

The BurE!aU of Indian Affairs received a documented petition 
for FedE!ral Acknowledgment from the Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
(CIT) on September 17, 1975. The Bureau did not act upon 
the petition because consideration was then being given to 
the esta.blishment of the Federal Acknowledgment Project, 
designed to deal with acknowledgment issues under a uniform 
set of !'egulations rather than on a case-by-case basis. Th~ 

Federal Acknowledgment Project was established in 1978. The 
Cowlitz Indian Tribe's petition was then transferred to this 
process. Their petition was then assigned priority number 
16. 

Under t::le 25 CFR Part 83 regulations, the Cowlitz Indian 
Tribe s'lbmi tted a documented petition on February 1, 1983, 
and was sent an obvious deficiency (00) letter dated June 
15, 198.~. The group withdrew the 1983 petition and on 
Februa~{ 10, 1987. submitted a second documented petition 
dated Jiinuary 20, 1987, as a response to the 00. The BIA 
reviewed the 1987 petition and sent the CIT a second 00 
letter dated October 21, 1988. The CIT submitted a response 
to the I)·econd 00 dated January 29, 1994, and received by the 
BIA on }l'iebruary 24, 1994. After reviewing this response, 
the BIA determined the petition to be ready for active 
consideration on April 4, 1994. 

The revised Federal acknowledgment regulations became effec­
tive March 28, 1994. The Cowlitz Indian Tribe was 
determiw2cl eligible to proceed under the provisions of 
section 83.8 by a letter dated May 3, 1995. The petition 
was plac:t2cl on active consideration July 11, 1995. 
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AS-IA 

'BAR = 

BIA = 

LIST OF ACRONYMS AND ABB~ATIONS 

Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs 

Branch of Acknowledgment and Research, Bureau of . 
Indian Affairs 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

CIT Pet. = Narrative petition submitted by the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribe (CIT) to the Assistant Secretary -
Indian Affairs on January 20, 1987. 

CIT Resp.. = Narrative and exhibits submitted by the CIT to 
the Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs January 
29, 1994, in response to the Obvious Deficiency 
letter provided by the BIA. 

CIT Supp. = Additional documentary materials submitted by 
the CIT during BIA field work, July 1995. 

COlA = Commissioner of Indian Affairs 

Cowlitz In.dians = During the pre-laSS period, the 
inha.bitants of those villages described as "Cowlitz" by 
explorers, fur traders, Federal officials, and other 
external observers. 

Cowlitz K.lickitats = See Upper Cowlitz. 

CTI = 

CTO = 

Cowlitz Tribe of Indians. Former name of the 
Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT), the petitioner, 1950-
1973. 

Cowlitz Tribal Organization. Former name of the 
Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT), the petitioner, 1912-
1950. 

Ct. Cl. = United States Court of Claims 
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Ex. = 

FD = 

ICC = 

Documentary Exhibit submitted by the Petitioner 

Field data (research conducted by BAR staff for 
the purpose of verifying and adding to the 
information submitted in the petition) 

Indian Claims Commission 

Lower Cowlitz = The Salish-speaking component of the 
petitioner's ancestral community. 

OIA 

STOWW 

= Office of Indian Affairs, nineteenth-century title 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Small Tribes of Western Washington (umbrella orga­
nization) 

Tai tnapalTL = See Upper Cowlitz. There are numerous spell­
ing variants for this term. 

Upper CClwli tz = The Sahaptin-speaking component of the 
petitioner's ancestral community. Also referred 
to as Taidnapam, Taitnapam, and Cowlitz 
Klickitats. 

STANDARDIZBD SPBLLINGS 

When di:;cussing Indian tribes and bands in the body of the 
narrati'.re, the technical reports use the current 
standardized spellings, for example, ·Cowlitz.- Where 
specifi(: historical documents are quoted within the 
technical reports, these names are spelled as found in the 
original. 
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Many of the family surnames common to the history of the 
Cowlitz Indians are found in official records under a 
variety of spellings. Where specific documents are 
discussed within the attached reports, individual names will 
be spelled as they appear in the original. However, in 
general discussions not dealing with specific documents, the 
Branch ~f Acknowledgment and Research (BAR) h~s attempted to 
standardize the spelling of names to conform with spel~ings 
found i::l the group today. 
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SUMMARY 'ONDER. TIlE CJlITBJlIA 
1183.7(a-g) and 1183.8(a-d) 

In acconli:ince with the regulations, failure to meet a,ny one 
of the ~;4even mandatory criteria set forth in 25 CFR 83 ' 
requires a determination that the group does not exist tS an 
Indian tribe within the meaning of Federal law. Evidence 
submittE~d by the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (hereinafter the 
petitiow=r or CIT), submitted by interested and informed 
third pcl:c1:ies, and obtained through independent research by 
BIA researchers demonstrates that the petitioner does meet 
all SeVElJ:l criteria required for Federal acknowledgment. 

This is a proposed finding based on available evidence, and, 
as such, does not preclude the submission of other evidence. 
to rebut. c,r support the proposed finding during the l80-day 
comment pE~riod which follows publication of this finding. 
Such new Ewidence may result in a change in the conclusions 
reached in the proposed finding. The final determination, 
which wi.ll be published separately after the receipt of the 
comments ,. will be based on both the new evidence submitted 
by the pE:t:i tioner, and interested and informed parties, 
during thE~ response periods to the proposed finding and the 
original E~vidence used in formulating the proposed finding. 

In the sturumary of evidence which follows, each criterion has 
been reproduced in boldface type as it appears in the 
regulations. Summary statements of the evidence relied upon 
follow the respective criteria. 

83~7(a) The petitioner ha. been identified a. aD 
AaericaD ZD4iaD entity on a 
.ub.taDtially continuou. ba.i. .ince 
190a. avidence that the group'. charac­
ter a. an Indian entity ha. frOID time to 
time been. denied .hall DOt be con.idered 
to be conclu.ive evidence that thi. 
criterion ha. not been .et. 
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83.8(d) To be acknowledged, a petitioner that 
CaD demonstrate previous Pederal 
acknowledgment must show that: 
(1) The group .. et. the requirement. of 
the criterion in 83.7(a), except that 
.uch identification shall be demoa.trat­
ed .ince the point of la.t Pederal 
acknowledgment. 'l'he group must further 
have been identified by such source. a. 
the .ame tribal. entity that ... 
previously acknowledged or as a portion 
that has evolved from that entity. 

Reguirenl!=nts of the criterion. In the case of criterion 
83.7(a), the modification in section 83.8(d) (1) extended the 
time period for which the CIT was required to demonstrate 
criterion 83.7(a): not merely since 1900, but since the 
point of last Federal acknowledgment. In the case of the 
CIT, this date was determined to be February 27 through 
March 2, 1855, the date of the Chehalis River treaty 
negotiations. This date was used for purposes of this 
finding nc)t to determine that this was necessarily the last 
date of previous unambiguous Federal acknowledgment of CIT, 
but because (1) the treaty negotiations between the Lower 
Cowlitz chiefs and representatives of the Federal Government 
clearly constituted unambiguous Federal acknowledgment; and 
(2) since the petitioner had already completed the research 
for its documented petition and submitted the completed 
petition, ascertaining a later date would not in this case 
have reduced the burden of research for the group. 

The 1855 Chehalis River treaty negotiations constitute 
identifi<:ation of the Lower Cowlitz only. Subsequent 
Federal documents created during the period from.18SS 
through 1904 identified both the Lower Cowlitz and the Upper 
Cowlitz, .sometimes as separate bands, and sometimes in 
combinat:~\on. The Cowlitz metis were not separately 
identifiE~d in Federal documents. When mentioned, as in the 
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McChesney Report and the Roblin Roll, they were considered 
adminis:t.ratively as a part of the Lower Cowlitz. 

Analysis of available records. The petitioner had no 
difficu.l ty in meeting the requirement under 83.8 (d) ,( 1) of 
external identification as an American Indian entity ~or the 
period 1855-1900. External identification for that t~me 
period would not have been required under 83.7(a). 
Throughout the second half of the 19th century, there were 
repeat'3d Federal (BIA) identifications of both the Lower 
Cowlit~ Indians and the Upper Cowlitz Indians as bands or 
entiti'3s, as well as several descriptions of the groups by 
pioneer settlers. 

Neit.he::- did the petitioner encounter difficulty in 
demonstrating that it was the structural successor of the 
group p.reviously acknowledged by the Federal Government. In 
this context, it should be noted that to a considerable 
extent, the Cowlitz Indian Tribe, the petitioner as it 
exists 'tIJday, has been shaped by Federal identification of 
its several historical components as a single group for 
adminifi't:rative purposes. From the perspective of the 
Federal Government during the second half of the 19th 
century, the Cowlitz Indians were those Indians who lived in 
the Co .... 'l:Ltz River Valley', although some distinctions between 
the bands were made as late as 1880. These prior Federal 
policy dE~cisions were taken fully into account by this 
decisiCll'l in evaluating the historical development and modern 
structl.:.re of the group. 

Roman Ccltholic church records before 1855 referred to 
Cowlit2' Indians around Cowlitz Prairie mission, near Vader, 
washingt:on and documented the close genealogical and social 
connections between the Lower Cowlitz and the Cowlitz metis. 
There ~'clS; no available Catholic documentation identifying a 
Cowlitz emtity after 1855. No negative conclusions could be 
drawn f:r::c'm this absence, since the mission records from the 
later lSIt.h century were destroyed by fire. 
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Federal efforts to place the Cowlitz Indians on a 
reservation during the later 1860's dealt with both the 
Upper C:lwlitz and Lower Cowlitz bands. Between 1855 and 
1919, the Federal Government's Office of Indian Affairs 
(OIA), .3.dministratively amalgamated the Lower Cowlitz and 

, the Upp.er Cowlitz bands, the latter which had not been 
represented at the Chehalis River Treaty negotiations. This 
adminis':rative amalgamation did not occur through anyone 
edict, but through a gradual, de facto process described in 
the his1:o:rical Technical Report to this proposed finding. In 
1919, Special Agent Charles E. Roblin identified the Cowlitz 
as one of only two unenrolled Washington Indian groups whom 
he iden1:ified as a tribe. 

External identifications of the Cowlitz Indians as an entity 
in non-l'l:deral records were complicated by the nature of 
Cowlitz history. The bands ancestral to the modern 
petitionE:r were never, from the earliest historical records, 
in one village. Instead, they were scattered for a distance 
of some 80 miles along the length of the Cowlitz River. As 
a result, most external observers in the second half of the 
19th century and first half of the 20th century did not see 
the comJ;:lete "Cowlitz entity". Rather, external observers 
identifiE!d Cowlitz who happened to live in the vicinity of 
Kelso or Olequa, or Cowlitz Indians who had contact with 
their own particular organization, or Cowlitz Indians who 
were knOIllm. to their immediate neighbors. 

Extended external identifications of individuals known 
generically as Cowlitz Indians, of families known similarly 
as Cowlitz Indian, and of the component Cowlitz settlements 
which were part of the Cowlitz Tribal Organization and its 
successors, were frequent. However, other than the BIA 
records discussed above, few of these external observers 
referred to the whole of which the components were a part. 

From the death of the Lower Cowlitz leader Kiskox in 1875 
onwards, including the death of later chiefs such as Anton 
Stockum in 1912, references implied the existence of an 
ethnical:Ly-distinct group for when they were leaders. 
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Obituar:.e:s of Cowlitz leaders from Kiskox, in 1875, through 
Atwin S\:I::>c::kum, in 1912, described them as chiefs of the 
Cowlitz Indian Tribe, but provided no descriptions of the 
Tribe aB such. Since 1912, the obituaries of the elected 
leaders described them as officers of the Cowlitz Indian , 
Tribe. 

From thE~ 1880' s until the present, newspapers and county 
vi tal rE!c()rds also reported the marriages and dea.ths of 
private individuals (not leaders) identified as Cowlitz 
Indians. Unlike the obituaries of the chiefs, this type .of 
coveragE! did not specifically identify the Cowlitz Indians 
as an en1:ity except by implication. "By implication" means 
such casa~!:; as a reference to the deceased as a "member" of 
the Cowlitz Indian Tribe, implying that such a tribe 
existed, rather than referring to the deceased as a 
"descendant" of the Cowlitz Indian tribe or simply as a 
Cowlitz Indian. 

The eviClEmce submitted also included numerous newspaper 
feature cu~ticles, dealing both with the retrospective 
history oj: the Cowlitz Indians and with contemporary cowlitz 
Indians, published between the early 1900's through the late 
1930's. In such feature articles, individuals and families 
were regl.llarly described as Cowlitz Indians and as members 
of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe, but ~he entity itself was not 
described .. 

The 20th··century ethnography (1904-1934) included studies 
such as Curtis (1907), Gunther (1934), and Adamson (1934). 
These studies did not focus on the political or social 
organizat:j.on of the Cowlitz tribe of that era. Rather, the 
researchE~rs sought the input of individual informants, who 
were ideIltified by the researchers as Cowlitz Indians, for 
comparathre studies of folklore, herbalism, basket making, 
and othe%~ cultural elements. These studies described the 
individuclls' Salish and Sahaptin language use, competence in 
traditional knowledge, and, to a limited extent, genealogy. 
However, they provided no systematic examination of the 
Cowlitz al5: an organized social entity for purposes of 

14 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 16 of 555 



Swranary Under the Criteria, Proposed Finding, Cowlitz Indian Tribe. 

83.7(a). More recent studies of the Cowlitz, such as Verne 
Ray (1938, 1966) and Darlene Fitzpatrick (1986) identified 
the existence of the ~Cowlitz· as an entity .. 

Local histories written since 1950 and newspaper feature 
article~ published from the 1950's through the 1970's 
discuss.~d individual Cowlitz Indians as members of well­
known Cowlitz families, and discussed particular COWli~z 
familie:s as members of specific local Cowlitz Indian 
residen':ial settlements. Such identifications of portions 
of the qroup as an Indian entity are of some evidentiary 
value under criterion 83.7(a). However, none of them 
describl~d the umbrella tribal organization, nor did they 
describl~ how the particular Cowlitz families or settlements 
were participating in the incorporated tribal organization. 
For the period since 1970, the most useful local history for 
identific.ation of the Cowlitz as an American Indian entity . 
was the 'N.:)rk of Judith Irwin, since it was based not only on 
academic research, but also on extensive personal contact 
with sev,eral Cowlitz families for a period of more than 25 
years. 

The BIA hias determined that in the case of the CIT, the 
evidencE~ pertaining to criterion 83.7 (a) must be evaluated 
in the : .. i9ht of the impact of prior Federal policies as they 
affected the petitioner's predecessor bands. During the 
20th cen'tl.lry, the Cowlitz Tribal Organization, the Cowlitz 
Tribe of Indians, and the Cowlitz Indian Tribe, 
successiv4~ly, structured the existence of their formal 
entity in accordance with BIA definitions of their political 
existenC:12. Since this formal structure of the ·Cowlitz 
entity· was not perfectly congruent with the underlying 
social s,tructure of the Indian settlements along the Cowlitz 
River V~Ll1ey, evidence pertaining to the individual 
settlemE~1'l1:s has been judged as contributing, in the 
aggregat~~., to the identification of the Cowlitz as an 
"AmericcLll Indian entity~ under criterion 83.7 (a) • 

Chronolc~nr of identifications as an American Indian entity. 
The mintites of the Chehalis River Treaty Council, one of the 
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treaty negotiations held in 1855 by Governor and ex officio 
Indian Superintendent Isaac Ingalls Stevens. show that 
Federal officials dealt with an entity identified as the 
Cowli t2. Indians. Based on the named leaders, this entity 
appears t:o have consisted of the Lower Cowlitz bands,. These 
treaty discussions did not result in a ratified treaty: 
Througt.c)ll t the 1860' s, however, records show that an '\ 
undefir.E~d entity known as the ·Cowlitz" was under the 
jurisdiction of the Chehalis Agency, the southern part of 
the former Western or Coast District. In 1862, 
Superintendent C.H. Hale requested that treaties be entered 
into with the Chehalis, Cowlitz and other tribes. On March 
20, 1863, the president issued a proclamation which opened 
for sale! the lands upon which the Cowlitz tribe had been 
residing. On June 20, 1868, Superintendent McKenney 
reported that a group known as the Cowlitz Indians attended! 
by invi t.a.tion, a distribution of goods and provisions. The 
report also showed that the Indians refused these goods and 
provision.s out of concern that acceptance would amount to 
surrende!:r' of their title to their lands. Commissioner of 
Indian ll,ffairs reports identified the undefined "Cowlitz" as 
an entity throughout the remainder of the 1860's and 1870's. 

The first specific evidence that the Upper Cowlitz, or 
Cowlitz Klickitat, band was included among the "Cowlitz" by 
the OIA appeared in the late 1870's. The 1878 census 
conducted. by Superintendent R.H. Milroy identified both the 
Upper and Lower Cowlitz bands, listing family heads for 
both. However, the OIA census reports sharply distinguished 
the Lewis River Klickitat from the above two bands, even 
though the petitioner's claims and the CIT petition for 
Federal acknowledgment included the area occupied by the 
Lewis River Klickitat as "Cowlitz· territory. 

Through:mt the 1880' s and 1890' s, Chemawa Indian school and 
Puyallup Agency land records referred to the Cowlitz 
Indians, as did Yakima allotment records between 1898 and 
1914. Cushman Indian school correspondence in 1911 referred 
to the Cowlitz around Toledo, Olequa, and Randall, as 
members of the Cowlitz Tribe eligible for allotment at 
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Quinault, and recommended that they be enrolled and allotted 
there. Also, from the 1880's through the 1940's, 
approximately 40 individual Cowlitz Indians (including Lower 
Cowlitz, Upper Cowlitz, and Cowlitz metis) obtained Indian 

'homestei3.ds and public domain land allotments in the Cowlitz 
River valley which were held in trust by the BlA. Under 
Section four of the General Allotment Act, public domain 
allotments were to have been limited to Indians maintaining 
tribal J:"'elations with a recognized tribe. . 

Local h:.:stories included Olson's retrospective description 
of the Cowlitz when she was growing up in the 1890's, 
providir~a major external identification of the entity for 
a period during which BIA documentation was thin (Olson 
1947) . 

The BlA HcChesney and Roblin reports of 1910 and 1919 
respectively were part of government responses to Cowlitz 
claims activities initiated in 1904. Puyallup Agency 
correspcnCience showed that the Federal Government undertook 
these invE!stigations because it lacked adequate information 
on the memlbership of several groups which were pressing 
claims, nc.t only the Cowlitz. The 1910 report submitted by 
BlA Speci.al Agent McChesney specifically referred to the 
group's historical origins in the Upper Cowlitz and Lower 
Cowlitz ba.nds, identified the existing group as the "Cowlitz 
tribe liv'ing in the vicinity of Olequa, Washington," 
described approximately 400 people as Cowlitz, and 
recommen:led allotments for some of thern. In 1919, Special 
Agent Charles E. Roblin's final report provided a list of 
891 unenrolled Cowlitz. In his report swnmary he identified 
the Cowlitz as a single group, still maintaining a 
community, and described these Indians as constituting the 
"blue bll)od of Western Washington.· 

Newspape:~s regularly provided coverage of the annual 
meetings of the Cowlitz Tribal Organization from 1912 
through 1939. These articles not only provided specific 
external identifications of a Cowlitz entity, but also 
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mentioI:.ed various leaders and significant business 
considered at the meetings. 

The BIA HcDowel1 Report of 1920 described the Cowlitz as 
'"only a few hundred," classing them primarily as -mixed 
bloods." BIA correspondence from 1922-1932 between John Ike 
Kinswa, president of the Cowlitz Tribal Organization, and 
Taholah A.gency officials presumed the existence of the 
Cowlitz a.s an entity with which the BIA could communicate 
through Kinswa. The BIA also contacted Cowlitz leaders from 
among Upper Cowlitz and Boisfort/Peell families and asked 
their direct assistance in keeping track of individual 
school attendance of Cowlitz children, and in clarifying 
probate and inheritance questions. 

The BIA dealt with the Cowlitz Tribal Organization in 
connection with its attempts to get legislation authorizing 
the "Co1~litz Tribe of Indians" to submit claims to the Court 
of Claims, from 1915 through the mid-1930's. COlA 
corresp()ndence in 1929. described membership requirements for 
the Cowlitz, and in 1930 showed that the COlA assisted in 
proposing legislation to authorize the Cowlitz to sue in the 
Court 0:: Claims. 

In 1931, ~albert et al v. The United States declared members 
of the "Cc::>wlitz Tribe" eligible for allotment on the 
Quinault Reservation. The petition also maintained that the 
BIA rec09n:lzed the Cowlitz Tribe, as an entity, but later 
dropped their recognition as a consequence of the passage of 
the Indi-an Reorganization Act in 1934. However, the fact 
that thE! 13IA did not allow the Cowlitz to vote on the IRA 
does not l;how they were recognized in the years immediately 
precedin9 the Act's passage, nor does it show any evidence 
of a BIl. policy change toward the Cowlitz Tribal 
Organizs.1:ion as an entity after 1934. 

Four of t:he obituaries submitted which identified the 
decease':. as a -member of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe- dated to 
the decade! of the 1940' s. The only other newspaper coverage 
from the 1940's was in connection with the World War II 
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service of individuals who were identified as cowlitz 
Indians in the articles. While the articles discussed only 
indi 'lidua.ls, they stated that they were "members of the 
Cowlitz Indian tribe,n indicating that an ethnically 
distinct entity existed. They did not state merely that 
these individuals were Cowlitz descendants, or in othe.r ways 
imply that the tribal entity no longer existed. On the 
contrary, they specified current tribal membership. \ 

Since 1350, there has been regular newspaper coverage of the 
Cowlitz Tribe of Indians and Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
incorporated organizations. Since the 1970's, there has 
also be,~n regular identification of a Cowlitz entity by 
academic: scholars, and in BIA documents for the purposes of 
83.7 (a) ,as modified by 83.8 (d) (1) . 

Summary.. The BIA described the Cowlitz as an entity until 
the ear:.y 1880 ' s, and again in the period 1910-1933, and 
since l~)!;O. The overall combination of Federal 
documentation, church records, publications by academic 
scholar~;, local histories, and newspaper articles showed 
that non-Cowlitz and non-Indian sources regularly identified 
the petitioner's ancestors as members of an entity known as 
the Cowlitz Indians or Cowlitz Tribe, even when those 
sources pro~ided no specific description of that entity. 
The paucity of descriptions of the full entity is considered 
to be a c:cmsequence of the historically dispersed 
residential pattern of the gtoups in the Cowlitz River 
valley. Local non-Indian residents knew those Cowlitz near 
their own homes, but did not know those who lived 30 or 40 
miles ups;t.ream or downstream, even when other evidence 
indicated that the Indians in these various settlements 
maintained regular contact with one another and were active 
members clf the various Cowlitz tribal organizations between 
1912 and the present. 

The combination of the various forms of evidence, taken in 
historic,3.l context, provide adequate external identification 
of the Cowlitz as an American Indian entity from 1855 until 
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the pre:;ent. Therefore, the petitioner meets criterion 
83.7(a) as modified by criterion 83.8(d) (1). 

83.7(b) 

83.8(d)(2) 

A predominant portion of the peti­
tioning group comprises a distinct 
community aDd has existed as a com-, 
muni ty from historical times until \ 
the present. 

The group ••• ts the requirements of 
the criterion in section 83.7(b) to 
demonstrate that it comprises a 
distinct community at present. 
Bowever, it n.ed not provide 
evidence to demonstrate existence 
as a community historically. 

The lanquage of section 83.8(d) (2) requires the previously 
acknowll:dged peti tioner as it exis ts today to meet the 
criteril:m for community (criterion 83.7 (b) ). As 83.7 (b) is 
modified by 87.8(d) (2), demonstration of historical 
communi":y is not required. For purposes of Federal 
acknowl,:dgment: 

Community means any group of people which can 
demonstrate that consistent interactions and 
sic;nificant social relationships exist within its 
m~nbership and that its members are differentiated 
frc)m and identified as distinct from nonmembers. 
Community must be understood in the context of the 
hi:;tory, geography, culture, and social 
or';ranization of the group (25 CFR 83.1). 

When thE! petitioner is proceeding under 83.8(d) (2), the BIA 
may examine evidence pertaining to criterion 83.7(b) for 
earlier periods. This does not constitute a requirement 
that thl~ petitioner demonstrate historical community. 
Rather, the data may be used both to provide context for the 
developlnent of the observed contemporary situation under 
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B3.B(d) (2), and to contribute to the discussion of criterion 
B3.7(c) under provision 83.7(c) (3), which provides that: 

A 11rOUP that has met the requirements in paragraph 
83,'7 (b) (2) at a given point in time shall be 
con,l:idered to have provided sufficient criterion 
to l .. et this criterion at that point in time 
(8~l.7(d) (3». 

The discussion ofa longer period, from 1950 through 1984, 
in the Julthropological Technical Report to this Proposed 
Finding therefore was not based on a requirement that the 
petition~:!r demonstrate the existence of community during the 
longer pE:!riod of time. No such requirement has been imposed 
in this Proposed Finding. 

HistoriqtJ. perspective on the modern Cowlitz subgroups. In 
the mid-J.9th century, United States officials identified two 
separate Indian groups as Cowlitz. The first group included 
the Salish-speaking Lower Cowlitz, who lived along the 
Cowlitz Ftiver below Cowlitz Prairie, from near what is today 
Vader. Washington, to the mouth of the Cowlitz River near 
Kelso, Wc9Ls;hington. The second group included the Sahaptin­
speaking Upper Cowlitz, who lived along the Cowlitz River 
above Cowlitz Prairie. 

In the mid-19th century, Federal officials did not mention a 
third category which would later emerge as a distinct 
subgroup, the Lower Cowlitz metis. These families resided 
primarily' at Cowlitz Prairie. This group was made up of 
de~cendants of marriages between mostly Lower Cowlitz Indian 
women and French Canadian Hudson's Bay Company employees 
which had taken place from the 1820's through the 1840's. 
Similarl:(, in the mid-19th century, the Cascade metis and 
the EoisEort-Peell Cowlitz had not yet emerged as distinct 
subgroup:;, and thus could have. no separate political 
identity or leadership. 

The Lowel:' Cowlitz and the Cowlitz metis maintained close 
familial relationships with political implications 
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throughout the second half of the 19th century. For 
example, Hudson's Bay Company officials recorded Scanewa as 
a leadel~ of the Lower Cowlitz until his death in 1828. 
Scanewa :9 son Atwin Stockum was later recorded as a Lower 
Cowlitz leader. An important patron among the metis was the 
French-Canadian Simon Plamondon, Sr., Scanewa's son-in-law. 
Daniel Plamondon, president of the Cowlitz Tribal 
Organizcltion in the early 1920' s, was grandson of Scanewa, 
son of t):imon Plamondon Sr., and nephew of Atwin Stockum. 

During the second half of the 19th century, the most 
important distinction of the metis from the Lower Cowlitz, 
from thE~ perspective of the OIA, was primarily one of 
practical jurisdiction. Since their French-Canadian fathers 
had entE~:rI:d Washington Donation Land Claims, the first­
generat:.on metis inherited land to which they held title in 
fee simpll: rather than obtaining public domain allotments 
which WE~:re administered on their behalf by the Federal 
agents CLnd superintendents. Consequently, the Indian agents 
had less direct contact with them. 

Socially, the metis emerged as a distinct subgroup as a 
consequEmce of their use of the French language as the 
primary language within their households, their commitment 
to Roman Catholicism, thei.r association, in many cases, with 
the Cowli1:z Prairie Mission, and their resultant extensive 
intermar,r:lage with one another. From 18.7 J to 1920 this 
int.ermal"ldage was statistically much more extensive than 
their mCLrriage back into the Lower Cowlitz band. 

Between 1878 and 1904, the Upper Cowlitz and Lower Cowlitz 
bands nClt: only merged politically as a consequence of 
Federal policy, but also to some extent socially, under the 
leadership of important Lower Cowlitz religious leaders such 
as Iyall Wahawa, whose Indian Shaker faith bridged the 
differencE~s between the bands after 1893. Both Wahawa and 
Annie (~ijlite) Wannassay's brother Lincoln White, also a 
Lower Cc,~l1litz, ministered to the Upper Cowlitz, as well as 
to mernbE~rs of their own group. Shaker ceremonies involved 
mobiliziIl9 economic resources in the form of food, from 
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within the family of the member, whom the leader was 
ministel~.ing, for purposes of feeding the congregation. The 
mobiliz:.n9 of economic resources shows not only political 
influenc:4:!, which is evidence under 83.7 (c), but also shows 
community organization of individuals among whom the 
reSOUrCE!S were mobilized. 

Throughc,ut: the later 19th century and first half of thS 20th 
century, c:onunon economic activities for all Cowlitz 
subgroups" including the metis, included commercial and 
subsistE!Ilce berry picking, commercial hops picking, sub­
sistencE! fishing, and conunercial logging. The petitioner 
submitted. substantial evidence demonstrating the existence 
of these E!conomic activities undertaken by groups of Cowlitz 
men and clusters of Cowlitz families working together, but 
there was no indication that they were organized by the 
leaders of the formal tribal organization. Rather, these 
undertakings were arranged by the informal leadership of men 
and women in each of the individual Cowlitz settlements. 

Genealogical relationships within the subgroups discussed 
below remain comparatively close: within each subgroup, 
today's a.dul ts ordinarily share a set of grandparents. 
Within the Cowlitz as a whole, the majority of the adult 
membership shares at least one set of great-grandparents. 
Matrimonial endogamy among the Cowlitz and Cowlitz metis and 
patterne:J, out-marriages with other Indian groups constituted 
more tha~, half of the marriages through the 1920's and 
continued at a significant level into the 1950's. This type 
of evide::lce, in supporting Criterion (b), also supports 
Criterio::l (c). 

Analysis_of the nature of the modern CIT and its subgroups. 
The mode:rn CIT is a two-level tribal community in which 
there is comparatively intense community within defined 
subgroup:; and a looser community encompassing the overall 
membership. This analysis has been undertaken primarily in 
the contl~:xt of the CIT's demonstrating evidence under the 
provisions of 83.7(b) (1) (ii) and 83.7(b) (1) (iii), as the 
peti tionf~:r did not submit significant evidence of modern 
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communi':Y under the other evidentiary subcategories of 
cri tericm 83.7 (b) . 

In the (::ontext of the Cowlitz Indians, it is deemed 
significant that the modern situation does not represent a 
post-Wo:::,ld War II dispersal of a once tightly-knit and more 
closely related group, but the continuation of a long- I 

standin~l historical pattern. The residential pattern olt the 
modern Cowlitz membership is geographically dispersed in 
locatiolls and percentages closely parallel to those reported 
by BIA Special Agent Charles Roblin in 1919. The currently 
existinH subgroups can be traced to ancestors of the general 
membership who lived in the later 19th century. They have 
been dOC:1.,llnented to have interacted in consistent ways and 
similar patterns at least since the formation of the 
predeceB:s(Jr of the modern CIT organization in 1912. 

The modE!:rn CIT consists of several socially-defined, 
genealoHically overlapping, subgroups or social categories 
which helve evolved from the historical components that 
merged to become the present-day Cowlitz Indians. Members 
of each subgroup distinguish themselves from members of 
other Sl.l]~1roups, even though in fact they often share common 
ancestry and the boundaries around them are not rigid 
because of the interaction and kinship ties. The members 
also SeE! all of the Cowlitz subgroups as sharing common 
feature~: that distinguish them from non-Indians living in 
the SamE! cirea and from other nearby Indian tribes with whom 
the Cowl:Lt:z share common ancestry. 

The defined subgroups are more complex than simply 
descenda . .nt:s of the historical Upper Cowlitz band and Lower 
Cowlitz band. The members of the present groups define 
themsel VE!S as: (1) Upper Cowlitz, or Tai tnapam, 
descendallt:s; (2) Lower Cowlitz metis from the Cowli tz River 
valle; (3) Cowlitz Indians, of mixed Upper Cowlitz and Lower 
Cowlitz descent, who since 1900 have traditionally resided 
in the E,cdsfort and Peell areas near Oakton, Washington; (4) 
Lower CC~llitz metis descendants whose ancestors have resided 
since thE! later 19th century in the Cascade regions and 

24 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 26 of 555 



Su:nmary U :'l.dl:!r the Cr iter ia, Proposed Finding, Cowl i tz Indian Tr ibe . 

along tbE~ Columbia River east of the Cowlitz Valley; and (5) 
Lower CClljdi tz families which historically resided and still 
reside r.,E~ar the mouth of the Cowli tz River, in the Kelso, 
Washington, area. The existence of these groups is good 
'evidence for social community because their existence 
reflects the occurrence of social interaction and reSUlting 
attitudes and social opinions. 

The interaction within and among these subgroups: (1) 
constitutes strong social' community within each subgroup; 
(2) demonstrates both permeable boundary between, and weak 
but demonstrable community among, the subgroups; and (3) 
distingui.s:hes the members of all the subgroups from non­
Cowlitz, \\rhether other Indians or non-Indians. 

As a cons:e~quence of the nature of the historical development 
of the Cowlitz entity, as discussed under criterion 83.7(a) . 
above, the social interaction among these subgroups at the 
tribal le,vel is primarily political in nature. While there 
is communication and interaction between members of the 
different subgroups, the subgroups do not have separate 
formal leadership. Instead, members of one subgroup know 
who within another subgroup is an effective political 
contact or communications liaison. The subgroups form a 
single political system, with no signs of considering 
breaking away, despite the presence of conflicts. 

These calc Ius ions concerning the nature of the group are not 
based solely on the documentation and narrative submitted by 
the petitioner. In addition to the evidence included in the 
CIT peti'tion, the BIA anthropologist conducted extensive 
direct illterviewing with a systematic selection of the 
petition42r's members. The numerous comparisons and 
contrast:; made by Cowlitz members in discussing the tribe 
provided evidence that individual Cowlitz have extensive 
knowledgl! about other Cowlitz members outside of the 
individual's own extended family and subgroup. However, it 
is impor1:,ant to note that interaction between subgroups is 
weak and primarily political in nature, while interaction 
within subgroups is much stronger. Nevertheless, while 
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interact.ion between subgroups is weak, it is well-defined 
and recclgnizable. The following analysis presents first a 
discussion of evidence for community within each Cowlitz 
subgroup, and second a discussion of the evidence for weak 
'but recognizable community within the tribal organization as 
a whole. 

Evidenc~ for community within each contemporary subgroup. 

Grave si1~. Within each subgroup, Cowlitz members maintain 
grave sites. In accordance wi~h the historically dispersed 
residential pattern of the Cowlitz Indians, there is no 
single Cowlitz tribal cemetery. Members of the various 
extended families within the subgroup maintain grave plots. 
with spf~cific grave sites often reserved for individual 
living Inembers, and exclude non-group members unless they 
married in. 

Extendeci,-family reunions. cowlitz members hold extended­
family reunions. Today, members deliberately schedule these 
reunionB to coincide with annual General Council meetings. 
However, Inembers have long considered the General Council 
meetingB '!it least as important (if not more important) for 
renewinu ,contact with relatives as for conducting political 
businesH. As early as the 1930's, Cowlitz members who were 
planninu t.O attend the annual meeting of the Cowlitz Tribal 
Organizclt.ion might include in the newspaper article a list 
of the distant cousins whom they expected to encounter. 
Because (If overlapping ancestry, many Cowlitz members attend 
more thcLll one reunion. 

The individual extended-family reunions are not in 
themselv.~s significant evidence for demonstrating community 
under thE! 25 CFR Part 83 regulations. However, their close 
associati()n with the General Council meetings and inclusion 
of Cowlitz members from extended family lines beyond the 
sponsoriI1~J family add to their significance as evidence 
under cr.:i.terion 83.7(b). The frequency with which 
individucll family lines held these reunions has risen and 
fallen J;E~riodically in the past, as individuals important 
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for coor:Unating the reunions passed away and descendants 
took their place. This periodicity applied to all social 
subgroups, but there was never a time at which the custom as 
a whole '.vas relinquished. 

Religiou~ affiliation. The Cowlitz tribe as a whole has no 
single religious focus, but multiple foci exist within ~he 
subgroups. Upper Cowlitz families maintain ties with the 
Indian S::1aker religion practiced on the Yakima and Chehalis 
reservations, although not all of them are Shakers. 
Addi tion,3.lly, the ancestors of the Kelso-area Lower Cowlitz 
families were important Shaker leaders in the 1890's, and 
their de;scendants attended Shaker services as late as the 
1950's. The metis in large part descend from Catholics who 
had attended the Cowlitz Prairie Mission in the late 19th 
and earl:{ 20th Centuries. Additionally, there is today an 
attempt initiated by individuals from a broad range of 
family lines and social subgroups within the membership to 
enlist n~latives and friends from neighboring Indian 
reservat,ions to help r~vive at least certain aspects of 
traditional Indian religions through the construction of a 
sweat house and regular ceremonies conducted around it. 

Evidence_for weak community-level interaction within the 
tribal e1lti ty as a whole. At the tribal level, Cowlitz 
interaction as a whole consists primarily of political 
functioning. Additionally, the subgroups form a single 
social system, based on knowledge and contact outside the 
subgroup. There is an overall boundary between Cowlitz and 
non-CowI:Ltz, and some degree of kinship ties that cross-cut 
the entil:-e membership. 

Grave si1;;es and subsistence fishing locations. In 1955 the 
General Council leadership sued the City of Tacoma to 
protect the grave sites and subsistence fishing of families 
affected :by the damming of the Cowlitz River. Elderly Upper 
Cowlitz \d tnesses provided testimony about both their own 
and also :L4:)wer Cowlitz family sites, indicating familiarity 
with the ,activities of Cowlitz settlements that crossed 
subgroup lines and individual geographical concentrations. 
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Grave sit.es are used almost entirely by members of 
particular families, and subsistence fishing, during the 
1950' s ( v,ra.s also organized primarily within the family 
lines. Nevertheless, the 1955 lawsuit is important because 
it shows that the Tribal Council intervened to protect the 
grave sites and subsistence fishing rights of their 
membership affected by the proposed dams. 

Religiou§ affiliation. On the tribal level, there is recent 
evidence for a conscious effort to prevent the religious 
diversity' of the subgroups from having a centrifugal effect 
on the tribe as a whole. The Tribal Council has had to 
mediate among three different orientations. The first 
orientation is held by some Upper and Lower Cowlitz families 
who have maintained ties with the Shakers. These people 
were instrumental in constructing the sweat house mentioned 
above. The orientation represents an attempt to revitalize 
some Native American religion and ceremonialism, and serves 
to mobilize Tribal resources to keep generations within 
families unified. 

The seco:J.d orientation is held by some Tribal Council 
leaders. Here, some Native American ceremonialism is 
incorporated into Christian Protestant religion. The 
adherent:; of this orientation conduct pan-Indian ceremonies, 
and the d.ctivities appear largely commemorative in nature. 

The thini is a Catholic religious orientation held 
especial.ly by some metis descendants. These adherents have 
objected, in some instances, particularly to the practices 
associa.t.(~d with the second orientation. 

The diffl~r,ences among these adherents became most pronounced 
when descendants of metis, Boisfort-Peell, and Upper Cowlitz 
families. 'Nith assistance from Chehalis relatives, built the 
sweat lod;re, mentioned above, on land that had been 
purchased by the CIT with funds contributed to them from the 
Lewis County Public Utilities Department. The builders held 
elders' dinners, ceremonial revivals, and other activities 
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on the property. They also rigidly forbade the consumption 
of alcot.C)lic beverages on this property. 

The political nature of these orientation differences 
'emerged when these activities provoked disputes about 
religion between the leadership, who espoused the second 
orientation, and those who built the sweatlodge, who 
espoused the first orientation. As these disputes have 
extended to the general membership, the Tribal Council 
attempted unsuccessfully to reconcile the differences by 
instituting an apprenticeship program. At present, the 
disputes a.re still unresolved. 

Formal d~finition of enrollment qualifications to reflect 
effectiv§ social boundaries. Overall Cowlitz membership 
definition constitutes more than a trivial boundary: there. 
is a distinctness which is more than a minimal 
identifi:ation by outsiders. Prior to 1973, eligibility for 
membership in what then became, and is now, the Cowlitz 
Tribe of Indians (CTI) was formally defined on the basis of 
descenda::lce. Such eligibility allowed individuals whose 
primary ,social ties lay elsewhere to pay the nominal dues 
and hold membership. However, this did not mean that there 
was a lal::k of eligibility concerns: the organization 
consistently maintained a committee whose function was to 
scrutini:~e the genealogy of applicants. Because the 
requireITu~nt was descendance I .however, some persons who were 
enrolled i:n Federally acknowledged tribes and whose primary 
interest. 'Was in claims, and some persons who had assimilated 
into the 1~ider society and whose primary interest was 
ancestra:. nostalgia, maintained voting membership. 

In 1973, the CTI Tribal Council passed resolutions, approved 
by the GEmeral Council, to exclude from voting membership 
("green card" membership) individuals who (1) were enrolled 
with othm:' Indian tribes, and/or (2) had a blood quantum of 
less than 1/16 Cowlitz Indian. These provisions adjusted 
the formcLl membership requirements to reflect the existence 
of the known social community. They indicated that the CTI 
was a community, and not just a claims organization or an 
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organizd.tion of descendants. These changes were 
incorpo:rated into the 1974 constitution by vote of the 
general membership. 

The decisions affected comparatively few persons who had 
been active in Cowlitz tribal activities since the 1950 
reorganization, and in fact had little impact on most 
familie!; who had been active in the 1920 I sand 1930 's. 
However. primarily as a result of the impact of the 1946 
Yakima )\ct, some persons who continued to be enrolled in 
what waH then known as the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT) after 
the 197] CTI resolutions did have close relatives -­
parents I :siblings, I and first cousins -- who were Yakima­
enrolled. As a result, this provision divided a small 
proportion of the Cowlitz general membership within family 
lines, callsing intrafamilial disputes and resentments 
between certain family lines and other subgroups which have 
not yet been fully reconciled. 

The ded.lsion to enforce a blood quantum requirement for CIT 
voting nlE~nbership also affected directly the membership 
status oj: comparatively few family members who had remained 
active in CTI and CIT undertakings: the majority of those 
persons ~~ith less than 1/16 Cowlitz ancestry were primarily 
interestE!d in the issue of eligibility to participate in the 
ICC clainls award. The only once-prominent family affected 
was the Sareault lineage, since the descendants of former 
CTI president James E. Sareault, who had died in 1963, and 
the descEmdants of his siblings, no longer qualified as 
voters under the 1/16 blood quantum provision. 

However, the relatives of those directly affected who did 
remain with the CTI membership have voiced objections to the 
present day about the decision, and have made explicit 
efforts t.e. ensure that representatives of their family lines 
serve on t.he Tribal Council. Their service on the tribal 
council, in turn, is to ensure that their voting interests 
and eligibility to receive claims from the ongoing Indian 
Claims Co,mmission settlement are protected. 
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Summary.. The evidence shows strong tribal relations among 
familie~i within subgroups, and weak, but c~nsistent, 
relations among families between subgroups. Relations and 
interaction within subgroups are manifest through family 
reunions:.. group economic subsistence activities, and, 
religiot:$ affiliation. 

The evic.E!!lce shows weak but consistent relations betweJn 
subgrou~s;. First, kinship genealogies link families from 
different subgroups. Thus, for example, individuals from 
one subgroup will attend the reunions of other subgroups 
simply be!cause they are related to members of different 
subgroups: through intermarriage. Second, members of these 
subgroups: indicated considerable knowledge of kinship, group 
subsisten.ce activities, religious differences, and political 
activitie:s regarding members from among different groups. 
Third, members from family groups within various subgroups 
made explicit efforts to ensure that their voting, 
membership, Indian Claims Commission status, and other 
interests were adequately represented. Together, these weak 
but consistent social relationships among the different 
subgroup:; show the existence of tribal community. 

Viewed in the light of the requirement in 83.1 that the 
criterion for community be ·understood in the context of the 
history, <;;Jeography, culture, and social organization of the 

group," .. Ie find that the historical development of the 
Cowlitz ::ndian Tribe (CIT) has resulted in a two-level 
community structure, in which community is stronger at the 
level of Ule subgroup and looser, but still consistently 
extant, cl1t the level of the tribe as a whole. Therefore, 
the petit:ioner meets criterion 83.7(b} as modified by 
criterion B3.8(d} (2). 

83.1(c) The petitioner ba. maintained poli­
tical influeDce or authority over 
it. member. a. an autonomou. entity 
from hi.torical time. until the 
pre •• nt. 
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83.8(d) (3) The group .. et. the requirement. of 
the criterion in .ection 83.7(c) to 
demonstrate that political influ­
ence or authority i. exerci.ed 
within the group at pre.ent. 
Sufficient evidence to .. et the 
criterion in .ection 83.7(c) from 
the point of la.t rederal 
acknowledgment to the pre.ent may 
be provided by demonstration of 
.ub.tantially continuous historical 
identification, by authoritative, 
knowledgeable external .ource., of 
leader. and/or a governing body who 
exerci.e political influence or 
authority, together with demon­
.tration of one form of evidence 
li.ted in .ection 83.7 (c). 

Under criterion 83.7(c), the changes introduced under 
section B3.8(d) (3) reduce the burden of evidence for 
previous.ly acknowledged tribes to demonstrate continued 
tribal E:xistence. The revisions, however, still maintain 
the same: requirements regarding the character of the 
petitior:E~r. Under Section 83.8(d) (3) a streamlined 
demonstrcltion· of criterion 83.7 (c) is provided. Although 
these chcmges have been made, the revisions maintain the 
essential requirement that to be acknowledged a petitioner 
must be tribal in character and demonstrate historic 
continuity of tribal existence. 

Since thE! Chehalis River treaty negotiations in 1855, there 
has been a~ unbroken named sequence of Cowlitz leaders. 
From 1855, until his death in 1875, Federal officials 
identifie!d Kiskox as the Lower Cowlitz leader, but no 
evidence indicates that he was leader of the Upper Cowlitz 
as well. At the Chehalis River Treaty Council negotiations 
of 1855, Federal officials urged the Indians living along 
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the Cowlitz River to move to reservations. The Lower 
Cowlitz leaders present refused to sign the treaty, or move 
to a rese~rvation. There is no evidence that the metis were 
separate~ly represented at the Chehalis River Treaty Council 

, (most of the first-generation metis were still under 21 in 
1855 and: did not constitute a distinct political subgroup), 
while tb,e Upper Cowlitz were not represented. 

There is evidence that by 1860, some of the Upper Cowlitz 
had int,ermarried with the Lower Cowlitz. There is no 
evidene,e , however, that the two bands were united under a 
single political leadership. During the 1860's and 1870's, 
BIA off.Lcials distinguished the Lower Cowlitz and Upper 
Cowlitz bands but classified both as ~Cowlitz~ Indians, as, 
for example, when attempting to place them on the Chehalis 
Reservation in 1864. In 1867, an assemblage of undefined 
"Cowlit:~" refused goods which an OIA agent attempted to 
distribute to them, out of concern that acceptance would 
signify ,approval of relocation to a reservation. The OIA 
agent d:.d not indicate who the leaders were, or give the 
identi ty fJf any subgroups that participated in this meeting. 

Federal agents noted Atwin Stockum as chief of the Lower 
Cowlitz in 1870. When the OIA officially "appointed" 
Stockum a.s chief of the Lower Cowlitz in 1878, the 
associatt:!d correspondence that the Lower Cowlitz and the 
Upper Co,,,litz or "Cowlitz Klickitat" had "made peace" some 
time arclund 1868. Stockum refused to accept responsibility 
for the "Klickitats," so in 1878, local residents 
recornme,r..dE!d to the BlA that the Upper Cowlitz Captain Peter 
be appointed chief of the "Cowlitz Klickitats" or Upper 
Cowlitz hand. 

The Lower Cowlitz metis living along the Cowlitz River 
Valley ~E~re distinct from the Lower Cowlitz band per se 
during thE! period 1855-1880 in the limited sense that they 
resided in French-speaking households headed by French­
Canadian fathers who were in a position to act and did act 
as patrons in the band's interactions with both local 
authoriti.es and the Federal Government from the 1850's 
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through the 1870's. However, there is no evidence that the 
rnetis were regarded by Federal authorities, or regarded 
themselves, as having any political leadership other than 
that pr~vided by the chiefs of the Lower Cowlitz band. 
During the 1860's, the majority of the first-generation 
Cowlitz metis were still too young to appear in leadership 
positions. As the first-generation Cowlitz metis matured 
during ':he 1870' s and 1880' s, and came into leadership 
positions in the early 26th century, they did not form a 
political subgroup that was clearly distinct from the Lower 
Cowlitz. but remained closely associated with the BIA­
appointE~d Lower Cowlitz leaders. This intermediary role is 
evidence of leadership, since the BIA is depending on their 
know1ed94: of the community and ability to influence 
informaLly the decisions of Indians under the care of the 
BIA. 

The political influence of the later 19th-century and early 
20th century named leaders can also be inferred from the 
close kiIlship ties that had developed among the various 
Cowlitz subgroups. For example, Atwin Stockum, himself a 
Lower CC1Jdi tz, was the uncle of the prominent first­
generatic)n metis Plamondon family members. He was described 
as a ·cctlsin" of Kitty Ti11ikish who, with her husband, 
resided in his household in 1910. Tillikish had previously 
been rnar.ried to Stockum' s former brother-in-law, Simon 
Plamondon, from Cowlitz Prairie. She was also related 
closely t.el Upper Cowlitz and rnetis through marriage: both 
rnetis and Upper Cowlitz relatives claimed interest in the 
inheritatlce of her public .domain trust homestead. 

This example of mUltiple inter-relationships was not an 
isolated one. In the period from 1870 through 1920, an 
extensive network of marriage connections existed not only 
within the Upper Cowlitz and Lower Cowlitz bands, but 
between the Upper Cowlitz and the Lower Cowlitz (as, for 
example, in the marriage of Mary Kiona's parents) and among 
the meti:; families. The named leaders, as a consequence, 
had closf~ kinship ties with all three subgroups. This kind 
of kinship connection provides a foundation for leadership 
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which effectively supports the formal BIA designations. 
While nEdther Shaker activity (see discussion under 
criterion 83.7(b)) nor kinship ties alone would provide 
adequatE! evidence of political influence, the combined data 
indicatE!s the existence of actual informal, noncoercive 
politicaJL influence along with a system of formally-' 
appointed BIA-appointed leaders in the later 19th and early 
20th cer..tury. \ 

From 1904 through 1934, evidence of continuous political 
leadership includes the smooth shifting of leadership from 
the federally-recognized chieftainship and political 
influenCE! of Atwin Stockurn and Captain Peter, to a council 
of electEed officers. In 1904 Lower Cowlitz Chief Atwin 
Stockum a.n.d his nephew, Cowlitz metis leader Simon 
Plamondon., Jr., initiated efforts to obtain restitution fro~· 
the Federa.l government for title to lands they allegedly 
lost through Federal government action. Captain Peter, the 
Upper CO',di tz leader, was also involved in these claims 
activities until his death in 1910. These leaders presided 
over meetings and social gatherings held among Upper and 
Lower Co~litz as. early as 1908. 

Although Captain Peter died in 1910, Atwin Stockurn survived 
to see the establishment of the Cowlitz Tribal Organization 
in 1912. .~t the first meeting, the tribe elected a 

committe.! to assist him because he was "aged and infirm." 
After hil; death later that year, the Cowlitz Tribal Organi­
zation eI,ected his successor, with many of the same men 
selected to aid Stockum serving on an executive committee. 

After thE~ death of Atwin Stockum, the Cowlitz Tribal 
Organization was headed by elected presidents, a succession 
of alterni3.ting metis and Upper Cowlitz leaders until 1936. 
Thus, Bapt.iste -Bat-.Kiona (Upper Cowlitz) was followed by 
Daniel PlaInondon (Lower Cowlitz metis), who was followed by 
John Ike K:Lnswa (Upper Cowlitz), who was followed by John B. 
Sareault (Lower Cowlitz ). After the 1936 death of John B. 
Sareault, the alternation ended when he was succeeded by his 
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son, J~nes E. Sareault, who retained the titular leadership 
until 1950. 

From 1910 through 1919, the Cowlitz were involved in the 
Quinaul1: adoptions cases, and assisted Thomas Bishop ,and 
Charles :Roblin in their attempts to enroll non-reservation 
Indians, However, the evidence clearly indicates that ~he 
Cowlitz meetings and councils did not arise in response to 
the mOVE~nent to enroll outsiders at Quinault. Neither did 
they re~;ul t from the making of the Roblin Roll. Rather, the 
Cowli tz !tribe existed prior to these events and the formal 
Cowlitz tribal organization operated independently of these 
activitil:!s. 

Documentation from the period 1912 - 1936 also shows that 
Kelso-belsed Lower Cowlitz families, Boisfort/Peel1 Cowlitz 
familieE: .. and Cascade Cowlitz metis families participated 
actively in the formal tribal organization, paying dues and 
attendin9 the annual meetings. Thus, participation in the 
Cowlitz Tribal Organization was not limited to a small 
coterie from anyone subgroup. Both Lower Cowlitz and Upper 
Cowlitz, as well as metis descendants and a few Yakima­
enrollee, Cowlitz descendants, served as delegates to approve 
lawyer ccmtracts, as lobbyists in Washington, D.C., and on 
the tribcll. organization's enrollment committees. The 
purpose of the enrollment committees was to screen and 
validate the genealogical descent of general membership 
applicants. 

Throughout. the 1920's and 1930's, Federal officials 
maintained contact with elected Cowlitz leaders such as John 
Ike Kinswa,. The BIA asked them to help track the progress 
of in~ividual Cowlitz students at the Indian and public 
schools, to intercede and clarify land inheritance and 
probation, issues for various families. The BIA also 
responde::], to complaints from Kinswa and others regarding the 
State of Washington's penalties for alleged fishing 
violatio:ns. This intermediary role is evidence of 
leadership, since the BIA consulted with them on their 
knowledg·e of the community, and depended on their ability to 
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influen,:e informally the decisions of Indians under the care 
of the 3I.A. 

Thus, the political influence of the named Cowlitz leaders 
,extended well beyond ·claims· issues as usually defined. 
For example, in the 1930's, Council activities included 
inconclusive consideration of assertions by Wannassay family 
descendc~nts that they had recently been defrauded of land in 
Kelso that the family had owned as late as 1910. 

Other activities included Tribal-level action to advocate 
for subsistence fishing and protection of family burial 
plots. Families from all Cowlitz subgroups fished the 
Cowlitz E:Lver to supplement subsistence, as late as the 
1950.'s. Despite increasing regulation of fishing by the 
State of Washington in the 1950's, game officials knew 
indi vidl.:.al families living along the river, and allowed 
fishing te) continue. Similarly, family burial sites still in 
use durinc;;J the 1950's and later were well known to the 
membersr..:i.p. The Cowlitz Tribal Organization, in 1934, 
passed a resolution and proposed a petition to protest the 
increased regulation of fishing by the State of Washington. 
In 1955, the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT) sued the City of 
Tacoma in an attempt to mitigate damages to family burial 
sites and subsistence fishing from the proposed Mayfield 
Dam. The.s:e incidences show that the Tribal Council attempted 
to advoca,t.e on behalf of its membership to protect 
activitie!s of importance to all members, even though the 
activitie!s themselves were not necessarily coordinated 
politically at a Tribal level. They also show that the 
Council e.ngaged in activities other than claims. Thus, the 
governin; council and wider membership were actively 
involved politically in subsistence fishing issues as a 
tribal entity. 

No direct documentary evidence for political activity 1939-
1950 was submitted in the petition. The Sareault family did 
not make available the papers retained by John B. Sareault 
and Jame:sE. Sareault. For the period 1934-1950, some 
individual petitioner members submitted to the BIA a few 
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copies of correspondence between Cowlitz individuals and the 
presidemt of the organization. Letters from the BIA to 
Clifford Wilson suggest that Cowlitz claims activities 
continlleci in the mid-1940's. 

The lec~ders who initiated the 1950 Cowlitz reorganization 
effort ,,\Tere the same as those who had held office at the 
time thE~ prior organization ceased to hold regular meetings, 
and to ".,.hom individual Cowlitz directed correspondence as 
tribal c)1:ficers during the interval when no meetings were 
held. Newspaper coverage of t.he 1950 meeting stated that 
the newly elected president and vice-president had "traded 
the positions they had held since 1941." The minutes of the 
post-1.9S0 CTI also referred to the participation of many 
non-off ic:ers who had been named in the organizational 
minutes f:rom the 1930' s. This information is evidence of 
continuE!d leadership, whose activities during the 1950' s 
were dis;c:ussed in the paragraphs above. 

For the period from 1912 through 1950, the existence of an 
externally named leadership, along with limited evidence for 
the cont~inuation of structured political activity and 
influence under 83.8(d) (3), was supplemented by considerable 
evidenCE! of informal leadership exercised within the 
component subgroups by non-elected elders, under 83.7(c), as 
provided by 83.8(d) (3). Generally, the continuity of 
leadership between the 1930's and the 1950's, the continuity 
of participation by most of the same families in the 1930's 
and the 1950's, the continuation of cl~ims activities, the 
pursuit .o,f non-claims-related advocacy, and the numbers 
attendin.g meetings, in combination, are evidence that there 
was continued political influence on the part of the named 
leaders, and acknowledgment of influence from the followers. 

Since 1950, there has been an uninterrupted sequence of 
named, elected leadership in what was known from 1950 
through 1973 as the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians (CTI), and 
since 1974 has been formally designated as the Cowlitz 
Indian 'rribe (CIT). The CTI minutes showed that annual 
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meetin~' attendance by qualified voters varied from about 64, 
in 195(, to 145 in 1956. 

There is limited evidence that these elected leaders were 
considere!d by knowledgeable external sources to have follow­
ers. In 1953, the BIA notified the CTI, through its elected 
leader, of the pending western Washington termination I 

legislation. In 1964, the council and some of the gen~ral 
membership became involved in a dispute concerning the 
approval of an attorney contract for pursuing claims 
1itigatic1n under the 1946 Indian Claims Conunission (ICC) 
Act. While there is no evidence that the disputants aligned 
themsel v'e's along factional lines, the disputes were 
perceive·d by Federal officials as a threat to the 
leadersh.ip's stability, indicating that the membership 
exerted influence on the formally elected leadership. 

In 1967, an informally functioning executive conunittee was 
expanded by resolution of the general membership at the 
annual meeting into a formal tribal council. The Tribal 
Council was then incorporated into the 1974 constitutional 
revisio:J., which also was adopted by vote of the general 
members:J.ip. However, the annual membership, or General 
Council, meetings have remained the primary political 
center. There are political strains over its role vis-a-vis 
that of the Tribal Council and rivalries between the elected 
leadership of the Ge,neral Council and the Tribal Council. 

Concern:; by Council members about some of the general 
membership's involvement in Quinault allotment litigation 
comprist! indirect evidence of wider interest in activities 
undertak,en by some of the leadership. Together, these 
developrn,ents provide evidence for continuous functioning by 
leaders, leaders' influence over membership, and 
acknowlE~dgment of leaders by followers under 83.8 (d) (3). In 
addition, there was considerable evidence of informal 
leadership during the period 1950-1973 by community elders, 
applicab14! as supportive evidence under the provisions of 
83.7 (c) . 
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A few ml~:mbers of the General Council joined with the 
Quinaul1: Tribe in a lawsuit against the Federal Government, 
beginnillig in 1971. While the leadership and some members 
were invlolved in the lawsuit, there is no evidence that the 
Cowli tz 'fribal Councilor General Council as such devel?ped 
any po1:~cy on the issue. Cowlitz members not involved lin 
the lit:.9c'3.tion later voiced concern that these individu~l 
members I~ere attempting to use the Cowlitz Council to 
enhance 'their position in these Quinault disputes. 

The "conpromise settlement n on the ICC judgment award, which 
the CTI Tribal Council voted to accept in 1973, gave rise to 
a chalIE!l:lqe to the elected leadership. Shortly after the 
signing, BIA officials noted the existence of a splinter 
group, t~he Sovereign Cowlitz, as partial justification for 
not recmnrnending approval of the claims disbursement in 
1974. From 1974 through 1981, the Sovereign Cowlitz 
received publicity through newspaper articles, and Congres­
sional h~~arings. While a variety of the members expressed 
sym~athy for the objections voiced by the Sovereign Cowlitz, 
the gr01.Lp itself did not directly involve a significant 
segment ()f the general membership, and its attempts to gain 
wider ird::Luence were successfully contained and limited 
through counter-measures undertaken by the elected 
leadership. 

In 1973, t:wo CTI decisions regarding membership defined 
formal rnmnbership eligibility in such a way that it matched 
the grol;,p' s effective membership as a social and political 
community up to that time (see discussion above under 
criteriClIl 83.7 (b) ). While the resulting disputes concerning 
dual enz'c)llment and blood quantum issues are not in 
themselvE!s adequate evidence for the political involvement 
of the lcu~ger general membership, they are contributory 
evidence for "widespread knowledge, communication and 
invol verr,Emt in political processes by most of the group 's 
members." 

The 1973/1.974 decisions concerning enrollment qualifications 
have cont~inued to have political impact until the present 
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day. S()me family groups, especially from among the Kelso­
area Lo' ... er Cowlitz descendants, maintain that they remain 
active in the .Tribal Council to protect their membership 
status H.:nd report suspicion about special interests pursued 
by the representatives of other family groups on the 
'Council 

The 1/Hi Cowlitz blood-quantum provision continued to 
provoke membership-eligibility disputes within the general 
membership and within the Tribal Council as recently as the 
early 1990's. In the course of one dispute in early 1992, 
an ally ()f the then-Tribal Council Chairman announced an 
intentic)Il to form a new Cowlitz organization with no blood 
quantum l:estrictions, and allegedly stole all membership 
files. While the incident itself involved neither a large 
number cf people nor a broad representation of subgroups, it 
did higl':J.ight the concern many members still had for their . 
own votin9 status within the Tribe. 

During the 1980's and the 1990's the Tribal and General 
Councils have responded to demands from the general 
membership to broaden the focus of CIT activities beyond 
claims and Federal acknowledgment, and to intervene in other 
matters of concern to the general membership, or of concern 
to particular extended families or socially-defined 
categories within the general membership. These categories 
were des=ribed in the discussion·of 25 CFR 83.7(b) above, as 
were several of the sequences of events. These interven­
tions, i:1 turn, have incited further efforts by members of 
other so,:ial categories to ensure that their interests were 
not slig::lted. 

For example, the involvement of some CIT General Council 
leadersh.ip in the Quinault Allottees Association has 
provoked suspicions among some Lower Cowlitz and Upper 
Cowlitz ::alnilies that the leadership was using their office 
to promot,e interests on the Quinault Reservation at the 
expense of the wider Cowlitz membership. 
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Similarly, when self-selected Tribal Council· and General 
Council members constructed a sweat lodge, a dispute over 
religion and membership ensued. The Tribal Council found 
~tself caught between those who undertook the project, under 
the guidcllnce of Shaker relatives, and Cowlitz members who 
observed the Catholic religion. As discussed under 83.7(b) 
above, attempts to reconcile the differences through an 
apprenticeship to senior Tribal Council leaders were 
unsuccess:ful. Membership disputes were provoked when one of 
the sweat lodge builders was denied the opportunity to speak 
and vote because he was less than 1/16 Cowlitz blood 
quantum. Others among the general membership then asserted 
that some! Tribal Council members had a similarly low 
quantum. The issue, while resolved within the Tribal 
Council, has not been fully resolved among the general 
membership. 

In a diffe!rent example, the Tribal Council advocated on 
behalf of members who wanted to adopt Cowlitz children 
released for adoption to non-members. In one case, the 
Tribal Council enlisted the support of the Quileute Tribe's 
legal counsel. 

Taken tosrether, these instances are evidence for continuous 
functioning by leaders, leaders I ,influence on the 
membership, members' influence on the policies of the 
governin~r body, and acknowledgment of leaders by followers 
under 83.89(d) (3). 

Summar,y. An unacknowledged group without a land base cannot 
be expected to exercise political influence or authority in 
many of t:he ways that exist within reservation tribes. The 
role of t:he formal leadership is necessarily more limited. 
Within trlose constrictions, the petitioner's elected leaders 
have in.it:i.ated policies and have responded, sometimes 
reluctantly, to the expressed·concerns of the general 
membership. On limited issues, the councils have mobilized 
testimon~r from knowledgeable elders indicating a depth of 
informal leadership within the petitioner beyond the formal 
constitutional structures. 
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From 1855, until 1912 there was continuous identifiable 
leadersr.ip among the Lower Cowlitz, Upper Cowlitz, and 
Cowli tz n1E!tis. While Upper Cowlitz and metis were not 
represented at the Chehalis River treaty negotiations in 
1855, evidence from interaction with the Federal government 
shows that these leaders influenced both followers among 
their resipective groups, as well as each other. Evidencre 
from invcIlvement in the Shaker church shows that these \ 
leaders influenced each other increasingly throu~hout the 
19th cent.ury as kinship networks among the different groups, 
already E!xisting at the time of the treaty negotiations, 
further developed. 

From 1912 to 1934 evidence from interaction with the BIA 
shows that leaders of the Cowlitz Tribal Organization, such 
as John Ike Kinswa collected information for the Federal 
government, influenced followers, as well as informing them· 
of Federal initiatives and in turn informing the Federal 
government of membership complaints and concerns. 

From 193~ through the 1950's the leadership have responded 
to parti,:ular concerns from different subgroups from among 
the membership, such as protection of subsistence fishing 
and family grave sites. 

From the 1950's to the present the leadership of the General 
Council have had to resolve conflicts over various political 
issues that have been important to members throughout 
differen 1: subgroups, and that have been issues of contention 
between different subgroups. Issues have included 
membership, religious expression, involvement with the 
Quinault Reservation's land use planning, and child 
adoption. 

The evidlmce thus shows that the CTI and CIT were more than 
claims or9anizations, although at some periods most of the 
formal rE!I:::ords pertained to claims activities. The annual 
meetings \:>£ the 1920' s and 1930' s, the General Council of 
the 1950 :s and 1960's, and the Tribal Council of the 1970's 
to the pr1esent have provided a forum in which the elected 
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leadership exerted political influence upon the general 
membership, and in which the .general membership, in turn, 
expressE!d its concern to the leadership. In general, the 
evidenCE! indicates that the scope of activities undertaken 
by the CIT organization since the adoption of the current 
constitution in 1974 has not diminished, but rather has 
gradually expanded to take on functions previously performed 
by subgrclups, as the group I s resources and expertise have 
increased. 

Therefore, we conclude that the petitioner meets criterion 
83.7(c) a.s modified by criterion 83.8(d) (3). 

83.7(d) A .copy of the group's present governing 
document, including ita membership 
criteria. In the absence of a written 
document, the petitioner must provide a 
statement describing in full its 
membership criteria and current 
governing procedures 

The petitioner provided copies of the current constitution 
and by-laws, which include a detailed statement of 
membership qualifications and enrollment procedures. The 
petitioner also provided copies of two prior constitutions 
dated 1950 and 1974, both of which included information on 
membersbip qualifications and enrollment procedures. 

Therefore, the petitioner meets criterion 83.7(d). 

83.7(e) The petitioner's membership consists of 
individuals who descend fram a 
historical Indian tribe or fram 
historical Indian tribe. which combined 
and functioned a. a single autonomous 
political entity. 
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Under tr.,E! provisions of section 83.8, the petitioner must 
show that it meets criterion 83.7(e), descent from a 
historiccll Indian tribe or tribes which combined and 
functionE~d as a single autonomous political entity. The 
second of these provisions applies to the CIT. 
Collectively, the petitioner's members descend from the' 
Lower CO\l71itz band as it existed at the time of the Ch~ha1is 
River tre!aty negotiations in 1855, from metis descendants of 
Lower CO\l71itz women who had married French-Canadian 
employees: of the Hudson's Bay Company prior to 1855, from 
the Upper Cowlitz and Lower Cowlitz bands as enumerated by 
the OIA in 1878, and from persons enumerated as Cowlitz 
Indians cln the BIA' s 1919 Schedule of Unenro11ed Indians in 
Western Wa,shington prepared by special agent Charles Roblin. 

There was no one source which identified all Cowlitz Indians 
who lived at any time in the past. The 1900 and 1910 Federal 
censuses identified individuals as Cowlitz Indians, but did 
not necessarily identify all persons of Cowlitz descent as 
Cowlitz Indians. The Roblin Roll of 1919 was an attempt to 
enumerate unenro11ed Indians. It listed families as 
Cowlitz, but was. not a census of the Cowlitz as an entity or 
of all Cowlitz descendants. It omitted those Cowlitz who as 
of 1919 '~'ere enrolled on Federal reservations. 

The current membership also descends from individuals 
identified as Cowlitz Indians in pre-1BSS Roman Catholic 
Church r,ecords, persons identified as Cowlitz Indians in 
public vital records, and from individuals identified as 
Cowlitz Indians on BIA allotment records (for ·pub1ic domain 
allotments and Yakima Reservation allotments) and in 
affidavits filed with the BIA between 1911 and 1918 in 
connecti,:>n with applications for adoption and allotment on 
the Quin.!ult Reservation. 

Many of '::he above categories overlap: that is, the same 
individual often is identified as Cowlitz in a baptismal 
record a': the St. Francois Xavier mission at Cowlitz 
Prairie, on the special Indian Population schedules in 1900 
and 1910, in an allotment application, and on the Roblin 
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Roll; or otherwise in a sequence of independently created 
document.s.. In addition to official documentation, ancestors 
of the pE:t:i tioner' s members were regularly identified as 
Cowlitz Indians in late 19th-century and 20th-century 
newspape,r birth and wedding announcements, and in 
obi tuari E!S • 

Previous acknowledgment decisions have allowed for the 
movement of families between bands and tribes, as well as 
the fOrITcLl or informal merger of bands and tribes. This 
phenomenor.t is allowed for in this finding by discussing the 
consolidcLtion of the Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz by OIA 
policy, SLr.Ld by the association of non-Cowlitz metis families 
with the Cowlitz Indians in the society which developed at 
the HudSClr.L' s Bay Company settlement on Cowlitz Prairie prior 
to the 18:55 date of prior unambiguous Federal 
acknowledgment. The process by which non-Cowlitz metis 
families became associated with the Cowlitz Indians was 
carefully analyzed by the BIA. It was concluded that 
descent from such associated metis families constituted 
descent from the historical tribe within the meaning of 
criterion 83.7(e) for the following reasons: 

(1) inter-tribal marriages were customary in the 
Pacific Northwest; 
(2) the associated families have consistently lived 
amo::lg and intermarried with families of documented 
Cowlitz descent since the 1830's; 
(3) Roman Catholic church records indicated that the 
pro.:ess of association had been completed prior to 
ISS!5, the date of unambiguous prior Federal 
ackllo'wledgment being used for this Proposed Finding; 
and 
(4) the descendants of these families had been 
conl;istently accepted and identified as Cowlitz by the 
FedE!:r.al government and the BlA. 

The lineB of descent for individual families have been 
verified through BlA rolls and BIA-maintained vital records 
of birth!;, marriages, and deaths; Federal census records 
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from 1850 through 1920; public vital records of births, 
marriages, and deaths; and Roman Catholic sacramental 
records of baptisms, marriages, and burials. Only one 
family (8 members) on the current (1994) membership list 
could not: be verified by the BIA genealogist as meeting the 
petitionE!l:"' s own enrollment criteria. This was less than 
one per cent of the petitioner's membership, which today 
numbers 1,577. 

Therefore, the petitioner meets criterion 83.7(e). 

83.7(f) The membership of the petitioning group 
is composed principally of persons who 
are not members of any acknowledged 
North American :Indian tribe. However, 
under certain conditions a petitioning 
group may be acknowledged even if its 
membership is composed principally of 
persons whose names have appeared on 
rolls of, or who have been otherwi.e 
as.ociated with, an acknowledged Indian 
tribe. The conditions are that the 
group must .stablish that it has 
functioned throughout history until the 
pre.ent as a separate and autonomous 
:Indian trib~l entity, that it. members 
do not maintain a bilateral political 
relationship with the acknowledged 
tribe, and that it. member. have pro­
vided written confiraation of their 
.embership in the petitioning group. 

The requirements of section 83.7{f) are designed to prevent 
the breakup of existing Federally acknowledged tribes. This 
section still applies under the provisions of section 83.8. 

The petiticmer's constitution prohibits dual enrollment, and 
has prohibited dual enrollment since 1973. Enrollment 
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practices of the CIT include checking for possible dual 
enrolllTent on the part of the applicant. The member.hip of 
the petlt:ioning group is composed principally of per. on. who 
are not members of any acknowledged North American Indian 
tribe. 

Therefor'li, the petitioner meet. criterion 83.7 (f) . 

83.1(cr) • ei~ber ~be pe~i~ioDer aor i~ .... ber. 
are ~he .ub~ect of cODgre •• ioDal 
lecri.l.tioD tbat ba. axpr ••• ly 
term1D&t.d or forbi44.D the rederal 
rel.tioD.hip. 

There ill no evidence that the petitioner i. subject to 
congreslIional legislation that has terminated or forbidden . 
the Fede!r,al relationship. 

TherefoJ:'le, the petitioner meets criterion 93.7 (g). 

48 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 50 of 555 



Historical Technical Report 
Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Table of Contents 

Summa~y of the Evidence , 1 
Identification as an ,American Indian 

Entity since 1855 , 2 
r-1a intenance of Community , 5 
Maintenance of Tribal Political Influence 

or Other Authority 6 
Introduction 9 
Definitions , 9 

Nature of a Federally Acknowledgeable Group 
under 25 CFR Part 83 9 

Petitioner's Self-Definition, 9 
Previous Federal Acknowledgment and Reduced 

Burden of Proof under Revised 
25 CFR Part 83 Regulations 10 
Consideration of the cowlitz 

under Section 83.8 , 10 
Impact of Section 83.8 on Coverage 

in the Historical Technical Report 11 
Distinctions between definitions of Cowlitz 

for Federal Acknowledgment Purposes 
and Definitions of Cowlitz 
Used in Claims Cases 11 

Brief Survey of the Cowlitz Before 1855 . 13 
Et~nic and Linguistic Groupings 13 
Early Cowlitz Population and Locations 16 

First Sustained Contacts with Non-Indians 17 
Population Prior to First Sustained Contact 

with Non-Indian Settlers . 18 
Evidence from the Fur Trade, 1813-1828 18 
Impact of the Intermittent Fever, 1829-1840 20 
Cowlitz Population, 1840-1855 . 21 
Klickitat Immigration into the Cowlitz Valley 25 
Lewis River Cowlitz . 25 

Evidence Concerning Tribal Structure and 
Leadership 1841-1855 26 
Definitions and Descriptions of Lower Cowlitz 26 
Definitions and Descriptions of Upper Cowlitz 27 

Development of the Cowlitz Metis Families 30 
Roman Catholic Church Missions and Records 30 
Was there a Cowlitz "Reservation"? 31 

OI.~ Organization in Washington Territory 34 
Chehalis River Treaty Council Negotiations, 

March, 1855 35 
Ba:kground . 35 

Federal Participants 37 
Cowlitz Participants 37 

1 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 51 of 555 



Table of Content. 

Preparations . . . , , . . , , , , , . , 38 
Council Proceedings . , , . , . , , , , , , . .. 39 

Terms Offered . . . . . , , . . , , , , . .. 41 
Refusal to Sign , . . . , . , , , . . . . .. 42 

Summary of the Chehalis Treaty Council Proceedings 45 
The Cowlitz 1855-1877 . . . . . . . . . 45 

Available Records . . . . . . . . 45 
In:::Uan War, 1855-1856 . . . . . . 46 

OIA Chain of Command . . .. 48 
Events at Cowlitz Prairie . . . . . . . . .. 48 

Internment of Klickitats and Bois Fort \ 
Indians on Cowlitz Prairie 49 

Removal of Indian Weapons by 
Captain Edward D. Warbass . . . . . . 49 

Cowlitz in the American Military Service 51 
Internment of Cowlitz Groups . . . . . . . . . 53 

Relationship of the OIA with the Lower 
Cowlitz Indians . . . . . . . . . . . 54 

Internment of the Lewis River Indians 
under Umtux at Fort Vancouver .. 54 

The Identity of Umtux . . . . . . . 55 
The Death of the Lewis River Umtux . 59 
The Disposition of the Lewis River 

Umtux' Band . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60 
Pout-war Federal ·Government and BIA Policies 

toward the Cowlitz Indians . . . . . . . . 67 
Population Estimates . . . . . . . . . . 72 

Att~'empts to Place the Cowlitz on the Chehalis 
Reservation, l862-1869 . . . . . 73 

Mentions of the Cowlitz in BIA Reports and 
Correspondence l870-l877 . . . . . . 76 

The Cow:.itz 1878-1904 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79 
lB",B BIA Appointment of Upper/Lower Cowlitz 

Chi e f. . . . , , , . . , . , , , 79 
Milroy Correspondence 1877-1880 . . , . . . . . 80 

18'8/l879 BIA Censuses , , , , , , . , . . . . . . . 8S 
1878 Milroy Census, Lower Cowlitz . . . .. 86 
l878 Milroy Census, Upper Cowlitz . . .. . 86 

Mention. in BIA and Local Records l880-1904 . 87 
Report of a Local Resident , • . . . .. . 89 
Cowlitz Public Domain Allotments and 

Homestead., 1888-1945 • . . . . . . 89 
BIA Admini.trative Developments 188S-1904 . 94 
Mentions of Cowlitz Indians in COIA 

Annual Reports, 1883-1898 ,...,... 94 
Yakima Allotments . . . . . • • . . .. 96 

Impact of the Indian Shaker Church .. .. 99 
Description by Local Resident, 1890's. . .103 

19C 0 Federal Censul • . . . • . • • . . . . .104 

2 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 52 of 555 



Table of Contents 

The Cowlitz 1904-1934 
Introduction 

Newspaper Mentions 
The beginning of Claims Activity 

Initiation by Atwin Stockum and 
Simon Plamondon, Jr. 

Federal Government Response 
McChesney Report, 1910 . 

Be9innings of Scholarly Ethnographic Study 
of the Cowlitz Indians . 

EBtablishment of a Cowlitz Organization 
Quinault Adoptions and Allotments 
Cowlitz Response to the Quinault 

Allotment Proposals . 
Deaths of the Chiefs Appointed by the BIA 
1912/15 Beginning of a Cowlitz Organization 

with Elected Leadership . 
Cowlitz Tribal Organization: Record 

Retention and Destruction . 
Compilation of Charles A. Roblin's Schedule 

of Unenrolled Indians in Western 
Washington (Roblin Roll), 1919 . 

~)st-Roblin Roll Cowlitz Contacts with BIA 
1920-1934: Chronology and Analysis 
McDowell Report, 1920 
BIA Interaction with Cowlitz 

Indians 1920-1934 . 
A':.tempts to Obtain Legislation Authorizing 

the "Cowlitz Tribe of Indians" to 
Submit Claims to the Court of Claims, 
1915-1927 

Scholarly Studies, 1920's and 1930's 
The CO'Alli tz 1934 -1950 

I:J.troduction 
Continued Contacts of Individual 

Cowlitz Indians with the BIA, 1934-1950 . 
CJwlitz Organization 

Quinault Allotments 
Attempted Muck Creek IRA Organization 
Fishing Rights . 
1946 Purge of Yakima Enrollment and its 

Impact on the Cowlitz 
The Co~litz 1950-1974 

Introduction 
Local History Mentions 

Revived Cowlitz Tribe of Indians Organization, 
1950-1955 
Revival of Claims Activity . 
Non-claims Activities of the 

Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 

3 

104 
104 
105 
105 

105 
107 
108 

109 
110 
110 

113 
113 

114 

116 

117 

119 
119 

120 

126 
130 
131 
131 

.130 
135 
137 
139 
139 

140 
140 
140 
141 

141 
144 

146 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 53 of 555 



Table of Contents 

Activity of Yakima Cowlitz in the 
1950 Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 
Organization 

C::)nt:inuing Cowlitz Tribe of Indians Activity, 
1955-1973 
Non-claims Activity, 1955-1973 
Interaction with Other Indian Tribes and 

State Agencies 
Claims Activity 1955-1973 

1969 ICC Award 
1973 Compromise Settlement 

The Cowlitz 1974-Present .. 
Intr"oduction 
ICC Judgment Award and its Impact 

Constitutional Revision 
Proposals for Distribution of the 

ICC Award . 
Formation of the Sovereign Cowlitz Nation 
Yakima Cowlitz Protest . 
Distribution Proposals . 
BlA Statement of position 
The Federal Acknowledgment Issue 
The The Fitzpatrick study 

Non-claims Activity, 1974-1994 
Petition for Federal Acknowledgment 
Fishing Rights 
Relationships with Other Tribes 

The "Yakima Cowlitz" Controversy 
Post-1974 Yakima Cowlitz Contacts 

with BIA, etc. 

Appendi): I: Chart, Origin of the Western 
Wa~;hington Indian Agency (NARS Seat tIe, 
Puyallup Preliminary Inventory) 

Table I: Known Cowlitz, 1839-1844 . 

4 

148 

149 
149 

150 
150 
152 

" \ 152 
153 
153 
154 
154 

154 
154 
154 
154 
156 
157 
158 
159 
159 
160 
160 
160 

160 

163 

22 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 54 of 555 



HISTORICAL TECHNICAL REPORT 

COWLITZ INDIAN TRIBE 

SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 

Histori':::ally, during the first half of the 19th century, the 
usage oE the term ~Cowlitz Indians~ was geographical'rather 
than li::1guistic or ethnic. The "Cowlitz" were those Indians 
who resided mainly along the length of the Cowlitz Riv~r, in 
what is now Cowlitz County and Lewis County, Washington, 
from ne.3.r the mouth of the river as far north as Randle, 
Washing:on, a distance of some 80 miles. Smaller affiliated 
groups .3.re said to have lived along the Tout le River (a 
tributary of the Cowlitz) and the Lewis River.l No 
contemporary documentation was located for the Toutle River 
group. The Lewis River band was mentioned in 19th century 
documen~ation, but was consistently identified as Klickitat. 

In conn'::ction with the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians' ICC claim, 
Dr. Ver:1e F. Ray maintained the existence of a group of 
"Mountain Cowlitz" or "Kwalhiokwa" prior to the 1855 treaty 
period (Ray 1974, 250-252, 258). His description of the 
supposed structural and linguistic amalgamation of this 
group with the Lower Cowlitz could not be confirmed by 
contemporary documentary evidence. The Hudson's Bay Company 
journal of events at Fort Nisqually in the 1830's mentioned 
"Mountain Cowlitz," but did not identify them with the 
Kwalhi.o<wa (Bagley 1915-1916). Most primary sources 
indicat,::d only that references to the now-extinct Kwalhiokwa 
(or Willapa) designated a distinct Athapaskan group that 
lived along the Wil1apa River toward the head of the 
Chehali3 River, which should not be confused with the 
Chinook,:in/Salish Willapa who lived toward the mouth of the 
same ri:ver (Spier 1974, 12-13). They contained nothing to 
identify the Kwalhiokwa as "Mountain Cowlitz," nor did other 
scholars prior to Ray classify them as ~Mountain Cowlitz" 
(Curtis 1913, 153). The ICC finding summed up as follows: 

The other area which we have found the Cowlitz did 
noc use and occupy was in the northwest, referred 
to as the Willapa Hills area. The evidence 
cl'=arly establishes that these lands were not 

1 Tlu~ Indian name of the Lewis River was Cathlapotle or Cathlapootle, 
which according to Irwin was "derived from the Chinookan village at its 
outlet" I Irwin 1995, [1]). 
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occupied by Cowlitz but rather were the territory 
of the Athapaskan-speaking Indians known as the 
Kwalhiokwas . Further, there is no 
evi::ientiary basis for concluding that such an 
amalgamation [with the Cowlitz] occurred. In fact 
Dr. Ray is virtually the sole authority for the 
claim of Cowlitz occupancy of these lands (21 Ind. 
Cl Comm. 143, 147-148; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1048 - A-
1 OL,:9) • 

Identification as an American Indian entity since 1855. The 
Cowlitz Indians refused to sign the treaty proposed at the 
Chehalis River Treaty Council in 1855. In the later 1860's 
and earl.y 1870's, the OIA again considered placing them on a 
reservation. When Kiskox, the chief who had represented the 
Cowlitz at the Chehalis River Treaty Council in 1855, died 
on Cowlitz Prairie in 1875, he received a lengthy newspaper 
obituar}'. In 1878 and 1880, the OIA took censuses of both 
the LOWEr Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz bands. These censuses 
omitted the French-Canadian metis families. 2 However, 
correspcndence from the 1855-1856 Indian war and from a 
series cf "disturbances" in 1878 indicated a continuing 
close relationship between the identified Cowlitz bands and 
the metie families who were their close relatives. 
Throughout the second half of the 19th century, the Cowlitz 
Indians were mentioned in the annual published reports of 
the COlA: the longest hiatus was between 1883 and 1893. 

Cowlitz claims activity preceded the founding of Bishop's 
Northwestern Federation of American Indians (NFAI) in 1910. 
The original claims case was brought in 1904 by Atwin 
Stockum, who had been formally appointed chief of the Lower 
Cowlitz band by the OIA in 1878, and by his metis nephew 
(his sister's son), Simon Plamondon, Jr. The resulting 
Cowlitz Tribal Organization, founded in 1912 before Atwin 
Stockum' 3 death and formalized in 1915, alternated the 
presiden,:y between Lower Cowlitz metis and Upper Cowlitz 
Taidnapam full-bloods through the 1930's. Its activities on 
behalf of the "Cowlitz Indians" received ongoing news (not 
feature a.rticle) coverage in local newspapers. 

This report uses the word "metis" to indicate individuals and 
families of mixed French-Canadian and American Indian descent. It uses 
the term "Cowlitz metis" to indicate individuals and families of mixed 
French-CaIlildian and Cowlitz Indian descent. See the Genealogical 
Technical report for a detailed discussion of the Cowlitz metis families 
between 18:Hl and 1840, and the incorporation of other metis families into 
the Cowlit~. resulting from the fur trade. 
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FeatGre articles on Cowlitz Indians featured individu~l 
familie:3, speeches before the local historical society, 
folklon~, basketry, fishing, and burial grounds. While 
chese nl::ver directly addressed the issue of "entity," they 
regularly identified the subject as a member of the Cowlitz 
tribe. Local historians and local newspapers, in reports 
appearing from 1900 to the present, have consistently 
mentionl::d not only the historical heritage of the 19th 
centt.;.ry Cowlitz Indians in the Cowli tz River valley, . but 
have known who the locally resident contemporaries were. 
The t.;.mb:rella tribal organization wasl also regularly \ 
identifLed as an American Indian entity by newspaper 
account.3 from the periods 1912-1939 and 1950 to the present. 

In the L890's, in accordance with the prevailing Indian 
policy of the Federal Government, the OIA maintained that 
the CowLitz had dispersed among the white population and did 
not exi.3t as an entity. At the time, Indians living off 
reserva:ions were not seen as wards, but as citizens. 
Therefore, the Cowlitz Indians were not considered legal 
wards oE the Government, since they did not have a 
reserva:ion. Both full-blood Cowlitz and Cowlitz metis 
familie3 did, however, continue to be treated as Indians on 
an indi·~idual basis for such purposes as attendance at BIA 
schools and heirship determinations for public domain trust 
allotme1.ts and homesteads. Enrollees and allottees on both 
the Yakima Reservation and the Quinault Reservation were 
identified as Cowlitz (and known variant terms) on the 
reservation censuses. In 1900 and 1910, full-blood Cowlitz, 
Cowlitz metis families, and metis families associating with 
the Cowlitz were identified as Cowlitz (and known variant 
terms) Indians on the Federal census special Indian 
population schedules. 

In accordance with Federal policy changes, by the 1910-1920 
period. the BIA's McChesney and McDowell reports were more 
incline1 to see a Cowlitz entity than had been the local 
agents in the 1890's. The 1919 Roblin Roll, also prepared 
during this time period, was a schedule of unenrolled 
Indians, and did not specifically address the issue of 
tribal entity, although the Cowlitz, along with the 
Snoqualmie, were one of the two unenrolled Indian groups 
whose continuing existence Roblin specifically mentioned in 
his prefatory material: 

The Cowlitz tribe was a powerful tribe, and in the 
early days constituted the "blue blood" of western 
Washington. They were independent, fearless and 
aggressive; and they refused to subordinate 
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themselves to the white m~n by entering into a 
treaty with him. Their descendants have the same 
qualities which placed their ancestors in the 
position of leaders. They have been progressive 
an~ industrious, and there are very few of the 
pr2sent representatives of the tribe who are not 
in good circumstances (Roblin to COlA 1/31/1919; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-958). 

During:he 1920's, the Taholah Indian Agency became 
aggressLve in claiming jurisdiction over the Cowlitz, to the 
point 0: the misstatement that they had a "reservation" for 
which the agency was responsible. In fact, the BrA was 
responsible for Cowlitz public domain allotments and 
homesteads. On at least two occasions, the Taholah Agency 
intervenl:!d with Lewis County authorities to prevent sale of 
these lands for delinquent taxes by defending the trust 
title. It also conducted heirship determinations for these 
lands. 

Anthropological study of Cowlitz Indians began in the era 
from 19(16 to 1913, and continued active through the 1930's. 
During the 1920's and 1930's, anthropologists identified 
their ir.dividual informants as "Cowlitz Indians," but did 
not specifically address the existence of an entity of which 
they were: part. The component settlements comprising the 
umbrella tribal organization were described by local 
residents and local historians from the 1890's through the 
1960's. More recent studies of the Cowlitz (Ray 1938, 1966; 
Fitzpatrick 1986) identified the existence of the "Cowlitz" 
as an ent.ity. 

No documentation was presented for the World War II period, 
with the exception of occasional mention of the war service 
of individual Cowlitz (Olson 1947, 76; Irwin 1995, 203). 
Activities of the Cowlitz claims organization are once again 
documented in 1949/1950 after the passage of the ICC Act. 
The level of participation was comparatively high, according 
to repor:s of BIA observers who attended some of the 
meetings. The organization's functions from 1950 through 
1973 werl~ not limited to claims. Rather, it represented the 
interests of "Cowlitz Indians" in such matters as fishing 
rights and burial grounds. Newspaper reports of hearings 
and court cases identified these activities as being 
conducte(i on behalf of the "Cowlitz Tribe of Indians." 

During thl: last 25 years, the BlA's identification of the 
Cowlitz Cl:3 an entity has fluctuated, being sometimes 
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positive and sometimes negative. In response to the ,ICC 
award and the controversies concerning the distribution 
terms, in 1974 the COlA stated: 

Ttroughout the 1850's and 60's the United States 
made a concerted effort to conclude a treaty [with 
tte Cowlitz) . From that time to the present, 
ttere has been no continuous official contact 
between the Federal Government and any tribal 
e~tity which it recognizes as the Cowlitz Tribe of 
I~dians. The original petition before the Indian' 
Claims Commission was not filed by a tribal \ 
entity, but by an individual, Simon Palmondom 
L§J:i:J ' on relation of the Cowlitz Tribe of 
I~dians' (Thompson to Abourezk 10/29/1974, ICC 
Av.ard, Docket 218, BIA). 

At the Sclme time, the COlA emphasized that the BIA had never 
maintained an official Cowlitz roll. This statement by the 
COlA, ~owever, defined the forms of contact between the BIA 
and the Cowlit~ very narrowly, and ignored the many other 
contacts between the BIA and the petitioner between the 
1860's and 1974 which have been documented in the body of 
this report. 

Since the mid-1970's, the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT) has 
been ccnsistently identified as an American Indian entity by 
STOWW, other American Indian organizations, the state 
governrrent, local government entities including parks and 
museums, newspaper accounts, and local histories. 

Maintenalr.Lce of community. Petitioners proceeding under 
section E13.8 do not need to demonstrate continuous 
historical community since the last date of unambiguous 
prior Federal acknowledgment, but only show the existence of 
modern community. However, since under the provisions of 
the regulations, petitioners may under certain circumstances 
utilize the evidence that the group had community at certain 
historical periods to establish a presumption that it also 
exercised political authority or influence during the same 
time frame. Therefore, evidence pertaining to the Cowlitz 
Indians' historical community, based on residential patterns 
and marriage within the group, has been incorporated into 
the Historical and the Genealogical Technical Reports, 
although it was not needed per se under 83.8. 

In connection with the continuing controversy over 
distritution of the Cowlitz ICC award, it is here noted that 
descenoctncy of an individual from a member of an Indian 
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group whose leaders participat~d in treaty negotiations with 
represE'ntatives of the Federal Government is not the same 
thin3 c~; the participation or membership of that individual 
in a tr·~bal community. Under 25 CFR Part 83, not only 
cultJra.~ly patterned outmarriages, but also associations 
with other Indians, are understood to be included under the 
definition of community. Each 19th-century tribe was free 
'to assimilate both outside Indian and non-Indian individuals 
who marl"i.ed into its membership, and outside Indian families 
who moved into its settlements, as members of the group. 
Such persons and families thereby became functionally a part 
of the host community. 

Consequently, the modern membership of a petitioning group 
may ~nclude descendants of seVeral bands which signed 
different treaties, or whose ancestors were not party to any 
treaty. The modern membership may also include descendants 
of individual non-Cowlitz, without prejudice to the group's 
acknowledgability, as long as the non-Cowlitz ancestors and 
their descendants in the membership today have maintained 
tribal relations with the Cowlitz community on a continuing 
basis t.:1rough history since the last date of unambiguous 
prior Federal acknowledgment, and the core population of the 
petitio:1er demonstrates its modern political social 
cohesi vl:!ness under 25 CFR Part 83.8. 

Maintenilnce of tribal political influence or other 
authori~y. Petitioners proceeding under section 83.8 need 
to demonstrate the existence of a named sequence of leaders 
identified by reliable external authorities since the last 
date of unambiguous prior Federal acknowledgment, together 
with onn other form of evidence as listed in crit.erion 
83.7(c) Kiskox, the chief who represented the Cowlitz 
Indians at the Chehalis River Treaty Council in 1855, did 
not die until 1875. He had an extensive newspaper obituary. 
Some 25 years later when his son, Henry Cheholtz, spoke to 
the Lewis County Historical Society, he was introduced as 
the son of "Old King Cheholtz.,,3 The OIA took censuses of 
both thE~ Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz bands in 1878, 
three yE~ars after Kiskox' death, indicating that at that 
date OVE~r 50% of the members were still living in defined 
bands. 

Atwin Stockum, named as a Cowlitz chief in an OIA report of 
1870, was formally appointed chief of the Lower Cowlitz band 

1 The version of the name provided by early settler Edwin Huntington 
was "Chilc()se" (Huntington 1963, 6). 
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by the OIA in 1878, and did noe die until 1912. At the same 
time, in 1878, local settlers recommended to the alA the 
appointment of Captain Peter [Wiyaneschet] as chief of the 
Uppe~ Cowlitz band. No official record of the appointment 
was located, but the newspaper obituary described him as its 
chief when he died in 1910. 

'alA correspondence in 1878 indicated that the formal 
appointment of Atwin Stockum as the new Lower Cowlitz chief 
was madE~ with the understanding that he would take 
responsibility for the actions of his band, whereas he in 
turn posited in writing to the Superintendent of Indian 
Affairs for Washington Territory that he did not wish to 
assume any responsibility for the Klickitats. He continued 
to be mentioned as chief in alA records. The newspaper 
account of his second marriage in 1895 described him as the 
chief of the Cowlitz Indians. 

During 1878, a petition objecting to the proposed removal of 
the LOWE~r Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz bands from the Cowlitz 
River valley to a reservation was signed by the majority of 
the Cowlitz metis men who were living in the Cowlitz River 
valley. They recommended Captain Peter as the man who 
should be appointed chief of the Upper Cowlitz Indians 
because they considered him capable of controlling their 
actions in such matters as pasturing horses on the lands of 
white sE~ttlers. 

During the 1890's, Atwin Stockum, as chief, and his brother 
Iyall Wahawa, were the leaders in introducing the Indian 
Shaker Church among the Cowlitz Indians. Their documented 
leadership in the Shaker church ~ontinued until their 
deaths, in 1912 and 1908, respectively. Atwin Stockum, 
together with his metis nephew Simon Plamondon, Jr., was one 
of the initiators of Cowlitz claims activity in 1904. 
Captain Peter also participated in the early stages of 
Cowlitz claims initiatives prior to his death. Stockum was 
mentioned as chief in local newspaper coverage of the 
activities of the Cowlitz Indians in 1912. 

During the second half of the 19th century, Federal 
officials described the two component groups, the Salish­
speakinsr Lower Cowlitz and the Sahaptin-speaking Upper 
Cowlitz, separately, but negotiated with them together. The 
two subsr!"oups have been considered together as "Cowlitz 
Indians II by the Federal Government since the early 20th 
century. The elected leadership of the formal Cowlitz 
organization, from 1912 through the 1930's, alternated 
between men from the two constituent subgroups. 

7 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 61 of 555 



Historic",J. Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

There was a regularly elected, unbroken sequence of 
preside:1ts and committees from 1912-1974, and there has been 
a seque:1ce of elected chairmen with a tribal council from 
1974 to the present. 

Meetingi; were held at least annually from 1915 through 1941, 
and have been held at least annually, usually more 
frequently, since 1950. The heirs of the president of the 
Cowlitz organization from 1936 through 1949 did notma~e his 
papers available to researchers. Newspaper coverage ' 
indicat€!d that meeting attendance was comparatively hi~h 
during t:::.H:~ 1920's and 1930's, but provided no precis'e 
statist:.cs. 

Althougtl newspaper coverage of the Cowlitz organization from 
1912 through the 1930's focussed primarily on its claims 
activitj,es, it was not solely a claims organization. During 
the 192(I'S, when John Ike [Kinswa] was president, he 
received correspondence from the Taholah Indian Agency on a 
variety of topics. The agent requested that he provide a 
census (If the Cowlitz, that he provide reports on Cowlitz 
school children, that he explain the new State of Washington 
fishing regulations to the "members of the tribe," and that 
he arra~ge for a representative of the agency to attend a 
Cowlitz meeting to issue certificates of appreciation to the 
Cowlitz' World War I soldiers. He provided evidence at 
several heirship determinations. In 1934, 64 persons 
identifying themselves as members of the Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians, including representatives of both full-blood and 
metis families, submitted a petition on Cowlitz fishing 
rights to the State of Washington. 

During the 1950's, in addition to claims activity, the 
Cowlitz organization represented its members in a suit 
against Tacoma Power and Light because of the impact that 
the proposed Mayfield Dam would have on traditional burial 
grounds~ During the 1950's and 1960's, individual members 
requested. its aid in matters of education, obtaining BIA 
cards to permit them to purchase liquor, getting out of 
jail, and. obtaining fishing rights. James E. Sareault, 
president from 1936 through 1949 and vice president from 
1949 thrJugh 1963, was also an attorney capable of 
representing the group and its members in legal matters such 
as the slit against Tacoma Power and Light. For several 
years, h= was not only the organization's vice president, 
but also under BIA-approved contract as its attorney in the 
ICC suit.. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The petitioner, the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (hereinafter the 
petitio~er or CIT), is located in the southwestern portion 
of the State of Washington. The CIT is based in Lewis 
County, Washington, the historical center of the Cowlitz 
population, with a tribal office currently located in 
Longvie~'. The petitioner represents a combination of the 
Salish-speaking Lower Cowlitz and the Sahaptin-speaking 
Taidnapam (Upper Cowlitz, or Cowlitz Klickitats) . 

DEFINITIONS 

Nature of a Federally acknowledgeable group under 25 CFR 
Part 83. Under the Federal acknowledgment regulations, 
separat= tribes or bands which have combined and functioned 
togethe~ as a unit can be acknowledged. Under the 
regulations in 25 CFR Part 83, tribes which may have 
combined and divided as historical circumstances provided 
can be ~cknowledged, as long as the subgroups involved 
continu'3d to function as tribal units. 

Petitia~er's self-definition. The introduction to the 1987 
CIT petition stated that: 

The petitioning tribe is the Cowlitz Indian Tribe, 
whLch formerly occupied a large portion of the 
southwester [sic] part of the present State of 
Wa::;hington of the present United States of America 
(C[T Pet. Narr., iii). 

The pet.Ltioner's narrative presentation stated that 
identif.Lcations of the Cowlitz Indians could be traced back 
as·far as the Lewis and Clark expedition of 1805-1806 (CIT 
Pet. Na::-r., 1). The narrative of the pre-1856 period 
covered records of other explorers and the Hudson's Bay 
Company (CIT Pet .. Narr., 1-7), the Roman Catholic mission 
located on Cowlitz Prairie near present-day Toledo, 
Washin~:on, and the March, 1855, Chehalis River Treaty 
Council negotiations with the Federal Government (CIT Pet. 
Narr., :Lii, 8-10). The CIT petition asserted that: 

Th!~ Cowlitz tribe's insistence that its members be 
alloted [sic] land near their tribal fishing and 
hUllting grounds resulted in their failure to gain 
status as a tribe with a ratified treaty (CIT Pet. 
Nan:-.,10). 
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The pet:.t.ion also stated that: 

The Cowlitz Tribe never accepted the government of 
the United States' offer to relocate on an 
established reservation, and overcame the 
persistent endeavors of the government to entice 
thE~ tribe to move; consistently refusing to leave 
thE~ homeland of its ancestors, a force something 
thE~ United States government never quite 
understood (CIT Pet. Narr., iii). 

While 9:ranting that during the late 19th and early 20th 
centuries individual Cowlitz went onto established 
reservations in search of economic advantages, the petition 
maintair.ed that, "never did the Cowlitz Tribe relocate to an 
established reservation" (CIT Pet. Narr., iii). The 
petitior. pointed out that other Cowlitz took Indian 
homes=eads within the traditional tribal territory (CIT Pet. 
Narr., iv). It noted that the Cowlitz initiated claims 
activity in 1904, and by 1912 had a formal organization with 
elected leadership and annual (sometimes semi-annual) 
meetings (CIT Pet. Narr., iii-iv). With the exception of a 
hiatus between the 1941 meeting and the 1950 meeting, this 
organization has held at least annual meetings until the 
present day under the names Cowlitz Tribe of Indians and 
Cowlitz Indian Tribe. 

Previous Federal acknowledgment and reduced burden of proof 
under l:-e"'i.sed 25 CFR Part 83 regulations. Under 25 CFR 
83 .8 , una,mbiguous previous Federal acknowledgment of a 
petit~oner does not require that each individual within the 
petitionin.g group be the direct lineal descendant of an 
individual who personally signed a treaty: only that the 
petitioning group be structu'rally, or collectively, descend­
ed from a tribe or band whose leaders signed a Federal 
treaty or was otherwise unambiguously Federally acknowl­
edged. 

Consider~tion of the CIT under Section 83.8. The Cowlitz 
Indians never signed a treaty with the Federal Government. 4 

However, in late February and early March, 1855, the Cowlitz 
sent representatives to the Chehalis River Treaty Council 
negotialt ions held near modern Cosmopolis, Washington 

• Th:.l:; was misstated in the 1976 Task Force Ten Report on Terminated 
and Nonfed§rally Recognized Indians, which indicated that the Cowlitz had 
a unrati.f:,~~d treaty. The same chart erred in other categories, for 
instance l::y marking "no" under the category, "Group asserts its fishing 
rights" (American Indian Policy Review Commission 1976, 186), 
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Territery. Governor Isaac Ingalls Stevens, Superinte~dent 
of I~dian Affairs, who was representing the Federal 
Govern1TE~nt) I at tempted to persuade the Cowlitz chiefs to 
cede t~eir lands and accept a reservation placement (see 
belowi. Treaty negotiations can only take place with a 
sovereign entity.s This determination that those bands of 
Cowlitz Indians represented at the Chehalis River Treaty 
Council were acknowledged as late as March 1855 enables the 
Cowlitz to proceed through the Federal acknowledgmen~ 
process under the provisions of section 83.8. 

A post-18SS date of unambiguous Federal acknowledgment for 
the Cowlitz Indians has not been determined for this 
finding, since the CIT petition research had been 
essentioilly completed by the time the revised 25 CFR Part 83 
regulations went into effect in 1994. Determination of a 
later da.te would not, therefore, have reduced the research 
burden on the petitioner. The 1855 date is being used for 
the sake of efficiency in producing the technical reports. 
The use of the 1855 date by the BIA in these reports is not 
to be regarded as a determination by BIA that unambiguous 
Federal acknowledgment of the bands of Cowlitz Indians 
represented at the Chehalis River Treaty Council, or of 
bands of Cowlitz Indians not represented at that council, 
ceased at that date. 

Impact 2f Section 83.8 on coveraae in the Historical 
Technical Report. Under the revised 25 CFR Part 83.8 
regulations, the historical report on the Cowlitz Indians 
prior t~ 1855 provides only a sufficient introduction to the 
early history of the Cowlitz to enable a reader to 
comprehend the context of the more detailed analysis of the 
develop:nents since 1855. However, the issue of external 
identi.fication as an American Indian entity is considered 
not froll. 1900 to the present as required by criterion 
83.7(a), but from 1855 to the present, as required by 
criteri:m 83.8 (d) (1) . 

Distinctions between definitions of Cowlitz Indians for 
Federal acknowledgment purposes and definitions of Cowlitz 
Indians used in claims cases. Verne F. Ray's Handbook of 
the CowLitz Indians (Ray 1966, Ray 1974) was prepared for 
the spe:ific purpose of maximizing Cowlitz land claims 

"~ederal regulation of Indian tribes, therefore, is governance of 
once-sovE:reign political communities; it is not to be viewed as 
legislati em of a ' racial' group consisting of ' Indians '" (United States v. 
Antelo,!2e, 430 U.S. 641, 646 (1977)). 
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before the Indian Claims Commi~sion (hereafter cited as 
ICC). f'vluch of the analysis of the membership of Cowlitz 
groups done heretofore by the Federal Government has been 
for the purpose of identifying potential recipients of the 
ICC c:Laims award (21 Ind. Cl. Comm. 143; 25 Ind. Cl. Comm. 
442). The definition of members of Indian tribal groups for 
Federal acknowledgment purposes under 25 CFR Part 83 is not 

,identical to the definitions of eligible claimants that were 
used by the United States Court of Claims (hereafter cited 
as Ct. :1.) and by the ICC awards. 

The claims award defined eligible recipients as descendants 
of the ':owlitz Tribe as it was constituted in 1863 (25 Ind. 
Cl. Camm. 442). It would be immensely difficult, if not 
impossible, to identify such all eligible recipients, as no 
census ()r enumeration of any of the Cowlitz bands as of 1863 
exists, or apparently ever did exist. Under 25 CFR Part 83, 
such de:;cendants, if identified, would need to have 
maintained tribal affiliation with the petitioner. Even 
beginning with much later primary documentation than 1863, 
there are today many more persons with documentable Cowlitz 
ancestr1' than there are persons who meet the constitutional 
eligibL . .i.ty requirements for membership in the CIT. 

Each pet:itioning group has the right to determine its own 
membership criteria, a right which is recognized by 25 CFR 
Part 83. The petitioner uses as one major basis for 
determining membership eligibility the presence of a 
person'~: ancestor, designated as Cowlitz, on BIA Special 
Agent Ct~rles Roblin's 1919 listing of unenrolled Indians in 
western v~ashington (NARS M-1343, 6 rolls, Roblin's file on 
western Washington enrollment applications). The Roblin 
Roll was not a list of the membe~s of any particular Cowlitz 
cqmmunity in Washington during the first quarter of the 20th 
century, nor was it a census listing of Cowlitz descendants 
in their entirety. In 1919, there were many Washington 
residents of Cowlitz descent who were not listed on the 
Roblin Roll. Some of them were enrolled in other 
reservation tribes: these were not included by Roblin 
because his specific task was to enumerate unenrolled 
Indians. Others had assimilated into the wider society and 
did not, at that time, seek to be identified as Indians. 
Conversely, not all persons identified as Cowlitz by Roblin 
had descendants who have maintained membership' in the CIT 
until t.he present. The Roblin Roll, however, is a good 
indicat.or of unenrolled Indians of Cowlitz descent as of 
1919. 
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There is no requirement under 25 CFR Part 83 that every 
current member of the petitioner be a direct descendant of 
at least one individual who was a member of the Cowlitz 
Tribe as it was constituted in 1863 (25 Ind. Cl. Comm. 442) 
Under 25 CFR Part 83, not only culturally patterned 
outmarriages, but also associations with other Indians, are 
,included under the definition of community, and varying 
circumstances are taken into account. 

BRIEF SURVEY OF THE COWLITZ BEFORE 1855 

Ethnic: a.nd linguistic groupings. The intermingling of 
various culturally and linguistically distinct tribes in 
western W'ashington is a recognized feature of the American 
Indian history of the region, and was not limited to the 
groups antecedent to the CIT. 

The marital, economic, and ceremonial ties that 
linked groups within the Southern Coast Salish 
region extended into adjacent regions . 
Contact between inland groups was by well-known 
trails. Even the Cascade Range was not a barrier 

. upriver people in the Puyallup and Nisqually 
drainages had considerable contact with Sahaptin­
speaking Kittitas and Yakima. In the middle of 
the nineteenth century, there were perhaps as many 
speakers of Sahaptin as of Lushootseed in some 
villages in the upper Puyallup and Nisqually 
valleys (Smith 1940, 13, 21-22). 

The people of at least one of these transitional villages 
outside the Cowlitz region have been identified as both 
Sahaptin and Salish by anthropologists. Jacobs was told by 
Sahaptin speakers that a small band of "Sahaptins called 
MeshaP lived on the upper Nisqually River (Jacobs 1931, 
95), whereas M.W. Smith (Smith 1940, 13) identified this 
band as a "Nisqually group" on the Mashel River (Suttles and 
Lane 1990, 488). 

The picneering ethnohistorical research done on the Cowlitz 
Indians freely referred to the mUltiple nature of the modern 
group's origins. In 1930, Curtis wrote that the villages 
near the mouth of the Cowlitz River were jointly inhabited 
by Cowlitz and Chinookans, while those farthest upstream 
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were jointly inhabited by Cowlitz and Taidnapam5 (Cur'tis 
1913, 9:.5, 172-173; cited in Hajda 1990, 505). In 1934, 
Thelna ~damson wrote that: 

[S~lish] Cowlitz was spoken by the Cowlitz proper, 
in the drainage of the Cowlitz River from just 
above its mouth to just below the site of Mayfield 
Dam; a group along the Toutle River; a group in 
tb: drainage of the Newaukum River; and the 
transitional group on the South Fork of the 
ChE~.halis (Adamson 1934, x-xi). 

In the j~irst Cowlitz petition for Federal acknowledgment, 
submitted to the BIA in 1975 prior to the establishment of 
the FedE~::-al Acknowledgment Project (FAP) , the group's own 
anthropologist wrote that, "the Cowlitz, as they are 
currently known, were not in aboriginal times one tribe but 
two. Ttese tribes were different in language, linguistic 
family, linguistic stock and culture" (Taylor n.d., 2; 
included in Cowlitz Pet. 1975). These two tribes referenced 
by Taylor were the Lower Cowlitz and the Upper Cowlitz. 
According to Taylor: 

The Indians occupying the Lower Cowlitz drainage 
were Cowlitz proper who spoke a coast Salishan 
lan~uage of the Salishan linguistic stock. They 
had a typical riverine, lower Northwest coast 
cul:ure depending primarily upon fishing and 
secondly upon hunting and gathering for their 
sub:3istence. They were not normally politically 
united although occasionally for purposes of war 
and negotiation they banded together under one of 
the:.r more powerful chiefs or head men. In normal 

Ta'iDnapam (Wanukt, Upper cowlitz). I am 
following Jacobs in assigning the upper Cowlitz 
drainage alone to the Ta' iDnapam, al though this 
i.s questionable in the light of earlier 
information. Gibbs writes that apart from the 
Klikitat are "reckoned the Tai-tin-a-pam, a band 
said to live apart in the country lying on the 
.... 'estern side of the mountains, between the heads 
of the Cathlapoot'l [north fork of Lewis River] 
and Cowlitz." This would bring the Ta' iDnapam 
somewhat farther south on the west side of Mount 
St. Helens. Curtis, who may however have been 
following Gibbs, places them only at the head of 
Lewis River. Teit, as we have seen, cites their 
occupation of both the Lewis and Cowlitz River 
districts (Spier 1974, 12). 
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t:_mes the lower Cowlitz villages were quasi­
autonomous, however, they were an identifiable 
et:::-lnic unit. Hudson's Bay Company officials, 
m:_s:3ionaries and early historians all refer to 
them as the Cowlitz or Lower Cowlitz Indians_ 
They all spoke the same language and had a 
collective name for themselves--the Stlpulimuhkl 
(~~aylor n.d., 2; included in Cowlitz Pet. 1975)_ 

Some modern analysts have specifically limited their 
research to the Salish-speaking Lower Cowlitz, who cam~ into 
sustain,ed contact with non- Indians at least thirty years 
befcre the Upper Cowlitz did so. For example, in their 
epidemiological analysis, Taylor and Hoaglin stated that for 
the pu::-poses of their study the "Cowlitz" were: 

A Salishan-speaking group now known as the Lower 
Cowlitz, who around 1820 lived on the Cowlitz 
Riv1er, from about the present town of Mossy Rock, 
Lewis County, Washington, to a few miles above the 
juncture of the Cowlitz and Columbia Rivers. The 
term specifically does not include the Sahaptin­
speaking Taidnapam, now known as Upper Cowlitz, 
who live on the upper reaches of the Cowlitz 
River, nor does it include the Chinookan-speaking 
SJcillout (Kreluit) who lived at the mouth of the 
0)wlitz River. The Skillout are subsumed under 
the term Chinook" (Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 161; 
quoted in 21 Ind. Cl. Comm. 143, 164; reproduced 
Cowlitz Pet. 1975, 50). 

According to Taylor: 

In 1820 the Lower Cowlitz occupied the drainage of 
t.:1e Cowlitz river from approximately where Mossy 
~)ck stands today to within a few miles of its 
j 11ncture with the Columbia. In the period between 
1320 and 1850, the Cowlitz moved onto the Columbia 
i':self in the region immediately north and 
immediately south of the mouth of the Cowlitz-­
t:1ey there intermarried with the remnants of the 
C::1inookan people who had previously occupied the 
region (Taylor n.d., 2 cont.). 

Taylor identified the second tribe as follows: 

The Indians inhabiting the upper reaches of the 
CJwlitz were Plateau in cultural tradition and 
S~haptin in linguistic stock These Indians 
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were called 'Taidnapam'. ~hey were recent 
irrmigrants into the region from the headwaters of 
tte Lewis River across the Cascades~ and there is 
nc proof they had moved in before 1820 (Taylor 
nod., 2; included in Cowlitz Pet. 1975). 

Taylor stated that: 

~he Taidnapam occupied the drainage of the upper 
Cowlitz from the area about Mossy Rock to the 
various headwaters of the Lewis River on the other 
si~e of the watershed. The Taidnapam ranged as 
far north westward as the drainage of the Newaukam 
a~j as far north as the watershed between the 
Cm.;litz River and the Nisqually River" (Taylor 
n. d., 2 cont.) 0 

Early C(::I'wlitz Population and Locations. The CIT petition 
asserts, based on the research of anthropologist Dr. Verne 
Ray (R~' 1966, 16) that the Cowlitz were identified by the 
Lewis and Clark expedition on March 27-29, 1806 (CIT Pet. 
Narr., :.1. The BIA does not accept Ray's assertion that the 
"Hul-lu .. et-tell" or "Hul-loo-el-lell" at the mouth of the 
Cowlitz River were the predecessors of the petitioning 
group.7 Rather, this appears to have been a Chinookan 
band. ThE~re is no evidence that Lewis and Clark ascended 
sufficiently far up the Cowlitz River from the Columbia to 
have 8be:erved the villages of the Salishan-speaking Lower 
Cowlitz, much less to have encountered ancestors of the 
Sahaptir.,--speaking Upper Cowlitz, who probably had not yet 
moved ir.,to the valley (see discussion below) . 

In his 1966 Handbook of the Cowlitz Indians (Ray 1966), Ray 
wrote in the introduction to "Part II EXCERPTS FROM THE 
DOCUMENTS" that: 

The object of the excerpts in the present part of 
this: Handbook is to provide the reader with all 
[emphasis in original] the pertinent data from 
such documents, but no more (save for the demands 
of =ontextual understanding) and to furnish 
(\l1i thin square brackets) translations or 
contemporary synonyms for all names and ~erms 

1 Nei ther is their reason to accept Ray's assumption (Ray 1966, B-17) 
that in 1824 the reference by John Work of the Hudson's Bay Company to the 
"Holloweena" referred to the Cowlitz (Work 1212, 207-211) 0 Work did 
specific.ally refer to the Cowlitz, but elsewhere in his journal, at a 
different stage of his trip (Work 1912, 226-227) 0 
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whi.ch would otherwise be ambiguous or meaningless 
(Ray 1974, 263). 

He conti.nued: 

The results are presented here for the convenience 
of the reader, and he never need feel frustrated 
by the lack of further context, or curious about 
che elisions, because every excerpt is keyed to 
the original by author's name, document number, 
and page, and the full text is immediately 
available in the accompanying reproductions of the 
d02uments (Ray 1974, 263-264). 

Unfortunately, neither the 1966 nor the 1974 printed 
versions of the Handbook (Ray 1966, Ray 1974) included the 
accompanying documentary exhibits. Upon returning to the 
originals, the BIA researcher found that in many instances, 
Ray's elisions and contextual interpretations were seriously 
misleading. These cases will be dealt with individually 
below, ,;is appropriate. The problem is highlighted here 
because of the extensive dependence of several later writers 
(Bishop and Hansen 1978, Fitzpatrick 1986,8 Hajda 1990) on 
Ray for historical background in their discussion of the 
Cowlitz Indians. 

First sl~stained contacts with non-Indians. There is no 
reason 1:0 doubt that the Lower Cowlitz Indians were residing 
along the Cowlitz River by the approximate date of the Lewis 
and Cla::-k expedition, since only seven years later, in 1812, 
Robert Stuart, a Pacific Fur Company employee, navigated the 
"Cow-lit-sic" River and identified the "Le-cow-lit-sic 
nation of 250 Men" (Stuart 1953, 46; CIT Pet. Ex. A-670, A-
679, A-684). By the period 1.813-1821, the Pacific Fur 
Company and North West Company representatives were dealing 
with thE~ cowlitz and naming their chiefs (Ross 1956, 129-
130; CIT Pet. A-670, A-679, A-680; Henry and'Thompson 
1897(2), 839, 880i CIT Pet. A-675). Between 1821 and 1855, 
mentionB of the Cowlitz in fur trade records were frequent. 
These w:.ll be discussed below as applicable to particular 
topics. There is no need to array them chronologically, as 
the rev:.s~=d Federal acknowledgment regulations which became 
effecti"l: March 28, 1994, now require external 

Fitzpatrick's dissertation in its entirety was included in 
the Response to the 00 letter as an integral part of the CIT 
pl~tition. It is therefore addressed in the technical report more 
ext en:si ve1y than otherwise would have been the case. 
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identification as an American Indian entity only since the 
last dc.te of previous unambiguous Federal acknowledgment (25 
CFR 83."7 (a) as modified by 83.8 (d) (1) l. It should, however, 
be n~t~d that no early tribal leader named "Chief Cowlitz, n 

as me~t~oned in Senate testimony by Dr. Verne F. Rayon 
December 7, 1982 (Ray 1982, 62), was ever mentioned in any 
docume~t. It is doubtful that a Chief Cowlitz ever existed. 

Population prior to first sustained contact with non-Indian 
settle~~. There is no demographically valid basis upop 
which to make an estimate of Lower Cowlitz population ~rior 
to the fur trade era. For the year 1780, Mooney's est~mated 
population figure was the very round number of 1,000 for 
"Chehalis, Cowlitz, etc. (including Humptulip)" (Mooney 
1928/ 1:,).9 Taylor and Hoaglin commented that: 

This figure appears remarkably low and the group 
estimated is wondrously conglomerate. One cannot 
escape the impression that they received such 
shJrt shrift because there were no pre-epidemic 
fi;ures for these tribes (Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 
Ell 

Taylor and Hoaglin gave a 1780 Lower Cowlitz estimated 
population figure of 1,500, which they described as, "far 
above Mooney's estimate and far below that of Curtis" 
(Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 10). 

Evidencl~ from the fur trade, 1813 -1828. The earliest 
sustainl~d contact between the Lower Cowlitz and non-Indians 
was initiated by the expansion of the fur trade into the 
Columbia River Valley between 1810 and 1820. In 1812, 
Robert ~,tuart, of the Pacific Fur Company, mentioned the Le­
cow-lit .. sic Indians, a nation of "250 men" (CIT Pet. Narr., 
2). The:t."e is no firm basis upon which to assume a 
multipL.~;:!:t." from this figure to the total population. Taylor 
and Hoa~rlin apparently used a very conservative multiplier 
for this 1812 figure in estimating a Cowlitz population of 
1,000 in 1825 (Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 10). 

SubsequE~nt mentions of the Cowlitz Indians in fur trade 
records throw little additional light on the population. In 
1812, f1..~r traders based at Astoria on the Columbia estuary 

~ Th2 reliability of this estimate may be questioned, since for 1907, 
a period Ear which much more reliable statistics were available, Mooney 
estimatE~d Cl population of only 170 for the same groups, and classified the 
"Klikitalt c:md Taitinapam" as extinct (Mooney 1928, 15). 
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• 
travelej up the Cowlitz River (Hajda 1990, 514; citing 
Stuart 1935, 46). Alexander Ross, who worked for both the 
Pacific Fur Company and the North West Company, reached the 
Cowlitz River and mentioned Chief How-How, but he provided 
no population estimate (CIT Pet. Narr., 2). In 1825, George 
Simpson of the Hudson's Bay Company mentioned the killing of 
13 Cowlitz by Northwest Fur Company traders as "some years 
ago" (CIT Pet. Narr., 4). This reference provided n9 basis 
for a p~pulation estimate. 

In appr~ximately 1813-1814, Alexander Henry of the Nortlh 
West Conpany wrote that Cowlitz, to the number of 100 men, 
had a b~ttle with Casino (a Multnomah Chinookan chief) at 
the lower entrance of the Willamette. According to Henry, 
the chi~ooks said that the Cowlitz and their allies formed a 
party of 40 canoes and 300 warriors (CIT Pet. Narr., 2). 
However, Henry did not indicate who the allies were. 

An eVE!n: of long-lasting significance resulting from fur 
trade i~terest in the Cowlitz River valley was the marriage 
which t:.)ok place about 1820 between Simon Plamondon, Sr., a 
French-:anadian employee of the North West Company, and a 
daughte~ of the Lower Cowlitz chief Scanewa (Plamondon 1953, 
41). Although Plamondon's Cowlitz wife died relatively 
young, in approximately 1827, and Scanewa was killed in a 
conflie: with the Clallam in 1828, Simon Plamondon remained 
in thE! :owlitz Valley. He was elected a representative to 
the Ore90n Territory provisional legislature in 1846 
(Plamondon 1853, 31) and was one of the signers of the 1852 
petitio~ to Congress requesting the separation of Washington 
Territory from Oregon (Plamondon 1853, 32). He was still an 
influen:ial figure at the time of the 1855-1856 Indian War, 
serving then as the Federal Government's Office of Indian 
Affairs (OIA) agent for the Lower Cowlitz (Plamondon 1953, 
43; CIT Pet. A-38). 

Simon PLamondon lived until 1881. His brother-in-law, 
Scanewa's son Atwin Stockum, lived much longer. Cowlitz 
claims ,:lctivity would be initiated in 1904 by Atwin Stockum, 
who was appointed Lower Cowlitz chief by the BIA in 1878 and 
survived until 1912, together with his nephew, Simon 
Plamon~)n, Jr. 10 While Simon Plamondon, Sr. was probably 
the sinl;le most influential of the French-Canadian fur trade 
employe.:s who settled among the Cowlitz, he was by no means 
the only one. 

10 The official name of ICC Docket 218 was Simon Plamondon, On 
Relation e)f the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians v. The United States of America. 
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In 1821, an Act of Parliament merged the North West Company 
into the Hudson's Bay Company (CIT Pet. Narr., 6), which 
continuE~d fur trade activity along the Columbia River. Fort 
VancouvE~r, in modern Clark County, Washington, was opened by 
the Hudnon's Bay Company in 1825 (Hajda 1990, 514). In the 
mid-IS 2 () , :3, ". . the Cowl i tz chief Schannanay competed 
with thE~ Chinook chief Concomly and his son- in-law Casino at 
'Fort Vancouver for control of trade" (Hajda 1990, 514; 
citing ~;impson 1931, 86). The journals of David Douglas 
mentionE!d that he, "found at the Cow-a-lidsk a small boat 
which Schachanaway the chief, had borrowed from the 
establi£;hment a few days before" (Douglas 1904 -1905; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-670). 

More us€!ful for purposes of population estimates is the 1824 
description by John Work of the Hudson's Bay Company, who 
traveled to Puget Sound by way of the Chehalis and Black 
Rivers IHajda 1990, 514). He stated that there were 30 
Indian houses between the part of the Cowlitz River just 
downstrE!arn from Cowlitz Landing and the Forks (CIT Pet. 
Narr., ~.). It must be emphasized that there is no firm 
basis fc)Y assuming a multiplier from houses to population. 
One pos!:::Lble indication is that in 1833, Tolmie mentioned an 
Indian l.odge with about 12 inhabitants near Cowlitz Landing 
(Ray 19~'4" 295). In 1828, Sir George Simpson made the 
general statement the Cowlitz were a "large population~ 
living 2.10ng the banks of the river (Fitzpatrick 1986, 153; 
Taylor 2.nd Hoaglin 1962, 9; citing Simpson 1847, 107). 

Impact of the intermittent fever. 1829-1840. The Lower 
Cowlitz population as it existed in the 1820's decreased 
significantly beginning with the. appearance of the 
"intermi t:t:ent fever" among the Cowlitz in 1829 (Taylor and 
Hoaglin 1962, 9). On October 11, 1830, Dr. John McLaughlin, 
the Hudson Bay Company's chief factor at Fort Vancouver, 
wrote tt.at the intermitting fever had appeared and "carried 
off" 3/4 of the Indian population in the immediate vicinity 
(Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 11-12). Early scholars assumed 
that this disease was malaria, but Taylor and Hoaglin, on 
the basis of a closer analysis of its symptoms and pattern, 
concluded that it was probably influenza (Taylor and Hoaglin 
1962, 18). The greatest Indian depopulation of the entire 
Lower Cclllmhia River area as a result of this epidemic took 
place between 1831 and 1833 (Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 14). 
At the rrollth of the Cowlitz, villages that had been 
Cathlamet became Cowlitz (Gibbs 1885:428). According to 
Hajda, thE! Suwa division of Kwalhioqua became absorbed by 
the Upper Chehalis and Cowlitz (Hajda 1990, 514). This may 
be based on Gibbs' statement, which, however, did not 
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menti:m the Cowlitz. He said that, "the Willopahs, or, as 
called by Capt. Wilkes, Qualioquas, may be considered as 
extinct, a few women only remaining, and those intermarried 
with thE Chinooks and Chihalis" (Gibbs 1967, 34). 

Cowlitz population, 1840-1855. In 1840, the Catholic 
missionary Blanchet described the Cowlitz only as "rather 
numerous, but poor" (Warner and Munnick 1972, A-17). The 
BIA researcher concluded that a floor could at least be 
placed ~nder the Cowlitz population for the period 1839-1844 
by track.ing those individuals mentioned by name in the 
Catholic missionary records. Excluding metis children 
(children whose father was French Canadian and wh6se mother 
was Cowlitz), and including only those Indians specifically 
identified as Cowlitz in the entry (thus not including all 
Indians baptized and interred at the St. Francis Xavier 
mission at Cowlitz Prairie), the data summarized in Table I 
emerged for this five-year period. 

In addition to the Vancouver records, during this period 
Father Blanchet and Father Demers also recorded records 
pertaining to Cowlitz Indians in the registers of St. Paul, 
Oregon. In 1842 alone, there were 19 Cowlitz children and 
one adult man baptized (Munnick and Warner 1979, 53-56). 
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TABLE I 
KNOWN COWLITZ, 1839-1844 

Adult men: Total Mentions: 27 
1 baptism 
5 simultaneous baptisms/burials (l overlap with "fathers" category) 

22 "infidels" mentioned as fathers of children'" 

Adu t women: 
5 baptisms 

11 simultaneous baptisms/burials 
24 "infidels" mentioned as mothers of children* 
2 burials (l overlap with baptismal category) 

Children: 
49 baptisms 
4 simultaneous baptismslburials 
7 burials (all overlaps with baptisms) 

Buri<~) (no age given) 

Total Mentions: 41 
\ 

Total Mentions: S3 

Total Mentions: 3 

Total Cowlitz Mentioned by Name 1839-1844: 124 

"The number of male and female parents named is not the same, because some of {he 
childrm presented for baptism were {he offspring of widows or widowers. 
Addi :ionally, some children were baptized for whom no parents were listed. 

On April 24, 1840, Sir James Douglas, under the marginal 
notat~on "Cowelitz Statisticks," noted: 

The inhabitants of the Cowelitz River were at one 
time numerous; but are now reduced to something 
less than 60 men principally occupied in fishing: 
f€~w of them evincing a desire to become hunters by 
courting the noble elevating and more arduous 
exercises of the chase. 

The decrease of population cannot be clearly 
tra,::ed to anyone cause in particular - - it with 
more probability proceeds from a union of evils. 
The whites best acquainted with the former and 
present state of the River, and the Natives 
themselves, however ascribe it with one voice to 
the8,gue. As it is only since the appearance of 
that: incredibly destructive visitation among them 
that: they have wasted away to a shadow of their 
form.er numbers. 
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Plomondo says that in 1830 the first ague 
summer, the living sufficed not to bury the dead. 
but: fled in terror to the sea coast abandoning the 
dE~ad and dying to the birds and beasts of prey" 
(Douglas, Private Papers, Second Series (Bancroft 
Collection); quoted in Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 
9) . 

Taylor and Hoaglin concluded that, "Douglas' estimate of 60 
'men' in 1840 would suggest a total [Lower] Cowlitz ' 
population of 200 or so at that time" (Taylor and HOag~in 
1962, S)" Again, they used a very conservative multiplier. 
In 1841, Hale estimated the Cowlitz population as 300 (Ray 
1974, 29Ei). 

At Cowl~tz Landing farm11 in 1841, Lieutenant Charles 
Wilkes stated that: 

Tt.e Indians belong to the Klackatack tribe, though 
tt.ey have obtained the general name of the Cowlitz 
Ir.dians. In a few years they will have passed 
away, and even now, I was informed, there are but 
~t.ree Indian women remaining in the tribe. The 
mcrtality that has attacked them of late has made 
sad ravages; for only a few years since they 
n~mbered upwards of a hundred, while they are now 
said to be less than thirty (Wilkes 1845, 4:316). 

Wilkes' other statements did not conform to the above very 
low estimate. In his published exploration narrative, 
Wilkes' formal 1841 estimate of Cowlitz population was 330 
(Wilkes 1845, 5:141). He made no mention of the 
Klickitats 12 or Taidnapam in that table. Taylor and 

11 "Cowlitz Farm. The Puget Sound Agricultural Company was a branch 
of the H.ld:30n's Bay Company formed in the late 1830's to raise crops and 
stock for Company use. The main farm was at the portage on the Cowlitz 
River, j~st north of the present Toledo. Charles Forrest had charge of 
the lal~g'~ operation until he was succeeded by George B. Roberts in 1846. 
At that :ime about 1500 acres were in cultivation and the stock numbered 
hundreds c)f cattle, horses, sheep, and swine" (Warner and Munnick 1972, A-
17). In 1841, Lieutenant Charles Wilkes provided a general description of 
the opE!rations (Wilkes 1845, 4: 307-308) and a specific description of the 
Cowlit:~ ~arm operation (Wilkes 1845, 4 :315-316) . 

12 The term Klikitat has been loosely applied to a 
variety of peoples centering more or less around 
the southern end of the Cascade range in 
Washington. It seems best to restrict the term 
in the manner suggested by Jacobs. He writes: 
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Hoaglir.'s statement that Wilkes'estimated the population of 
"Cowelitz or Klakatacks" at 350 (Taylor 1974b, 417) was 
based on 'Wilkes' diary, which actually reads: "Cowlitz-­
includin'~ the head waters of Chekalis & also the Head waters 
of Cowl:. tz (Klakatuck tribe)" (Wilkes 1925, 296). The two 
lists of Indian population differ very little, providing no 
basis fc)r Ray's argument that the "330" figure pertained to 
'the Lower Cowlitz and the "350" figure to the Upper Cowlitz. 
The pas~;age cited by Ray as "Wilkes, p. 290-291" (Ray 1974, 
295) wal:; not located by the BAR researcher. 13 

The only Cowlitz population estimate inconsistent with the 
above gE:neral figures was provided by Edward S. Curtis 
(Curtis 1913). About 1913, a Cowlitz woman whom he 
identified as Kaktsamah, identified by name 29 Cowlitz 
villages which Curtis dated to about 1840. On this basis, 
he es~irr.ated a Cowlitz population of about 6,000 in 445 
plank slab houses (Curtis 1913, 9:172). Kaktsamah was 
Esther Millet, wife of Sam Millet, a Chinook/Cowlitz. She 
was born about 1835 at the earliest. Curtis apparently 
assumed that all the sites Esther Millet identified were 
occupied simultaneously about 1840, during her early 
childhood. As a result, his estimate was far out of line 
with other post-epidemic estimates. He did not distinguish 
among sunmer villages, permanent ~inter villages, fishing 
and berrying sites, etc. Curtis apparently used a universal 
multipli=r from houses to population of 12, based on the one 
comment'JY Tolmie (see above), or of 15, based on Esther 
Millet's estimate (Curtis 1913, 172 n1; CIT Pet. Ex. A-792). 

"While used most often for the xwa' 1 xwaipam of 
the Lewis, White Salmon and Klickitat rivers, it 
has been applied frequently to the adjacent ski'n 
,:md Yakima bands, while the upper Cowlitz 
ta'iDnapam--who must not be grouped with the 
xwa'lxwaipam either linguistically or 
geographically--are very often termed Cowlitz 
Klikitats. Apparently Klikitat has been used by 
'I'lhites to apply to Sahaptins living in and about 
the Cascades of Washington. In reality the term 
Klikitat covers no general native language, 
cultural or tribal grouping. For the purpose of 
more exact description, I apply Klikitat solely 
to the xwa'lxwaipam band, not to ski'ns, Yakima, 
or ta'iDnapam(Spier 1974, 11}. 

lJ Irwin quoted an unidentified source: "In 1845 an observer 
estimated !lOCI living on the Cowlitz River, 250 Cathlapoodles (Taidnapams 
or Upper C,;)wlitz) on the Lewis River, and about 1 100 mixed Nisqually, 
Cowlitz, and Klickitats on the Kalama River. (CCHQ 1962 IV:5ff.)" (Irwin 
1995, 50). 
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Klickitat immigration into the Cowlitz valley. Klickitat 
immi3ration into the Cowlitz Valley apparently began to 
occur in the 1830's as a response to the decrease of the 
Lower Cowlitz population. Fitzpatrick stated that "in 
1829," :.arge numbers of Klickitat from eastern Washinoton 
moved into the Cowlitz valley because of a fever epid;mic 
(Fitzpatrick 1986, 144; citing Teit 1928, 99), but this date 

'must be too early. Jacob stated that it was during the 
1830's that Sahaptin groups in the Cascade Mountains, 
generally identified as Klickatats, "began filling the 
vacatl2c territory" (Jacobs 1931, 94-96; citing Gibbs 1877, 
170-171). This apparently referred to Gibbs' mention of the 
75-memter Taidnapam band of Klickatats living near the head 
of the Cowlitz River (Gibbs 1967, 34), but Gibbs did not 
date tt.e beginning of their settlement. 

Lewis River Cowlitz. In 1834, John Kirk Townsend noted 
several lodges of "Kowalitsk" Indians near Warrior's Point, 
"probatly one hundred persons ll (Townsend 1978, 282) .14 A 
more recent scholar has described the Lewis River Indians 
somewhat differently: "Another group of Klikitat moved into 
former Chinookan territory on the Lewis River, and they too 
may have eventually joined the Cowlitz (Ray 1974)" (Hajda 
1990, 514). The ICC summarized the issue as follows: 

There are, however, two areas which we have found 
were not exclusively used and occupied by the 
plaintiff Indians. One of these is the Lewis 
River area. Plaintiff's expert, Dr. Ray, 
identifies the aborigines along Lewis River as 
":'ewis River Cowlitz." However, virtually all of 
the! contemporary as well as the historical and 

,4 Townsend described the location of Warrior's Point as about 20 
miles bellJw Fort Vancouver, near the western end of the Willamette River 
(TownsEmci 1978, 190). The editor stated: "Warriors' Point is at the 
lower e:n.d 'of Wappato (or Sauvie) Island, the eastern boundary of the lower 
willamE!t1:1~ mouth" (Townsend 1978, 190 n.85). Ray annotated, "[near the 
mouth of the Lewis River]" (Ray 1974, 280) . 

.z~ccc:n~ding to Irwin, Townsend estimated that the overwhelming 
majority (519 out of 100) of the Cowlitz had died in the intermittent fever 
epidemic. ;:md that though they remained numerous in some places, they 
appearE!d hc!llf-starved (Irwin 1995, 38; citing Townsend 1839, 332-333). 
However, his narrative does not contain any such statistics for the 
Cowlit~:: the estimate pertained to the columbia River Indians (Townsend 
1978, 22:1). The reference to the ague was to Indians in the neighborhood 
of Fort Vancouver, rather than Cowlitz (Townsend 1978, 197). The 
referenCE! to "starvation" referred to 52 Indians of an unspecified tribe 
whom he! encountered on May 6, two days' travel down river after their May 
4, 1834, stop at Mt. Coffin and two days before their May 8 arrival at 
Fort GE!Ol~!:JE! (Townsend 1978, 200-201). 
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anthropological reports have identified the 
ab::IJ~ :_gines on the Lewis River as belonging to 
~t~.er tribal groups--specifically the Chinook and 
t:~e Klickitat" (21 Ind. Cl. Comm. 143,146; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-1047). 

Evidence concerning tribal structure and leadership 1841-
1855. 

Definitigns and descriptions of Lower Cowlitz. Little 'is 
known of Lower Cowlitz leadership between the death of 
Scanewa and the Chehalis Treaty Council. In 1828, at the 
time of Scanewa's death, Francis Ermatinger referred to 
another Cowlitz chief, "Old Towlitz," whom he also called 
"Lord St. Vincent" (Ermatinger 1907, 16-19). During the 
mid-1830's, at least two Cowlitz chiefs traded at Fort 
Nisqually: Sin-ne-tre-aye, whose horne was on the Cowlitz 
PortagE!, l!; and Cah-le-fer-quoy, who died in the later 
1830's. Both men had female relatives married to the 
Nisqually chief La-ha-let (Carpenter 1986, 69, 76-77). In 
1841, Horatio Hale, an American government explorer and 
linguist, stated that the Nisqually, Chehalis, Cowlitz, and 
Tillamoo~s "differ considerably in dialect, but little in 
appeara.nce and habits, in which they resemble the Chinooks . 

" The Cowlitz, "Kawelitsk or Cowelits" were "settled 
on the banks of a small stream known as the Cowelits" (CIT 
Pet. Nar:::-., 5; Hale 1846,211, cited in CIT Pet. Ex. A-672). 

The extensive depopulation that had resulted from the 
epidemic 'Nas described in 1842 by Sir George Simpson. While 
ascendin~r the Cowlitz River, he wrote that "during the whole 
of our day's course, till we came upon a small camp in the 
evening, ~he shores were silent and solitary, the deserted 
villages forming melancholy monuments of the generation that 
had passE~d away" (Simpson 1847, 107 i quoted in Taylor and 
Hoaglin J.962, 9). In 1847, Paul Kane, a Canadian artist and 
explorer, spent some time at the Hudson Bay Company's 
Cowlitz farm. He described the Cowlitz under Kiskox as a 
small tribe of about 200, which practiced head flattening 
and spoke a language similar to Chinook (Kane 1968 [reprint 
of 1925 n~". ed.], 140-141; in CIT Pet. Narr., 6; CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-672). See also Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 9-10. 

Returns filed by the Hudson's Bay Company to the House of 
Commons in 1848 listed "two tribes on the Cowletz River" 

15 There is no apparent reason to identify this man with Richard 
Sinnewah, e'I: Tyee Dick. 
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wi th a total of 500 persons (Taylor 1974b, 416). At about 
che same period, in 1850, Oregon territorial governor Joseph 
~ane reported that Agent Thornton, based on information from 
Hudson's Bay Company factor W. F. Tolmie, stated that the 
Lower Cowlitz Indians, from mouth t6 Cowlitz Landing, 
numbered about 120 (Ray 1974, 297). However, in 1851, Anson 
Dart reported that he had "no reliable information as to 
their number" (Dart 1851, 477; cited in Ray 1974, 275). 
Durins;- the 1855 Chehalis River treaty negotiations, Col.. 
Simmons mentioned a measles epidemic that had reached ~he 
Cowl~tz, apparently about 1849, in which many Indians d~ed 
( CIT Pet. Ex. A - 92 3) . 16 

E.A. Starling at Steilacoom, Indian Agent for Puget Sound 
District, said in 1852 that the Cowlitz and other groups 
numbered. 200, intermixed with Chehalis (Fitzpatrick 1986, 
153; citing Adams 1969, 462). A year later, Gibbs stated 
that the 216 Upper Chehalis were a connecting link between 
the Cowlitz, the Lower Chehalis, and the Nisqually (Gibbs 
1877, 171-172; quoted in Taylor 1974, 128). Governor Isaac 
I. Stevens' 1854 report to the COlA stated: 

The Cowlitz, likewise a once numerous and powerful 
tribe, are now insignificant and fast 
disappearing. The few bands remaining are 
intermingled with those of the Upper Chihalis. 
According to the best estimates obtained, the two 
united are not over one hundred and sixty-five in 
nu~ber, and are scattered in seven parties between 
the mouth of the Cowlitz and the Satsop (Stevens 
1854, 240 in COlA Report 1854; see also identical 
wording in Gibbs 1967, 34; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1228). 

Definitions and descriptions of Upper Cowlitz. External 
descriptions of the Taidnapam (Upper Cowlitz or Cowlitz 
Klickitats), did not appear as early as those of the Lower 
Cowlitz. Washington Territory was separated from Oregon 
Territory in 1853. During 1853-1854, the Pacific Railroad 
conducted surveys in Washington Territory. These 
explorations focused on finding a suitable pass through the 
Cascade Range. Members of the Northern Division of the 
Surveys, under the command of Isaac I. Stevens, passed back 
and forth through the Cowlitz River and Lewis River 
watersheds (CIT Pet. Narr., 7). Stevens' official report, 

16 CQuid this be the "smallpox" epidemic which McChesney said broke 
out amc,nq the Cowlitz in 1857 [sic] and reduced their number to about 600 
or 700 (~lcChesney to COlA, 20 April 1910 in CIT Pet. A-114)? 
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dated SE:ptember 16, 1854, was included in the 1854 COlA 
Report. :n connection with his description of the 
Klickata.ts, for whom together he reckoned a total population 
of no m::,re than 300 (Stevens 1854, 252 in COrA Report 1854), 
he wro'ce: 

In this, however, are not reckoned the "Tai-kie-a­
pain," a band said to live apart in the country 
lying on the western side of the mountains, 
between the heads of Cathlapootl and Cowlitz, and 
which probably did not enter into the former 
estimate. But little is known of them, and their 
numbers are undoubtedly small (Stevens 1854, 225 
in ~OrA Report 1854) . 

George Gibbs, linguist and ethnographer, was one of the 
explorE!rs attached to the Northern Division of the Surveys 
in 1853, under the command of Isaac I. Stevens. Gibbs and 
Stevens Jsed identical wording to say: 

The Tai-tin-a-pam, a band of Klikatats already 
men:ioned, living near the head of the Cowlitz, 
are probably about seventy-five in number. They 
are called by their eastern brothers wild or wood 
Indians. 

Until very lately they have not ventured into 
the settlements, and have even avoided all 
intercourse with their own race. The river 
Ind:.ans attach to them all kinds of superstitious 
ideas, including that of stealing and eating 
chL.dren, and of travelling unseen (Stevens 1854, 
240 in COlA Report 1854; see also Gibbs 1853-1854, 
428; CIT Pet. Ex. A-677 - A-688; Gibbs 1967, 34; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-1228). 

Stevens attitude toward the tribes with which he was 
treating came through clearly in his report. He concluded 
that: 

In J:'E~9ard to all these tribes, scattered as most 
of them are in small bands at considerable 
distances apart, it seems hardly worth while to 
make any arrangements looking forward to 
pe:m.anence or involving great expense. The case 
of the Chinooks and Cowlitz Indians in particular, 
seE:ms desperate. They are all intemperate, and 
can sret liquor when they choose. They are, 
beside:s, diseased beyond remedy, syphilis being, 
with them, hereditary as well as acquired (Stevens 
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1854, 241 in corA Report 1854; see also Gibbs 
19 5 7, 34 i CIT Pe t. Ex. A - 12 2 8) . 

T~ should be noted that when the Indian wars of 1855-1856 
broke OJt, Stevens' opinion of the military capabilities of 
the Cowlitz was widely at variance with the picture he had 

,painted a year earlier. At the time when he was preparing 
to nego:iate the treaties, however, he stated: 

Th<= speedy extinction of the race seems rather to 
be hoped for than regretted, and they look forward 
to it themselves with a sort of indifference. The 
du:y of the government, however, is not affected 
by their vices, for these they owe, in a great 
measure, to our own citizens. If it can do 
no:hing else, it can at least aid in supporting 
th<=m while they survive. They live almost 
a.l:ogether among the whites, or in their immediate 
~eLghborhood, taking and selling salmon, or doing 
occasional work, and for the rest letting out 
tht:ir women as prostitutes. No essential 
a.&rantage would, it is feared, be obtained by 
removing them to anyone location, for they would 
nOl: long remain away from the old haunts, and 
pn)bably the assignment of a few acres of ground 
fo:::- their villages and cemeteries, and the right 
of fishing at customary points, would effect all 
that could be done. Still, if they should 
manifest such a wish, the experiment might be 
tr.Led of settling each tribe in one village at 
some place not yet occupied, and constituting it a 
re:;erve. This, except during the salmon season, 
miqht remove them somewhat further from temptation 
(Stevens 1854, 241 in COlA Report 1854; see also 
Gibbs 1967, 34; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1228). 

As a population estimate in 1854, Stevens combined "Cowlitz 
and Upper Chihalis ll on the Cowlitz river and the Chehalis 
above the Satsop, saying, "the two have become altogether 
interma:::-ried," at 165 (Stevens 1854, 249 in COlA Report 
1854). These he distinguished from an estimated 300 other 
Chehali:; Indians on Gray's Harbor, the lower Chehalis River, 
and the northern forks of the Chehalis River (Stevens 1854, 
249 in 5~JIA Report 1854), while he located the Taidnapam at 
the "baBe of mountains on Cowlitz, &c.," again giving an 
estirnat!~ of 75 as elsewhere in his report to the COlA 
(Steven:; 1854, 249 in COlA Report 1854). 
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Deve10plnent of the Cowlitz Metis families. The French­
derived word "metis," meaning "mixed-blood," is customarily 
used, in western Canada and the Pacific Northwest, to 
describe families descended from French-Canadian men and 
their Indian wives, but could also indicate mixtures of 
Iroquoi~; with western Indians, Hawaiian with Indian, and 
various combinations of the above (Warner and Munnick 1972, 
Preface). The Indian wives came from tribes along the fur 
trade r01.ltes--Cree, Snake, Walla Walla, and other Canadian 
tribes ':ll1el tribes east of the Cascades, as well as other 
Col umbicl River tribes. \ 

In the re9ion of the Columbia and Cowlitz Rivers, the 
majority of the husbands who entered into marriages with 
Indian ~~men were Canadian fur traders of either French­
Canadiar. or Scottish ethnicity. Although some early 
settlers from the United States also married Indian wives, 
the Cowlitz metis referenced in these technical reports 
descend from the marriages to French-Canadian fur trade 
employees. Many of the earliest pioneer families of the 
Oregon Territory, including what is now the state of 
washington, were metis. Warner and Munnick pointed out 
that: 

The population of the Oregon Country had by 1838 
become greatly mixed. The native tribes had 
shrt':.nk to a fraction of their original numbers 

As slavery was commonly practiced among the 
coastal tribes, the names of remote tribes may 
show up unexpectedly in the records. The non­
indigenous inhabitants included the Company 
officers, who were mainly of Scottish descent, 
their French Canadian crews, a large number of 
Sardwich Islanders, another large number of 
Ir'oquois boatmen from eastern Canada, and the Cree 
and Sauteaux wives of the crewmen. During the 
ea.rly 1840's or earlier, the advance waves of 
American settlers arrived . Faced with the 
cO~Jinations, . the priests often struggled 
wi t;l small success to write down the names and 
panmtage of their motley flocks (Warner and 
Munnick 1972, Introduction). 

Roman Cal~olic Church missions and records. The above 
discussion on Cowlitz population mentioned the Hudson's Bay 
Company'f, agricultural depot, the Cowlitz Farm, which it 
established in 1839 on at the southern end of the Cowlitz 
Trail (Hajda 1990, 514). Hudson's Bay Company employees had 
been settling on Cowlitz Prairie for some time prior to the 
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official opening of the Cowlitz Farm. On December 16, 1838, 
Father- ~orbert Blanchet offered the first mass at Cowlitz 
Landing at the home of Simon Plamondon, Sr. (CIT Pet. Narr., 
130). In April, 1839, missionary priests Norbert Blanchet 
and Mod2ste Demers formally established the St. Francis 
Xaviernission on Cowlitz Prairie (CIT Pet. Narr., 130). 
For infJrmation on the surviving records of this mission and 
other r2cords concerning the Cowlitz metis families, .see the 
Genealo9ical Technical Report to this proposed finding: 

Was thet:"e a Cowlitz "reservation"? The 1978 discussiorl of 
the Cowlitz Indians in "The Landless Tribes of Washington 
State" in the American Indian Journal (Bishop and Hansen 
1978) h9.s left an extensive residue of misinformation 
concerning the supposed existence of a Cowlitz Indian 
reserva:ion at Cowlitz Prairie in the pre-18SS period. This 
1978 ar:icle was based on their work as consultants for the 
Report '2n Terminated and Nonfederally Recognized Indians. 
Task Force Ten. Final Report to the American Indian Policy 
Review I:ommission (American Indian Policy Review Commission 
1976) Bishop and Hansen stated that: 

. in 1848, Isaac Stevens, then Indian Affairs 
Superintendent of the Oregon Territory, set aside 
64,) acres of land on the west side of the Cowlitz 
Ri.'.rer, 1S miles south of the town of Toledo for 
th,: express use of the Cowlitz. This land had 
bef:n occupied by the Head Chief of the Cowlitz, 
Scan Inewa, and was later referred to by the 
federal government as the Cowlitz Reservation 
(B.Lshop and Hansen 1978, 27). 

There was never any such reservation. This statement 
apparently was a misinterpretation of a private Oregon 
Donation Land Claim entered by Simon Plamondon, Jr., under 
the 18St) Donation Land Act. There is extensive reference 
to this early claim in the claims presented to the 
governmf:nt by simon Plamondon, Jr. and his uncle Atwin 
Stockum in the period 1904-1910. 17 See also the discussion 

11 J:.pri1 28, 1908. Acting COlA to Superintendent, Puyallup Agency, 
reo affidavits of Simon Plomondon and Chief Atwin in regard to 640 acres, 
with patent (CIT Pet. Ex. A-811. Letter from Attorney C. F. Nessly, to ? 
Johnson, ca. 1908: "The law of 1850 provided that a white man might take 
640 acres. An Indian 320 acres for himself and 320 for his wife and 160 
for each elf his children. That the Indian land should not be subject to 
taxes by state or territory as long as it remained in possession of the 
Indian" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-94). 
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below under Cowlitz claims activity, and discussion of 
donation land claims generally in the Genealogical Technical 
Report. These 640 acres on Cowlitz Prairie did not 
constitJte a Federal or territorial reservation, but were a 
private land claim. As is clear from the documentation, the 
640-acr~ claim was sold (possibly fraudulently) to Edward D. 
Warbass by Plamondon's father in a personal transaction that 
had not:l.ing to do with Warbass' Federal military 
appointment .18 Although Oregon Territory was organized by 
the Organic Act in 1848,19 the Oregon Donation Land Act was 

Atwin StN:kum may have at some point believed that land other than the 
private Plamondon claim had been set aside. See also the letter from the 
OIA to Superintendent, Puyallup Indian School, October 8, 1908 (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-1) referring to a: 

letter dated September S, 1908, from Stackum Corwin, who 
claims to be Chief of the Cowlitz Indians, saying that the 
Indians have been informed that there was a part of the 
Cowlitz Prairie in Lewis County set aside as a reservation for 
these Indians and that the same is now known as the Mission of 
the Catholic Church and that the Indians have received no 
benafits from the use and occupation of this reservation. 

The Office is unable to find any record as to the 
SE~t :ing aside of any land in what is now Lewis County as a 
res,arvation for the Cowlitz Indians (OIA to Superintendent 
10/3/1908, CIT Pet. Ex. A-1S). 

There J..S; c.lso undocumented reference to a Cowlitz reservation near Cowlitz 
Landing ~irt of a letter contained in a COlA Report (CIT Pet. Ex. A-33). 

Refer to t:he Genealogical Technical Report to this proposed finding for a 
survey ()f Cowlitz spouses and Cowlitz metis who obtained donation land 
claims a.nd a survey of other HBC employees who retired to the Cowlitz Farm 
area with donation land claims. 

18 This assertion by Bishop and Hansen is probably referring to Simon 
B. Plamonc~n's post-18S0 donation land claim which his father transferred 
to E.D. Warbass--see the 1908 affidavits, esp. detailing Warbass' sales of 
parcels of the 640 acres by quit-claim deeds, W 1/2 of Section 18k T 11 N. 
R 1 W, WM; E 1/2 of Sec. 13 T 11 N, R 2 W. WM, and N 1/2 of NE 1/4 of Sec. 
24 T 11 N, R 2 W, containing 640 acres more or less (CIT Pet. Ex. A-87 -
A-89). Clclim No. 40, Oregon City (CIT Pet. Ex. A-93). 

19 Ol:Hanic Act (9 U.S. Stat 323), August 14, 1848. Joseph Lane was 
appointed governor and superintendent of Indian affairs in March 1849. In 
1850, Congz'ess separated the position of superintendent of Indian Affairs 
from th.at of the governor. "Anson Dart, the first full-time 
superinter.dent for Oregon Territory, launched a treaty program in August 
1851 at Tc.nsey Point . Dart's treaties not only provided for small 
reservaticns within the tribes' homelands but also reserved rights of 
fishing, hun.ting, freedom of passage, harvest of whales washed ashore, 
grazing livestock, and cutting timber for fuel and building purposes . . 

Althc)ugh signed and forwarded to Washington, D.C., none of these 
treaties gained ratification" (Beckham 1990, 181). 
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not passed until 1850, so Plamondon's claim could not have 
been ~iled before that date. 

Isaac T. Stevens could not possibly have set aside a 
"reservation"in 1848. He was not appointed governor of the 
newly organized Washington Territory and ex officio 
superintendent of Indian affairs until 1853 (Marino 1990, 
'169). v.ra.shington was separated from Oregon Terri tory on 
March 28, 1853, but Stever3, a major in the U.S. Army, did 
not arrive until September 29 (Glassley 1953, 109). 

There is no historical data to support a supposition that 
the Cowlitz were included in the Anson Dart treaty 
negot~ations in 1851 (CIT Pet. Narr., 8; Seeman 1986, 41; 
Beckham 1990, 181). According, to Marino, the 1851 treaties 
of Tansey Point, Oregon, included the Upper Chehalis, Lower 
Chehalis, Chinook, and "other small bands who had been 
partJ.es" (Marino 1990, 171; citing to Beckham 1977:123-126) 
Dart himself was certainly aware of the existence of the 
Cowl~tz: he referred to them on several occasions in 
reference to the negotiation of the Tansey Point treaties. 
He was also aware of the location of the Cowlitz (Dart 1851 
in Coan 1921, 70) and did not classify the Kwalhioqua as 
Cowlitz. Rather, he stated that: 

The next treaty I would speak of in detail, is the 
one concluded with the remnant bands of 
Wheelappas20 and Quillequeoquas. 2l The only 
males living of which tribes, are the two signers 

HO"'E!Ver, Beckham's "Table 1. Unratified Treaties, Western Oregon, 
1850-185:," does not include the Cowlitz: only the Cathlamet Chinook on 
August 9, 1851 (Beckham 1990, 181). 

20 The treaty specifically identified the Wheelappa as Chinooks (Coan 
1921, 78·EI1). It contained the following provision: 

A,rticle 5th. The cession made in Article 1st. is intended to 
embrace the land formerly owned by the Quille-que-o-qua, Band 
of Indians of whom only one man remains, Moaest, who is a 
sisner of this treaty (Coan 1921, 80). 

2l According to Spier's analysis, these would have been the Chinookan 
Willapas cmd the Athapaskan Kwalhiokwa (see above). Ray maintained that 
the two ;roups were identical, and that the Kwalhiokwa were "Mountain 
Cowlitz" (Ray 1974, 266). 
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to the treaty; there are however several females~­
wonen and children yet living. 22 

The tract of country purchased of them is 
situated on what is known as "Shoal-water Bay" 
upon the Pacific having about twenty miles of 
COclst and running back inland about forty miles -­
bounded on the north by the country owned by the 
ChE~hales Indians--on the east by the lands of the 
:::o;.rli tz band, - -and on the south by the lower band 
of Chinooks (Dart 1851 in Co an 1921, 70). 

Dart distinguished between two groups in this treaty. ~is 
intention was to set aside this tract of land as a 
reservation for all the neighboring bands if they would 
agree te settle on it,but he had no expectation that they 
would de so (Dart 1851 in Coan 1921, 70-71). 

There is no documentary data concerning an 1852 treaty that 
the Cowlitz supposedly signed, but which was not ratified. 
There were no treaties negotiated in 1852, although the Dart 
treaties were forwarded to the U.S. Senate on July 31, 1852 
(CIT Pet. Narr., 8; citing Confidential Congressional 
Document_No. 39, 39th Congress, 1st Session [the 39th Cong 
was 1866; Chinook Pet. says U.S. Congress 1852, Confidential 
Doc. No. 39, 32 Cong., 1 Sess., in Congo Serial Set; not 
located in US Serials Set Index]). The Stevens Commission's 
records, on December 7, 1854, included among "Probable 
Reserves" in the officials' negotiation plans for Washington 
Indians, "8. Cowlitz and Upper Chihalis, Two Villages," 
although it was noted that, "It is however proposed, if 
practic~Jle. . generally to admit as few Reservations as 
possible, with a view of finally concentrating them in One" 
(CIT Pet. Narr., 84; CIT Pet. Ex. A_8).23 

OIA organization in Washington Territory. In 1852, the 
agent in charge of the Nisqually, etc. was E.A. Starling 
(Ray 1974, 297). On or about May I, 1854, the alA 
established the Columbia River (Southern) District, which 
had jurif3diction over the tribes along the north bank of the 
Columbia River and south of the Skookumchuck and Chehalis 
rivers, :.ncluding all of the Cowlitz area. There were five 

22 Ac c:ording to Dart, there were 13 in these remnant groups (Dart 
1851, 476; cited in Ray 1974, 297). 

23 In December 1854, Stevens was negotiating the Medicine Creek 
treaty for lower Puget Sound with the Nisqually, puyallup, Steilacoom, 
Squaxin, etc. If there's a reference to the Cowlitz, it would have to be 
there at t.hi!i.t date (see Taylor 1974b). 

34 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 88 of 555 



Historic3.l Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

local agents. According to the CIT petition narrativ'e, from 
May 1:35~, through 1856, the "Cowlitz Locality" was one of the 
five lccal agencies (CIT Pet. Narr., 14). This apparently 
referred to the sub-agency under Simon Plamondon. 

CHEP.A.LIS RIVER TREATY COUNCIL NEGOTIATIONS, March, 1855 

Backgrctmd. The Chehalis River Treaty Council was ohe,of 
the series of treaty negotiations held in 1855 by Governor 
and ex officio Indian Superintendent Isaac Ingalls Ste~ens 
with the Indian tribes of Washington Territory.24 In 
preparation for the series of treaties to be negotiated, 
Stevens instructed George Gibbs to gather the necessary 
information. For the area of southwestern Washington, west 
of the Cascades to Shoalwater Bay and north from the 
Columbia to the Skookumchuck River, Gibbs was to be assisted 
by Wi1liam H. Tappan25 (Irwin 1995, 124; citing NA WSIA 
letters 7' and 8 July 1854; 22 and 23 March 1854 to Simmons 
and Tappan), whom Stevens had appointed "agent for the coast 
and river Indians on the Chehalis and Columbia rivers, 
Gray's Harbor, and Shoalwater Bay" shortly after his arrival 
in Washington (Stevens 1900, 1:416). 

On December 19, 1854, Stevens wrote to Tappan mentioning the 
possibility of "removirig some tribes, including the Cowlitz, 
either to a reservation on the Columbia river or across the 
Cascades: to live with the Yakimas. (NA WSIA Letter 19 
December 1854 to Tappan)" (Irwin 1995, 124). "Two days 

04 Seeman's recent narrative (Seeman 1986, 49-63) does not go 
signi::i.cant:ly beyond the contents of the council journal. 

25 Stevens' more detailed instructions to Tappan 
stressed employing an interpreter in all 
situations and giving out commissions to chiefs 
and headmen who were invited to attend the treaty 
session. Aware of the Indian dissatisfactions 
with settlers in the southern sector, Stevens 
also instructed Tappan to make chiefs responsible 
for Indian offenders against settlers, taking 
away their land if chiefs resisted. At the same 
time, Tappan was to investigate charges by 
Indians against settlers, such as for wages not 
paid or property taken. If justice required, 
Tappan could calIon the Superintendent's office 
for help. Most particularly, Tappan was to 
suppress liquor traffic on the Columbia and in 
Shoalwater Bay. Finally, his reports were due 
quarterly. (NA WSIA letters 22 & 23 March 1854 to 
Simmons & Tappan) (Irwin 1995, 124). 
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later, , .... ith no reports from Tappan to include in his packet 
to the i).C. Indian Affairs office, the Superintendent 
Stevens reported Tappan's ineffectiveness. (NA WSIA Letters 
19 Dec 1854 to Tappan; Dec. 21 1854 & 11-1-1855, to 
ManYFenny)" (Irwin 1995, 124-125) .26 

The narl~ative of this council began on February 20, 1855. 
'It was lH:ld at the mouth of the Chehalis River, near Gray's 
Harbor, Washington or near modern Cosmopolis, Washington 
(Fitzpatrick 196, 146).27 The CIT petition contains a 
typed tl~anscript of the minutes (CIT Pet. Ex. A- 909 - A-
939) .28 The" Records of the Proceedings" were kept by 
George C;ibbs (CIT Pet. Ex. A-946), while an unofficial 
narratiVE: by local resident James G. Swan was later 
incorporated into Hazard Stevens' biography of his father 
(Steven~: 1900, 2:2-8). 

26 A:cording to Irwin: 

UnlikE! special-agent Simmons, who in the northern sector had 
lar~r~=J.y succeeded in explaining the treaties to the various 
trib~=s and in gaining prior concensus (sic) on reservation 
si tE!lS, special-agent Tappan in the southern sector 
disappoionted [sic) Superintendent Stevens, who reported to 
Comnil;lsioner Manypenny of the Bureau of Indian Affairs that 
':'a.ppan's "efforts to collect Indians for treaties on the 
Col urnbia River have not been attended wi th the des ired 
SUCCE!SIS." (NA WSIA. Letter 3 May 1855 to Manypenny) Meeting 
':'appclr.L on his way to the treaty session from Shoalwater Bay, 
Jame!s Swan wryly noted that the special-agent seemed to have 
mistmderstood his instructions: ~He refused to have any of 
them [the Chinooks and Shoal water Bay Indians) accompany us 
except the few he had with him and the few who lived on the 
r.orth side of the Bay, whom he classed as Chehalis Indians." 
((1E~i7) 1973, 328) (Irwin 1995, 130). 

27 On F'ebruary 20, 1855, "Mr. Simmons, Indian Agent, and Mr. Gibbs, 
Secretary, with the employees of the party, rendezvoused at Judge Fords on 
the Chehalis River, and proceeded down in canoes to the place previously 
selected fClr the Council ground, the claim of Mr. Pilkenton, a few miles 
above tbe entrance of the Chihalis into Gray's Harbor, which they reached 
on the 22nd fl (CIT Pet. Ex. A-910). 

28 These minutes are a typed transcript, not a photocopy of the 
original; there is no citation to source and no indication of who prepared 
the transcript. Title: "Text of the ~~cords of the Proceedings of the 
Commissil:m tC) Hold Treaties with the In· m Tribes of Washington Territory 
February 20 1:0 March 2, 1855. Council ::h the Upper and Lower Chehalis, 
Lower Chinc)I::1k, Cowlitz and Quinaiutl In .ns Including the Proposed Treaty 
Which Was )'1,::11: Signed" (CIT Pet. I Ex. A- .9). In the absence of copies of 
the origin~ls, the BIA relied on these transcripts. 
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Federal_Q.articipants. The official Federal participants at 
the Cr..e:1alis River Treaty Council were: Isaac Ingalls 
Steve~.s, Governor of Washington Territory and Superintendent 
of ILe:ian Affairs; Col. Michael T.Simmons, Indian Agent; 
George Gibbs, Secretary; Judge Sydney S. Ford, Sr., Agent.; 
B. F. ":crank" Shaw, Interpreter and Special Agent; and 
William Tappan, Sub-Agent for the District (Chehalis River 
Treaty (:ouncil Minutes, CIT Pet. Ex. A- 910, A- 912) . 

Cowlitz_Q.articipants. "Mr. Shaw arrived29 on Monday 
[Febn.:ary 26] with the delegation of Cowlitz and Chinook 
Indians" (Chehalis River Treaty Council Minutes, CIT Pet. 
Ex. A- 9 L1 - A- 912). The records of the Chehalis Treaty 
Council contain information on three of the Cowlitz 
spOkeE;ffi!~n. One was Kiskox (Kish- cok, Kisskaxe), designated 
as the:1ead chief (CIT Pet. Narr., 167). Kiskox, also 
called <.ah'hotz (Irwin 1995, 195), has been identified by 
BAR staEf as being the same chief whose name was later often 
spelled "Cheholtz. ,,30 He was mentioned as Cowlitz chief by 
Kane in 1847 (Kane 1968 [reprint of 1925 rev. e~.], 140-141; 
in CIT ?et. Narr. 1987, 6; CIT Pet. Ex. A-672) and died in 
1875 at Cowlitz Prairie (Schoenberg 1987, 245). The other 
two Cowlitz leaders present were Owhye 31 and a sub-chief 
named ~~onesappa32 (CIT Pet. Narr., 186). According to Joe 
Peter's recollections written in 1951, Kiskox/Cheholtz was 

29 "M:!:'. Frank Shaw, one of the Interpreters and Special Agent had 
previously been sent by way of the Cowlitz and Columbia Rivers to act in 
connectic)n with Mr. Tappan Sub Agent for the District, in bringing in 
delegations from the tribes living on those waters" (Chehalis River Treaty 
Counc~l ~!J.nutes, CIT Pet. Ex. A-910 - A-911) . 

SWi~ wrote: "After supper we all gathered round the fire to smoke 
our pipes, toast our feet, and tell stories. While thus engaged, we heard 
a gun firE!d down the river, and shortly the party arrived, having Colonel 
Shaw wit.h them. He had brought a few Cowlitz Indians and a couple of 
Chenooks , .. " (Swan 1857, 338-341). 

)0 St,atement of Joe Peter, June 2, 1951: The 1855 delegation was 
divided. :.nto "3 groups, three parties, Ive forgot names I only remember 
one - Cheholtz - This Cheholtz great grandfather of all Cheholtz now 
living That: from middle part of Cowlitz near Toledo" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1159) . 

31 There is little data to be found elsewhere pertaining to this 
indi vid.uall. An adult Cowlitz woman who accepted baptism at the St. 
Francis }:alvier mission on Cowlitz Prairie was named as "Liduvine Ayauac" 
and "Lyd,,,,ine Ayawae." She married Charles Tlapat (Warner and Munnick 
1972, 75:B-890; 75:M-2; 76:B-894). 

32 Kwonesappa [no other data elsewhere or later]. In 1955, Mary 
Kiona alIne) mentioned a chief Wach-q-uoy (Cowlitz Pet. Ex. A-1099). She 
mentioned Tsoya at Cowlitz Falls. 
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from thE~ middle part of the Cowlitz River near Toledo', 
Washingt.on, while the other two were, "then one man from 
lower Cowlitz One man from upper Cowlitz" (Peter 1951; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-1159). The petition narrative states that two 
Cowlitz chiefs, Yach-kanam from the lower Cowlitz River and 
Umtux, r.ear Ft. Vancouver and the Lewis River, were not 
present (CIT Pet. Narr., 168). Yach-kanam was named 
specifically by the Cowlitz representatives during the 
negot i.~t ions (CIT Pet. Ex. A- 937) ,33 but Umtux was not 
metitioned by them. 34 Irwin stated that "Chief Kiskox aNd 
Chief Atwin Stockum with twenty headmen followed B.F. Qhaw" 
(Irwin 1995,131; citing Journal of the Expedition .. '. 1854-
55, 37 & 20-21), but the minutes of the treaty council give 
no indication that Stockum was present. 

Prepa::catjgns. Stevens and Tappan arrived on Saturday, 
February 24 (Chehalis River Treaty Council Minutes, crT Pet. 
Ex. A-910). According to the official description: 

. on Sunday a count was made of the tribes 
present and their report obtained of the number of 
individuals absent. This was done in the usual 
man~er, each band or village giving in a bundle of 
sti:ks corresponding to the individuals left 
behind. . 

The tribes thus counted were 
The Upper Chihalis numbering all 216 

" Lower do 217 
" Quinaiutl and Sub Band Kwehtsa 158 

To ,,-'hich were added upon the arrival of Mr. Shaw 
Delegates from the others, to wit 
Lower Chinooks, numbering as before 112 
Cowlitz 140 
Gi V:.:nl; a total of 370 Indians present, 
representing Tribes and Bands, 
whOBe total numbers are 843 

J3 No documentary data on Yach-kanam has been located elsewhere. 

, 34 No documentation was located to support the CIT petition's 
contention that, "Umtux's villages, off the Cowlitz River to the southeast 
near Ft. Vancouver and the Lewis River, were by-passed by the interpreter, 
Frank Sh"IW. who was hastily dispatched by Governor Stevens to summon the 
Cowlitz anci l,ower Chinook to Gray's Harbor" (CIT Pet. Narr., 168). For a 
discussion of whether or not Umtux was a Cowlitz, see below in the 
discussion of the hostilities of 1855-1856. In any case, if not treated 
with, and :.f not subsequently combined with the Lower Cowlitz by Federal 
policy, hiH band would not receive the presumption of unambiguous prior 
Federal clc]c:nQwledgment under 25 CFR 83.8 on the basis of the Chehalis 
River Treat:y Council proceedings. 
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(C~ehalis River Treaty Council Minutes, CIT Pet. 'Ex. 
P,-:HO - A-9ll) .3S 

James G. Swan, an early settler on Willapa Bay, attended the 
treaty 5essions as a non-official observer. According to 
his dE~s':ription, which simply paraphrased Gibbs: 

]>,round the sides of the square were ranged the 
te;1ts and wigwams of the Indians, each tribe 
ha·.ring a space allotted to it. The Coast Indians , 
we:::-e placed at the lower part of the camp; first 
t~! Chenooks, then the Chehalis, Queniult and 
Quaitso, Satsop or Satchap, Upper Chehalis, and 
Cowlitz. These different tribes had sent 
representatives to the council, and there were 
prl!sent about three hundred and fifty of them, and 
the best feelings prevailed among all (Swan 1857, 
33'7-338; cited in Ray 1966, B-5; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
673) . 

Council proceedings. The Chehalis River Treaty Council 
opened ::ormally on February 27, 1855, and Col. Simmons 
announct:d its objects. Speech by Gov. Stevens followed 
(Minute:" CrT Pet. A- 912). Governor Stevens made a 

3'> 'Ih.e minutes stated that, "These, excepting the Upper Chinooks and 
a part 0:: the Kliki tat were not summoned to treat at this point, were 
supposed to constitute all the remaining Indians of the Territory West of 
the Cascade Range. The Kwillehyutes, numbering about 300, living between 
the Chihalis and the Makahs, with a language totally different from the 
Quinault, were not notified and were unrepresented." Gibbs added the 
comment that, "The necessity of Ethnological inquiry in concluding 
arrangements for treating with or locating Indians is strikingly shown in 
this inst cilnce" (Chehalis River Treaty Council Minutes, CIT Pet. Ex. A-
911) . 

The other population figures cited from this period are apparently 
all bas,ed on Gibbs' account (see, for instance, Swan 1857, 343 et. seq.; 
cited in Tclylor 1974, 127). Hazard Stevens pointed out that when the 
tre.aty wi t.h the Quinault and Quileute was signed in January 1856, they 
numbered 493, "a number greatly in excess of the census given in Swan's 
account" (Stevens 1900, 2:9). He continued: 

In their distrust the Indians invariably reported less than 
their actual numbers, and nearly every tribe was found to be 
l,arger than the first estimate. The numbers of the Chinook, 
Chehalis, and Cowlitz Indians were reported by Governor 
Stevens in 1857 as one thousand one hundred and fifteen 
(Stevens 1900, 2:9). 

Stevens s:ated that "A census of all the tribes in the Territory, returned 
with Go··.,ernc::>r Stevens's report and map of April 30, 1857, is given in the 
Appendix" (stevens 1900, 2:9 n1). 
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statement. to the Chinook and Cowlitz (Minutes, CIT Pet., Ex. 
A-913 - A-914), to which Kiskox replied as follows: 

SpE~ech of Kish-kok, head Chief of the Cowlitz. 
ThE~ French, Hudson's Bay People first came among 
thE~rn against their will and did not use them well. 
'~hE:n Mr. Shaw came he told them a straight story 
an~. they hurried to come along. Mr. Shaw had told 
thEm that they would have an Agent to look out for 
them and a Doctor. When the Bostons (the 
Americans) came they were glad to see them and 
wanted them to settle in their country. Wanted 
no~ to know where they themselves were to have a 
piece of land. He described the bounds of his 
country as in the report.· They wanted a strip of 
country crossing the Cowlitz and taking in a small 
part of the Puget's Sound Farm. That where the 
Kammas ground was (Chehalis River Treaty Council 
M:_nutes; CIT Pet. Ex. A- 918) . 

His statement was echoed by another Cowlitz spokesman: 

Speech of Ow-hye, a Cowlitz Delegate. Formerly 
the King Georges (English) came. They only paid 
the~ a shirt to go from Cowlitz to Vancouver. The 
Indians were very much ashamed at their treatment. 
The·f just now find out what the land was worth by 
seeing the French sell to the Whites. Several 
hu.ndred dollars for a small piece with a house on 
it. It was not their land, but the Indians after 
all. They were willing to put up with a very 
sreall piece of land but they want it at that 
place. When the Americans came, they first saw 
money and knew its value. They have been paid 
wel:. for everything they had done - women as well 
as nen. When they went back they could show their 
cO~lissions as Chiefs, and they wanted one to show 
where their grounds were so that the French would 
kno.",. As soon as they got back to the Cowlitz, 
they would gather their people up and make them 
livE! in one place. They were now scattered every­
[§.id (Minutes, CIT Pet. Ex. A- 918). He wanted 
the same ground with Kish-kok because there was a 
fishery on it, where they could go in winter, and 
to S'o on the prairie to live for their houses 
L§Jc.J.. He wanted Davis I an American settler I to 
livE near him as he worked for him. Davis treated 
him like a brother and gave him flour and he gave 
Davis salmon. He wants to stay there till he 
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dies. All his children have died there but one 
(Chehalis River Treaty Council Minutes, CIT Pet. 
:::x. A-919). 

Stevens' response did not directly address much of this. He 
said ttat, "It would be eighteen months before the paper 

,would come back, in the meantime they could live where they 
liked ~rovided it was not on a settler's claim" (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A- 919) . 

Terms ~lJered. Basically, the Indians wanted small 
reservations where they lived, whereas Stevens insisted that 
the president would decide where the reservations would be, 
and wanted to consolidate the various Indian groups together 
to provide for easier OIA services--agent, doctor, schools, 
farme:c, etc. (CIT Pet. A-9l2, A-9l9) .36 The CIT petition 
narrative described the negotiations in the following terms: 
"Althous:rh [Stevens] repeatedly threatened that the Cowlitz 
lands would be taken without compensation if they refused to 
agree to the government's terms, " (CIT Pet. Narr., 
9). This statement implies that Stevens was threatening 
that the Federal Government would take their lands without 
compensoltion if they did not comply with the treaty terms. 
What Stevens actually seemed to be saying, over and over, 
was that white settlers were coming, and that the Federal 

g1:E!VenS' statements on February :2 7, 1.855, included the following: 

OnE! elf the reasons why the former treaties were rejected was 
t~lt they gave the same sort of little reserves as they now 
wanted. The Great Father had tried many ways and he thought 
th:.s Treaty the best. He wanted many Indians to be in one 
plaCE! where they could be taken care of. They could then 
travE!l about and work and fish. They were to think over his 
.mel make up their minds" (CIT Pet. A- 92 0 - A- 921) . 

ThE! Treaty provided an Agency, School &c. and it was necessary 
in order to take care of them that they should be together. 
~. :.a.rge body of them in one place. The paper would be sent 
to t:he President and when he saw it he would decide where that 
plcu:e! should be (CIT Pet. A-921 - A-922) . 

See also the statement written by Joseph Peter in 1951 concerning his 
father, (:,aptain Peter' 5, recollections of what had been offered at the 
council, including a reservation, a saw mill, a flour mill, a choice of 
horse clr mu.le team, and hunting and fishing rights (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1l59 -
A-1l60) . 
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Government would not be able to keep them off scattered 
Indian la.nds. 37 

Refusal to sign. On Wednesday, Febtuary 28, 1855, the 
Quinault signed the proposed treaty (CIT Pet. Ex. A-927), 
but the Upper Chehalis refused to sign (CIT Pet. Ex. A-927 -
A-928). Gibbs described the Cowlitz reaction as follows: 

A long desultory explanation ensued. cowlitz came up 
anj Chinooks. Were willing to sign themselves as ~oon 
as the others did, but as the Upper Chihalis had come 
first, they ought to sign first. It was not evident 
t.h.3.t great difficulty would be found in bringing these 
balds together. Not only was each very much averse to 
quitting its own soil, but the jealousy of each other 
wa:3 very apparent. A further adjournment was made till 
af<:ernoon (CIT Pet. Ex. A- 928) . 

During the afternoon of February 28, the treaty was read 
again alld explained again (CIT Pet. Ex. A-929). The minutes 
for March 1 contained a long statement by Stevens (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-9:~9 - A-930), to which the Indians responded with the 
followiIl9 compromise offer: 

Annannata Sub Chief Upper Chihalis. My Father. I 
hav~= many people. I speak for the Cowlitz and 
Sat:::op too. We will give up all our lands to you 
except from opposite the mouth of Black River down 
to the lower end of Smith's Prairie. That is the 
spot we have chosen. They are very proud at the 
promises made them but don't want all to come 

)7 See Steven' statement on February 27, 1855: 

Whal: each of you has said, has been written down and will be 
SEmi: to the Great Father. The Great Father has many children 
all,ay to the rising sun and knows what is good for them. If we 
galvH you all the little spots you want, the Great Father could 
nc)t. be your Father I though he desires to be so, for he could 
nc,t. take care of you. His white children are coming here in 
gI<eCl1: numbers. He cannot stop them and they will crowd upon 
yc,u. To take care of you, you must have a winter home. Each 
ba.nd must have their own spot on the general reserve and that 
should be fenced. There must be with you an Agent who can 
alwclYs: be on the ground to take care of you. You already know 
abOtlt: the school and about your children coming there to 
learn. I want you to see that the paper is right in this 
matter" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-922 - A-923). 

See also Stevens' statements on 28 February 1855 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-925, A-
926 - A-927) . 
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t03ether. They did not want to unite with the 
others (CIT Pet. Ex. A-930) . 

l:w2nesappa, Cowlitz Sub Chief. They were all of 
one mind there. Would not forget what had been 
pr~mised, were wiling to give up all their lands 
on that river and come down on the Chihalis. It 
was good for them to go so far, but did not want 
to go below. He was glad they would be made as 
white people. He had long wished for this. He 
wanted the privilege of travelling as you have 
said. They are much rejoiced to be clothed and 
enjoy these benefits. It makes their hearts good 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-930). 

J'O'~2nngg [identified as head chief of the Upper 
Chihalis on A-9l4]. Last night we came to this 
cO:1clusion and now only ask for a small piece of 
la:1d. We are glad to have united. We are afraid 
of being driven among different people whose 
la::1guages we did not understand. We have finally 
se:tled on a place for these five bands, the 
Cowlitz, Upper Cowlitz, Upper Chihalis, Satsop, 
a.nd Mountain Indians (a remnant of the Kwalkwi 0 

qu,;J.s.). We have heard all our Father has said 
pa:iently. It is all good except the place he 
p~)poses as our reserve. We don't like the idea 
of going among other people speaking a different 
la:1guage (CIT Pet. Ex. A-931). 

~~o'~litz Chief. Owhye. We are very proud of our 
F'a':her. He has but one tongue. We are the same 
in face and are willing to come together (with the 
Upper Chihaliz, &c.). We are willing to give up 
ou:::- land. We want the privilege of going to our 
old grounds and want a paper to show that we may 
do so. We are glad to think that the roads are 
opl!n to us, that we may go where we wish. We were 
ve::y glad to see the first Americans who came 
among us. Are glad we can still visit them (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-932). 

During l:he evening of Thursday, March 1, after further 
presentiition from Stevens, the Cowlitz head chief stated: 

~ilih-kok. He knew very little of these other 
people, but he gave up his own country, the whole 
of it (and it was a very good one) to come to the 
Satsop country. There were many of the Cowlitz 
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and so on of.the others and they had given up 
much. He never saw Mr. Shaw but once and he never 
told anyone before what he had told him. The 
Governor called the indians [sic] his children, 
and he thought all they could do was to yield to 
their father all their land and to come down with 
the Mountain people as far as the Satsop. 
SU9Posed he would be satisfied with it. He gave 
aw~y the whole of his country at all events. I~ 
was all first rate land. He thought to please the 
Gr,=at father by doing so. When Mr. Shaw saw him \ 
he told him the Governor would be glad to have him 
9i·.1e up his lands and he now did so, and wanted 
one Boston to live with them and take care of 
th(~m. If they moved and settled at the mouth of 
th(~ Satchall, he wanted a white man to stake it 
Ou1: and put down corner stakes. When they came 
do\~n the Cowlitz, Yach-kanam (an old chief) was 
mad. at him for coming to make the trade. He 
ho~rever adhered to what he said (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
936- A-937) . 

In his reply, Stevens insisted they could not have the 
location they wanted and they had to let the president 
choose c. reservation (CIT Pet. A-937 - A-938). The proposed 
locatior. would have been on the Pacific Coast between Gray's 
Harbor a.nd Cape Flattery (CIT Pet. A-941; copy of draft 
treaty, CIT Pet. A-940 - A-946). Since the Indians would 
not agree to this, on Friday, March 2, Stevens broke up the 
council, saying that there was no treaty (CIT Pet. Ex. A-938 
- A-939) I and that: 

We have now been here. a week. I have heard you 
all. Only one band the Kwinaiutl have hearts like 
n~ne/38 but the paper is nothing without all six 

. There can therefore be no Treaty. . but 
next summer I shall send Col. Simmons through that 
coun.try to examine it and when a good place is 
found I shall say to the Great Father put these 
pe!o;;le upon it. There will then be no treaty, no 
pro·nises but you will be in the hands of the Great 
Fa:t..1er to do as we please. We shall recollect 
however the willingness of the Kwinaiutl and the 

38 JamElS G. Swan commented that the Quinault were evidently most 
agreeabl(!! to the proposal, "from the fact that the proposed reservation 
included t:1eir land, and they would consequently remain at home" (Stevens 
1900, 2 ;7) . 
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good behavior of the Cowlitz, Chinook and Upper · 
Chehalis (CIT Pet. Ex. A-938 - A-939). 

On Saturday, March 3rd. "It having been found impracticable 
to brinsr the Indians voluntarily upon one reservation, 
Governor Stevens dismissed them and this morning started on 
his ret u rn " ( CIT Pet. Ex. A - 93 9) . 

Summary ()f the Chehalis Treaty Council Proceedings. 'Th~ 
document.ary evidence of the Chehalis Treaty Council, I 

presentE~d in the exhibits to the petition, does not fultY 
support the interpretations of the events advanced by Ray 
(Ray 19E6, Ray 1974) or by Fitzpatrick (Fitzpatrick 1986) . 
While it is true that the Cowlitz representatives did not 
sign a treaty ceding the tribe's lands, it is nevertheless 
also trte, as stated in the CIT petition narrative, 39 that 
they ma~.e a conditional offer to do so, if Governor Stevens 
had bee~. willing to meet their request for the location of a 
reservation. 

There is no indication in the minutes of the Chehalis River 
Treaty Council that any of the Cowlitz metis families were 
represented, that any of the Cowlitz metis families 
partici~ated, or that the Cowlitz metis families were, at 
this ~irrE~, regarded as a component part of the Cowlitz 
Indians by Governor Stevens or the other OIA agents. 
Neither is there any indication that the metis families 
would have been included in the population to be removed to 
a reservation, had one been established, since under the 
law, ,. )~mer'ican half -breed" Indians had a right to file for 
donation land claims. 

THE COWLITZ 1855-1877 

Available, Records. For a general survey of the available 
documentation in addition to that specifically cited below, 
refer to the Genealogical Technical Report to this proposed 
findinSJ· 

39 The CIT petition states that: 

the tribe balked at the treaty provisions which would force 
them to share a reservation with the Quinault Indians on the 
westE!rn margin of the Olympic Peninsula. They requested, 
instead that they be allowed to remain on their own lands or 
consc,lidate with the Chehalis Indians on a combined 
reservation (CIT Pet. Narr., 9). 
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Indian War, 1855-1856. The CIT'petition narrative appears 
t.o ccnflate at least three separate sequences of events-­
those al: Cowlitz Prairie, at Chehalis, and at Vancouver--in 
its sumrna.ry of this period (CIT Pet. Narr., 11-13). The 
petitioll states that although the Cowlitz did not join this 
uprisin~J, "their presence in the midst of farms and 
,settleme::v::s generated anxiety among federal officials" (CIT 
Pet. Narr., 11; citing Sen. Exec. Doc. No.5, 34th Cong., 3d 
Sess. HI'36, 739-740; CIT Pet. Ex. A-12). 

GeneralJ.y. the most sensible historical treatment of the 
Cowlitz involvement in the unrest of 1855-1856 is that of 
Glassle)' (Glassley 1953), who categorized all of the events 
in weste:rn Washington as simply a minor component of the 
Yakima war. He pointed out that, lithe Indians who lived on 
several of the Puget Sound rivers, namely, the Snoqualmie, 
Nisqually, Puyallup, Cowlitz, Cedar, Green, and White 
rivers, were all related to the Yakimas and the Klickitats" 
(Glassley 1953, 127). 

The least well-founded description is that of Bishop and 
Hansen (Bishop and Hansen 1978). Building upon their 
assumption of the existence of the never-established 
"Cowlitz Reservation" (see above), they wrote: 

To prevent the Cowlitz from joining in a general 
Indian uprising, the Cowlitz Reservation was 
occupied by U.S. military personnel . In 
paynent for their willing cooperation with the 
Washington Territorial government. ., the 
Cowlitz received food and clothing through the 
Indian agent assigned to the tribe. But the 
CowLitz Reservation remained occupied and in later 
years was sold in parcels to non-Indians by the 
fedf~ral Military officer in charge of the 
occupation (Bishop and Hansen 1978, 27, 29). 

There was no Cowlitz Reservation, in the sense of an 
established Federal Indian reservation. Therefore the 
Cowlitz Reservation was not occupied by U.S. military 
personne:~ . The land sold by Edward D. Warbass, the "federal 
Military officer" in charge of the non-existent 
"occupat:.on," was the 640-acre Plamondon Donation Land 
Claim, which he had obtained in a private transaction. 

Bishop and Hansen's statement that the Cowlitz Indians 
received food and clothing seems to be based Governor Isaac 
I. Stev,eW3,r March 21, 1856, mention of two temporary 
military internment camps as "reservations" in a letter to 
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the Secretary of War: "Between this place and Cowlitz 
landinsr are two Indian reservat'ions. The Chehales"o and 
Cowlit,:" (U.S. Congress. Senate. Exec. Doc. #66, 34; CIT 
Pet. E):. A-33). Neither of these sites had previously been 
establj.shed nor would later be established as a permanent 
Federal. Indian reservation. In a report to COlA George 
Manypenny dated Mayor June 1856, Stevens mentioned a "local 

,reservcltion," but the actual description indicates that he 
was merely referring to the Cowlitz Farm settlement: 

I turn now to the local reservation in charge of 
o5i mon Plomondeau [sic]. It is near Cowlitz 
La.nding, in the county of Lewis. A considerable 
pC>l:tion of the inhabitants are Canadians and half­
breeds, between whom and those of American origin 
tt.ere is much jealousy. The Canadian population 
:Clave confidence in the Indians. The Americans 
have not. it has been believed by the latter that 
tte Indians have several times been on the eve of 
an outbreak; yet not only have peace and good 
feeling been maintained, but not a case has 
occurred of individual ill treatment" (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-II, 740; U.S. Congress. Senate. Exec. Doc. 
Nc. 5, 34th Cong., 3d Sess., 1857, 739-740). 

The same Cowlitz Landing area temporary internment camp was 
apparently referenced by BIA Agent Charles McChesney in 
1910: 

During the war of 1855-56 the Cowlitz Indians, being 
frie,ndly to the whites were all assembled under Gov. I. 
I. Stevens's direction at a point on the Cowlitz River, 
near Sopenah, or Little Falls, Wash., about 23 miles 
from Chehalis, where they were subsisted by the 
Government until after the close of the war (McChesney 
to COlA 4/20/1910; CIT Pet. Ex. A-114). 

McChesney, apparently basing his report on the same letter 
from Stevens to the Secretary of War, confused the Indians 
who were interned at Cowlitz Prairie during the uprising 
with the "Cowlitz Indians."41 This section of the 

40 The actual Chehalis Reservation was not established until 1864, 
by presiclEmtial proclamation. 

41 '-1cChesney's 1910 report suffered from other factual errors. He 
stated t.Il'it: in 1857, smallpox broke out among the Cowlitz and reduced 
their nun~)er to about 600 or 700 (McChesney to COlA, 20 April 1910 in CIT 
Pet. A-1J.4). However, no such epidemic was reported to the COlA by the 
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Historical Technical Report will attempt to document 
reliable answers to the following questions: 

What happened at Cowlitz Prairie during 1855-1856? 
l'lhic:h group of Cowlitz fought for the Americans in 

the Washington territorial militia? 
Which group of Indians was interned at or near Cowlitz 

Prairie? 
Which group of Indians was interned at Ft. vanc6uver? 
What became of the interned groups? 

OIA Chairr of Command. On October 2, 1855, Sidney S. Ford, 
Sr., assumed duties as Local Agent for the Upper Chehalis 
Tribe. During the military events of 1855-1856, Simon 
Plamondon, as sub-agent on Cowlitz Prairie, reported to 
Sidney S. Ford, Sr. (Ford to Stevens, May 20, 1856; CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-55 - A-57) . 

Masterso1. pointed out that the Chehalis were located on the 
border h=tween the Puget Sound District and the Columbia 
River Di;trict and stated that OIA records did not make 
clear wht=ther Ford was subordinate to Agent Michael T. 
Simmons: of the former, or to Agent John Cain of the latter 
(Masterson 1946, 38-39). On November 8, 1855, John Cain as 
Acting Superintendent of Indian Affairs reported that Samuel 
[sic] Plt~mondo had been appointed as "Local Indian Agent of 
this place during the present Indian difficulties." He was 
to have 'general supervision over all the Indians who may 
come intD our camp and surrender thier [sic] arms. Also to 
furnish t:hem such provisions as may be necessary at current 
market rates. For all of which I will be responsible" (CIT 
Pet. Ex. ,~-38). Plamondon continued to act in this capacity 
at least through the autumn of 1856. 42 On May 20, 1856, 
Ford's report to Stevens recommended Marcel Bernier to 
assist h:.m (CIT Pet. Ex. A-55 - A-57) . 

Events at~ Cowlitz Prairie. No documents pertaining to the 
handling of the Upper Cowlitz and Lower Cowlitz Indians 
during the autumn of 1855 and winter of 1855-1856 were 
submittecl by the petitioner. All documents pertain to the 
spring of 1856. 

Indian asren1:s during 1857-1858. 

42 P,;l'yrnent vouchers for "Cowlitz reservation" from August 1856 
mentioned fvl':lrcel Bernier, Simon Plamondon, and Fred A. Clark (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-43 - A-46,; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1230). 
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Inte.?::"l1nE'Tlt of Klickitats and Bois Fort Indians on Cow1itz 
Prai.?::"ie. Presumably, the internment camp under Plamondon'S 
supervision was in existence from November 1855, but no 
information exists in regard to its occupants during the 
winter of 1855-1856. On March 15, 1856, Governor Stevens 
wrote to Simon Plamondon, at Cowlitz Landing, saying that 17 
Indians at Bois Fort were in communication with the hostiles 
and directing Plamondon to remove them to his place (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-42). Four days later, Columbia River district 
superintendent Cain wrote to Plamondon, objecting that he 
allowed the Indians under his charge to "have their arm~ in 
their p:)ssession." He directed that "in no case you will 
allow t.~em to have their arms, and that you retain them in 
your possession or store them in some perfectly secure 
place" (Cain to Plamondon, March 19, 1856; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
39). 0:1 .April 7, 1856, Stevens wrote to Plamondon 
concer"ning complaints from the citizens of Lewis County in 
regard. ':0 the Indians under Plamondon's charge, stating that 
he had. :~equested Col. Crosbie to investigate. Stevens 
stated that it was the "intention of the Supt. to supply 
them with all the food they really need. It is absolutely 
necessa:~y that they should not roam at large, for we know 
not when the County may become the war ground of the 
hostileB" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-40). 

Removal o.f Indian Weapons by Captain Edward D. Warbass. The 
petition states that on May 12, 1856, Captain Edward D. 
Warbass, commander of I Company, 2d Regiment, Washington 
Territol~ial Militia, entered Cowlitz Indian Agent Simon 
Plamondon'S home and confiscated firearms that belonged to 
the "Cov(litz Tribe." The petition states that this action 
was opposed by Simon Plamondon and scout Pierre Charles, but 
that the weapons were not returned (CIT Pet. Narr., 1.2-13) 
The petj.tion included a list of the confiscated firearms 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-50). 

The petitioner's own documentary exhibits (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
47, A-4E: - A-59), dated May through July, 1856, do not 
clearly support the interpretation that the weapons taken at 
this tirr~ were the property of the Cowlitz tribe. 43 

Warbass confiscated firearms and ammunition, but they may 
have belonged to the interned Klickitats. On May 15, 1856, 
Warbass wrote, "I had the guns at Plomondeaus brought down 

<3 How,ever, in 1857 OIA Special Agent J. Ross Browne stated of the 
Lower Cow:.itz that, "since the war they have been deprived of their fire­
arms" (Ca:.ll 1857, 20-21 in Browne 1977). See a more extensive discussion 
of the po:;!c~.,ar developments below. 
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to the Fort here, and also arrested two Klikatats" (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-·48, 15 May 1856). He also referred to: "the wife of 
one of the prisoners (Wieno)44 - he is a Lewis river 
Indian, of well known bad character, and my attention has 
been fr2quently called to him by persons from Vancouver, as 
an Indi3.n to be watched" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-49). As is shown 
elsewhe~e in this technical report, there is no contemporary 
documen:ary evidence to classify the Lewis River Indians as 
Cowlitz. 

On May 19, 1856, a "meeting of the Canadians of the Cowlitz" 
took a !3eries of resolutions against Warbass' actions. 
Named participants were primarily formerly Hudson's Bay 
Company employees who had retired to the Cowlitz Prairie 
farm: ,Tohn Cantwell, President; Elie Sareault, SecretarYi 
movers and seconders, Francois Desnoyers, Pierre Bercier, 
Jean Baptiste Brule, Simon Gill; Elie Sarault, Andrew St. 
Martin, Simon Plamondon Jr., Jean Baptiste Bouchard Sr., 
Jean Baflciste Provost, Dominick Farron, and Jean Baptiste 
Bouchard ,Jr. (CIT Pet. Ex. A- 52 - A- 54). Most of these men 
were mar:ried to Indian women. Several had married Cowlitz 
women (~;E=e the Genealogical Technical Report which 
identifies the names and tribes of their wives). Two were 
metis sons of Hudson's Bay Company employees (see the 
Genealo~ical Technical Report). On May 20, 1856, Indian 
Agent Sydney S. Ford Sr. visited Cowlitz Landing and 
repor~e~ the events to Governor Stevens (CIT Pet. Ex. A-55 -
A-57). On June 2, Ford wrote to Stevens from Chehalis 
criticizing Warbass and his unit in relation to the actions 
taken at Cowlitz Prairie, saying that "Old Pierre Charles 
can watch the Upper Cowlitz45 better than Capt. Warbass' 
whole ccmpany" (CIT Pet. Narr., 13; citing Ford 1856 in COlA 
Report 1856: CIT Pet. Ex. A-59). 

Thus, for the period 1855-1856 at Cowlitz Prairie, although 
the petitioner asserted that a Cowlitz tribe was interned 
there, the BIA concludes that the interned Indians were 
Lewis River Klickitats and Bois Forte Indians, while the 
Upper Co~rlitz and Lower Cowlitz, particularly the Lower 
Cowlit2: metis, were allied with the Americans. 

•• Wa.s this the same Wieno referenced by Curtis in 1913 as a slave­
trader (Irwin 1995, 3D)? 

.5 Tt,E! context of the letter does not make it possible to determine 
whether "U9per Cowlitz" referred to a geographical region or to the tribe. 
The scouting reports submitted by Charles, however (see below), make it 
more probable that he was referring to the region. 
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Cowlit.L in the American Militarv Service. 
stated that during the Indian war, 

The CIT petition 

pacification of the Cowlitz Tribe at Cowlitz 
LCLnciing proved so successful that several tribal 
mE~mbers agreed to aid the militia [as] 
auxiliaries employed chiefly in scouting 
operations . [and] received food and other 
sL.pplies from the federal government during the 
wC.r" (CIT Pet. Narr., 12). 

This nc.rrative seems to confuse several different phenomena. 
The Cow:.itz "tribal members" who were formally enrolled in 
the militia were the metis sons of retired Hudson's Bay 
Company employees (Irwin 1995,' Notes 35, Ch. 9n5) .46 This 
may not have made the American settlers feel any more 
secure, since according to Peter Crawford's recollections, 
"many assumed that those of mixed blood and the French 
Canadian Catholics were 'prime movers in inciting the war'" 
(Irwin 1995, 140; citing Crawford 1879-80, n.p.; ~ Hazard 
Steven's comments concerning the Olympia area, Stevens 1900, 
2:242). The metis themselves did not share the American 
settlers' perspective that the hostile Indians regarded the 
metis as allies and would not harm them. Simon Plamondon's 
daught:er, Mary Ann St. Germe' n, "reminisced years later how 
durin9 the panics she had tc. .. en her small children into the 
very center of a field or concealed them in the branches of 
trees to protect them from 'maddened Indians'" (Irwin 1995, 
148) . 

In addition to the metis enlisted in the militia, Hazard 
Stevens, in his biography of his.father, wrote in more 
general terms that, "Lieutenant Pierre Charles, with a force 
of Cowlitz and Chehalis Indians, scouted up the Cowlitz and 
Newarkum rivers, and captured a number of the enemy" 
(Stevens 1900, 187; cited in Ray 1974, 275). There is other 
evidence that Indian auxiliary forces were used. On 
February 25, 1856, James Tilton, Adjutant General W.T. 

<, 1~e French-Canadian and metis enlistees in the "Cowlitz Rangers," 
from the Cowlitz River valley, as listed by the Washington National Guard, 
were: "Marcel Chappellier / 1st Lt.; Simon Plomondon, Jr., 2nd Sgt; Joseph 
St. Germaine, 3rd Sgt.; John B. Bouchard, 4th Sgt.; Edward Cottonoire, 
Andrew St. Martin, Narcisse Farron, Dominique Farron, Cpls.; Peter 
Bercier, Basile Bercier, Lewis Blanchette, Dominique Faron, Jr., Antoine 
Gobin, Lc>uis LeDoux, Peter LaPlante, Ignace Locier, Moses Plamondon, Eli 
Saurault, Peter St. Germain, Michael Thibault, Joachim Thibault (1855/ 
129-30 & 134-35)" (Irwin 1995, Notes 35-36, Ch. 9 nS). No full-blood 
Indians WE!re members of this company. 
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VoluntE:er Forces, wrote: "14th. Sidney S. Ford, jr., ~s 
appointed a captain, and detached for the special service of 
orga~izing a force of friendly Indians of the Chehalis and 
Cowlitz tribes" for operation upon the Puyallup (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-3:~). This was also included in Stevens' March 9, 
1856, letter to the Secretary of War (U.S. Congress. 
Senate. Exec. Doc. #66, 30). On April 5, 1856, Stevens 
wrote to Simon Plamondon as "Local Indian Agent Lewi~ 
County," stating that he had employed Pierre Charles to take 
a small party of friendly Indians to examine the trail~ and 
get ::..nformation. He requested that Plamondon "aid i:- ~very 
pcssible way" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-34).47 Edward D. Warba 
ca;=ain of the militia unit, wrote to Stevens, oppos 
th::..a, on the grounds that he considered Plamondon's _ans 
potenti~lly hostile. Warbass stated that he had co~ sed 
with Pi,=rre Charles, saying, "he has chosen 10 india from 
the re,s,=rvation--7 of whom are Klickitats" (CIT Pet. 3x. A-
35 - A-36), but he seemed mainly irritated by the fact that 
on May 13, two or three women were preparing to go with 
Charles' scouting party (CIT Pet. Ex. A-48). 

After the end of the active hostilities, on June 3, 1856, 
Pierre C:harles reported to the governor on his scouting with 
Indians, as far north as Tumwater. He stated that, "Arms 
having bE=f~n refused to my Indians I was unable to do nothing 
more" than mark a new road to Klickitat Prairie (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A- 5;:). On July 11, Charles reported that he had 
returne~l the previous day "from a scout up the Cowlitz river 
with a~,arty of friendly indians [sic] from Mr . Plamondon's 
reservation," adding: 

I ~ill state that if I am sent out again, I wish 
to know how I am to get guns for my Indians, as I 
had some difficulty in getting arms for them on my 
1st trip, as Capt Warbass only furnished me two 
guns, and I had to furnish the others myself (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-47). 

Thus, the evidence indicates that the Cowlitz metis were 
formally enrolled in the American militia, while Cowlitz 
Indians, as well as Chehalis Indians, served the American 
forces a3 scouts under the command of French Canadian 
settlers. 

47 '''rhis nine-man Cowlitz band, which included "Capt." Peter and 
Indian Charlie of Olequa, was distinguished from the hostile Indians by 
caps of deep blue with red facings sewn by the governor's wife and other 
ladies in Olympia. The scouts prized these caps as 'life insurance.' 
(Keatley 1965, 18i Hazard 1952, 187-88)" (Irwin 1995, 148). 
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Internment of Cowlitz Groups. The issue of "internmeht" of 
the Cowlitz Indians during 1855-1856 is part of a broader 
policy undertaken during the Yakima War. In his biography 
of his father, Hazard Stevens wrote that during the war of 
1855-5E, 

G(iVE~rnOr Stevens's responsibilities and labor were 
vastly increased by the great number of Indians on 
:t.e Sound who did not actively join in the , 
o~tbreak, but who caused constant care and anxiet~ 
o~ the one hand to prevent their aiding their 
kindred who had taken the warpath, and on the 
other to protect them from retaliatory violence at 
tte hands of infuriated settlers, . and from 
the destructive whiskey traffic with vicious and 
debased white men (Stevens 1900, 2:254). 

The tribes affected by the internment policy were primarily 
those on Puget Sound: 

Five thousand of such Indians were placed upon the 
insular reservations and supported, in large part, 
under the charge of reliable agents; The 
governor's plan of enlisting them as auxiliaries, 
and sending them out under white officers to hunt 
down the enemy, although attended at first with 
great risk of treachery, was the most effective 
means of confirming their fidelity, (Stevens 
1900, 2 :254) . 

The CIT petition stated that during 1855, 

The Cowlitz Indians were contained in two 
lo:ations. Part of the tribe was quartered in the 
north near cowlitz Landing under Chief Kiscox. 
Officials moved the other portion, under Chief 
Umtux, south to Ft. Vancouver (CIT Pet. Narr., 
11) . 

The his·:orical records does confirm that the Cowlitz Indians 
remaineti in the vicinity of Cowlitz Landing during the 1855-
1856 period (see above). The historical record does not 
confirm that any Cowlitz were interned at Fort Vancouver 
(see below). Hazard Stevens indicated that the Indians 
gathered at Vancouver were Chinooks, under agent J. Cain 
(Stevens 1900, 2:257). There were 200 Klickitats on the 
White Salmon, under A. Townsend (Stevens 1900, 2:257). The 
only mention of the Cowlitz internment in Hazard Stevens' 
biography of his father was, lithe Cowlitz, 300, near 
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Cowlitz, under Pierre Charles" (Stevens 1900, 2:257), which 
does not accord with the contemporary documentation, which 
indicat~d that Simon Plamondon, Sr. was supervisor of the 
camp neir Cowlitz Landing. 

Rela ti.o:J.ship of the OIA wi th the Lower Cowli tz Indians. 
There i.3 no clear evidence that the Lower Cowlitz Indians, 

,under Clief Kiskox, were ever interned. All the Indians 
mentioned in the military correspondence as having been 
intern.ed under the supervision of Simon Plamondon were 
either~rom Bois Fort or were Klickitats. Simon Plamondon's 
daughte:~, Mary Ann St. Germain, recalled that her father 
"resortl~d to killing his own cattle, hogs, and even work 
horses" to feed the detainment camp (Irwin 1995, 144). It 
does apI)ear that the Lower Cowlitz Indians had been disarmed 
by the Emd of the hostilities' (Browne 1977, 20 i CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-52, A··47, A-74). 

Internment of the Lewis River Indians under Umtux at Fort 
VanCCUVE~.r. A band of Indians under the leadership of Chief 
Umtux [Umtuchs] was interned at Vancouver. According to 
Irwin: 

POl:1:1and and Fort Vancouver were also rife with 
rumors: six hundred Indians were said to be 
maw3ed at the mouth of the Lewis River i however, 
when thirty armed settlers visited the Indian camp 
thE~Y found about three hundred men, women, and 
chj,ldren, "peaceful and greatly frightened." 
(RE~E~d n. d., 15) Actually, the band consisted 
mOf:',t:ly of Taidnapams under the leadership of chief 
Umtl.lch and sub-chief Yakatowit (Irwin 1995, 141) 

Two weeks later from the detention camp outside 
Fort: Vancouver Chief Umtuch led half the band, a 
hu~.dred and fifty with two to three hundred pack 
horses and baggage, northeast toward the Yakima 
country. Two emissaries from Chief Kamiakin had 
slipped into the Taidnapam camp and persuaded him 
to join them. The half under sub-chief Yakatowit 
refused to go. (BBGW 1972, 45 & 46) (Irwin 1995, 
I'H) . 

Two days later after the exodus was discovered, 
Captain William Strong with a contingent of a few 
regulars and thirty volunteers, including several 
with Indian blood, located Chief Umtuch's band 
about twenty miles north at the lake in the crater 
of low-lying Mt. Bell (Irwin 1995, 141-142). 
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After neqotiation, Umtux agreed,to return, but shortly 
afterwards was killed (see below). Strong, after taking the 
Indian=;' guns and horses, left them to bury Umtux, after 
which t.hey promised to return to the detention camp at 
Vancouver. The band did return. The confiscated goods were 
returnE~d to them the following spring (Irwin 1995, 142-143) 

,The Identi ty of Umtux. "Henry" Umtux's modern descendants 
on the Yakima Reservation identify him as having been from 
the Lewis (formerly Cathlapotle) River (Irwin 1995, 71; 
citing GE~orge Umtuchs in CLARK COUNTY 1960, 1:61l--not from 
the :owlitz River, as was the chief described by early 
settl,ers Peter Crawford, who encountered him in 1848 
(Summ,ers 1978, 122-123) and Edwin Huntington (Huntington 
1963, E), The petition narrat;Lve assumes that the Lewis 
River Indians led by Umtux in 1855 were Cowlitz, but the 
contemporary documentation does not affirm such an 
assumption. 48 Judith Irwin wrote, in listing the mid-19th 
cent'..lry Cowlitz leaders, "Umtuch, a headman near the mouth 
of the Cowlitz River, and a second, Henry Umtuch, a headman 
on the Lewis River" (Irwin 1995, 40). Elsewhere, Irwin's 
narrative suffered from confusion as the result of her 
accepting Ray's interpretation that the Lewis River band 
were Taidnapam (Irwin 1995, 71). 

The "Vancouver Indians" were mentioned as early as 1851 in 
Anson Carot' s report to the COlA. From the mouth of the 
Columbia River, to about 60 miles up, on both sides, the 
land was Chinook. 49 Then: 

4B In 1854, Stevens named the Klickitat head chief as "Towetoks" 
(Stevens 1854, 228 in corA Report 1854). On October 3, 1855, 
Superintendent of Indian Affairs Joel Palmer, at The Dalles, named "an 
Indian b:r t:he name of Tum ETas, who was recently arrested and placed in 
the guard-house at Vancouver, is represented as being acting in concert 
with Cam.i,ekin and Skloom, a band over which he acts as chief, and only 
awaiting his return to unite with the disaffected of war party. It would 
be well to keep him in custody" (Palmer 1855, 194 in COlA Report 1855) . 

• 9 "In October of 1830, Governor George Simpson calculated that 
three-f'ou:rt:hs of the Indians in the Fort Vancouver vicinity had died" 
(Irwin 1.99S, 38). 

In 1854, Isaac Stevens did not list the "Vancouver lndians"as such: 
He estimat'ed Upper Chinooks, five bands, not including Cascade band, 
columbi.a river, above the Cowlitz, 15 200, saying "the upper of these 
bands a.re mixed with the Klikatats; the lower with the Cowlitz." For the 
Lower Chinc'oks, he named the Chinook band on the Columbia River, below the 
Cowlit2:, with 66 persons; and four others, estimating 50 persons; and 
commentinB', "one of these is intermarried with the Cowlitz; the rest with 
Chiha2.i.s" (Stevens 1854, 249 in COlA Report 1854). 
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For a distance of about eighty miles from the 
Cowlitz river to the Cascades, there are now no 
real owners of the land living. It is occupied by 
the Vancouver Indians, of whom it will have to be 
purchased. Their band numbers in all sixty (Dart 
1.851, 214 in COlA Report 1851) . 

The Nov,=mber 18, 1855, letter from William Kelly to Acting 
Governor Charles H. Mason reporting the events surroGnding 
the Lewis River Umtux' death did not identify him as Cowlitz 
(CIT Pe·:. Ex. A-19 - A-8), nor did the much l~ter May ~, 
1905, s~:atement of A. L. Coffey pertaining to Umtux' death 
identif:r him as Cowlitz (CIT Pet. Ex. A-23 - A-25). 

What, tllen, was the basis for the widespread assumption that 
the Lew:.s River headman was Cowlitz? Pioneer settlers 
mentionE~d the "Imtuch" or Umtux who resided on the Cowlitz 
River. Peter Crawford indicated at the time of his arrival, 
in 1847, he encountered a Chief Umtux,50 who identified 
himself a.s a chief of the "Cowel-iskies" and asserted that 
Crawford had built his cabin on the tribe's land near the 
mouth of the river, even though Umtux' village was "far 
away" up the Cowlitz River (Summers 1978, 122) .51 

In 1854, Agent Tappan placed these migrating bands at the 
KaJ..'1nCl. River and in the Cathlapotle ("Chah-wah-na-hi-ooks"; 
:'ewL:S) river valley. Tappan and others reported them also in 
the higher interior prairies and plateaux--on the southern 
slop'=s of Mt. St. Helens, on the elevated plateau south of Mt. 
St. HE~lens and Mt. Adams, including Camas Prairie (a little 
ealst of the White Salmon river in present-day Skamania 
COW11:y), and higher still, on the westward ridge of the 
Ca.sca.cles, bordering Yakima terri tory. (Proposed Findings ... 89 
August~ 1951, 28-29) (Irwin 1995, 71). 

50 S:?elling as transcribed by Camilla Summers (Summers 1978). The 
original of Crawford's journal was not submitted in evidence. 

51 C:,iiwford was near the mouth of the Cowlitz River in 1847 (Irwin 
1995, 67). His land claim was on the east bank about a mile above the 
location of. Monticello on the west bank (Irwin 1995, 111). Crawford's 
narrative "Ientioned that he lived near the home of Antoine Gobin or Gobar 
and his Indian wife (Summers 1978, 92-93, 123), and "the French Canadian, 
Gobar" wa!1 also mentioned in the reminiscences of Edwin Huntington as 
living "j1.:.Slt across the river from where we did" (Huntington 1963, 6). 
Gobar reside,d in Clark County, washington, at the time of the 1850 census 
(Moyer 19~ 1-1932, 1), but this part of the 1850 Clark County was what 
later beca:ne Cowlitz County. Two Gobin sons were baptized in 1852 "at the 
mouth of ::.he Cowlitz River (Warner and Munnick 1972, 2:128, B.10 and 
B.11). The Gobin family had moved to Cowlitz Prairie in Lewis County by 
1870 (U.S. Census 1870a). 
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I 

Edwin Huntington, son of H.D. Huntington, an early settler 
on the Cowlitz River near Castle Rock, 11 miles north of 
Kelso :Olson 1947, 41, 47), on whose land the Lower Cowlitz 
band resided in 1878 (NARS M-234, Roll 219, 94), was nine 
years old when the family arrived in Washington in 1848 
(Huntinqt:on 1963, 2). They moved to the lower Cowlitz River 
in 1850 (Huntington 1963, 4). In his reminiscences, 
published in 1921 (Huntington 1963), he named the CO¥Jlitz 
River chief as "Imtuch" and stated that, "there was a large 
camp nE~ar where we lived, which was maintained for many 
years" (Huntington 1963, 6). Edwin Huntington knew th~ band 
well. He stated that besides Imtuch's widow and sons, he 
personcLl1y remembered included "Shelip, Yakena, Tomma, 
Atwine, Boss and Charley Pete," a woman called Shorty, and 
Captain Peter, "who was then a boy" (Huntington 1963, 6). 
He statE~d that: 

[;]t the Indian camp mentioned above there used to 
bE gatherings of Indians from allover the 
cc'tmtry, which would last for several days at a 
time, at which time they would have singing and 
dancing and gamblingS2 and sometimes horse 
r2ching [sic] (Huntington 1963, 6). 

Huntinston described the early pioneer village at 
Monticello, including the Huntington Donation Land Claim and 
store, the location of the priest's house, the Hudson Bay 
Company warehouses, a store and dwelling built by warboss 
[sic] and Townsend, a blacksmith shop, and another shop. In 
the context of this description, he recalled that beyond the 
settlerrent's orchard: 

on both sides of the river were the camps of 300 
Ccwlitz Indians. The Chief, Imtuch, whose tepee 
shadowed a friendly fire and kindly interest in 
the white newcomers, made his home on the old J.D. 
McGowan place at Mt. Coffin. This peaceful tribe 

5l H'Wltington provided a quite specific description of the gambling: 

Gambling was the most popular amusement. Their manner· of 
9ambling was to arrange themselves in two parallel rows acing 
each other with a board in front of each tow and while some of 
th'~rn with short sticks beat upon the boards and sang, others 
would pass a small piece of bone from one hand to the other, 
~~i':h their hands sometimes in front, sometimes behind and 
sOlll,etimes under a blanket and always shaking and singing while 
t~,se in the opposite row would endeavor to locate the piece 
of :bone and that was the game and they would keep it up day 
Clnd night for days at a time (Huntington 1963, 6). 
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swung the sacred remains of their dead in hammocks 
(Huntington 1963, 9) 

He also specified that: 

[tlheir chief, Imtuch, died about the year 1853 
and was buried with their usual rites and 
ce:::-emonies opposite the mouth of the Toutle River 
near the bank of the Cowlitz, and in his mouth 
we:::-e placed two fifty-dollar slugs (Huntington 
1963,6). 

This specific recollection of the circumstances of the 
burial, together with the date (at which time Hunting would 
have been about 14 years old), are strong evidence that 
"Imtuch," the Cowlitz River chief, was not the same man as 
the Lewis River chief whose band was interned at Fort 
VanCOUVE!X" in 1855-1856. A Cowlitz Umtux or Imtuch, residing 
near KeJ.so, is documented by two independent pioneer 
recollections. However, Huntington's reminiscences 
indicatE~d that he died prior to both the Chehalis River 
Treaty Council of 1855 and the hostilities of 1855-1856. 

An Um':l.lX from the mouth of the Lewis River, half-way up the 
Columbia River toward Fort Vancouver, is also documented 
(see Ma~ Supplement). On July 8, 1854, the missionary 
priest at St. James, Vancouver, Washington, baptized, "in 
danger cf death, Mary (a girl 7 years old) daughter of 
Humptux an Indian who lives at the mouth of Lewis River 
Washington Territory" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 2:148). 

The confusion between the two me~ appears to be based on an 
early historical work. In 1906, a book by a local 
historian, Thomas Nelson Strong, Cathlamet on the Columbia, 
both dE!scribed Umtux as a Cowlitz (Strong 1906, 64),53 and 
linked him to the Fort Vancouver area during the 1855-1856 
war (Str~ng 1906, 82-93). However, in a 1915 interview, the 
Lewis River Umtux' daughter, Catherine Cosike, indicated 
that their band, which lived at the mouth of the Lewis River 

53 Tr.e depth of Strong's knowledge is questionable. He stated that 
"from 1800 on to the end," only four chiefs were "borne in remembrance," 
namely "Comcomly, of the Chinooks; Chenamus, of the Clatsops; Wahkiakum, 
of the Cathlamets, and Umtux, of the Cowe1iskies" (Strong 1906, 63-64). 
He stated specifically that "Wahkiakum is known from a line or two in 
Washingt<:m Irving and as the founder of Cathlamet, while Umtux emerges 
from obscurity only by reason of his tragical end at the battle-ground 
back of Fcrt Vancouver during the Indian war of 1855'65" (Strong 1906, 
64) . 
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where it: met the Columbia, was '''Cathlapotle Chinook" 
(Por:.lalld Oreaonian 8/8/1915, cited in Ruby and Brown 1986, 
13) .i' The 1910 Federal census of Clark County, 
Washi~~t:on, identified the families descended from the Lewis 
River l~tux as Klickitat. 

,Accordinsr to the petition, the "Lewis River Cowlitz" under 
Umtux spoke a dialect of the Sahaptin language that was 
mutually intelligible to both the Klickitat and the Yakima 
(CIT Pet:. Narr., 169). However, the 1879 BIA document to 
which this appears to refer spoke only of the "Lewis River 
band," not the "Lewis River Cowlitz," and made no reference 
to i'::5 being a successor to Umtux' group (Milroy 1872, 149 
in COIP. Report 1879; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1349). The 
documt:r..t:ation below indicates 'that Umtux' band interned at 
Vancouver in 1855 was more likely the same group that was 
elsewhere termed the "Vancouver Indians," who would be 
settled. in the White Salmon area after the hostilities. No 
significant number of descendants of the supposed "Lewis 
River ('owli tz" are included in the petitioner's membership. 

The .o,ea th of the Lewis Ri ver Umtux. During the autumn of 
1855, the Lewis River Indians under Umtux were interned at 
Vancouver. On November 9, 1855, a group of Indians under 
Umtux left the Vancouver reservation, and were pursued by an 
American military detachment. Umtux was killed on November 
12 (CIT Pet. Narr., 11). According to the November 18, 
1855, letter sent by William Kelly to Acting Governor 
Charles H. Mason: 

ur..fortunately Umtux their Chief was Killed in a 
st.ort time afterwards. The'Indians accuse the 
wt.ites for killing him, and the whites say that it 
was the Indians who were dissatisfied with his 
ccnsent to return. In any case it is bad, if they 
Believe the Whites have done it, they are bound to 
revenge, and if it was done by themselves it shows 
a Most inveterate hatred to us. As he was a man 
of weIth [sic], and had several Connections in the 
t.:ribe, the Result [sic] of his death was that the 
Indians have not returned yet (CIT Pet. Ex. A-20). 

S<I In 1845, a population of 250 "Cathlapoodles" was estimated on the 
Lewis River, with 100 mixed Nisqually, Cowlitz, and Klickitats on the 
Kalama River (Irwin 1995, 50). Stevens' 1854 listing of the names of 
Chinook chiefs did not include Umtux, but he named only four (Stevens 
1854, 239 in COlA Report 1854). 
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Accordir..g to the Yakima, and according to the oral tr'adi t ion 
of the Charley family, his grandsons, Umtux was accidentally 
shot by one of his own men (Irwin 1995, Notes 33-34, Ch. 
9n2) " T~ere exists a statement dated 3 May 1905, Portland, 
OR, of A .. L. Coffey, Private of Company A, Mounted Rifles, 
Stron9's Company: relative to the killing of Chief Umtux, 
on Strong Battleground, about 15 miles north of 
Vancouver.55 Coffey said that in 1855, two Yakima Indians 
were ch~rged with killing the chief and that has alw~ys been 
the belief of the citizens in general. 

Bu": the facts are as follows: Capt. William 
St.:::-ong was sent with a detachment of volunteers, 
by order of Lieut, John Withers, who was in 
command of Ft. Vane., to apprehend Umtux and his 
followers who had left Vancouver to go on the War 
path, 30 or 40 all told, and bring them in to 
Vane. without fighting if possible" Umtux agreed 
to return, went for his horse; two privates under 
Strong, William Tooley and Smith, overheard that 
he was going for his horse, followed him, and 
aSEiassinated him (CIT Pet., Ex. A- 23) . 

According to Coffey, Tooley and Smith were the ones who 
accused Captain Strong of cowardice; both were killed 
violentJ.y during 1856. He stated that his information 
derived from D.C. Pickett, a partner of Smith (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-24) . 

The Disposition of the Lewis River Umtux' Band. In her 1986 
disser:ation, Darlene Fitzpatrick assumed that Umtux was 
chief of a Cowlitz band that removed to the Yakima 
Reservation. For example, she stated that the "Cowlitz were 
forced .into ' concentration camps' (Ray 1966) in the Lewis 
River arE!a and with the death of chief Umtux were forced to 
relocate on the Yakima reservation" (Fitzpatrick 1986, 146-
147). Elsewhere, Fitzpatrick said, from 1855 to 1860, some 
Taidnapam moved to Yakima; that "women and small children of 
Umtux' ba.nd" were moved "by the Army" to Yakima after his 
death, while in 1856-60 the Lewis River Taidnapam [sic] were 
moved (Fitzpatrick 1986, 191). One passage phrased it as 
follows: 

55 I:~1"in recorded two independent traditions of Umtux' burial, one 
that it was "'about 1853" on the Cowlitz River across from the mouth of the 
Toutle, with no reference to the war; another that it was near 
Battlegrour.,d in 1855, later moved to Vancouver. This may indicate a real 
possibility' that two different men were under discussion here. 
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Others in the Lewis and Cowlitz River districts 
an:nmd Silverdale (Silverlake) became known as 
Taidnapam when the main body of this group [of 
K:.::'ckitat and Cowlitz?] was moved to the Yakima 
Reservation and Rockland in 1858 (Ray 1966:37) 
eV'2n though some Taidnapam and Kliki tat stayed 
b€~hind. The Indian settlement at Pt. Cook on the 
Columbia River is what remains today of the group 
who did not leave (Fitzpatrick 1986, 144). ' 

Accord:.:rl9 to the CIT petition, also, Umtux' "Cowlitz \ 
subse~lently surrendered to the volunteers and resided near 
Fort Vancouver until the conclusion of the War in June, 
1856" ~ CIT Pet. Narr., 13). This appears to be based on 
Verne F. Ray's interpretation of a passage in the COlA 
Report for 1857. Ray's extract read: 

1El'37 (Pet. Ex. 64) Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
Pcuje 349: Local Agent A. Townsend--"About eight 
hundred persons were subsisted during the winter 
on 1:he reservation [where the friendly Indians of 
the Columbia River District were held, at 
Vancouver, these Indians being the "Vancouver 
Indians," the Cascade Chinookans, and the Lewis 
R:.vE=r Cowlitz (Taitnapam)] (COlA Report 1857; 
c:.ted in Ray 1974, 299). 

Most of this passage--the portion in brackets--consisted of 
Ray's :.nterpretive interpolation. The addition of the words 
"the Lewis River Cowlitz (Taitnapam)" by Ray had no basis in 
the oriq:i.nal documents. The July 25, 1857, report of John 
Cain, "Indian Agent, Columbia River District," reported that 
it included "all the country in Washington Territory 
borderinq on the Columbia river from its mouth to the 
vicinity of the Dalles" (Cain 1857, 345-346 in COlA Report 
1857). He gave a clear definition of Townsend's 
responf;ibilities: 

The greater portion of the Indians of this 
dj,strict are under charge of Local Agent A. 
Townsend, at White Salmon reservation. 56 The 

S6 Te,wnsend stated, "The reservation lies in the Klikatat country, 
between the Klikatat and White Salmon rivers, a distance of fifteen miles 
along the Columbia river, and extending back to the La Camas prairie about 
twenty miles, lying in and on the east slope of the Cascade mountains . , 
. Headquarters of the reservation are situated four miles above the mouth 
of Whi.tE! Salmon river, on the Columbia, being the only place always 
accessible to steamboats, (Townsend 1857, 348 in COIA Report 
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Indians number about eight, hundred, made up of the 
Va1couver Indians and Cascade Indians, and the 
remainder, mostly Klikitats, that were scattered 
along the river, and roaming over the country at 
la:cge. Since locating them on' the reservation, 

" (Cain 1857, 346 in COlA Report 1857) . 

,Townsend's own report, dated June 30, 1857, stated that he 
had been: 

appointed local agent in charge of Indians at 
Wh:.':e Salmon Reservation September 1, 1857. 
Indians consisted of the Vancouver and Lewis river 
trJ.bE~ of Klikitats and the Cascade Indians, who 
had remained friendly during the war, numbering 
three hundred and forty persons; also, branch of 
thE~ Klikatat tribe, who were among the hostiles, 
and with whom Colonel Wright effected a peace 
trE~aty and induced to leave the hostile ranks i 
these, with a few additions from Simcoe and the 
Yak:.ma, increased the number to about eight 
hu~.dred persons (Townsend 1857, 348 in corA Report 
11357) . 

Townsend's description of the "Vancouver Indians" makes it 
probable that these were probably Umtux' band. He did not, 
however, identify them as Cowlitz. He indicated that before 
the walc, these Vancouver Indians had lived in close 
proximity to whites, had numerous free-ranging horses and 
small patches of cultivated land, hunted, and fished, so 
that: 

1857) . 

they were able to procure avery comfortable 
livelihood. At the commencement of the war, it 
beC3me necessary, on account of the fears of the 
whites, and to prevent intercourse between those 
who professed friendship and the hostile forces, 
to <eep them closely confined on the reserve at 
Van,::ouver; during which time a large number of 
their horses and other property that was left at 
the.Lr old habitations was stolen or destroyed. 
With the remnants they were then removed to this 
resf~rvation. Winter was approaching, and I saw 
and reported to you the fact that they could not 
but be almos~ entirely dependent on the department 
for their s'sistence until spring, and to a 
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degree still larger; for ltidians who have been 
raised among whites, and who have acquired many of 
the habits and wants of civilized life, cannot be 
expected to readily assume those of the savage and 
be contented with the hard, scanty fare of their 
progenitors; nor, I apprehend, is this a species 
of progression that would meet the views of the 
government (Townsend 1857, 348-349 in COlA Report 
1857) . 

At this point in his report, Townsend inserted the sentence 
about the subsistence of 1800 Indians with which Ray began 
his excerpt (Ray 1974, 299). 

On August 1, 1858, Agent R. H. Lansdale reported from the 
White Salmon Indian Agency that he had been in charge of the 
Columbia River district since Cain's resignation the 
prev:"ous November, including the "portion of Washington 
Territory lying north of the Columbia river and east of 
Cascade mountains" (Lansdale 1858, 275 in COlA Report 1858) 
He referred briefly to the fact that, 

ma~y of the Klikatats were removed during the late 
war from their former homes west of the Cascade 
mo.mtains to this agency. They has [sic] lost 
most of their horses while under surveillance of 
th! military; they became very poor, and had to be 
fej and clothed partially by the bounty of the 
government. As they are, lately, beginning to 
re::;ruit their own means of living, I have judged 
it best gradually to lessen the supplies 
furnished, and trust that their little fields now 
in cultivation, with the cattle they are about to 
re'::;eive, will, with their fisheries and root 
gr'Junds, furnish them a pretty good living" 
(L,:illsdale 1858, 275 in COIA Report 1858). 

Between 1858 and 1859, Nesmith was succeeded as 
Superin:endent by Edward R. Geary. More importantly, for 
underst,3.nding developments pertaining to the "Vancouver 
Indians," the June 9, 1855, Yakima treaty was ratified on 
March 8, 1859, and the modern Yakima Reservation established 
with its headquarters at Fort Simcoe, replacing the White 
Salmon reservation upon which the group had been located 
(Lansdale 1859, 410-411 in COIA Report 1858). Agent 
LansdaLl,: noted specifically that: 

Be,sides the work done on the reservation, many 
sm.3.ll fields and patches of ground were plowed and 
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put in crops for the Indians at White Salmon, on 
the Klickitat river, at Cammash lake, and on 
Columbia river, previous to its being known that 
the treaty was ratified. Some fifty acres were 
thw3 put in and turned over to those for whom the 
fields were made, and which will inure to their 
benefit (Lansdale 1859, 411 in COlA Report 1859). 

In arguing for the existence of the "Lewis River Cowlitz," 
Ray includ,ed the following excerpt: 

1859 (Pet. Ex. 66) Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
Pag-e 780: Agent R. H. Lansdale--"The following 
table contains an approximate census of the Indian 
tribes with whom I have relations as Indian Agent: 

Tribes. Number. 
Klikitat 633 

[etc:.; the Lewis River Cowlitz, belonging to 
LanBdale's district, are not listed]. 

"There are many bands known to belong to the 
Columbia river district not put in the above 
tab:_e, as I have no data upon which to make even 
an approximate estimate" (COlA Report 1859; as 
excerpted in Ray 1974, 299). 

The other tribes included in this table were the Wisham, 
Columbia ~iver, Yakima, and Wenatcha (Lansdale 1859, 412 in 
COlA Relli~g~ 1859). Given the context of discussion over the 
prior two years, although Ray annotated "[etc.; the Lewis 
River CO~Jlitz, belonging to Lansdale's district, are not 
listed] ," it is to be presumed that "Lewis River Klickitats" 
were cla,,:s:Lf :Led as Klickitats, while the "Vancouver 
Indians," never termed Cowlitz in these OIA reports, were 
among the 808 "Columbia River" Indians listed by Lansdale in 
1859 (LaIl:::dale 1859, 412 in COlA Report 1859) . 

The idea that Umtux' band was Taidnapam is apparently based 
entirely upon Ray'~ 1966 Handbook of the Cowlitz Indians. 
Even Ray's version provided no authority for the assumptions 
that the removal was directly from the Vancouver internment 
camp to the Yakima Reservation, that it was undertaken by 
the army, or that it ensued shortly after Umtux' death. As 
Ray excel~ted the passage, it read: 

186() (pet. Ex. 67) Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
Page 430. Agent R. H. Lansdale--"I have felt 

myself compelled [to remove] the bands of Lewis 
River Klikitats [Lewis River Cowlitz, Taitnapams], 
because of the threatening aspect of relations 
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between those Indians and the white 
settlers .... This band of Klikitats [Cowlitz], 
however, have never been treated with, or their 
la~ds purchased. White settlers have occupied the 
most valuable places for grazing, field culture, 
and fishing. So driven from post to pillar was 
this scattered and injured people, that but one 
white settler, and he a former member of Congress, 
wot.:.ld allow them to remain, even temporarily, on 
:a~ds yet belonging to them, the title to which 
has always heretofore been acknowledged by our 
government as vesting in the aboriginal 
~nhabitants till fully treated with and ample 
compensation allowed. The agent [R. H. Lansdale, 
the writer] has undertaken to remove them 
personally, with the aid of head chief and 
J.nt erpreter, without the expensive interposition 
of superintendent of removal, conductors, &c., &c. 
A careful account of expenditures will be kept, 
for which the agent will file his own voucher, and 
he is confident the mode of removal pursued will 
prove far cheaper than if done by contract. 

"The band named number, as well as can be 
ascertained in their scattered condition, 100 
souls, thirty-seven of whom were transported by 
steamer from Lewi~ river to Rockland, Washington 
~erritory. They are now en route from the latter 
place to this agency. Forty-three have undertaken 
to remove their horses, their cattle, and 
themselves, over the Cascade mountains to Yakima 
reservation, and the remainder the agent has not 
yet succeeded in inducing to leave willingly their 
old hunting and fishing lands, though he yet hopes 
to accomplish so necessary an undertaking as soon 
as possible. 

These Indians have been badly treated by the 
whites; driven without compensation from their own 
lands; their houses burned and otherwise 
destroyed; the graves of their people inclosed in 
the white man's fields. They unwillingly consent 
to remove to please the government agent, hoping 
and trusting that their great father will yet 
provide some compensation for their lands in the 
form of annuities for beneficial objects, apart 
from the other bands treated with and settled on 
the Yakima reservation." (Ray 1974, 276-277). 

This document appears to be Document No. 84 for the Yakima 
Agency in Washington Territory in the 1860 COlA Report, 
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although it appears on pages 205-207, rather than on page 
430. The introductory section of the relevant passage 
reads: 

Nothing of special note is yet effected in the 
removal of distant band of Indians to this agency 
and reservation. No funds of any kind have been 
furnished for such purpose, no appropriations 
having been made for fulfilling the treaty of June 
9, 1855, till March 29, 1860, when Congress 
ap?ropriated $90,850 for fulfilling the 
stipulations of said treaty, of which not one 
dollar is yet remitted to the proper agent. 
ThJugh destitute of ready means, I have felt 
my.self compelled to anticipate the arrival of 
fU:1ds by removing, in advance, the band of Lewis 
Ri'/er Klicki tats, because of the threatening 
aspect of relations between those Indians and the 
wh.Lte settlers. Provision was made in the treaty 
of June 9, 1855, to consolidate said band with 
others of the Yakima nation. This band of 
Kl:Lckitats, however, have never been treated with, 
or their lands purchased (Lansdale 1860, 206 in 
~Q~:"A. Report 1860). 

Lansdale then continued with the more extensive passage 
included by Ray from "White settlers lf through "apart from 
the other bands treated with and settled on the Yakima 
reservation" (Lansdale 1860, 206-207 in COlA Report 1860). 
He then added: 

Acc:oJ:-ding to the principle adopted in the treaties 
wit.h Indians of Washington Territory in 1855, this 
band is entitled to $10,000, appropriated for 
the::ll::- exclusive benefit. That sum is but a trifle 
of the true value of the lands formerly occupied 
by them and now grasped by the white settlers 
(Lansdale 1860, 207 in COlA Report 1860). 

It is clear from the full context that Lansdale classified 
this band not as If Lewis River Cowlitz," but as Klickitats 
who had been encompassed by the provisions of the 1855 
Yakima treaty, even if not thereby compensated for the land 
they lost. Throughout the 1870's, the OIA reports and 
censuses included the Lewis River band (see below), but they 
never identified that band as cowlitz Indians, as the 
petition states (CIT Pet. Narr., 20-21), based on Ray's 
interpretation. Moreover, they were apparently not the same 
people as Umtux' band, who were described as the "Vancouver 
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::::ndia.ns." Thus, the CIT's inclusion of the Vancouver 
::::ndia.ns or Lewis River Band histories and citations to 
support their petition is not accepted by the BIA. 

Some Ir.dians who had intermarried with both the Cowlitz and 
the Yaki:na were living near the mouth of the Lewis River as 
late as the 1880 Federal census of Clark County, Washington. 
'Family names indicate that they may have belonged to Umtux' 
band (see Genealogical Technical Report). These known 
familieB do not seem to have begun to move to Yakima until 
after reservation allotments there were opened to non-treaty 
Indians in the 1890's. Several of these families were still 
in Clark County in 1900. 

By cont:~ast., the Indians from the Lewis River region who 
were removed to the Yakima Reservation in 1860 were 
Klickitats who had been incorporated into the 1855 Yakima 
treaty, as specifically stated by Lansdale in 1860. No 
contempc)rary documentary evidence indicating that they were 
Cowlitz was submitted by the petitioner nor located by BIA 
research,ers. 

Post-w'aJ: Federal Government and BIA policies toward the 
Cowlitz Indians. According to the CIT petition narrative, 
by a letter dated April 25, 1856, Governor Stevens appointed 
Sidney ~). Ford, Jr. [sic], as Special Agent to succeed John 
Daniels and to exercise authority over the Western District, 
includinc:f the Cowlitz, the Upper and Lower Chehalis, 
QuileutE!, Quinaielt [Quinault], and Toitinipan [Taidnapam] 
(CIT Pet. Narr., 14).51 However, Stevens' own words in 

s·, r1iisterson described the scope of Ford Sr.' s appointment rather 
differently: 

Governor Stevens appointed Ford as Special Agent to succeed 
[.special agent Travers] Daniels and to exercise authority over 
the Western District, including the Cowlitz, the Upper and 
L,:)wer Chehalis tribes, and those northward to Cape Flattery 
(Masterson 1946, 39). 

The CIT lmtition narrative stated that on or before May 18, 1856, the 
Superintendent transferred the Cowlitz jurisdiction to the Western or 
Coast District, agent Sidney S. Ford (CIT Pet. Narr., 14). Thisappears 
again t,:) be a paraphrase of Masterson, who stated that on May 15, 1856, 

the Cowlitz Indians, with their local agent, were transferred 
explicitly to the Western District from the Columbia River 
District; and the tribes in Ford's jurisdiction were listed as 
the Cowlitz, Upper and Lower Chehalis, Quileute, Quinaielt, 
and TQitnipan. Of these at least the Quileute and Quinaielt 
t:dbe:s had formerly been the nominal charge of the Puget Sound 
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report:_:n9 to COlA Man'YPenny indicate that this appointment 
was for Sidney S_ Ford, Sr., whose earlier jurisdiction had 
simply been expanded. He reported that Captain Sydney S. 
Ford, ~rr. and Lieutenant W. Goswell [Gosnell] successfully 
led lnci.ian auxiliaries the past winter and were suitable 
person~; :or local agents--Ford Jr. already had charge of the 
local cl~;ency opposite Steilacoom. He then continued: 

The father of Captain Ford, the Hon. S. S. Ford, 
,SEn", an honored citizen of the Territory since ' 
lE46, has been throughout the war the local agent I 
of the Upper Chehalis, and I have since appointed 
hin to the charge of a district, including the 
Ufper and Lower Chehalis; the Indians on the coast 
and the Cowlitz Indians are in charge of special 
A9E~nt Simon Plomondeau. Both the upper Chehalis 
and the Cowlitz have been repeatedly on the verge 
of hostility, especially the upper Chehalis (CIT 
Pet., Ex. A-12, 738-739). 

J. W. Nesmith succeeded Governor Stevens as Superintendent 
of Indian Affairs for Washington and Oregon Territories on 
June 2. 1857 (COlA Report 1857, 315). He reported: 

The Chehalis and Cowlitz Indians claim a large and 
valuable district of country in the heart of the 
settled portion of Washington Territory, between 
the Columbia river and Puget's Sound. They have 
ne'~er been treated with, but are anxious to sell 
th,eir country. I would recommend that a treaty be 
co~cluded with them for the extinguishment of 
tht:!ir rights to the soil (Nesmith 1857, 321 in 
~'OI~ Report 1857). 

There was no indication in this statement that Nesmith 
conside~ed the Lewis River region to be included in the area 
that the Cowlitz Indians might cede. The 1857 report by 
Michael T. Simmons as "Indian Agent, Puget's Sound district" 
to the COlA clearly indicated that by July 1, 1857, the 
Chehalis and the Cowlitz were within the jurisdiction of the 
Puget's Sound District: 

ThE~ Chehalis and Cowlitz Indians, occupying the 
southern portion of this district, are under the 
chclrge of Mr. S. S. Ford. They have never been 
trE~at:ed with, and their principal men are 

Dts':rict (Masterson 1946, 39). 

68 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 122 of 555 



Historical Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

exp~essing great uneasiness upon the subject. The 
judicious management of Mr. Ford prevented any 
outbreak during the hostilities; but I wish it to 
be understood that I consider it an imperative 
necessity that these Indians, as well as those on 
the Sound, be speedily settled with to their 
sat.isfaction (Simmons 1857, 334 in COlA Report 
18:,'7) . 

As "special Indian agent, in charge of the Indians of the 
western district of Washington Territory," Sidney S. Ford 
Sr. sent an extensive report to the COlA for the year ending 
June 30, 1857. He reported that his district had an Indian 
populati.on of about 1200, including the Upper Cowlitz and 
Lower Cowlitz. 58 He stated that by contrast, in the spring 
1846, the Indian population of the district had been at 
least 4,000, attributing the decrease to two visitations of 
smallpox and measles, the flux, venereal disease, and 
alcoholi.sm with its associated problems (Ford 1857, 341 in 
COlA R~~~~t 1857; CIT Pet. Ex. A-62). Concerning the 
Cowlitz, he stated specifically that: 

In the late Indian war none of the Indians of this 
diE;trict participated in the hostilities against 
the whites. The Chihalis and Cowlitz tribes, 
hovlever, at one time were ripe for revolt, and had 
it not been for the prompt and energetic steps 
taken by the Indian department here there would 
have been a general outbreak. In speaking of the 
measures adopted by the department, I refer 
pri.ncipally to the successful policy of collecting 
all the friendly Indians at proper localities, not 
alJ.owing them to roam about, but keeping them 
together, and feeding them when necessary. The 
success of this policy was probably more fully and 
completely exemplified in the case of the Indians 
under my charge than in that of any other tribe in 
thE! Territory. The Cowlitz and Chihalis Indians 
living upon the prairies, as expert in the use of 
thE! rifle as they are in the management of horses, 
intimately acquainted with all the road, trails 
and :Eastnesses of the country, as well as 

ss The others were the Upper Chihalis, Lower Chihalis, Quenoith, 
Quelits, ~u:ilehutes, and Shoalwater Bay. The Lower Chihalis consisted of 
the CI ickcruamish, Satsop, and Wanoolchie, plus the Lower Chihalis properly 
so call,ed at Gray's Harbor. Shoalwater Bay included the Willopah and a 
number ()f small bands "now nearly extinct" (Ford 1857 I 341 in corA Report 
1857) . 
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po~sessing much knowledge of the whites, were well 
=alculated to do great injury, and were not 
war.ting in the requisite spirit. Immediately upon 
tie outbreak I was directed to collect the Indians 
~ogether, which order had been complied with, in 
effect, before it was received (Ford 1857, 342-343 
ill COlA Report 1857). 

Ford had collected the Chehalis Indians in the immediate 
area of his own farm and provisioned them there during the 
uprising. He indicated that by the summer of 1857, the 
policy of internment and disarmament had been abandoned for 
the Indians of his district: 

Afterwards, as the danger grew less, a few of the 
most trustworthy were allowed to hunt, and indeed, 
ammunition in small quantities was furnished them, 
until by degrees, as the danger passed off, the 
issues [of provisions] were reduced to a very low 
point, and the Indians were permitted to roam at 
1ar3e, as formerly (Ford 1857, 343 in COlA Report 
1857) . 

Ford stn:mgly recommended that the Government make treaties 
with the Indians of his district and provide them with 
reservatLons (Ford 1857, 343-344 in COlA Report 1857). 
Andrew J. Cains9 visited the vicinity as Special Agent in 
1857 (M:a:3terson 1946, 39). The 1858 COlA Report included J. 
Ross Bro\~ne's statement, on the basis of a visit of 
Septembe:~ 7, 1857, that the following tribes were under the 
local agEmcy of Sydney S. Ford: 

Upper Cowli tz, whos.e country begins at the 
COW: .. i1:z Landing, and extends up the river of that 
name to its source in the Cascade mountains. 

This tribe is intermarried with the 
Klic:katats, and numbers about seventy-five. At a 
dist.ance of twenty miles above the Landing as a 
fine open prairie, upon which they chiefly reside. 
They are nearly wild, and have had but little 
intercourse with the whites. In the salmon season 
they procure abundance of fish, and with game 
killed in the chase and the usual supply of 
berries they manage to live tolerably well. 

59 Oct.ober, 1858. Andrew J. Cain Agent in charge of the "Coast 
District" ;CIT Pet. Narr., 14, 16; Masterson 1946, 39; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1365) . 
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Lower Cowlitz, numbering 250, extends from 
the Cowlitz farms to the mbuth of the river. They 
live chiefly by fishing. Formerly they hunted to 
s~me extent, but since the war they have been 
deprived of their fire-arms. .They are scattered 
along the banks of the river from the Landing to 
M~nticello, where they loiter about the farms, 
s~metimes working, but generally idle. These are 
e~pert canoe men, and can earn from one to two 
d~llars per day on the river. But whiskey has 
nearly destroyed them. They are all diseased, and 
c~nnot exist more than a few years longer (Cain 
1357, 20-21 in Browne 1977; CIT Pet. Ex. A-74, 
i:lcomplete) . 

Master,son stated that, "Ford's letters to the Superintendent 
were ct)ntinued til January 26, 1858, but his jurisdiction 
soon cf=ased to bear any particular name." In 1859, 

Edward R. Geary, superintendent of the Oregon and 
Washington superintendency, in his annual report 
called the attention of this office to the 
irrrportance of treating with the remaining tribes 
under the jurisdiction of that superintendency not 
then parties to any treaty. As a method best 
calculated to secure the quiet of the country and 
the greatest good of the Indians, as well as 
economical to the Government, he recommended that 
they be confederated and placed on reservations 
w:_ th tribes already treated with, according to 
their locality and affinities. He suggested that 
in the region west of the Cascade Mountains the 
Cowlitz and Upper Chehalis Bands might be 
confederated with those included in the treaty of 
ME~dicine Bow (64th Congress, 1st Session, HR 
RE!port No. 829; 6 January 1916; includes 24 
October 1904, A.C. Tonner, Acting COlA, to Hon. 
Francis W. Cushman, Tacoma, Wa, re: Senate bill 
2(!38j CIT Pet. A-111). 

In his annual report for 1859, Superintendent of 
Indian Affairs Edward R. Geary recommended that 
treaties be entered into with the remaining non­
treaty Indians in Oregon and Washington. He 
StL9gested that the Cowlitz and Upper Chehalis 
Tribes be moved onto the reservation already 
occupied by the tribes party to the Treaty of 
:ME~d:Lcine Creek of December 26, 1854 (25 Ind. Cl. 
Cornrn. 442; Horr 1974, 3:404) 
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In 1860, Superintendent Geary called the COlA's attention to 
his recommendation of the previous year (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
111) . 

pODu-aticn Estimates. The 1860 Federal census of Lewis 
County, and Cowlitz County, Washington Territory, enumerated 
the Cowlitz metis families, but did not include families 
headed by Indians (see the Genealogical Technical Report to 
this pr~posed finding for details). In 1860, Agent Michael 
T. Simm~ns estimated that the Upper and Lower Chehalis~ the 
Cowlitz and Chinook, who "are not parties to the exist+ng 
treat~i.e3," as a combined total, numbered between 700 and 800 
(CIT Pet. Narr., 16; COrA Report 1860 [Simmons 1860], 422; 
Ray 1.97~, 299; CIT Pet. Ex. A-70S). 

On AugrU,3t 1, 1861, W.B. Gosnell, Indian Agent for Washington 
Territory, submitted a population table which showed a 
combined population of 405 for the "Upper Chehalis and 
Cowlitz Indians" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-l1l; Ray 1974, 299, 
transcribed the number as 450). This census has not been 
located. Gosnell stated, "In making out the above table, I 
had to :~ely entirely upon my own knowledge of the different 
bands and tribes, and such information as I received from 
old setl:1ers and persons who had been living among them, as 
no ccrrE~ct census had ever been taken of them" (CIT Pet. 
Narr., :.6; Gosnell 1861, 799 cited in Ray 1966, B-37; CIT 
Pet. Ex A-70S). 

In 1861, Indian Agent W.E. Gosnell reported that 
the Upper Chehalis and Cowlitz still wished to 
treat with the United States. He stated that a 
tract of land at the confluence of the Chehalis 
and Black Rivers had been selected as a possible 
re£;E~rvation for these two tribes. Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, William P. Dole, in his 1861 
Annual Report indicated that the Cowlitz and Upper 
Chehalis were now willing to come under the 
protection of the United States and stated that 
thE: ChehaliS-Black River tract was a suitable 
n~l::ervation for these two tribes (25 Ind. Cl. 
Con~. 442; Horr 1974, 3:404). 

Accordir.9 to Masterson, "during the third quarter of 1862 
Agent George A. Paige, . was engaged in taking a census 
of the C'hE~halis, Cowlitz, and neighboring tribes. After 
this date, no correspondence from officials assigned to the 
former ~~stern or Coast District was received before 1866" 
(Masterson 1946, 39). 
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I 

Attemptsl to place the Cowlitz on the Chehalis Reservation, 
1862-1869. During the 1860's, OIA officials in Washington 
Territcry made several efforts to consolidate the Cowlitz 
Indians with the Chehalis Indians on a single reservation. 
Given :he compromise which had been offered to Governor 
Stevens by the Cowlitz and Upper Chehalis at the Chehalis 
River Treaty Council in March 1855, this proposal would not 
have seemed unreasonable. It was not, however, successful. 
By 1862, the Cowlitz were under the jurisdiction of~he 
Chehalis Agency, the southern part of the former Western or 
Coase Cistrict. This agency had jurisdiction over thel 
Chehalis, Cowlitz, and Chinook tribes in southwestern 
Washington, which were not parties to any treaty (Masterson 
1946, 40j CIT Pet. Ex. A-1366, A-1372; CIT Pet. Narr. 16). 

In 1862, Agent A.R. Elder's report indicated that the 
"reservc;ltion" upon which the Chehalis were then living had 
not been formally established and that a white settler 
claimed title to the land. 50 Elder stated that he was 
unable to convince any of the Cowlitz to move to the 
Chehalis "reservation." He stated that the Cowlitz Indians 
were "VE!ry few in number, and prefer living among the whites 
in tliE:ir vicinity, who furnish them with employment upon 
their farms. Force would have to be resorted to in order to 
make t::'E!rn live upon the reservation" (25 Ind. Cl. Comm. 442; 
Horr 1974:, 3: 405) . 

Although few in number, OIA officials still regarded the 
Cowlitz Indians as a tribe. In his 1862 report, 
Superintendent C. H. Hale, requested that treaties be 
entered into with the Chehalis, Cowlitz and other tribes. 
He included the sum of $7500.00 for the expenses of holding 
a treaty council with these tribes in his estimate of 
expenses for 1863. There is no indication in the record 
that this request was either approved or formally rejected 
(25 Ind. CI. Comm. 442; Horr 1974, 405). 

On March 20, 1863, a proclamation was issued under 
the signature of President Lincoln which directed 
that certain public lands in Washington Territory 
be sold. . Following the Presidential 
Proclamation of March 20, 1863, the United States 
e~ercised sufficient dominion and control over the 

60 "Last winter" the Chehalis Indians were placed upon a reservation 
at the! lTIouth of the Black River--1863 annual report of C.H. Hale, 
superint :!n(:ient of Indian affairs for washington Territory (mentioned in 
Tonner t:> Cushman, CIT Pet. A-112). 
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lands of the Cowlitz Trib~ so as to deprive the 
plaintiff of its aboriginal Indian title without 
:~ ts: consent and without the payment of any 
cor..sideration therefor (25 Ind. Cl. Comm. 442 i 
Horr 1974, 3 :409-411). 

This date, March 20, 1863, was established by the Indian 
,Claims ::::ommission (ICC) in "Opinion on Rehearing," June 23, 
1971, as the "date of taking" of the lands of the Cowlitz 
Indian rribe (25 Ind. Cl. Comm. 442; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1054). 

The Fed,=rally established Chehalis Reservation, located near 
Oakvill,=, Washington, was set apart by Executive Order of 
the Secretary of the Interior dated July 8, 1864 (Executive 
Order~L975, 174; Tonner to Cushman 1904, CrT Pet. A-
112) .6L The crT petition stated that it "was set apart for 
the ben!!fit of the Chehalis, Cowlitz, and Chinook non-treaty 
tribes, but not organized in that year" (CIT Pet. Narr., 16, 
169), but the records of the Department of the Interior 
mentioned only the "Chehalis Indians in Washington 
Territory" (Executive Orders 1975, 172-173). However, by 
September 7, 1865, Joseph Hubbard, the Chehalis 
ReservaLi()n's hired farmer, wrote to Indian Agent A.R. 
Elder, ~I think all of the Upper Chehalis and a portion of 
the CowJ.itz tribe can be induced to come here. There is but 
a remnant: of the Cowlitz tribe left" (CIT Pet. Narr., 17; 
citing Hubbard 1865, 81-82 in COlA Annual Report, CrT Pet. 
Ex. A-1337 - A-1338) 

On Janus.ry 26, 1867, the Senate received, and ordered to be 
printed, the "Report of the Joint Special Committee 
appointed under the Joint Resolution of March 3, 1865, 
directing an inquiry into the coridition of the Indian tribes 
and their treatment by the civil and military authorities of 
the United States." In Washington Territory, the 
investigation was carried out by Special Agent J. Ross 
Browne, who reported on the reservations under the charge of 
Agent Elder, plus the following non-reservation groups: 

61 B', executive order of October 1, 1886, "it was directed that the 
tract of ~:c)untry in Washington Terri tory hereinbefore described reserved 
by order of the Secretary of the Interior on July 8, 1864, for the use and 
occupancy of the Chehalis Indians and other tribes, was restored to the 
public domain" (Executive Orders 1975, 174). "It was further ordered that 
the sout:h hialf of section 3 and the northwest quarter of section 10, 
township 13 north, range 4 west, be withdrawn from sale or other 
dispositicn and set apart for the use and occupation of the Chehalis 
Indians" Cs:xecuti ve Orders 1975, 174; Tonner to Cushman, 10/24/1904; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-113). 
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The Chehalis and Cowlitz are a couple of small 
t::-ibes who reside upon the rivers of those names 
W:L thin the set t led port ion of Washington 
Territory. No treaties have been made with them, 
though their land has been surveyed and much of it 
d:. sposed of by the government. They are a doc i le 
people, and more industrious than the majority of 
the Indians within that Territory, and it would 
seem but just that some permanent provision should 
be made for them (United States. Congress 1867, , 
8,' J. Ross Browne 1977, 8). 

On Jul~r 26, 1867, T. J. McKenney, Superintendent of Indian 
Affair~; for Washington Territory, in his annual report to 
COlA, ciiscussing the non- treaty tribes, stated: "In the 
southwes1: are the Chehalis, Cowlitz, Chinooks and Shoal 
Water Bay Indians, numbering about 350. The lands of these 
Indiam; have all been taken for settlement, and only the 
small t:ract [Chehalis Reservation] reserved as above noted" 
(COlb~~~)ort 1867, 32). He continued, as a matter of policy 
recommendation: 

Since the government seems averse to increasing 
thE:: number of reservations, I would 
therefore recommend the enlarging of the Chehalis 
and concentration of all these tribes thereon, 
notwithstanding their great aversion to leaving 
their homes and burying-grounds of their ancestors 
(r-lcKenney 1867, 32 in COlA Annual Report i CIT Pet. 
Nclrr. 17; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1339). 

By thi~i time, however, the surviving Cowlitz were no longer 
willin9 to leave the Cowlitz River valley to combine with 
the Che!hcilis. On June 20, 1868, describing his distribution 
of good!; to non-treaty Indians at a meeting on the Chehalis 
Reservation, Superintendent McKenney reported: 

,A.Si' it has not been the policy of former 
sl.lpE~rintendents to distribute goods to these 
Indians, and as there seemed to be an invidious 
dj,stinction between them and other neighboring 
traders who received from time to time these 
rE!9Ular annuities under the treaties, I deemed it 
'NisE~ to remove all grounds of complaint, 
st.rengthen the bonds of peace, and give 
,eLcouragement to the uniform good behavior of 
these Indians, by making a generous distribution 
of useful and necessary goods to the Chehalis and 
other tribes of the southwest not party to any 
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trE:.aty. Accordingly I summoned all these Indians 
to the reservation on the 20th of June last, 
havi.ng previously collected beef and other 
Drovisions for their comfort while convened, and 
by the aid of resident employes [sic), assisted by 
Sub-agent Hale from Tulalip and Sub-agent Winsor 
from Quinaielt, proceeded to issue presents, as 
shown by abstract G of presents, contained in 
property accounts of second quarter, 1868. 

The Cowlitz Indians obeyed the invitation to 
be present at the distribution stated in a former 
communication, but refused to accept either goods 
or provisions, believing, as they declared, that 
thE! acceptance of presents would be construed into 
a surrender of their title to lands on the 
:owlitz, where they have always lived, and their 
ancestors before them, and where they desire that 
t~e Great Father in Washington would give them a 
small reservation, which if he would do, they 
would accept of presents, but never until then. 

One main point in my policy in this 
distribution of goods was to induce, if possible, 
all of both tribes to come and take up their 
permanent abode on the Chehalis reservation. And 
though this effort was not fully realized, yet it 
will be in a measure accomplished, and the number 
of Indians on the reservation will be increased 
from among those heretofore scattered up and down 
the river (CIT Pet. Narr., 17-18; McKenney 1868, 
96-97 in COlA Annual Report; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1340 -
A-1341; CIT Pet. Ex. A-67). 

In the l869 COlA Annual Report, Samuel Ross, Superintendent 
of Indian Affairs for Washington Territory included a table 
of "Inch :ins not parties to any treaty." Those enumerated 
for the :hehalis Reservation were "Shoal-water Bay, Cowlitz, 
Chinook, Chehallis" with an estimated population of 900 
(Ross 1869, 136 in COlA Report 1869; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1355) 
McKenney omitted the Cowlitz from his 1869 report on the 
Chehalis Reservation (McKenney 1869, 127 in COlA Report 
1869; CI'r Pet. Ex. A-1342), but E.S. Parker mentioned them 
in his December 23, 1869, letter published in the 1870 
Report (parker 1870, 12 in COlA Report 1870; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1354) . 

Mentions lof the Cowlitz in BIA reports and correspondence, 
1870-1877. In 1870, Superintendent Ross reported to the 
COlA concl:!:rning the non-reservation Indians and commented 
that: 
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Tr.E: Cewlitz and Klickatat are the mest thrifty and 
ir.dustrieus ef these tribes. Seme ef them have 
bou9ht land frem the Gevernment, and raise creps, 
p2.y taxes, and educate their children after the 
~2.nner ef the white settlers. Others are engaged 
ir. running a canee line fer the cenvenience ef 
tZ'avelers en the Cewlitz River, and earn a fair 
sl.bsistence" (CIT Pet. Narr., 19; citing Ress 
1E70, 27 in COlA Repert 1870; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1~ S7) . 

Fer spE:cific pepulatien estimates ef the Cewlitz bands 
during this time peried, frem both Federal census recerds 
and JI], recerds, see the Genealogical Technical Report. As 
in 185(' and 1860, the Cowlitz ,metis families centinued te 
appear on the 1870 Federal census. At this time, some ef 
the Indian families also began to be included. 

During the 1870's, mention of the Cowlitz in OIA reports was 
both rE:qular and terse. In 1871, there was a "Tabular 
statemE!nt of the Indians in Washington Territory. No 
treaty. Chehalis Reservation. Agent: farmer in charge. 
IncludE:!> Shoalwater Bay, Cowlitz, Chinook, and Chehalis. 
Tetal population 660" (Report of the Secretary of the 
Interior" p. 694; CIT Pet. Ex. A-70). In 1872, James H. 
Milr8Y omitted the Cowlitz from his report on the Chehalis 
Reserv2.tion (COlA Report 1872, 359; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1344), 
but thE!Y were included in the general report of his father, 
Superintendent R. H. Milroy, on non-treaty Indians (COlA 
Report 1872, 334-336; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1345 - A-1347). He 
mentionE=d a remnant of the Cowlitz tribe as one group for 
which t.he Chehalis reservation was set apart (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1345) : 

The Indians for whom this reservation was set 
apart, being parties to no treaty, number at least 
6(10., and consist of remnants of the Chehalis, 
Chinook, Shoal Water Bay, Clatsop, Humptolops, 
Ccllcokian, and Cowlitz tribes. The Chehalis is the 
largest of these tribal remnants, and reside 
mostly on the reservation, which contains about 
5,000 acres, (Milroy 1872, 334 in COlA 
RE~p()rt 1872; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1345; also Exec. Doc. 
3(d Session 42nd Congo 1872-73, 718, Report of the 
SE~cretary of the Interior; CIT Pet. Ex. A- 66) . 

He added the following comment: 
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New, considering the relation of the Government 
toward these once powerful tribes, is it asking 
too much of her to make liberal appropriations for 
tiding them over the rough breakers from savage to 
civilized life? These tribes when first 
discovered by the white man were in peaceable 
possession of, and had the just right to, all the 
country around Gray's Harbor, and from about ten 
miles north of that bay, south sixty miles along 
the Pacific coast to the mouth of the Columbia 
River. The rich valley of the Chehalis and all 
the country south of that valley to the Columbi~ 
Ri'ver; the valley of the Cowlitz and all the 
cO·.mtry west of it to the Pacific; embracing the 
prl~sent counties of Pacific, Wahkiakum, Cowlitz, 
west half of Lewis, south half of Chehalis, and 
the southwest fourth of Thurston: in all near two 
million acres of land, which our Government, 
without treaty, purchase, or contract, or right of 
any kind, save that which is governed by might, 
took from these weak, powerless barbarians and 
appropriated to her own use (Milroy 1872, 335 in 
~O:~~ Report 1872; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1346l. 

Milroy pointed out that the only recompense had been the 
setting apart of the Chehalis Reservation, and added: 

ThE: Cowlitz, Chinook, Shoalwater Bay, and 
Humtolops, have never recognized this [Chehalis] 
res:ervation as their home, and refused to come and 
reEide on it; nor have they consented to receive a 
present of any kind from Government, fearing it 
might be construed into a payment for their lands 
(Milroy 1872, 335 in COlA Report 1872; CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-1346; also mentioned in Tonner to Cushman 
1904, i CIT Pet. Ex. A-112). 

When he had called a meeting at the Chehalis Reservation on 
September 10 and 11, 1871, none of the Cowlitz, Chinooks, or 
ShoalwatE!I" Bay tribes had come (Milroy 1872, 335 in COlA 
Report 1872; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1346). 

From 1873 through 1877, the COlA Report for each year 
normally included only the reservations in Washington 
Territory'. The one exception was 1874, when Agent H.D. 
Gibson, w'ho had arrived from Iowa on September 2 and was 
reporti.n3 on September 28 after touring his new 
responsi~ilities with Superintendent Milroy, included the 
Cowlitz~mong the nine non-treaty tribes in his jurisdiction 
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that he had found "mentioned in the report .of 1870, page 18" 
(G:'bson 1874, 326 in COlA Report 1874). 

THE COWLITZ 1878-1904 

1878 BIA appointment of Upper/Lower Cowlitz Chiefs. Kiskox, 
the chief who had led the Cowlitz at the 1855 Chehalis River 
Treaty Council, died in 1875, described as the "olde'st' 
Indi.an on Cowlitz Prairie" (Schoenberg 1987, 245) .62 

Because of alleged "depredations" conducted by the Cowlitz, 
local non-Indian settlers, within a few years, urged the BIA 
to app~int chiefs who could be held responsible for the 
behavi~r of the Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz bands. 

5. :DEATH OF THB OLDEST INDIAN ON THB COAST. Cowlitz Prairie, W. T. , 
Dec. 20t:11, 1875. 

The oldest Indian on this Coast died at Cowlitz Prairie, W.T., last 
week, at: the age of 114 years. His christian name was Simon, and he was 
a Christ.ian only three years. In his youth he used to be called Kisskaxe. 
He waSi onE! of the greatest Chiefs of the Cowlitz tribe, and was renowned 
for his prudence and warlike courage. Twenty years ago, when making an 
enrollmEmt: of his subjects, he stood at the head of 936 warriors, to-day 
he lea.v€!s a tribe of only five families to mourn his loss. Small-pox and 
whiskey did the work here as elsewhere. 

In early days when Bishop Demers was evangelizing this part of the 
country, old Kisskaxe was his interpreter, and always proved himself to be 
a fr:Le:ncl and a help to the priests. For reasons unknown Kisskaxe refused 
the savin9 waters of Baptism up to three years ago, when he was also 
married in the Catholic Church. 

HE! never touched a drop of liquor but twice in his long lifetime, 
and tha': was when he was taken down with the fever and ague somewhere 
along th!~ columbia River. Not long ago he was heard to address in the 
followin9 manner a white man who was addicted to evil intimacy with king 
alcohcll: 'You Boston-man, you kill Indians, you kill yourself. An Indian 
drinks "end has no boots, no pants, no coat, no hat, no nothing, no wife, 
no' child:nm, no gun. You Boston-man, you die and you have no clothes 
around. ;mu in your coffin; your head, your feet, and your body, but no 
clothes. You go down in the coffin, down in the grave, and your feet 
knock tILE! coffin flox! flox! because no clothes, because you drink. 

As, an honor, the Indians who arrive to a very old age, get their 
name changed and so Kisskaxe became Tghemals. Shortly before dying he 
rece:Lvecl the last sacraments, repeated several times all his prayers in 
the India,n dialect which he had learned when interpreter and had taught to 
his tribE! over thirty-five years ago, when believing but not professing 
the Catt.cllic faith. Finally, with all the fervor of a dying Christian, he 
recommer.c1ed himself to the Blessed Virgin, and her Son, sang the beautiful 
hymn: 'elias Skukum maika," etc., laid down his head and died. 

Wr.Em aid in the coffin, he was dressed in a suit of the finest black 
cloth, ilTlported by the Hudson Bay Company, which he had bought some thirty 
years agcl, and which he used to show to his brethren of the forest as the 
reward c,t: temperance. R. I . P. 
Yours Devotedly, 
P.F.H. (cited in: Schoenberg 1987, 245). 
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Mi:'roy Correspondence 1877-1880 (CIT Pet. Suppl. Ex. A-3371 
- A-344(). At the request of the BAR historian, the 
petitioner obtained and submitted as supplementary petition 
document,ation in July 1995 a series of BIA letters and 
census E~numerations pertaining to the Cowlitz Indians which 
the peti,tion had referenced, but which had not been included 
,in the original petition exhibits. Typed transcripts of 
this ~aterial were prepared by the Cowlitz ethnohistorian, 
Dr. Stephen Dow Beckham, and included in the supplementary 
exhibitE: .. 

On January 7, 1878, R. H. Milroy, u.s. Indian Agent at the 
"Puyal1'Jp-'Nisqually &c Agency" (as he himself wrote the 
title), wrote to E.A. Hayt, COlA, referencing a letter of 
November 15, 1877, from the Hon. o [range] Jacobs. As the 
result cf complaints from a Mr. H. D. Huntington,63 Jacobs 
had called the attention of the COlA to alleged 
"depredations of a small band of Indians who claim that the 
mouth of the Cowlitz River in Washington Territory is their 

53" • on account of the young men, which hunting 
water fowl, breaking openings in his picket fences, and 
and for ~Iclsturing their horses on his meadows &c." 
1/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 219, 94). 

ducks, game & the 
for taking apples 
(Milroy to Hayt 

In a letter from Huntington dated December 27, 1877, which Milroy attached 
to his repo['t, the complainant expressed the view that his tribulations 
could be a s:suaged by a payment of Federal money: 

Dear Sir in Regard to the Indians Here. I have Had a Talk 
with them They seem Terably averse to Leaving and I have made 
up ny Mind that if The Governme'nt will Pay Me about five 
Hundred Dollars a year and Protect me from Thair Thieving 
Propensities By apointing One or two more Indians with Power 
to look after and Punish them for Those Things, I will Let 
them R'emain whare They are and will furnish them with all the 
Pasture They want Both Those that Life Here and thair visitors 
all Except the Cascade Indians Them I Dont want Here at all 
Th.:)se c)f the Cowlitz Indians Living Here and along the Cowlitz 
River ,and at the Cowlitz Prairie and thair Comeins and goins 
will average the year through about forty Horses and it is 
nothinc; But Rite that Some Provision Should Be Made for them 
to Have at Least a Place to turn their Horses and as I Have 
fu:r:nished them with Pasture for Over Twenty years without any 
Rernu:le:r:ation what Ever; I feel that I am not asking anything 
More t.han justice from the Hands of the government. There is 
also tl",O or three Old and allmost Helpless Indian women that 
OU9h: to Have some Provision Made for them a Hundred or Two 
Dolldl.r13 juditiously Layed Out for them would make them Mutch 
more Cc:)mfortable (Huntington to Milroy 12/27/77 I NARS M-234 
Roll 919, 99-100). 

Milroy refecred Huntington to Orange for a congressional appropriation. 
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cou~t~(, and that they have neVer surrendered it by treaty 
or ctherwise to the Government" (Milroy to Hayt 1/7/1878, 
NARS M-234 Roll 919, 90, 93). The COlA had directed Milroy, 
"at tr.e earliest period practicable to proceed to the place 
designated and make a full investigation of the facts, 
connect:ed with these Indians with a view to having them 
remcvec! to some suitable reservation and make report thereof 
to thL; office, with such recommendations as you (I) may 
deem advisable" (Milroy to Hayt 1/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 
919, 90). 

Accord:.n91y, Milroy had gone to the mouth of the Cowlitz 
River on the Columbia River on the 12th-14th of December 
1877. He commented to the COlA that if he had known 
Huntin~rt,on was the only person complaining, it would have 
greatl~' abridged his work. His report provided the COlA 
with a retrospective report on the Cowlitz Indians, as 
follows: : 

ThE~ Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, some thirty years 
a90" according to the statements of the first 
white Settlers on the Columbia, were about three 
thousand strong. At this time to the present they 
nUl1.ber less than one dozen old & young male & 
fEmale. 64 When first discovered they occupied 
tr.e Cowlitz Valley from the mouth up about thirty 
miles. Previous to that time a powerful band of 
tr,e Klickatat Tribe who belong East of the Cascade 
l'1e'tmtains to Wilburs Agency became detachd from 
t.r.,E~ir Tribe and settled on the Upper Cowlitz. 
Between them and the Cowlitz Indians there existed 
a deadly hostility for many years, and continued 
war.65 The first gifts of our white civilization 

Compare this to the actual numbers on Milroy's 1878 census. 

65 See perhaps local resident Melvin Core [Kohr] 's recollection of 
relation:~ between Cowlitz and horse-stealing Klickitat near Klickitat 
Prairie, or modern Mossyrock (Irwin 1995, 55,). After the 1855-1856 
Indian Wit:" 

An ,aged Cowlitz warrior told Victor Wallace afterwards that 
thc~ Cowlitz Indians had no plans to attack. He conjectured 
that the Klickitats had not come because, before his father 
~la:; born, there had been a battle at Rocky Point, north of 
Kel:sc), where the Cowlitz killed many Klickitat, who wanted 
slavE!s, and captured and burned their chief in a great pile of 
lO~J:3. The old warrior speculated that perhaps the Klickitat 
rern.:mbered that defeat and did not quite trust the Lower 
C:olillitz. (Wallace, M., [1949] 1968, 23) (Irwin 1995, 140). 
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( !; to the Indians on this Coast were Whiskey an'd 
SYllhilis (See Report Com. Ind. Affs. for 1872, pp. 
33:! iie 333.), these with said war rapidly 
exte:::-minated the Cowlitz Indians. The remnant of 
thE! tribe became concentrated in the "large band" 
mentioned by Delegate Jacobs (Milroy to Hayt 
1/~'/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 919, 91) (footnotes 
addE:d] . 

The information that Milroy provided to the COlA is useful 
in deternining the residence of the Lower Cowlitz in 1877. 
He st3.ted that, "[t)he greater part of the lands in said 
band, consisting of about 2000 acres was purchased from the 
Gover~mEnt over 25 years ago by Mr. H. D. Huntington who 
still o~ns said land. The Cowlitz Indians were domiciled on 
said land when he purchased it from the Govt. and have been 
permitted by him to remain there ever sinc~11 (Milroy to Hayt 
1/7/1378, NARS M-234, Roll 19, 92). 66 Milroy's 
invescigations also provided useful information concerning 
the internal structure and relationship between the Lower 
Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz at this date: 

Their Chief At -win (preferably Antoine) (See 
Report Corns. Ind. Affs. for 1870, p. 18), is 
considered a reliable and trustworthy man. His 
people and said band of Klickatats made peace some 
ten years ago end are intermarried and bands of 
them live with At-wain on Mr. Huntington's land. 

The few Klickatats present agreed to abide by 
what AT-win said. Most of the Klickatats reside 
on the upper Cowlitz . I have also written 
Agent Wilbur to know whether he could not use some 
influence to have the Cowlitz band of K1ickatats 
to rejoin the main portion of said tribe under his 
cha.rge, There are at this time not to 
exc,:ed forty of said band (Milroy to Hayt 
1/ 7/ 18 7 8, NARS M - 234 Ro 11 919, 92, 9 5 - 96) . 

Milroy included a general description of the work done by 
the Cowlitz (and also the Cascade, Nisqually, and Chehalis) 
Indians ~or the farmers in the region, not only hop-picking, 
but also "slashing, clearing land, plowing, planting, 

See also R~le's recollections (Irwin 1995, 117j citing Rule 1945, 3). 

66 It should be possible to obtain a legal description of the 
location of Huntington's land purchase from either BLM records or Lewis 
County, ~'la.3hington, deed records. 
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harvestin9, etc." (Milroy to Hayt 1/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 
919, 94 ' . Beyond the immediate topic of dispute, Milroy 
provide,i the COlA with some general back9round information: 

Tr.!: Cowlitz Indians and said band of Klickatats 
are non-treaty Indians, as are all the Indians in 
tr.:Ls re9ion of country between this place and the 
Columbia River and between the Cascade range of 
Mountains and the Pacific Ocean, South of this 
plac1e So that said Indians have an equitable right' 
to said region, as they were found in possession \ 
of it when the whites first came to this Country; \ 
and said equitable right was recognized by the 
Government through his authorized official Gov. I, 
I. Stevens in 1855, (Milroy to Hayt 
1/'7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 919, 92). 

Milroy commented that after the Chehalis River Treaty 
Council had broken up, "the Government took possession of 
Said re~Jion, Surveyed & Sold the best of it to her citizens 
without the Consent of her helpless Wards (!!!)" (Milroy to 
Hayt 1/"7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 919, 93). He also included 
some po:. icy recommendations, 67 recommending industrial 
boardin~J schools on the reservations for the children, but 
saying thi:it: 

if the Govt. does not intend to so gather up and 
educate the children of her wards, and thus 
perpl:tuate the Indian race, I would recommend that 
sa:.d Cowlitz and Klickatat Indians be left 
undisturbed where they are to dwindle out of 
eX:.sltence, which they will in less than one 
genl:ration, as their rapid rate of decrease. I 
havl: always encouraged these scattered Indians to 
tab: homestead claims, and some have done so, and 
othl:::r-S intend doing so as stated by At-wain 
(M:.lroy to Hayt 1/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 919, 97-
98) . 

Atwin Stockum did not want to be responsible for the 
Klickitatl3. In a letter to Milroy dated December 17, 1877, 

,- For Milroy's policy recommendations, see also his letters of May 
II, 1878, to COlA Hayt (Milroy to Hayt 5/11/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 919, 
392-393); March 8, 1880, to COlA R.E. Trowbridge (Milroy to Trowbridge 
3/8/1880, NARS M-234, Roll 920, 1438-1451); and March 11, 1880 to COlA 
Trowbridge (Milroy to Trowbridge 3/11/1880, NARS M-234, Roll 920, 1432-
1436) . 
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he summarized his discussions w'ith Mr. Huntington on 
conditions for remaining on his land and then added: 

I 'dill look out for my own people the Cowlitz 
Indians just as we talked of . I will go on 
my own land in the Spring & build me a house on it 
& ~;la.sh on it to make me a home. . if I have 
any trouble at any time I will come over & See You 
in regard to it as I stated before I will look out 
for my own people but will not have a thing to do 
with the click a tat. 
if [f;icl my proposition suits you please drop me a 
lir.e & Oblige (Stokum to Milroy 12/17/77, NARS M-
2:3 4 Roll 919, 101-102). 

Apparently Stockum's reluctance to take responsibility for 
the Klickitat was generally known, for on December 25, 1877, 
William Pumphrey, a white settler married to a Cowlitz 
woman. wrote to Milroy from Olequa, Washington, that: 

We in this Settlement would ask you to make 
Captain Peter Chief of the Clickatats Indians as 
we know him to be a good Indian and we think it is 
the wish of all the Settlers in the Cowlitz that 
he can manage the Indians better than any other 
PE~arson [sic]: I will Send you a Petition Signed 
by all the People in the neighborhood if necessary 
Also the wish of Indians. . PS we are wiling 
::~;i;;;;.l to have all the Indians left here on this 
River (Pumphrey to Milroy 12/25/1877, NARS M-234 
Roll 219, 103). 

Milroy r'=plied requesting the petition and, besides the 
endorsem,:nt of Captain Peter, asking him to .. state the 
wishes of settlers generally about having Indians to remain 
where they are" (Milroy notation, NARS M-234 Roll 219, 103) 
The peti':ion itself, dated "Cowlitz River Wash Territory 
January 1878," stated that: 

we 1:he undersigned citizens residing in the Valley 
of the Cowlitz River having heard that their is 
Soml~ Talk of the Government Removing the Indians 
residing in Said Valley to Some reservation and 
knowing Said Indians to be Peaceable and well 
disposed and Generally usefull to the whites 
Sett:lers as Laborers Respectfully Petition and ask 
that they be Permitted to Remain where they are 
und:.:sturbed. We also Petition that Capt. Peter 
who we know to be a good trusty Indian be 
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a?pointed Chief of the Klickatat Indians in Said 
V:i:Lley (NARS M-234 Roll 919, 105). 

Of t.:-le 23 signers of this petition (NARS M-234 Roll 919, 
105-105), at least 11 were either married to Cowlitz women 
or wer,= themselves metis (see the Genealogical Technical 
Report to this proposed finding). Of the 25 signers of a 

'second petition dated January 1878 to the same effect, only 
one wa:; identifiable as metis (NARS M-234 Roll 219, 215-
216) . 

In 187:3, Agent R. H. Milroy, "late Superintendent of Indian 
Affair:;," issued a certificate on behalf of the United 
States to Antoine [Atwin] Stockum citing him as chief of the 
Cowlit:~ tribe (CIT Pet. Narr.,. 20; CIT Pet. Ex. A-78).68 
Acccrding to tradition, Stockum was a son of Scanewa, the 
Cowli t:~ chief who was killed in 1828, and a brother- in-law 
of Simon Plamondon, Sr. 

Althou~;h no certificate has been located, in 1878, as well, 
local citizens requested that Captain Peter [Wyaneschet] be 
appoinu=d chief of the Upper Cowlitz/Cowlitz Klickitat. In 
considE~r:Lng the correspondence in BIA records, these 
appointments appear to have been made in response to 
requests from white and metis settlers along the Cowlitz 
River, from Kelso north. It is clear from the 
correspondence that the settlers knew the Cowlitz bands. No 
chief \oras appointed at this time for the Lewis River Band. 
It is not clear whether there already was one in office, or 
whether- none was appointed because the settlers in that area 
were not requesting one. No data pertaining to this issue 
was located in BIA records. 

1878/1S79 BIA censuses. Apparently as a result of the 
interest caused by the installation of the new chiefs, 
during the next two years the Indian agents paid a 
considerable amount of attention to the Cowlitz Indians, 
including the taking of two censuses. 

68 Harold Otho Stone, a non-Indian eyewitness to Stockum's Shaker 
resurrE!c1: icm about 1907, described his status as follows: 

J\.t1dn Stockum was the hereditary chief of the Cowlitz Indians 
Clnci a.lso had been appointed as their chief by Ulysses S. Grant 
1I1hml as a young officer Grant was stationed in the territory 
;'lh:.ch is now the state of washington (Stone 1959; CIT Pet. Ex. 
;:.-B67) • 
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1878 M:.lroy Census, Lower Cowlitz. In 1878, Superint'endent 
R. H. Y!:.1roy compiled a "List of heads of families and no. of 
each and of individual Indians belonging to the remnant of 
the Co"r1itz Tribe, residing on the Lower Cowlitz River in 
Cowlitz County Washington Territory" (NARS M-234 Roll 919, 
454-45:)" There were 66 persons (CIT Pet. Suppl. Ex. A-3414 
- A- 3 4: 1 E;). See the Genealogical Technical Report, Appendix 
I, for the contents. On August 28, 1879, Milroy reported to 
the COlA concerning the Cowlitz Band, consisting of 66. 
Indians, men, women, and children, and situated on Cowlitz 
Rive:- near its mouth, 65 miles south of Olympia (Milro)f 
1879, 148 in COlA Report 1879; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1348). He 
stated that the Lower Cowlitz band was the remnant of a once 
powerful tribe and spoke "a language different from all 
others" (Milroy 1879, 149 in COlA Report 1879; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1349) . 

1878 Milroy Census, Upper Cowlitz. Simultaneously, Milroy 
compiled a census of the Upper Cowlitz, the: "List of heads 
of fami.Lies and number of each, and of individual Indians 
belor,gi.:1g to the Cowlitz Klickatat band of Indians residing 
in Loui:3 County, Wash. Tery." (NARS M-234 Roll 919, 456-458; 
CIT Fet. Suppl. Ex. A-3417 - A-4319). See the Genealogical 
Technical Report, Appendix B, for the complete contents. In 
his August 28, 1879, report to the COlA, he reported that 
this CO\llitz Klickitat band consisted of "105 Indians, men, 
women, and children, and situated on the Upper Cowlitz River 
and tributaries, about 40 miles southeast of Olympia" 
(Milroy 1872, 149 in COlA Report 1879; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1349) 

No 1878 census of the Lewis River band has been located in 
the BlA records. However, also on August 28, 1879, Milroy's 
report to the COlA included the: "Louis River Band, 
consisting of 104 Indians, men, women, and children, and 
situaced on the Louis River and tributaries, about 90 miles 
southeast of Olympia" (Milroy 1872, 149 in COlA Report 1879; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-1349). Milroy added that, "the Upper Cowlitz 
Klickitat and Louis River bands talk one language, the 
Klickitat spoken by most of the Yakamas" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1349) ,69 

For discussion of Cowlitz and Cowlitz metis families who 
were included in the 1870 and 1880 Federal census records, 
see thE! '3enealogical Technical Report. 

69 1879 Table of Statistics, Nisqually Agency: Cowlitz 66; Cowlitz 
Klickitat 105; Louis River Klickitat 104 (Report of the Secretary of the 
Interior, p. 348; in CIT Pet. Ex. A-71). 
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MentjQ}s in BIA records, 1880-1904. Yvonne Hajda was 
appare1::ly taking the total numbers of the 1878 count, 
including the Lewis River band, when she wrote: 

I:1 1879, about 275 Cowlitz were still in their own 
t.1:rritory, though White settlers had gradually 
plshed them out of lands in Cowlitz Prairie to 
areas farther up the Cowlitz. The nonreservation 
Cowlitz made a living by working for Whites and 
running Canoe and ferry services on the Cowlitz 
R.Lver. Whites bought fish the men caught and 
berries picked by the women. Logging and 
railroading provided jobs in the 1870s and 1880s, 
and logging continued to be important in the early 
twentieth century (Hajda 1990, 515). 

Howeve:~, Milroy's 1880 report to the COlA indicated that he 
regarded them as three separate bands: 

The seven bands belonging to this agency, not on 
Cl~ belonging to any reservation, number in all 
about 450 persons, and consist of the Gig Harbor, 
Mud Bay, South Bay, Olympia, Cowlitz, Cowlitz 
K:. icki tats, and Louis River (Report of the 
Secretary of the Interior; in CIT Pet. Ex. A-73) 

Milroy reported to the COlA that he had encouraged these 
off -re"iervation Indians to take homesteads (pursuant to the 
modifications in 1875 of the Homestead Act allowing Indian 
tracts to pass into trust). 70 He stated that a number of 

70 

That any Indian born in the United States, who is the head of 
a family, or who has arrived at the age of twenty-one years, 
and who has abandoned, who may hereafter abandon, his tribal 
relations, shall, on making satisfactory proof of such 
,abandonment, under rules to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, be entitled to the benefits of the act entitled 
"an act to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the public 
domain," approved May twentieth, eighteen hundred and sixty 
,two, and the acts amendatory thereof, except that the 
pr::.visions of the eighth section of the said act shall not be 
held to apply to entries made under this act: Provided, 
how'ever, That the title to lands acquired by any indian by 
virtue hereof shall not be subject to alienation or 
in:ulnbrance, either by voluntary conveyance ot the judgment, 
de :rl~e, or order of any court, and shall be and remain 
inalienable for a period of five years from the date of the 
pa:.ent issued therefor: Provided, That any such Indian shall 
be tmtitled to his distriubtive share of all annuities, tribal 
fu~ds, lands, and other property, the same as though he had 
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the Indians had filed for these lands (CIT Pet. Narr., 21; 
citing Milroy 1880, 160 in COlA Report 1880; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1351. f but BIA researchers found no evidence of filings this 
early (see also the more extensive discussion below of the 
Cowl~tz public domain allotments. A list of the Cowlitz 
Indian tomsteaders and public domain allot tees is to be 
found in the Genealogical Technical Report, Appendix III) 

Superintendent R.H. Milroy reported the following figures in 
1881 for the 1880 "careful and complete census of the 
Indians belonging to this agency not taxed. In compliance 
with said direction and instructions I had such census taken 
and forNarded at different times last spring, one copy to 
your bu~eau and one copy to the Census Office." The figures 
were: "Lower Cowlitz band," 56; "Upper Cowlitz band," 71; 
and no ,:::ount for the "Lewis River band" (Milroy 1881, 164 in 
COlA R~2.Q.rt 1881; CIT Pet. Ex. A-13 52) .71 He explained the 
"fallin9 off or difference" between the 1878 and 1880 
figures by pointing out that many non-reservation Indians 
had beeJl included on the Federal census because they were 
taxed (tllilroy 1881, 164 in COlA Report 1881) and that, "The 
census of 1878, having been mostly taken or obtained from 
chiefs and head men, was perhaps somewhat exaggerated and 
not very reliable" (Milroy 1881, 165 in COlA 1881; CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-76, A-1353). In 1881, the Cowlitz were under the 

maintained his tribal relations; and any transfer, alienation, 
O:t" incumbrance of any interest he may hold or claim by reason 
of:li!3 former tribal relations shall be void (18 Stat. (Pt. 3) 
Ch. 131). 

71 2nd. It will be seen that not one of the Lewis 
River band, which, by the census of 1878, 
numbered 104, was included in the Indian census 
of this agency, which was occasioned by the 
following facts: I was informed that the greater 
part of them had been taken by the enumerator of 
the white census, and those not taken were 
scattered over a region of country fully as large 
as the State of Delaware--out of the way, very 
broken, heavily timbered, and difficult of 
access- -and to have hunted up these scattered 
Indians, probably not to exceed twenty-five or 
thirty in all, would have required the time and 
expense of an enumerator for perhaps three weeks, 
which I considered would not pay. The enumerator 
whom I employed to take the census of Upper and 
Lower Cowlitz and the Lewis River bands after 
completing the census of the two first named 
bands declined to take that of the latter, and it 
being late, I did not engage another enumerator 
(Milroy 1881, 165 in COlA Report 1881) . 
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j urisd:.:::tion of the Puyallup, Nisqually, and Chehalis Agency 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-113); in 1883, the Upper and Lower Cowlitz 
were undi:r the jurisdiction of the Nisqually, S' KOKomish, 
and Tu:.alip Agency. The 1883 estimated census was the same 
cour:t as 1881 (mentioned in Tonner to Cushman, CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-113) 

Report J~f a Local Resident. Mrs. Mary (Benefiel) Quigley, 
whose fal:her tooK a homestead near Toledo, Washington, in 
1882, reported that during her youth: 

The Cowlitz tribe had their reservation about one 
half mile from our house and had many pow-wows. 
Indians came from many miles and we surely lost 
many nights of sleep from their drums, yells, and 
d0913, although we had no fear of them (Toledo 
C(~mnunity Story n.d. 74; CIT Pet. Ex. A-14). 

Technically, of course, the Cowlitz did not have a 
reservation. The statement is nonetheless illuminating as 
to the view of the group held by local non-Indians in the 
later J.9th century. 

Cowlit<~ Public Domain Allotments and Indian Homesteads, 
1888-1~~~~. Milroy's efforts in 1877-1878 to persuade the 
Cowlit<: Indians to enter land were made possible by the 
provisi.ons of a Federal acts, an 1875 modification of the 
HomestE!ad Act. Juridically, the March 3, 1875, modification 
of the Homestead Act was different from the July 4, 1884, 
modification of the Homestead Act.72 Both Indian Homestead 
acts WE!JC"E= distinct from the General Allotment Act of 1887 
(also known as the Dawes Act) .73 . 

Indians who were tribal members were not considered citizens, 
,:and thus they. were not eligible to homestead under the 
Homestead Act when it was passed in 1862. Two Indian 
Hom.estead Acts, dated March 3, 1875, and July 4, 1884, allowed 
Indi.ans to use the Homestead Act, and also exempted them from 
paying the usual filing fees. the 1875 act exempted the 
homesteads from taxation during an initial five year trust 
period. The 1884 act changed this trust period to 25 years, 
iden·tical to the trust period for public domain allotments 
(B~R 9/23/96, 54). 

73 

Public domain allotments must be distinguished by petition 
researchers from Indian homesteads. Although Indian 
honesteads also enabled Indians to obtain individual plots of 
:Land held under the protection of the Federal trust, they do 
l'lot provide good evidence of previous Federal acknowledgment. 
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Some of l:he allotments held by Cowlitz individuals under the 
Taholall Agency were clearly documented as Indian homesteads. 
Others, however, particularly those assigned by the Yakima 
Agency within its territorial jurisdiction, were clearly 
docu:nented by BlA records as public domain allotments. 

The IB~5 Indian Homestead Act provided that Indians were 
eligible if they had been born in the United States and were 
Indians "who have abandoned or shall abandon tribal 
rela:.:icns" (BAR 9/23/96, 54; citing Cohen 1937, 259). '\ In 
spite cf Milroy's urgings in 1877/1878, it does not appear 
that any Lower Cowlitz or Upper Cowlitz took Indian 
Homesteads under the 1875 Act. The 1884 Indian Homestead 
Act did not specifically require abandonment of tribal 
relations, but neither did it repeal the provisions of the 
1875 act (BAR 9/23/96, 54-55) .74 Under this act, the first 
Cowl:.tz Indian homestead was assigned in 1888 (~ 
Genealo;ical Technical Report, Appendix III) .75 

The, reasons have to do wi th the laws under which the 
homesteads were made and the way the program was administered 
(B~.Ft 9/23/96, 53-54). 

That such Indians as may now be located on public lands, or as 
may under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, or 
otherwise, hereafter, so locate may avail themsel~es of the 
provisions of the homestead laws as fully and to the same 
extent as may now be done by citizens of the Un::..,:ed States; 
and t.!' aid such Indians in making selections of homesteads and 
the necessary proofs at the proper land offices, one thousand 
dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appr-opriated; but no fees or commissions shall be charged on 
acc:mnt of said entries or proofs. All patents therefor shall 
bl! of the legal effect, and declare that the United States 
doe,; ,and will hold the land thus entered for the period of 
t,~el1ty-five years, in trust for the sole use and benefit of 
the Indian by whom such entry shall have been made, or, in the 
cas,! of his decease, of his widow and heirs according to the 
lclWl3 elf the State or Territory where such land is located, and 
t:hal: at the expiration of said period the United States will 
ccmv,=y the same by patent to said Indian, or his widow and 
hE~iTI; as aforesaid, in fee, discharged of said trust and free 
of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever (Appropriations, Act 
ot . .July 4, 1884, Ch. 180). 

75 

The homesteads were obtained through application to the local 
offices of the General Land Office. Action was frequently by 
the individual Indian alone, with no role necessarily taken by 
an rndian Service official. This contrasts to the central 
part played by the Indian Service in establishing public 
domain allotments (Hauke 1919). Thus the awarding of Indian 
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Most lnformation on the Cowlitz Indian homesteads is \ocated 
in the Taholah Agency Records, now at Hoquiam, 
Washington. 76 For a more detailed discussion, see the 
Genealog:ical Technical Report, especially Appendix III. The 
petitioner submitted a map of these homestead locations (CIT 
Pet. NarL, 181; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1233). The petition states 
that these lands were in the vicinity of Randle, Washington 
(CIT Pet. Narr., 36; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1231 - A-1291). The map 
indicates that they were located along the Cowlitz River 
above 01equa as far north as Randle, a distance of some 60 
miles. \ 

By contrast to the Homestead Act, the 1887 General Allotment 
Act (or Dawes Act) provided both for the allotment of 
reservations and for individual Indian allotments on public 
land outside of reservations, based on the existence of 
tribal relations. Section Four of the General Allotment Act 
applied to Indians ~not residing upon a reservation, or for 
whose ~ribe no reservation has been provided by treaty, act 
of Congress or Executive order . ~ Nonreservation 

homesteads, unlike public domain allotments, does not provide 
90"d evidence [ofl an acknowledged government to government 
relationship with a tribe. 

Th~ Indian Homestead Acts do not define "Indian" and no 
:re':Ju1ations or policy statements were found which defined 
"I :ldian" for these purposes. The acts and policies do not 
l~S tablish the clear requirement to be maintaining tribal 
:relations that the public domain allotment laws did. They 
merely mean that General Land Office agents should not use the 
In:iian status (non-citizen status) or ancestry of an 
:in:iividual to deny them homesteads. the application of the 
Indian Homestead Acts for the benefit of individual indians, 
therefore, does not provide clear evidence of previous 
acknowledgment of the existence of a tribe, or that the 
.individual homesteader was part of a tribe (BAR 9/23/96, 55). 

76 rhe petition authors knew that the Taholah Agency was established 
in 1914 (CIT Pet. Narr., 25), but nonetheless repeatedly referred to the 
"Superintendent of the Taholah Agency" in reference to events as early as 
1910 (CIr Pet. Narr., 26-27). 

Once a homestead was granted, the Indian Service, in theory at 
least, had responsibility for the trust land. In addition, 
the iillottee then was considered a "ward" Indian and hence the 
resp,::msibility of the agency. The Commissioner of Indian 
,~ffairs in 1895 reported that some efforts were being made by 
.special Indian agents or U. S .. District Attorneys, where 
feasible, to assist Indians with challenges to their homestead 
'entries. However, in practice, the agency did not necessarily 
maintain accurate or complete records of the homesteads nor of 
the Indians holding them (BAR 9/23/96, 55-56). 
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allotments were commonly known as "public domain" allotments 
or sometimes as "fourth section" allotments. They were to 
be held by the United States in trust for the allottee for 
25 years, but the act provided that the president had the 
discretion to extend the trust period. A 1906 amendment to 
the Gen:ral Allotment Act allowed the Secretary of the 
,Interio~ to issue a fee patent to the land, taking it out of 
trust, and declared that the allotment remained in trust, 
even af:er 25 years, until a fee patent was actually issued 
(for fu:::-ther specifics, see generally, BAR's California 
Acknowh~dgment Working Paper 9/23/96 Draft) .77 

The [epartment of the Interior limited participation in the 
public (iomain allotment program to individual Indians who 
were "maintaining tribal relations." The Department of the 
InterioJ~'s regulations in 1928 stated that, "[a)n applicant 
for an allotment under the fourth section is required to 
show that he is a recognized member of an indian tribe or is 
entitlec! to be so recognized" (Department of the Interior 
1928). The regulations stated that "such qualifications may 
be shown by the laws and usages of the tribe." In some 
cases, the agency made inquiries to tribes to determine 
whether 1:he applicant was a tribal member (Department of the 
Interiol" 1914). The Department's rules also stated that 
"[t)he possession of Indian blood, not accompanied by tribal 
affiliation or relationship, does not entitle a person to an 
allotment on the public domain" (Hauke 1911). Thus Second 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs C.P. Hauke told a rejected 
applicar.t that the "quantity of Indian blood does not 
determir.e the right of an Indian to an allotment either on a 
reservation or on the public domain. Membership or the 
right 1:c membership in any Indian tribe is necessary . 

" (HallkE~ 1911).78 

77 

The public domain allotment provision of the General Allotment 
Act ... ras used aggressively throughout the West from the passage 
of the act through the 1920' s to provide land to non­
resE'.rvation members of reservation tribes and to members of 
tribE!s: without reservations " In some instances, the 
pub] i.e domain allotments made to members of a tribe were 
locc.t:ed close together and within the tribe's traditional 
lanc.e; .. In other instances, public domain allotments 
appeclr to have been scattered, reflecting either the dispersed 
location of tribal members or the location of land that was 
available for allotment (BAR 9/23/96, 47-48)" 

78 

The above indicates that allotting agents and superintendents 
. determined if the individuals were maintaining tribal 

92 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 146 of 555 



Histcrical Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

The public domain allotments assigned to Cowlitz Indians lay 
within the jurisdiction of the Yakima Agency (see 
Genealoqical Technical Report, Appendix III). The 
petiti()m~r submitted no evidence relative to these 
allotments. 79 

relations, and, by implication, that a tribe existed. the 
rig'ht of individual Indians to be allotted land therefore 
rested on the existence of a tribe. The application form for 
a public domain allotment required applicants to state the 
tr ibe which they were part of. The application required a 
ccrroborative affidavit which also included a statement 
verifying the applicant's tribal affiliation (DOl 1918, 22-23) 
(EAR 9/23/96, 50-51). 

Nc dc::>cumentation has been found which explicitly declares that 
a public domain allottee's tribe had to have been under 
Federal jurisdiction at the time the allotment was made. 
Hcwever, the overall context of Indian Service directives and 
agency documents concerning public domain allotments very 
str'ongly indicates that the U. s. only sought allotments for 
tribes for which it had acknowledged responsibility. The 
history of the General Allotment Act itself strongly supports 
the: same conclusion (BAR 9/23/96, 51). 

This conclusion is supported by the fact that the Act does not 
tre:at fourth section (public domain) allotments differently 
than reservation allotments, except for procedural 
re~~irements growing out of the legal status of the land from 
which an allotment is being made. Further, there is nothing 
in the language of section four itself which distinguishes 
between the Indians to whom it applies (Indians from 
reservation tribes who were not residing on their reservation 
or for whom no reservation had been provided) and Indians 
res:ident on a reservation, to whom the rest of the act 
aI=plies. The only distinction i's the source of land for the 
allotment. The law does not imply a distinction in tribal 
leaal status or nor [sic] in the allottee's status as a tribal 
menlber (BAR 9/23/96,51-52). 

A 1989 report by the Office of the Assistant solicitor for 
Tribal Government and Alaska concerning an allotment appeal 
reviewed the laws concerning public domain allotments as well 
as associated regulations and decisions. The report concluded 
tr.,alt ". . . section four implicitly requires membership in a 
tr ibe that is federally recognized. "(Keep 1989, 2). 
Sec:tion four of the General Allotment Act remains law today 
(ElleR 9/23/96, 52). 

Tr.,e~ fact that a member of a petitioning group or their 
ar.c:estor was given a public domain allotment, even if it was 
later cancelled or withdrawn, is good evidence that the 
petitioning group was an acknowledged tribe at the time the 
allotment was made. The law establishing the public domain 
allotments appears to treat non-reservation groups whose 
r..enlbers got such allotments as having the same status as 
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BIA Administrative Developments 1885-1904. General R.H. 
Milroy retired from the alA in August 1882 (COlA Report; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-1360). By 1885, Edwin Eells served as Agent for 
the Chehalis, Nisqually, and Puyallup reservations,a: and 
the non-treaty, off-reservation tribes of south-central 
Washington Territory (CIT Pet. Narr., 22; Eells 1885:193, A-
1336). In 1888, Eells had responsibility for the 
consoli:iated Puyallup Agency, formed from merging the 
Nisqually-S'Kokomish and the Quinault Agencies (CIT Pet. 
Narr., 23). In 1895, the Puyallup Consolidated Agency~was 
made up of the Puyallup, Chehalis, S'Kokomish, Quinaelt, 
Nisqually, Squaxon, and Georgetown reservations, and 
supervi:;ion of the S' Klallam and Cowlitz Indians who had no 
reservat.ions (CIT Pet. Narr., 24; citing Newberne 1895:404; 
CIT Pet., Ex. A-1378). 

Mention!~ of Cowlitz Indians in COlA Annual Reports! 1883-
1898. :::n 1904, Acting COIA Tonner reported that after 1883, 
no furth,er mention of the Cowlitz Indians was made in 
reports of United States Indian agents for a number of years 
(Tonner to Cushman 10/24/1904; CIT Pet. Ex. A-113). This 
statement must refer only to the published reports contained 
in the clnnual Report of the COlA, which did not mention the 
Cowlitz again until 1893. Other BIA documents, such as the 
records of the Chemawa Indian School,81 show references to 
Cowlitz Indians during the later 1880's and early 1890's, as 
did the land records referenced above. Hodge's Handbook 
reportl:C. that in 1887, there were "127 Cowlitz on Puyallup 
res., Wash., no longer called Cowlitz, being evidently 
officially classed as Chehalis" (Hodge 1907, 355). The 

clem~ly recognized, reservation tribes. The program itself is 
ba.SElCl on a recognition that there were substantial number of 
I&dians, including entire tribes, for which no reservations 
had been established by 1887 and for whom the Federal 
gc>v~\rnment had a responsibility. public domain allotments 
WerE: m.ade by agents of the Indian Service, largely by special 
agents operating from the central office in Washington. This 
is ;upporting evidence that the allotment was based on a 
FedEral relationship (BAR 9/23/96, 53). 

80 According to Marino, Edwin Eels, Congregational Church, served as 
Indian Agent at the Skokomish agency, later consolidated with the Puyallup 
agency, frclm 1871 until 1895 (Marino 1990, 172-173). 

81 This was the Training School for Indian Youth, established in 1880 
in Forest Grove, OR; moved in 1885 near Salem OR (Marino 1990, 173). 
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source of Hodge's statement was not stated in the Handbook 
and was not located by the BIA researcher. 

A change in Federal Indian policy was inaugurated in 1939 
with the appointment of Thomas J. Morgan as Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. His first annual report stated clearly his 
presumptions that the reservation system should soon cease 
to exist, that Indians should be absorbed into national life 
as American citizens, that Indians "must conform-to 'the 
white man's ways,' peaceably if they will, forcibly ~f'they 
must I" and that: \ 

The tribal relations should be broken up, 
socialism destroyed, and the family and the 
autonomy of the individual substituted. The 
allotment of lands in severalty, the establishment 
of local courts and police, the development of a 
personal sense of independence, and the universal 
adoption of the English language are means to this 
end (Prucha 1990, 177). 

When mention of the Cowlitz reappeared in the 1893 annual 
Repor~ of the COlA (CIT Pet. Ex. A-113), it accorded with 
the above policy. Dated August 31, 1893, it stated that, 
"The Cow<li t z Indians, _ living in the southern part of the 
State, are scattered, and most of them live on small farms 
of thei.r own. They are so much absorbed into the 
settJ.E!ments that they hardly form a distinct class any more" 
(Eels 1893:330; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1366 - A-1367) .82 In 1894, 
Eels stated generally that, "The principal work that the 
government does for the non-reservation Indians is to 
maintain schools for their benefit and supply them with 
medicines and medical attendance" (CIT Pet. Narr., 24; 
citinsr E:els 1894:319; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1374-1375) .83 He 
added specifically that, "The Cowlitz Indians are all 
scatter!d among the whites. Some have homes on land of 
their a~n, and some roam about and work for others. They 
mingle~ith the whites rather more than the others" (CIT 
Pet. Na~r., 24; citing Eels 1894:320; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1374 -
A-137S) . 

82 Ey contrast, see the description below of the Cowlitz Indians near 
Kelso in the 1890's (Olson 1947). 

8) The petition materials contained spotty information from the 
Taholah Indian Agency, Hoquiam, Washington, pertaining to medical services 
furnishe~l to individual Cowlitz Indians, including Peter Satanas in 1927 
(CIT PE~t. Ex. A-231 - A-236) and the family of Mary L. (Plamondon) 
Bouchard ';'lil50n King in 1940 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-270 - A-271) . 
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In AUgU1,t, 1895, R.E.L. Newberne, Superintendent of the 
Puyallup School. reported: "What is known as the Puyallup 
Consolidated Agency is made up the Puyallup, Chehalis, 
S'Kokom:.sh, Quinaelt, Nisqually, Sqtiaxon, and Georgetown 
reservations, and the supervision of S'Klallam and Cowlitz 
Indians who have no reservations" (Newberne 1895:404; A­
'1378). His comments on the Cowlitz paraphrased those of 
Eels: "The Cowlitz Indians are scattered among the whit.es 
and are rapidly losing their identity. Some own their own 
homes, ~~1ile others are content to wander about and work for 
others" (CIT Pet. Narr., 24; citing Newberne 1895:405, CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-1379). On August 20, 1897, Frank Terry, School 
Superintendent in charge of the Puyallup Consolidated 
Agency, spoke only of "scattered Indians around the south 
and west. shores and arms of Puget Sound and along the 
Chehali<i and Cowlitz rivers" (Terry 1897: 293; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1380), while in 1898 Terry reported on the reservations 
under the agency and then stated that: "In addition to 
these there are Indians scattered throughout the country, 
includinq Cowlitz and others not classified, "(Terry 
1898:30~:; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1382). 

Yakima aJlotments. In her 1986 dissertation, Darlene 
Fitzpatrick wrote that, "between 1873 and 1914, when the 
Yakima tribe closed its rolls, Cowlitz could enroll with the 
Yakima clr the Quinault" (Fitzpatrick 1986, 163). This 
statemer.t was not accurate for either of the above 
reservations. The situation was much more complex. 

Very few Cowlitz families appear in the Yakima reservation 
records prior to 1900 (see Genealogical Technical Report) . 
Those wtn did appear prior to 1900 appear to have received 
allotmer.ts not because they were Cowlitz, but because part 
of their ancestry was Klickitat--a band included in the 
provisicns of the 1855 Yakima treaty. This was particularly 
the case with families from the Lewis River area, but also 
applied to such Lower Cowlitz families as the Wannassays. 
After 1892, some may also have fallen under the provisions 
for the Cascade Indians. 84 One major branch of the 

u "~rhe Cascade Indians were also alloted [sic] upon the Yakima 
Reservaticm.. This group of Indians lived upon the Columbia River and 
occupied ,!I, territory adjacent to, but outside of the ceded area. This 
group of Indians in 1892 made a cont:::-:1ct with a Mr. Foote, Attorney, 
Washington, D. C. to represent them in "' claim against the United States 
Governme!nt: for the loss of their teL: tory and fishing rights. The 
terri tOI'y described in the contract is:--.ot a part of the territory ceded 
by the Yakima Tribes under the Treaty of 1855. The alloting committee 
classed C!LE!lTl as a part of t,he Yakima Tribes and they were given allotments 
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GarrandjWeaser Cowlitz family received allotments on Yakima 
because the maternal ancestress was Cascade. 

A former resident of the Cowlitz River region, Mrs. Mary 
(Bene~iel) Quigley of Seattle, Washington, wrote that her 
father first settled in Freeport (Kelso) and then in 1882 
took a homestead "one mile south of Toledo--to the left of 

'the highway and north of Salmon Creek" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-l4) 
During this period, which would have been after 1882: 

We knew Indian George very well for many years. 
He had his fish traps set on our property along 
Salmon creek . Later this tribe of Indians 
were taken and annexed to the Yakima tribe. It 
was there that Indian George was killed when he 
was thrown from his horse that had stepped in a 
prairie dog hole. We also knew Indian Kitty. 
(Toledo Community Story n.d., 74; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
14) . 

Fitzpatrick stated: 

lillother group is the Yakima Cowlitz, descendants 
of Cowlitz Taidnapam speakers who migrated to 
Yakima, at the turn of the century, in order to 
enroll with that Nation and obtain reservation 
land during the allotment period; they are not 
formally organized and represent a band or ethnic 
group within the Yakima Nation. Many Taidnapam 
families remained active in the Cowlitz efforts to 
resolve their dispute with the federal government 
over lands taken from them (Fitzpatrick 1986, 29, 
226) . ' 

The petition presented no iriformation pertaining to Cowlitz 
allotments on the Yakima Reservation. In 1950, writing to 
the COlA., Darrell Fleming of the Yakima Indian Agency 
provided a succinct summary of the allotment procedure on 
the Yakima Reservation: 

Those allottees who received allotments before the 
year 1910 were for the most part descendants of 

although their affidavits revealed that they were not descended from any 
tribes 0 ::hl!r than the Cascade Indians" (Darrell Fleming, Yakima Indian 
Agency, 1:0 COrA, 28 February 1950; BrA Area Office, Portland, OR, Folder 
1306-0e; 'rCikima Enrollment "Cascade Blood") . 
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the 14 Original Tribes, 85 but those who recei ved' 

a:.lotments after 1910 and their descendants 
presented a real problem to the enrollment 
committee in determining their degree of blood and 
the tribes and bands from which they were 
deBcended. 

After those Yakima Indians, who did accept them, 
WE re given allotments upon the Yakima Reservat{on" 
tt.ere remained a great deal of agriculture land 
wt.ich had not been alloted. At that time there 
was a 14 member alloting committee composed of 
leaders of the Yakima Tribes whose duty it was to 
pass upon a persons eligibility for an allotment. 
The committee was of the opinion that if the 
remaining land classed as agricultural was not 
alIoted, the reservation might be thrown open for 
white settlement as had been done in past on other 
reservations. In order to protect themselves from 
such an eventuality, they sent delegates to the 
neighboring tribes, especially on the west side of 
the Cascade Mountains, who invited their relatives 
anj friends to corne upon the Yakima Reservation to 
obt~in allotments. Indians from other tribes who 
haj no established reservation and who could not 
obtain allotments on their own reservation because 
th:re was no longer any land remaining to be 
alloted, came upon the Yakima Reservation and made 
application for allotments. Each applicant was 
r·equired to file an affadavit stating hat he was 
de:5cended from a person who was a member of the 14 
Or.Lginal Yakima Tribes or Bands. The affadavits 
we:,e supported by the statements of two 
di:,interested parties who claimed that they knew 
the applicant and his family history. Many of the 
aPI,licants, their parents or grandparents had 
never lived upon the Yakima Reservation or the 
cedf:d area. These people could not have been 
descended from members of the 14 original Yakima 
Tribes, parties to the Treaty of June 9, 1855, as 
the~ir ancestors were born outside of the ceded 
are!Ci prior to 1855 [grammar, spelling, and 

85 The major exception consisted of the Cascade Indians from along 
the ColumJ).ia River, who in 1892 were classed as part of the Yakima Tribes 
and given allotments on the basis of a claims action (Fleming to COlA, 
February :28, 1950, 2). 
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pc:nctuation sic] (Fleming to COlA, February 28, 
19:;0, 2). 

The Yakima Agency realty records have extensive information 
on t~ese allotments. The tract books are at the Bureau of 
Land Management in Seattle, Washington. Families later 
iden=ified as Cowlitz who were allotted under the Act of 
Congress approved February 8, 1887, in accordance with, 
inst l:"l.lct:ions from Commissioner of Indian Affairs dated, May 
8, 1389, included Wannassay, Waters, Umtuch, Cleparty, \ 
Farron, Northover, and Zack. 86 Subsequent acts providing 
for allotments on Yakima were dated February 28, 1891; 
December 21, 1904; May 6, 1910; and June 25, 1910. Families 
allot~ed under the later acts included Kiona, Cheholtz, 
Satanas, lyall, Phillips, White, Eyle, and other clearly 
Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz families whose residence was 
in t~e Cowlitz River valley. 

Emma Mesplie apparently dated the move of the Northover 
family to Yakima at about 1896, but her statement conflated 
the actual move with the beginning of Cowlitz claims 
activity, which did not occur until much later, about the 
World ~ar I time period: 

Tte first Cowlitz Indian meetings after removal 
were held at the Northover home here on the Yakima 
Reservation. My father, Joseph Northover, was the 
ct.airman. Annie Johnson was the secretary until 
her death, and then August Mesplie was secretary 
ur.til 1952 (Emma Mesplie statement, 24 June 1986; 
BIA Claims File, DoCket 218, #2). 

Yakima records indicate that many of the Cowlitz families 
that received allotments never became Yakima residents, 
while ethers did not move to their allotments until the 
1920's. However, a few families from the Cowlitz River 
valley did move to Yakima. 

Impact ,9f the Indian Shaker Church. The Indian Shaker 
church had its origins in the early 1880's on the Squaxin 

86 Zack is recalled as a Cowlitz Indian who while hunting near 
Chelatchie Prairie on the Lewis River saw 200 armed warriors and hurried 
downstreim to warn American settlers during the 1855-1856 war (Irwin 1995, 
147-1413) . 

In his discussion of Shakerism, H.G. Barnett wrote: "For some time 
before t::lil;, the Yakima had heard rumors of the religious excitement over 
the mour:.t:ains. One of them, William Zack, had married a woman from 
Longvil!w; ... " (Barnett 1957, 70). 
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Island reservation (Barnett 19~7, 5-7). It is still 
inf:uential on the Chehalis and Yakima reservations. 
early 1890's, it was having an impact on the Cowlitz, 
contact with Christianity up to that point had been 
essentially Roman Catholic. s7 According H.G. Barnett: 

ALthough some Cowlitz Indians lived with the 
C:1.ehalis around Oakville, others had never agreed 
to accept this as a reservation and remained on 
scattered farms on the prairies adjacent to the 
Cowlitz River. Most of them in the 1880's were 
around Longview and Kelso, at the mouth of the 
r:.v~=r near its junction with the Columbia. An 
Indian living in Kelso, Aiyel Wahuwa [Iyall 
Wahawa], had relatives among the Chehalis. 
B€~cause of these connections he made an early 
acquaintanceship with the religion and became an 
invortant agent for its dissemination (Barnett 
lS:i7, 69). 

By the 
whose 

In 1896, John Mooney stated that, "The Shaker church now has 
a building for church purposes at Mud Bay, Oyster Bay, at 
Cowlitz, Chehalis, and Puyallup. . the. . Cowlitz. 
either bE~long or are in sympathy with its teachings. " 
(Mooney 1896, 759). According to Barnett, the Shaker church 
at Longview was in existence by 1893, because, "there was a 
nucleus of adherents around Kelso and Longview who helped 

.' Barnett pointed out the close relationship between some Shaker and 
some Roman Catholic customs: 

When the Cowlitz, under the leadership of Aiyel, became 
acquainted with this form they made a translation into their 
own language, and in doing so arrived at a different meaning. 
The Cowlitz form is not available, but both the Yakima and the 
Wishram (Chinook) followed the interpretation established 
a:round Longview and they reveal the following modification. 
Instead of saying, "in the name of" the Yakima say, literally, 
"here is." Consequently their sign of the cross, as they 
tou:h the forehead, center, left and right breast regions, 
sig:1.ifies, "Here is the father, here is the son, here is the 
good beart. All the time this way good." Not quite parallel 
is the~ Wishram meaning, which runs: "This is the father, this 
his scm, this his good heart. Thus always good (Barnett 1957, 
234: . 

st.OW!' s 1959 description of the ca. 1907 resurrection of Atwin 
Stockum, a ceremony to which he was eyewitness, included a rendering of 
part of Paddy White's ritual in Cowlitz (Stone 1959; CIT Pet. Ex. A-B67). 
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Aiyel bu:.ld a church on his homestead. 88 

however, Aiyel sold his land to a white 
1957, 69;. 

Very shortly, 
man. "(Barnett 

Barnett noted that the church building at Longview no longer 
existed l~y 1900, and that Iyall Wahawa, with his family, had 
~oved to Yakima and obtained an allotment there (Barnett 
1957, 70;. In fact, several Cowlitz, including Paddy White, 
Lincoln Hhite, and Johnny Johnson, as well as Iyall Wahawa, 
became irwortant Shaker leaders around the turn of the 
century: it may be significant that of the Cowlitz families 
who were early allottees on Yakima, most were Shakers 
(Barnett 1957, 71) .89 During the earliest development of 
Shakerisn on Yakima, the Cowlitz leaders were called to the 
reservat:.on to conduct ceremonies (Barnett 1957, 70). After 
his move to Yakima, Iyall Wahawa's influence reached as far 
as the Ur~tilla Reservation, in Oregon by 1906 (Barnett 
1957, 82; 

However, it would be a mistake to think that Iyall Wahawa's 
move to ~r.akima immediately reduced the Shaker influence 
among the Cowlitz. One of the prominent "resurrections" 
that took place was that of Atwin Stockum, the Lower Cowlitz 
chief, about 1907 (Stone 1959; CIT Pet. Ex. A-867). A 
narrativE~ of this event, by a non-Indian eyewitness, was 
published in 1959 in the Seattle Times. He stated that the 
Shaker PJ~eacher who invited him to the ceremony was, "a Nez 
Perce Indian from Idaho who had married into the Cowlitz 
Tribe" Wtone 1959; CIT Pet. Ex. A-867) .90 It took place 
at Stockum's home, which included a "quite large" room "not 
only used as a living room but as a chapel in which the 
services of the Shaker Church were held." He added, 
"Besides being chief of the tribe Atwin was also the high 

81 \<Icl-Ha-Wa, Ayell, 1891, T11N, R2W, 160 acres, Lewis County, 
Washingtl:m. 

89 Additionally, many of the families later mentioned as "Yakima 
Cowlitz" had early ties to Shakerism, such as Hoffer, Lumley, Teio, and 
Enoch Ab:raham. 

90 "EE~ had traveled widely among the tribes of three states and in 
addition to English and Chinook the trade jargon of the tribes spoke 
fluently EE~veral Indian dialects. He was not only my sponsor but my 
interpreter at the ceremony I attended that afternoon u (Stone 1959; CIT 
Pet. Ex. ),··8.67). Barnett indicated that the Yakima Methodist leaders, 
includin9 3ec)rge Waters, were in touch with the Nez Perce as early as the 
1890's (:Barnett 1957, 83). Both the Waters and Umtuchs families claimed 
Nez Perce marriage alliances. 
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priest of their sect,91 although there were other leaders 
who shared the honor. ~ (Stone 1959; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
867). At the resurrection service, according to Stone, 
there were almost 100 Indians present; it was conducted by 
Paddy White, "another Shaker priest of the tribe who had 
come from some 30 miles down the river to officiate," a 
second, unnamed, Cowlitz Shaker leader, 92 and the Nez 
Perce, also unnamed (Stone 1959; CIT Pet. Ex. A-867J. 

These ceremonies in the 1890's were applied also to the cure 
of the sick. A local white child recalled in her memoivs 
that while she was attending a term at the Freeport schopl, 
Susie LE~wis, a Cowlitz child, invited her to I1go over and 
help drive the evil spirits awayl1 from a sick man: 

Beinq accommodating little girls, we went. As we 
drew near the "sick" hut we saw Indians, hands 
joint~d, jumping up and down and yelling, "Ky-ya­
ky-ya." On the other side, another group was 
beating on pans and ringing bells, keeping time 
and yelling with the others. Two small girls 
began to feel they shouldn't have been quite so 
curious, but Susie led us on to the circle. We 
joined in and began to "ky-ya" very meekly, but a 
few turns around the hut gave us more courage. 

Poor Grandmother just didn't understand. 
The :ndian recovered and for several years this 
writer cherished within her heart the thought that 
she had aided his recovery (Olson 1947, 78). 

Joyce (Kiona) Eyle, born in 1914, made affidavit in 1975 
that when she was a child: 

The older people had their meetings at these 
feast.s [on Cowlitz Prairie) but us kids were not 
allo\<'E~d to make noise or listen but we learned 
what was going on. They discussed how the white 

91 ThiEl would not prevent Stockum from being buried as a Catholic at 
the St. Franc:clis Xavier mission on Cowlitz Prairie in 1912. 

92 Ac:cm::-ding to the CIT petition: 

Iyall Wahawa died on July 7, 1908. Richard lyall, a member of 
the Cowlitz Tribe in 1984, has reported that Iyall wahawa, his 
great g·randfather, was present at the "resurrection" of Atwin 
StockunI, . .. "My uncle Archie [Iyall] . . . has said that 
my grea,t-grandfather, Iyall Wahawa, was a Shaker priest, and 
that he was present at the 'resurrection' \I (CIT Petition Narr. 
136; citing Iyall 1980) . 
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man's missionary was trying'to break up our Indian 
Shaker Church for the white man's religion. The 
whole tribe including my grandmother, Mary Kiona; 
and her father William Yoke attended these 
meetings to protect their church that they had 
attended all their lives [sic] (Eyle 1975) . 

I't is pOBsible that Indian Shaker records from the 
continuillg churches on the Chehalis and Yakima reservations 
would provide more information on activity of the Cowlitz in 
Shakerism. However, no records of this type were submitted 
with the petition. 

Descript:~on by Local Resident, 1890's. In 1947, Mrs. 
Charles Olson of Kelso, Washington, wrote a memoir of her 
childho~i. She grew up in the 1890's and knew the Cowlitz 
Indians of the area: Susan White, who worked for her 
family, had a flattened head (Olson 1947, 74-75). She was 
personally acquainted with the Wannassay family, and 
remarked that after the death of Jack Wannassay, during the 
early 1900's his widow "lived with her relatives on Squaw 
Island and visited frequently among the Olequa and Toledo 
Indians" (Olson 1947, 75). She continued: 

A pic·ture that stands out from childhood memory is 
the coming of the Indians down the Columbia in the 
spr:Lng of the year for their yearly "Pow Wow" 
fathering on "Wappatoe" Island near Cathlamet. 

l'lhat a thrill: watching the coming of ten or 
morf~ canoes, each one holding from six to twenty 
Indians, chanting while every paddle dipped the 
water in unison. On t.he lower end of the 
farm was a large sand bar covered with drift wood. 
HerE~ the Indians always camped for the night on 
their yearly journey to Cathlamet (Olson 1947, 76-
77) . . 

She discussed her mother's preparations for this annual 
visit, with sacks full of biscuits, butter, pails of milk, 
bacon, and smoked salmon, for which the thanks would be, 
"Mahsie ](opa Mika, Mika potlatch kopa neska hiaskloshe mucka 
muck" (Olson 1947, 77). After a week of "bartering and 
gambling," the Indians would return home (Olson 1947, 77). 

Additiolliilly, Olson described the Indians' annual berry 
picking: 

During the season of the wild blackberry 
(olallies), which grew in profusion over the hills 
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and along the river bans, the Indians were 
frequent callers. Many Indians, starting out ver'y 
early in the morning, stopped at the farm homes 
for breakfast before going on to the "olallie 
patches." They were thoughtful enough to divide 
the pickers, not over four stopping at one home. 
During the season the farm wives, while stirring 
the sour batter for hotcakes which they always 
"set" the night before, would make enough extra 
for three or four visitors. At five o'clock in 
the morning the expected company would be 
squatting on the porch waiting for hot cakes 
swir~ning in sugar syrup along with cups of coffee. 
Late in the afternoon they wended their way, 
sin91e file, down the roads to their homes, 
carl~ing large baskets of berries on their backs. 
They picked with both hands, throwing the berries 
over t:heir shoulders into the basket. They wild 
blackberries were dried and used as winter food. 
Sometimes after the drying process, they were 
compressed to form a large cake from which chunks 
could be broken. The farmers' wives were never 
disappointed when "olallie" time was over (Olson 
19·4/,78). 

Olson also mentioned that the Indians worked in the hop 
fields near Olequa in the 1880's and 1890's (Olson 1947, 
82), and commented that the Cowlitz Indian women who 
regularly visited her grandmother's house a mile above Kelso 
usually carried elaborate handwoven baskets to sell (Olson 
1947, 77). 

1900 Federal Census. For coverage of Cowlitz Indians in the 
1900 Federal census, see the Genealogical Technical Report. 

THE COWLITZ 1904-1934 

Introduction. The year 1904 has been chosen as a breaking 
point in the discussion because it represents the initiation 
of Cowlitz claims activity, which within ten years led to 
the establishment of the predecessor of the modern CIT 
organization. To some extent, the year 1904 is a purely 
arbitrary breaking point for a process which took place 
gradually during the decade prior to World War I, which saw 
the death of almost all the Cowlitz leaders who had been 
influenti,:tl since the 1870' s. 
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Newspaper_Mentions. The petition exhibits included 
comparatively few articles from 1913 onwards pertaining to 
the Cowlit.z other than those pertaining to coverage of the 
annual meetings, which are discussed below. There were a 
number of obituaries and similar genealogical information, 
which are discussed in the Genealogical Technical report, 
and a fe~ news and feature articles, particularly on the 
Wannassay family, Mary Pete, and Mary Kiona, published from 
the 1930's through the 1970's. The BrA researcher di~ not 
determine whether this material (CIT Pet. Ex. A-8S7 - A~892) 
represented the full extent of newspaper coverage, or I 
whether the petitioner's researchers had decided not to 
utilize ~ewspaper material fully. 

The newspciper coverage indicated that the local community 
was aware not only of the historical existence of the 
Cowlitz tribe in the past, but that contemporaries were 
still members of that tribe. For example, the obituary of 
Marguerit.e (Wannassay) Cavett, who died in 1943 at Kelso, 
Washingtc~r mentioned that she was "one of the few 'remaining 
members of the Cowlitz Indian tribe" and that she had been 
"born on Gquaw Island in the Cowlitz river, home of many of 
the Cowlj,tz Indians" (Wannassay Papers 1943) . 

The Begir~~ing of Claims Activity. It has often been 
generali~:ed that Indian claims activity in the Pacific 
Northwest~ was the product of. the founding of the Northwest 
Federation of Indians by Thomas G. Bishop in 1910 (CIT Pet. 
Narr., H;2). John B. Sareault did include a statement on 
behalf of the "Cowletz Tribe" in Bishop's pamphlet (Bishop 
1915, 39··,Qlj CIT Pet. Ex. ,A-1837 A-1839). However, the 
start of Cowlitz claims activity predated Bishop'S 
organizat:ion by several years. 

Initiation by Atwin Stockum and Simon Plamondon. Jr. On 
August 8, 1904, Atwin Stockum and his nephew, Simon 
Plamondon, Jr., started an inquiry concerning possible 
Cowlitz claims by means of an attorney in Toledo, 
Washington, who wrote on their behalf, saying, "in substance 
that the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians in that State have never 
had any :reservation lands allotted to them, the region 
formerly occupied by said Indians being now cultivated and 
occupie:d by white men; that Mr. Carpenter has been employed 
by the Lldians to secure for them an indemnity in lieu of 
reservalt ion rights ." (Tonner to Cushman, October 24, 
1904; eI'r Pet. Ex. A-Ill). The immediate response by the 
Federal Government was that on October 24, 1904, the Acting 
COlA A. :. Tonner sent a long overview of Cowlitz history 
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(based on what had appeared in published COlA Reports) to 
the Honorable Francis W. Cushman' saying: 

It does not appear necessary to now consider the 
quee:t:ion as to whether these Indians are entitled 
to jndemnity for the alleged claim on lands, and 
to ClE~termine their rights, if any, to the lands 
clajmed would require, it seems to this office, a 
very careful investigation in the field as well as 
the files and records of this office (Tonner to 
Custman 10/24/1904; CIT Pet. Ex. A-113). 

Tonner ccntinued: 

It is the purpose of the office to endeavor to see 
that the wards of the Government receive justice; 
that whatever claims they may have be duly and 
properly considered; also that the interests of 
the Government be protected. It would seem that 
if these Indians have a just claim, as they a,ver, 
that the same should be presented by petition or 
other appro'priate form to the office or to 
Congl:'e:ss. Such claim should be accompanied by a 
statement of all the facts in the case and such 
evidence as they may see fit to file. There would 
then be something tangible before the office for 
consideration (Tonner to Cushman 10/24/1904; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-113). 

stockum and Plamondon responded by developing and submitting 
the required affidavits. On April 28, 1908, the Acting COlA 
wrote to the Superintendent in Charge, Puyallup Agency, 
Tacoma. in follow-up: 

I inclose for your investigation and report two 
affidavits by Simon Plomondon and "Chief" Atwin, 
respectively, in regard to the alleged right of 
the former to certain land (640 acres) in T. 11 
N., R. 1 W., Washington, covered by donation claim 
No. 41, the N./2 of which was patented to him 
(Sim~n Plomondon), and the 8./2 to his wife 
Henriette Plomondon, by joint patent issued 
Janu~ry 6, 1865. Mr. Plomondon claims to be an 
American Indian, and says that the lands covered 
by the patent (certified copy of which is inclosed 
for your use and information) were sold by his 
fath~r without right or authority to one A. D. 
Wabu,3s for a jug of whiskey; that the purchaser 
and :~is successors have no title to the land and 

106 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 160 of 555 



Historica.l Te!chnical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

that they have ever since 
unla.wfully and by force. 
steps be taken to recover 
posEession of it. 

the sale held it 
He prays that legal 
the land and put him in 

You are requested to make a careful and 
tho!'ough investigation of this case and report the 
resL.lts accompanied by any evidence in the form of 
affidavits which you may deem necessary, with 
recc,mmendation (Acting COlA to Superintendent in 
Cha!'9E~, Puyallup Agency, 4/28/1908; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A- 8]) " 

This fint claim pertained not to a general Cowlitz tribal 
claim fo!' indemnity, but specifically to 640 acres on 
Cowlitz Prairie, which Plamondon defined as his personal 
donation land claim, which had, he asserted, been illegally 
disposed of by his father on April 20, 1861, to Edward D. 
Warbass for whiskey. The petition exhibits include a copy 
of this complaint of Simon Bonaparte Plamondon, "a born 
member of t:he Cowlitz tribe of Indians," in affidavit form, 
dated June 16, 1908, and submitted to Superintendent H.H. 
Johnson elt the Cushman Indian School, prepared by D. F. 
Nessly, eL11 attorney from Toledo, WA (CIT Pet. Narr., 187; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-83 - A-87). This affidavit would serve as 
the basiEi of the Cowlitz claims case all the way through to 
the final, 1973 ICC judgment award. 

Federal C~)vernment Response. In succeeding years, the 
Cowlitz claim was broadened from the original focus on the 
Plamondon donation land claim. On October 8, the Chief 
Clerk of the Indian Affairs Office requested that the 
superintendent of Puyallup Indian'School investigate a 
letter dated September 5/ 1908: 

fron Stackum Corwin, who claims to be Chief of the 
Cow:.itz Indians, saying that the Indians have been 
informed that there was a part of the Cowlitz 
Pra:.rie in Lewis County set aside as a reservation 
for these Indians and that the same is now known 
as the Mission of the Catholic church and that the 
Ind:"ans have received no benefits from the use and 
occupation of this reservation (Conser to 
Superintendent 10/8/1908; CIT Pet. Ex. A-15). 

Conser's letter stated that the OIA was "unable to find any 
record aB to the setting aside of any land in what is now 
Lewis C~lnty as a reservation for the Cowlitz Indians" and 
requested the superintendent at Puyallup "to investigate 
this matter and furnish the Office all the information 
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availabl,~n (Conser to Superintendent 10/8/1908, CIT P~t. Ex. 
A-lSi CIT Pet. Narr., 84).93 

On July ~3, 1909, the Cowlitz presented a further claims 
petition, dated July 7, to the Secretary of the Interior 
through iittorneys Harmon & Hull of Chehalis, Washington (CIT 
Pet. Na~~., 187)." This further claim was a broader 
assertion of aboriginal title to the traditional tribal 
area, and was once more accompanied by an affidavit of Simon 
Plamondon (CIT Pet. Narr., 46). On March 15, 1910, 
Assistant~ COlA F. H. Abbott formally instructed Charles 1;:. 
MCChesney, Esq., Special United States Indian Agent, 
Pendletorl, Oregon, to investigate the basis of the Cowlitz 
petition (Abbott to McChesney 3/15/1910; CIT Pet. Ex. A-2120 
- A-2125) " 

McChesn!~~ Heport . After McChesney's investigation, BIA 
correspondence and reports reflected a significant change in 
attitude toward the Cowlitz Indians since the COlA reports 
of the 1890's which had indicated that the tribe was 
dispersed among white settlers and effectively assimilated. 
On the basis of his March IS, 1910, instructions, McChesney 
met in Chehalis, Washington, with 30 Cowlitz. Interpreters 
were present, one of whom was Frank Iyall (Fitzpatrick 1986, 
171). t-1cChesney's report to the COlA was dated April 20, 
1910 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-114 - A-lIS). He stated: 

That the Cowlitz Indians, consisting of the Upper 
and Lower Bands, occupied in 1855, and had 
occ:u:?ied for many years before (the Indians claim 
proba.bly 200 years), the country somewhat 
indeEinitely described in their petition above 
refe:cred to [July 7, 1909), and which, perhaps, 
contains 3,500 square miles. (McChesney to 
COlA 4/20/1910; CIT Pet. Ex. A-114). 

93 Thece were extensive controversies over Catholic church property 
in Washin~rton, particularly in the late 1880's between the U.S. Army and 
St. James in Vancouver (Schoenberg 1987, 333-335). This statement by 
Stockum may reflect a confused recollection of that 640-acre St. James 
Mission Cla:.tn. 

94 May ::::2, 1911. Legal brief to Secretary of the Interior in re Land 
Contracts with Cowlitz Indians. No.55826-1909 No. 84903 - 1910, J.G .D. 
In reply tc a letter of November 9, 1910, addressed to U. E. Harmon, 
National Eank of Commerce Building, Tacoma, WA (CIT Pet. Ex. A-41.9 - A-
423) . 
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McChesney estimated a Cowlitz population of 400, about 
equally jivided between full and mixed bloods (McChesney to 
COlA 4/20/1910; CIT Pet. Ex. A-114). He concluded: 

As the result of my investigation, I am of the 
opi~ion that the claim of the Cowlitz Indians is a 
just one, and that they should receive 
cOID?ensation for the land they occupied, and 
rec'::>mmend that the necessary action be taken with 
suc~ end in view. The Cowlitz Indians are willing \ 
tel leave the amount of compensation they should 
rec,::i ve to the Government. These Indians are 
indJstrious and self-supporting and reasonably 
int,=lligent, and would make good use of any money 
tha: might be paid them (CIT Pet. Ex. A-114 - A-
115; A-951 - A-954) . 

On the basis of McChesney's investigation, in July 1910, the 
superint.'::ndent wrote: 

I would also recommend that the Cowlitz tribe 
living in the vicinity of Olequa, Washington, be 
als,) allotted [illegible] reservation. These 
Indians, like the Clallams, have never had any 
re~cognition at the hands of the Government and 
we~r,= active allies of the United States during the 
Indian troubles of the early days. These Indians 
are industrious and should be accorded 
recognition. I estimate that there are about 100 
m€~m:)ers of this tribe. 9S The Clallam and the 
Cowlitz Tribes are the only two tribes in 
Sou:hwestern Washington who have preserved their 
tri:)al identity who have not had any recognition 
from the government" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-178 
[in::omplete copy]) [footnote added] . 

Beginnin!:Js of Scholarly Ethnographic Study of the Cowlitz 
Indiansi. Scholarly ethnographic study of the Cowlitz was 
also beginning during the decade from 1904 to 1914. The 
Cowlitz; '",ere briefly mentioned in Lewis' 1906 survey, but 
only in ,::onnection with basketry (Lewis 1906). In 1913, 
Edward S. Curtis published the results of his work with a 
Cowlitz; '",oman named Kaktsamah [Esther Millet], who had been 
born in:he village of Wiyamitih, to document historic 
Cowlitz; village locations (CIT Pet. Narr., 165; A-791-792; 

95 For coverage of Cowlitz Indians by the 1910 Federal census, see 
the Genealogical Technical Report. 
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figure Bll. Curtis did not study the Cowlitz as they 
existed in 1913, but rather worked with Esther Millet to 
determine the locations of the pre-laSS Lower Cowlitz 
villages. 96 

Establisl~ent of a Cowlitz Organization. The establishment 
of a fornal Cowlitz tribal organization seems to have been 
prompted not directly by the efforts of Plamondon and 
Stockum, but by the passage of the 1911 Quinault allotment 
act. Norbert Bouchard, a Cowlitz tribal officer who had 
been born in the spring of 1902, indicated that the early 
meetings were also social occasions. He made affidavit in 
1975 th,at: 

I :re member in the summer of 19 a a, the members of 
the Cowlitz tribe got together for a feast on the 
Cowlitz Prairie. People brought food like sun 
dried salmort, and smoked salmon, smoked and dried 
Dee:r meat, and berries. I can remember attending 
about three gatherings like this. Many of the old 
famili.es came from allover Cowlitz country by 
walking or driving wagons to visit each other and 
have a feast (Bouchard 1975) . 

Quinault idoptions and allotments. The Act of March 4, 1911 
(36 Stat. 1345) directed the Secretary of the Interior to 

make allotments on the Quinaielt Reservation: 

to all members of the Hoh, Quileute, Ozette or 
other tribes of Indians in Washington who are 
affiliated with the Quinaielt and Quileute tribes 
in the treaty and who may elect to take allotments 
on t,1.e Quinaielt Reservation rather than on the 
reservations set aside for these tribes (Cowlitz 
Pet. 1975, 4). 

96 Fit~patrick pointed out that Curtis' work did not cover the Upper 
Cowlitz are.l: 

curti:; recorded the location of 30 Lower Cowlitz prairie 
settll~mEmts along the Cowlitz River to the point where it 
turns s(luth toward the Col umbia River. But, he failed to note 
the pl'E!sence of the Upper Cowlitz or Taidnapam language group. 
Altholl!3"h, he noted that people living at Qe' lt, ten miles east 
of TI)ledo (Tawniluhawihl) , were intermarried with the 
KliJdl:at:, a sahaptin speaking group. Unlike Ray (1966) he 
found them allied by speech and proximity but lacking an over­
all political organization" (Fitzpatrick 1987, 125). 
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On December 4, 1911, the Superintendent, Cushman Indian 
School, Tacoma, Washington, to COlA, referring to a BIA 
Office let.ter of November 28, 1911 offered "suggestions to 
facilitate the enrollment of Indians eligible to allotment 
under the Act of March 4, 1911" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-961). He 
suggested calling a council of the Clallam tribe to revise 
their roll, "and that this schedule be accepted as the roll 
from which allotments to the Clallam tribe be made. « 

(CIT Pet. Ex. A-964 - A-965). He continued: 

The above suggestions apply equally to the Cowlitz 
trite. This tribe is scattered over Southwestern 
wast.ington, the largest settlements being at 
Toledo, Olequa, and Randall. A council held with 
this tribe a few months ago brought out clearly 
that they were considered as affiliated with the 
Quiraielts and Quileutes in the treaties cited 
abo~~. The Indians state that the Government 
trie:cl to force them to move to the Quinaielt 
resE:rvation many years ago, probably shortly after 
the issuance of the Executive order on November 4, 
187~ .97 I recommend that I be also authorized to 
hold a council with the Cowlitz Indians and that a 
roll be prepared in the same manner as suggested 
abovE:: for the Clallam tribe" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-964 -
A-96!3). 

The Superintendent continued: 

When the executive order of November 4, 1873, was 
issued all the Indians in western Washington, 
except the Neah Bays, were under one jurisdiction 
and I am of the opinion that it was the intention 
to :.:nclude in the executive order cited above all 
Indians in Washington west of the Cascade 
Mountains who had not been definitely located on 
somf~ reservation (CIT Pet. Ex. A-966). 

Numerous Indians from throughout western Washington, from a 
variety of tribes, applied for allotments on the Quinault 
reserva.tion under the above act. A large number were 
"adopte:d" by the Quinault council in 1912, an action that 
was late:r revoked after an extensive BIA investigation. The 
procesS! generated extensive informative files which are more 
extensiv,:ly discussed in the Genealogical Technical Report 

97 ~~his order enlarged the original territory of the Quinault 
Reservaticn. 
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(NARS M-1344, 5 rolls; BIA Special Agent Charles Roblin's 
File on Quinaielt Adoptions) . 

While from 1911 through the spring of 1913, the BlA had 
taken the position that "adoptions" resulting in enrollment 
were needed before Cowlitz Indians could be allotted on 
Quinault,98 it reversed this policy in a letter dated March 
5, 1913 (Superintendent, Taholah Indian Agency to COlA 
12/14/1926, citing COlA to Jackson 1/14/1914; CIT Pet. ~x. 
A-436) . \ 

On a further examination of the treaties with the 
respective tribes in the State of Washington and 
the provisions of the Executive Order by which the 
Quinaielt Reservation was created, the Office was 
led to conclude that those members of the Clallam, 
Cow:. it z, Squaxin lsI and and Port Gambl e bands and 
other "fish eating Indians of the Pacific Coast" 
who had not been provided with land elsewhere were 
entit.led to allotment on the Quinaielt Reservation 
without the necessity of showing affiliation with 
the Quinaielt tribe proper, or enrollment 
therewith by adoption or otherwise . 
Acc(,rdingly, the matter was presented to the 
Depa.rtment and on March 5, 1913 the 
recommendations of the Office were approved 
(Superintendent to COlA 12/14/1926, citing COlA to 
Jackson, 1/14/1914; CIT Pet. Ex. A-435). 

On March 21, 1913, the Chehalis Bee-Budget reported that 
Secretary of the Interior Franklin K. Lane had ordered 
allotment::; at Quinault for members of the Cowlitz, Clallam, 
and Squaxon tribes. The paper reported that these 
allotments: were to be made by Superintendent Johnson of the 
Cushman Indian School and F.R. Archer (CIT Pet. Narr., 59; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-844). Subsequently, however, the BIA's 
central office took the position that no instructions had 
been issued to the allotting agents (Finch R. Archer and 
H.H. Johnson, former superintendent) to the effect that 
Indians from Georgetown Bay Center as far south as the 
Columbial :!Uver be allotted on Quinault (~the November 17, 
1919, BrA letter saying that no allotments were to be made 

98 "Pr.Llor to the early part of 1913 the Office advised members of the 
Clallam, Co,,,litz and other' fish eating tribes of the Pacific Coast' that 
in order tc obtain allotments on the Quinaielt Reservation it would be 
necessary fIn' them to become affiliated by enrollment with the Indians of 
that reservattion" (Superintendent to COlA 12/14/1926 i citing COIA to 
Jackson, 1/1-9./1914; CIT pet. Ex. A-435). 
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at Quinault for unenrolled Indians pending legislation in 
Congress; CIT Pet. Narr., 57; CIT Pet. Ex. A-424 - A-425). 
The letter of December 14, 1926, surveyed the history of the 
Quinault allotment project and was designed to clarify the 
situation (Superintendent to COlA 12/14/1926; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-434). 

Cowlitz Besponse to the Ouinault Allotment Proposals. ~fter 
the 1911 passage of the Quinault allotment act, on June\ 6, 
1912, the Chehalis Bee-Nugget reported that 233 Cowlitz 
Indians net at the Glide Theatre in Chehalis to consider 
their land claims against the United States. 99 The tribal 
members f.lere told that a bill was pending before Congress 
that would permit the Cowlitz to take lands at Quinault 
reservation in lieu of a cash settlement should it become 
law. The newspaper reported: "The Cowlitz Indians do not 
feel at this time that they wish to go to the Quiniault 
[sic] co . .mtry to settle on lands away from their homes, and 
near st.r~nge Indians with whom they have never had anything 
in commoCl" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-841). According to the paper, 
because "their aged chieftain, Atwin Stockum of Toledo, 
being infirm and thus incapacitated to act for them," the 
meetin9~ppointed an eight-man committee with authority to 
act for them: John Plomondon of Castle Rock, T.F. Eynard of 
Castle Rock, W.G. Meyers of Winlock, Jim Suterlick of 
Nesika, 3at Kiona of Randle, Jim Iyall of Wapato, Peter 
Kalama of Roy,lOO and J.B. Sareault of Cowlitz (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-841; see also The Morton Mirror, June 14, 1912). 

Deaths of the Chiefs Appointed bv the BIA. The 
reorganization of the Cowlitz administrative structure in 
1911-1912 was apparently accelerated by the deaths of the 
two long-lived traditional chiefs. Captain Peter died in 
1910. HI: had served as chief of the Upper Cowlitz Band for 
32 years. A narrative written by his son, Joe Peter, about 
1952, indicated that he had been involved with the early 
Cowlit.z; ,:::laims activity, and that Peter Kalama had taken his 

99 "~~hE!re are perhaps in the northwest fully a thousand people who 
are entitled to be considered in the proposed government settlement with 
the Cowlitz tribe. Of the original tribe it is estimated that there are 
150 full ::>lc:)ods living, all being quite aged. The others of the one 
thousand a.re full blood descendants and mixed by birth" (Chehalis Bee­
Nugget June 6, 1912; CIT Pet. Ex. A-841). 

100 In 1934, Kalama was secretary of the Nisqual1y Tribe. He was 
married 1:0 ,3. Cowlitz woman, the stepdaughter of Captain Peter (Peter 1954; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-l1S1 - A-1152). 

Peter Kalama died in 1947, age 87. He was the son of a Hawaiian 
father a:nd a Nisqually mother (Olson 1947, 50). 
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papers (Peter 1951; CIT Pet. EX.'A-1161 - A-1162). Atwin 
Stockum died December 1, 1912. Formally appointed by the 
BIA in 1W713, he had served as chief of the Lower Cowlitz 
Band for at least 34 years. There were newspaper, BlA, etc. 
mentions of them in those capacities throughout the period. 

1912/15 E~=qinninglOl of a Cowlitz Organization with Elected 
L~adershiR. After the deaths of Atwin Stockum and Captain 
Peter, there were no longer separate chiefs of the Lower 
Cowlitz c.nd Upper Cowlitz bands. However, from its 
inceptio~., the formal Cowlitz organization featured, for 
many years, alternation of the presidency between Lower 
Cowlitz rretis families and Upper Cowlitz families (see the 
Genealogical Technical Report for an extensive analysis of 
this phenomenon) . 

As of LTune 29, 1913, the Upper Cowlitz Baptiste "Bat" Kiona 
had been "recently chosen chief of the tribe to succeed the 
late At~dn Stockum. ,,102 The Seattle Post-Intelligencer 
reported t.hat the Cowlitz Central Committee, meeting at 
Chehalis, decided to reject the proposal to allot Cowlitz on 
the QUlnault Reservation and offer a counter-proposal 
(Seattle post-Intelligencer 6/30/1913; CIT Pet. Ex. A-843). 

One modern scholar, Darlene Fitzpatrick, whose 1986 
dissertation was included as part of the CIT petition 
(Fitzpat~rick 1986), has ascribed considerable significance 
to the Cowlitz annual meetings: "The Cowlitz Meeting 
developed in its present form in 1915 when they met above 

101 l~t one place, Fitzpatrick indicated that Cowlitz meetings began 
to be held at the Grange Hall in Cowlitz Prairie, Toledo, Washington, 
shortly before World War II (Fitz~atrick 1987, 68). However, there is 
extensive dc,cumentation of Cowlitz meetings beginning in 1912. 
Fitzpatrick's statement in this instance was apparently based on Emma 
Mesplie's ICC testimony, with no reference to the documentation. 
Fitzpatrick discussed the 1915 meeting elsewhere. 

102 "LE'.fllie Spier (1936) documented the existence of an Upper Cowlitz 
chief and his following when he noted: 'Some ten years ago Mr. Thomas 
Crumb of I~orton in the Upper Cowlitz valley told me of a small Sahaptin 
group near thi3.t place. They were called Kaioni or a few families under 
their own chief.' This term is undoubtedly a derivation for the Kiona 
family surn.:l1:l1E~" (Fitzpatrick 1986, 143-144). 

Bapti:;te Kiona died January 24, 1922. Generally speaking, during 
the 1920':; and 1930's, the anthropologists who wrote about the Cowlitz 
tended to dE~pend very heavily on oral information gathered from 
informants;, bC)th Indian and non- Indian, and apparently made no effort to 
verify and s:upport the material they collected by using official 
historical l~~=c:ords or even local newspapers. 
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George B,:rtrand' s general store in Olequa. The Meeting was 
called by Dan Plamondon. II (Fitzpatrick 1986, 65-66). 
She sta,t,:d that the: 

Cowlitz institutionalized a gathering, the 
Mee:ing, in 1915 which occurs today on a biannual 
basis. At the Meeting, held in the aboriginal 
area, Cowlitz principally discuss the land rights 
sui': and distribution of the Indian Claims 
Comnission award, related issues, and federal 
ack:10wledgement as an American Indian tribe. The 
Mee':ing proper is an event involving social 
st~lctural and cultural content alluded to above. 
The class system is operative. And, the Meeting 
has generated emergent Cowlitz ethnicity. 
However, Cowlitz ethnic identity is forged on an 
anvil of their own creation with one another as 
agrainst tradition" (Fitzpatrick 1986, Abstract 
[ii I ) . 

Fitzpatrick stated that, "today, Cowlitz also discuss, as 
they did at the first Meeting, who are the rightful Cowlitz 

., (Fitzpatrick 1986, 67). According to Fitzpatrick, 
one memb<:r still alive, Evelyn Byrnes, recalled attending 
the 1915 meeting in Olequa with her parents (Fitzpatrick 
1986, 68; Irwin 1995, 195). 

Accordin<;J to contemporary newspaper reports, however, the 
"1915 t-'Ie,:ting" was actually a series of meetings, none of 
which were held at Olequa .l03 On March 2, 1915, at 
Chehalis, Washington, the Cowlitz, met with "a few Willapas 
and some Yakimas" to select a delegation to Washington, 
D.C., chJosing Frank Eyell [Iyall] and Peter Kalama: "the 
meetinsr J~onday was presided over by the chief of the 
Yakimas" (Chehalis Bee-Nugget 3/5/1915, CIT Pet. Ex. A-847; 
see also Tacoma Tribune 3/2/1915, CIT Pet. Ex. A-845). On 
March 6, a newspaper mentioned recent meetings of the 
Cowlit2: Tribe (CIT Pet. Ex. A-844i Tacoma Daily Ledger). On 
September 17, 150 persons again met in Chehalis to discuss 
the Cowlitz land claims settlement (CIT Pet. Ex. A-844, A-
847). A:cording to the Chehalis Bee-Budget, the meeting had 
been helj Monday and Tuesday of that week. It indicated 
that the persons attending came from a wide area of western 
WashingtJn, and that many were enrolled on Federal 
reservations: 

103 See the extensive discussion of the 1915/17 list of persons who 
paid dues t:o this organization in the Genealogical Technical Report. 
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Lan=aster Spencer of Toppenish, Wash., presided as 
chairman and George Jack of Gate City was 
sec~etary. Sam Williams of The Dalles, Ore., 
Cha~les Pete of Castle Rock, Mrs. Mary Longfred of 
:Roy, Mrs. Annie Hi ten of Tenino and Mrs. Fr·ances 
Nor:hover of Wapato, were named as a committee 
who:;e business it will be to make up a certified 
and absolutely accurate roll of all of the 
sur'riving members of the Cowlitz tribe. This list' 
is n,ecessary as a basis on which to make a request' 
of congress for an appropriation covering a money I 
sett:lement with the Cowlitz people (Chehalis Bee­
Nu~u~t 9/17/1915; CIT Pet. Ex. A-847). 

Cowlitz 1Jibal Organization: Record Retention and 
DestructjJ~l. The majority of the official records kept by 
the Cowlj.tz Tribe of Indians organization from 1915 through 
the 1960's were supposedly destroyed by a fire in the home 
of a former secretary (Irwin 1995, 212). The petition 
submitte~l, and BIA researchers were also given during their 
field ref:earch, numerous documents which had been retained 
unofficially by former officers and members. During the 
summer of 1995, the CIT submitted a petition supplement 
containi~g papers of Clifford Wilson who was chairman during 
the 1960's. The major series of material that may survive, 
but which was not made available to BIA researchers, were 
any papers retained by the Sareault family for the period 
from the mid-1930's through the 1950's. As is noted below, 
that is the least well-documented period, for which very 
little evidence pertaining to the organization's internal 
activities: and membership has been located. However, 
external accounts documented the organization's continued 
existence and, to a limited extent, its activities. 

Little evidence of the activity of this group, other than 
claims material, was found in BIA records. One example was 
that on July II, 1922: 

a re~resentative of the Cowlitz tribe of Indians 
call;~d at this office for the purpose of 
prot,:sting against the action of Examiner of 
Inheritance Stuart H. Elliott in regard to the 
heir:3hip hearings. . at Auburn, Washington. 

The Indians advise me that the expense incident 
to attending this hearing would be about $20. per 
head and would take them away from their farming 
work, .and labor in the camps, and they 
respE~c·tfully request that this and all other 
hear:~:ngs involving the lands of the deceased 
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Cowlitz Indians be held at Mossy Rock which is the 
most central point for the Indians and the place 
they hold all of their meetings (Sams to COlA 
7/1:~/1922; CIT Pet. Ex. A-44l). 

This indicated that for purposes other than claims, Cowlitz 
meetings were being held not at Chehalis, but in the Cowlitz 
River valley. 

Compilat:L,on of Charles A. Roblin's Schedule of unenroll~d 
Indians :L:n Western Washington (Roblin Roll), 1919. The 
circumstances leading up to the preparation of this list 
were oescribed on November 17, 1919, by E. B. Merritt, 
Assistant COlA, in a letter to Dr. Otis o. Benson, Supt. 
Taholah Indian School (CIT Pet. Ex. A-424 - A-425) .l04 The 
instruct:Lons to Roblin were issued on November 27, 1916, 
covering both an investigation of applications for Quinault 
enrollment and allotment and preparation of a list of 
"unattached" Indians of northwestern Washington and the 
Puget Sound area (CIT Pet. Ex. A-424). Roblin's letter to 
the COlA accompanying his final report was dated January 31, 
1919 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-955 - A-960). Roblin's full assessment 
of the situation of the Cowlitz Tribe was as follows: 

1914 

1920 

1933 

The idea that the Government will pay six thousand 
dollars per head to persons of Indian blood is 
particularly persistent among the descendants of 
the Cowlitz Indians. This is probably due to the 
fact that the Cowlitz tribe seems to have a better 
foundation for a claim than the other tribes of 
wes1:ern Washington. No treaty was ever made and 
concluded with the Cowlitz indians and no benefits 
were ever received by this tribe in return for 
their being dispossessed of their lands. This is 
not, apparently, from any fault of the United 
States, but because the Cowlitz Indians 
per:3istently refused to enter into a treaty. 
Their status is practically the same as that of 
the Chinook tribe, with whose descendants a 

104 The Taholah Agency developed as follows during this period: 
Establishment of Taholah Indian Agency (Cowlitz Pet. Narr. 
1987, 25). It originally included only the Quinaielt and 
Shoalwater Bay reservations (A-408). 
July 1. Taholah Agency jurisdiction enlarged to include 
Skokomish Reservation, Chehalis Reservation, Nisqually 
Reservation Squaxin Island Reservation (A-408). 
July 1. Neah Bay Indian Agency discontinued. Taholah Agency 
enlarged to include Makah, Quileute, Ozette, and Hoh (A-40B). 
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settlement was made a few years ago (Roblin to 
COlA 1/31/1919; CIT Pet. Ex. A-9S8). 

There are very few full-blood Cowlitz Indians 
left. Those few are settled along the upper 
reaches of the Cowlitz river, and most of them 
have taken up homesteads in the mountain valleys. 
The;reat majority of the descendants of this 
trib~ are mixed bloods. They are scattered all 
over the states of Washington and Oregon. There 
are50me Cowlitz families in San Juan County, and 
nort::lern island [sic] county of the State of 
WashLngton, and I found them in practically every 
coun~:y in Western Washington (Roblin to COlA, 
1/31/1919; CIT Pet. Ex. A-9S8) .105 

In the early days this tribe was closely 
associated with the Klickitat and Yakima Indians, 
and, as they had no reservation of their own, many 
of them drifted across the mountains or up the 
Coluriliia River, lived with and intermarried with 
the ::ndians on the Yakima Reservation, and were 
eventually allotted lands there. I was on the 
clerical force at Yakima Agency for four years, 
from 1903 to 1907, and I remember talking with 
some of the Yakima allottees, who were Cowlitz 
Indians, of the early history of the Cowlitz Tribe 
(Roblin to COlA 1/31/1919; CIT Pet. Ex. A-9S8). 

The C~wlitz tribe was a powerful tribe, and in the 
early days constituted the IIblue blood ll of western 
washington. They were independent, fearless and 
aggressive; and they refused to subordinate 
themselves to the white man by entering into a 
treaty with him. Their descendants have the same 
qualities which placed their ancestors in the 
position of leaders. They have been progressive 
and industrious, and there are very few of the 
present representatives of the tribe who are not 
in good circumstances. They have homesteaded 
lands, made good homes, raised families much above 
the average, are in good standing in the 
communities in which they live, and are far from 
IIhomeless ll or lIindigent" (Roblin to COlA 
1/31/1919; CIT Pet. Ex. A-9S8). 

lOS The petition contained a distribution map based on the Roblin Roll 
(CIT Pet. Nat"r., 182). See Map Supplement for a copy. 
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The present representatives of this tribe are 
active in the work of the Northwestern Federation 
of A.merican Indians, and they have prepared lists 
of members, one of which was forwarded to your 
Office, I am informed, by the late Dr. McChesney, 
Super-visor. I know from my own knowledge of the 
Yakima allotment schedules that this list contains 
the names of many Yakima allottees. It is very 
difficult to get accurate or dependable 
inforomation about the membership of this tribe. 
The prospect of a fat payment has brought forth a 
horde of claimants, many of whom have been 
allotted or are enrolled at some of the Washington 
agencies, but who can probably establish the 
possession of some Cowlitz blood. I have tried to 
eliminate all those from the schedule submitted, 
as well as I could (Roblin to COlA 1/31/1919; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-959). 

The petition exhibits and supplementary exhibits presented 
copies of numerous affidavits made for purposes of the 
Roblin Roll, and a map of Cowlitz population in 1919 based 
entirely on it (CIT Pet. Narr., 182). The full file is 
available on microfilm (Roblin 1919a; NARS M-1343) and was 
utilized by BIA researchers. For full discussion, see the 
Genealogical Technical Report. 

For discussion of the Cowlitz population as it appeared in 
the 1920 Federal census, see the Genealogical Technical 
Report. 

Post-Roblin Roll Cowlitz contacts with the BIA, 1920-1934: 
chronology and analysis. In 1918, the report of the BIA's 
Cushman Trades School at Tacoma, Washington, had stated: 

Members of the Cowlitz and Clallam tribes 
scattered among the whites on the public domain 
maintain a business organization which meets 
periodically at Tacoma to discuss ways and means 
for obtaining recognition in the way of lands or 
money from the U. S. government. So far as is 
knolf.mo, this organization, or organizations, have 
no official recognition and exert little influence 
except among the land hungry (CIT Pet. Narr., 137; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-623). 

McDowell_Report, 1920. On November 1, 1920, Malcolm 
McDowell issued a "Report on the Indians of Western 
Washinsrt::m" to the Board of Indian Commissioners (CIT Pet. 
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Ex. A-14CI!3 - A-1416). He estimated the existence of 490 
unat tache~d Cowlitz Indians (McDowell 1920, 77), mentioned 
the pending legislation to authorize Cowlitz claims 
(McDowell 1920, 78), and summarized the situation as 
follows: 

The Cowlitz Indians in 1855 lived in the 
southwestern part of Washington. The Johnson 
bill, introduced in their behalf, has received a 
favcrable report from the Secretary of the 
Interior, for there seems to be no question that 
their land was taken from them without 
compensation, without their consent, and that no 
reservation was set apart for them. 

In 1909 the Cowlitz Indians presented their claims 
in a petition to the Secretary of the Interior, 
who sent Special Indian Agent McChesney to 
Washington to investigate the matter. Mr. 
McChesney arrived at the conclusion that the claim 
of the Cowlitz Indians was a just one and that 
they should receive compensation for the land 
which they had occupied and of which they had been 
disp:::lssessed. There are only a few hundred 
Cowlitz Indians in Washington and some of them are 
call,:d Chehalis. In early days the Cowlitz was a 
powe:rful tribe and refused to enter into any 
trea':ies with the white man. The majority of 
thest: Indians living in Washington are classed as 
mixed bloods (McDowell 1920, 79-80). 

The lands of the Cowlitz Indians simply were taken 
away from them without payment or promise, turned 
into the public domain, and later acquired by 
white men, all the proceeds going to the 
Government . There appears to be sound 
just:Lfication back of the claims of the Cowlitz 
and Clallam Indians, and though I am opposed to 
what seems to be a growing tendency to send any 
tribal claim to the Court of Claims, I am of the 
opin:.on that Congress should pass a bill giving 
the Cowlitz and Clallam Indians, at least, the 
right to go to that tribunal (McDowell 1920, 82) 

BIA inter~:tion with Cowlitz Indians 1920-1934. The 
petition did not present newspaper coverage of Cowlitz 
annual meetings from 1922 to 1950. However, material 
submitted by the Wannassay family included newspaper 
coverage oJ: the meetings of 1927, 1934, 1937, and 1938, all 
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of which were held at Chehalis (Wannassay Papers). In 1975, 
Cowlitz: Tribal Chairman Joseph E. Cloquet, who had been born 
in 1921, made affidavit that the first meeting he attended 
with hi.s father was held in 1929 (Cloquet 1975). By April, 
1922, ,]"o::m Ike Kinswa had been chosen to succeed Daniel 
Plamondo:1. At that time, he wrote from Silver Creek, 
Washin9ton, to "Dear Sir" at the Taholah Agency, stat~ng: 

Well Jack Skamink was here last week he was 
telling me that you told him for me to make 
Cowlitz Indians sign up and I don't really 
und,:rstand what for I will make them sign up and I 
wa.n·: you to explain to me about that and sent me 
the copy if you got it and soon I will show it the 
people here and it is all for this time. Ans soon 
(Ik,: to Taholah Agency 4/28/1922) . 

The supedntendent at Taholah replied that he was trying to 
obtain a census of the Cowlitz Indians: 

[w] ::1at I wish is a list of all the Cowlitz Indians 
by Eamilies, what is called a census. If you can 
giv,: me this information, or have records of these 
pe~?le from which I can make up a correct census, 
I ~~uld like to meet you at Chehalis and make up 
the same. I have a list of the Indians as 
pre:?ared by Mr. Roblin,106 but he has included 
the Chehalis Indians and other Indians who are on 
oth:r rolls, and I want a roll of just the Cowlitz 
Indians who live in that section of the country or 
who are not on any other roll, or allotted 
any~here else (Sams to Ike 5/3/1922; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-431, A-316). 

During t1e mid-1920's, the Taholah Agency under 
Superint'=ndent William B. Sams became much more aggressive 
about claiming jurisdiction over and responsibility for the 
Cowlitz, sometimes to the point of overstepping technical 
accuracy in its statements. On January 12, 1923, the 
Taholah Indian Agency's head referred to a "Cowlitz 
Reservation" which was "situated East of Chehalis, on 
Cowlitz :~iver" as under his authority {Taholah Indian Agency 
to Chief Medical Supervisor of the Indian Affairs Bureau 

106 Scuos had requested a copy of the Cowlitz section of the Roblin 
Roll from Superintendent W. F. Dickens at Tulalip on April 15, 1922, "as 
I wish t,:;! ::heck over the list with some of the Indians and find out who is 
dead, rnard.ed born &c." (Sarns to Dickens 4/15/1922; CIT Pet. Ex. A-431). 
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1/12/1923; CIT Pet. Ex. A-16; CIT Pet. Ex. A-432). Again, 
on April 12, 1923, "the Cowlitz Reservation located in the 
Cowlitz l~iver Valley" was mentioned by Taholah as under its 
jurisdict:icm: 

In addition thereto there are large numbers of 
detached Indians homesteaders scattered from 
Eatonville, in the North East of LaGrande, 
Lon9rnire, Randle, Cispus, Mossy Rock, Silvercreek, 
Ethe~l, Chehalis, Toledo, Castle Rock, Kelso, 
Car!'ols, Kalama, Vancouver, Camas, Stevenson and 
other points. There are also a number of allotted 
enrclled Indians belonging to the Quinaielt 
Reservation who are living at Castle Rock, Kelso, 
. .. (CIT Pet. Ex. A-17; CIT Pet. Ex. A-444 
[incomplete] ) . 

However, on October 8, 1924, Sams wrote to Mr. C.B. 
Fitzgerald, State Chairman, State Central Committee, 
Seattle, Washington, that, "[a]mong the unattached Indians, 
I note the Cowlitz Indians--490. They are under my 
jurisdiction, but I can advise you that they are scattered 
all over:he northwest, and there are not more than thirty 
or forty of them in the Cowlitz country" (Sams to 
Fitzgerald, 10/8/1924). As a comparison with the 
residential pattern of a federally acknowledged tribe in the 
same time period, Sams indicated in the same letter that of 
the 719 Indians who belonged to the Quinault Reservation, 
"less than 150 live on the reservation. The others are 
scattered around at Bay Center, Seattle, Tacoma, Portland 
and all oVI:r the northwest, and I have no way of reaching 
them as their addresses are not known to me" (Sams to 
Fi tzgerald" 10/8/1924). 

It is not clear that the Cowlitz at the time were fully 
appreciative of this revived level of BlA concern. W.B. 
8ams, Superintendent of the Taholah Agency, on July 24, 
1924, included "the Cowlitz Tribe who are living on the 
public domain in the Cowlitz River Valley" when he 
identified the Indians under his jurisdiction who had served 
in World War I for the COlA (8ams to COlA 7/24/1924, CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-428). On January 7, 1925, he wrote to the COlA: 

I have been unable up to this time to get any of 
the CJwlitz Indians to meet for the purpose of 
deliv':ring the certificates of appreciation [for 
World War I military service]. While it is an 
easy matter to get a crowd of reservation Indians 
together almost any time, the outside Indians, 
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such as the Cowlitz, live long dist.ances apart and 
it :.:5 almost impossible to get them together 
except in the summer time when they can travel 
about with some degree of comfort. Most of them 
are engaged in work in the woods and mills where 
they ,:ire drawing good wages and they do not like 
to :.,eave their work for the purpose of holding 
meetings (Sams to COlA 1/7/1925; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
430; 

March 30, 1925, Superintendent Sams wrote to John Ike about 
coming to the Cowlitz Indian meeting in May to present 
certificates of appreciation for World War I military 
service (CIT Pet. Narr., 54; CrT Pet. Ex. A-327). 

As late iiS May 14, 1926, Superintendent at Taholah, writing 
to the COlA justifying his request for a salary increase, 
stated that, IIthis jurisdiction covers the entire Southwest 
Washington, including the small reservations of Quinaielt, 
Skokomish, Nisqually, Squaxin Island, Chehalis, Georgetown, 
Cowlitz, Humptulips, and the unattached Indians scattered 
all throll<gh the jurisdiction ll (Sams to COlA 5/14/1926; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-18). In 1929, Sams described Charles Forrest as 
II a hal f -blood Indian of the Cowlitz Tribe II (Sams to Chief of 
police, Tacoma, Washington, 7/12/1929). 

This jurisdictional claim on the part of the superintendent 
of the Ta.holah Agency was not backed by policy statements 
from th.e office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. On 
October :25, 1933, COlA John Collier wrote to Mr. Lewis 
Lay tor.. 0:: Tacoma, Washington, mak.ing quite explicit that 
under thl~ standards applied by the BIA at that date I the 
Cowlitz Indians were not officially regarded as a tribe: 

Th.e receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 
October 5, making application for enrolment [sic] 
wit~ the Cowlitz tribe of Indians; and stating 
tha': several of your relatives would like to be 
enDJlled therewith. 

No ,:mrolments [sic] are now being made with the 
rem~ants of the Cowlitz tribe which in fact, is no 
lon<;er in existence as a communal entity. There 
are, of course, a number of Indians of Cowlitz 
des,:::ent in that part of the country, but they live 
sca:tered about from place to place, and have no 
res,:!rvation under Governmental control. Likewise, 
th~v have no tribal funds on deposit to their 
credit in the Treasury of the United States, in 
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whi:h you and your relatives might share if 
enrolled. 

Onl:r Indians who have the status of Federal wards 
are entitled to free hospitalization at a 
Government Indian hospital (Collier 1933) . 

Throughout this period, the majority of BIA contacts with 
the Cowl:.t:z concerned the Upper Cowlitz families who held 
public domain trust allotments and homesteads. This 
included not only heirship determinations (CIT Pet. Nart., 
38-41, including some non-Cowlitz properties), but also 
prohibition of attempted county government sales for non­
payment (If taxes (Sams to Treasurer of Lewis County, 
3/17/1924; CIT Pet. Ex. A-320). During the 1920's, Taholah 
also represented the interests of the Cowlitz Indians vis a 
vis state and county agencies. In 1928, writing re Cowlitz 
fishing rights (CIT Pet. Ex. A-544 - A-547), the 
superintendent commented that, "It would look as though the 
State intends to enforce the law against the Cowlitz Indians 
for the reason that they have no treaty with the Government 
and no reservation" (CIT Pet. Narr., 53; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
546) .107 The state refused to change its position, so the 
superintendent requested John Ike to explain the new 
regulations to the tribe (CIT Pet. Ex. A-546 - A-547). Joyce 
(Kiona) Eyle recalled in 1973 that John Ike "use to visit 
around anj talk one place and then another," and that the 
Upper Cowlitz, during the 1920's, would visit and discuss 
claims, "sometimes at George Santanas' sometimes at Sarah 
Castami's, and sometimes at Walter Philip's place" (CIT Pet. 
Narr., 191-192; citing Irwin 1973). In 1975, recalling 
meetings :1eld by Cowlitz elders to defend the Shaker church 
(see above), she stated: 

The people I can remember attending those meetings 
were my grandmother, Mary Kiona; My great­
grandfather William Yoke; the Philips, the 
Suda:.1egs, James Scarborough, the Casamis, Satanas. 
Bat Kiona was the leader along with Old man Ike 
also lyle and Eyle. Lot more families were there 
but J: can't remember all of them as I was just a 
younsr 9'irl when I saw and heard these things (Eyle 
1975) . 

107 It: :;b.ou1d be noted that the three specific cases cited in the CIT 
petition nal:rative pertained not to Cowlitz Indians, but to non-Cowlitz 
Indians who \\Iere fishing in the Cowlitz River (CIT Pet. Narr., 52, 115). 
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For infol~ation concerning the attendance of Cowlitz 
children (both Upper Cowlitz families and Lower Cowlitz 
metis families) at BIA schools during the 1920's and 1930's, 
and Taho]ah Agency supervision of Cowlitz Indian children in 
the publi.c schools during the same period, see the 
Genealogi.cal Technical Report. 

On May 2~. 1929, the Taholah Agency Report estimated th~ 
Cowlitz population at 600 Indians "widely scattered in 
southwestern Washington" in "seven or eight counties II (~IT 
Pet. Narl·., 84; CIT Pet. Ex. A-3). On July I, 1929, the 
agency inl:ormed the COlA: 

In response to your card dated June 24, 1929, the 
following information relating to the status of 
the lands occupied by the Chinook and Cowlitz 
Indj.ans: A very few of the Cowlitz Indians have 
Indj.an homesteads on the public domain, twelve in 
number .108 These Indians have no reservation 
lands. They live among the white people and are 
widely scattered in Chehalis and Lewis Counties 
(Tahoiah to COlA 7/1/1929; CIT Pet. Ex. A-SO) 
[footnote added] . 

During this period, the Taholah Agency also had contact with 
individucll Cowlitz on miscellaneous matters. For example, 
on Februcl:ry 9, 1928, W.B. Sams, Superintendent, Taholah, 
wrote to Mrs. L. E. Lane, Portland, Oregon (a Wannassay 
descendant). She had written on February 4, 1928, stating 
that she was full blood Cowlitz and desired an allotment on 
Quinault. He replied that since she had informed him that 
her parents and older siblings were allotted on Yakima, she 
should apply there (Sams to Lane 2/9/1928; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
413). In 1930, Dorothy Seale of Rochester, Washington, 
wrote the agency concerning the welfare of Harry J. 
Cheholtz, son of James H. Cheholtz (Cowlitz) and Katie 
(Williamsl) Cheholtz (Chehalis, who lived on the Oakville 
reservation) (Seale to Indian Field Agency, Hoquiam, 
Washington, 6/3/1930). The superintendent replied: 

Mr. James H. Cheholtz to whom you refer is not an 
enrolled member of any tribe, but what is known as 
a c:.t.izen Indian having lived among the white 
people and away from reservations all his life. 

108 This count was too low. See the Genealogical Technical Report, 
Appendix ItI. 

125 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 179 of 555 



Historical Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

The :ounty authorities are obliged to feed such 
people and you should call ~im to their attention 
at once. You may show them this letter (Sams to 
Seale, 6/4/1930). 

Attempt!!1 to get legislation authorizing the "Cowlitz Tribe 
of Indians n to submit claims to the Court of Claims, 1915 -
1927. The petition included a summary schedule listing of 
bills subl1itted on behalf of the Cowlitz Indians' claims 
initiative, in both the House and Senate, for 1915, 1916, 
1917, 1919, 1919, 1920, 1921, 1923, 1924, 1927, 1928, which 
was passed, but vetoed by Calvin Coolidge on May 18, 1928 
(H.R. Exe:::. Doc. No. 319, 70th Cong., 1st Sess. (May 19, 
1928); CIT Pet. Ex. A-96 - A-98), and 1929 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
167). This series of bills was introduced in Congress to 
give thE~ ':ourt of Claims jurisdiction over the Cowlitz case 
(CIT Pet. Narr., 45, 78). Generally, in accordance with the 
official.?ederal Government policy at the time, the 
Departmen: of the Interior opposed the proposed legislation. 
On March .28, 1924, Secretary Hubert Work wrote to Honorable 
J. W. Harn:!ld, Chairman, Committee on Indian Affairs, United 
States Se:1ate: 

The :records show that as early as 1893 these 
India.ns were reported as being scattered through 
the ;30uthern part of the State of Washington, most 
of t:1em living on small farms of their own; that 
they hardly formed a distinct class, having been 
so completely absorbed into the settlements; and 
that fully two-thirds of them were citizens and 
very generally exercised the right of suffrage. 
In 1.310 Special Agent Charles E. McChesney 
repo:rted that these Indians were industrious, 
self-supporting, and reasonably intelligent. 

In view of the foregoing it will be seen that 
the: Cowlitz Indians are without any tribal 
org'anization, are generally self -supporting, and 
have been absorbed into the body politic. 

Furthermore, it may be said that this tribe 
neve::- entered into any treaty or agreement with 
the United States whereby its right and title to 
any particular tract or reservation of land were 
recoqnized by the Government, and it is doubted, 
then~fore, whether it has any claims which would 
stand the test of judicial inquiry, as the courts 
have held that the rights of Indians to the lands 
they occupied in their natural state were merely 
rights of habitat and usufruct, and that the 
Indians acquired no proprietary interests in the 
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va.s': terri tory over which they roamed. (Johnson 
v. l-1cIntosh, S. Wheat. 542) (Work to Harreld 
3/2:3/1924) . 

In his 1328 veto, President Coolidge stated: 

The:Ole claims are not based on any treaty or 
agreement between the United States and these 
Ind,Lans, nor does it appear to me that they are 
predicated upon such other grounds as should 
obl,Lgate the Government at this late day to defend 
a suit of this character. The Government should 
not be required to adjudicate these claims of 
ancient origin unless there be such evidence of 
u.nmistakable merit in the claims as would create 
an obligation on the part of the Government to 
admit them to adjudication. It seems to me that 
such evidence is lacking (H.R. Exec. Doc. No. 319, 
70th Cong., 1st Sess (May 19, 1928). 

Most of the surviving records of the Cowlitz tribal 
organization pertain to the claims initiative. By February 
1, 1917, the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians was sufficiently well 
organizeci that J. F. Spencer, of Toppenish, Washington, 
wrote to Frank Wannassay, of Kelso, Washington, on "Cowlitz 
Tribe of Indians" letterhead. According to the letterhead, 
the or'ganization had the following off icers: President, D. 
A. Plomondon, Castle Rock, Washington; Vice President, C. C. 
Eynard, Castle Rock, Washington; Secretary, J. F. Spencer, 
Toppenish, Washington; Treasurer and Delegate, Frank lyall, 
Toppenish, Washington. The executive committee comprised 
Charles :?ete, Castle Rock, Washington; John Ike , Silver 
Creek, Washington; Tenas Pete, Oakville, Washington; and 
Mary l,onqfred, Nisqually, Washington. 

On Nove~)er 9, 1917, the Chehalis Bee-Budget reported that 
represen1:.atives of the Cowlitz Indian tribe had again met in 
Chehalis, on this occasion to hire an attorney for land 
claims: "Much Indian oratory was manifested, some of the 
men bei~~ splendid speakers." Dan Plamondon presided (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-848). It was mentioned that during the spring, 
"an agent from Washington secured an accurate enrollment of 
all members of the tribe" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-848). This was 
apparently a reference to the compilation of the Roblin Roll 
(see be low) . 

The attendance was not as large as was expected 
owing to the fact that word of the meeting failed 
to :reach some of the members in other parts of the 
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sta.te. There were delegates present from Wapato, 
North Yakima, Willapa Harbor, Gray's Harbor, Lewis 
ccn.:nty, Pacific county and various other places . 

Owing to the fact that there were not 
re~resentatives of all the Indians present to sign 
the contract, Sam Smith of the Oakville 
rE:servation was assigned to visit members of the 
tribe at other meetings to be held soon at North' 
Yakima, Olequa and other places, to secure their 
signatures (CIT Pet. Ex. A-848). 

During the next couple of years, Yakima Indians continued to 
play an important role in the Cowlitz organization. On 
February 20, 1918, Frank Iyall mentioned Mr. J. F. Spencer, 
"treasur~r of the Cowlitz organization, who is also the 
secretari" (F. A. lyall, Delegate of The Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians, New Capitol Hotel, Washington, D.C. to the members 
of the Executive Committee of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, 
c/o Mr .• Joe Northover, Harrah, WA; BIA Area Office, 
Portland, Oregon). J.F. Spencer was the son of Yakima chief 
Lancaste::- Spencer. 

On May 1:3, 1921, Dan Plamondon, president of Cowlitz Tribe, 
presided over the "annual tribal meeting" in Chehalis. 
Frank Iyall was selected to return to Washington, D.C. to 
press the claims. "There were many speeches made, both in 
English Clnd in the Indian language" (Chehalis Bee-Nugget, 
5/13/192J.; CIT Pet. Ex. A-849). There were "about fifty 
present, representatives from Lewis county points, Pacific 
county, Yakima, Toppenish, and various points in Oregon" 
(ChehaliEL Bee-Nugget, 5/13/1921; CIT Pet. Ex. A-849). 

In 1925, the Cowlitz were omitted from the successful 
general Washington claims authorization bill H.F. 2694 at 
their o", .. r: request (CIT Pet. Ex. A- 98, A-1 73). There is one 
reference in BIA correspondence to an annual meeting having 
been plar:ned for May of that year (Sams to Ike 3/30/1925; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-327). 

The efforts to collect money from persons residing on the 
Yakima Reservation to support Cowlitz claims efforts, as 
shown by the 1915/17 dues list (see the Genealogical 
Technical Report), apparently continued during the next 
decade. On March 8, 1927, the assistant COlA wrote to Evan 
W. Estep, Superintendent of the Yakima Agency, responding to 
Estep's le!tter of February 26, 1927, regarding Cowlitz 
claims: 
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This Office has received no information concerning 
any persons collecting money from individuals of 
the Cowlitz tribe, in order to finance the 
presentation of the Cowlitz' claims to the Court 
of Claims or to Congress. You are requested to 
obtain as full information as is possible at your 
age~cy and report to this Office at the earliest 
practicable date as to the extent of these 
collections and the approximate amount of money 
collected from Cowlitz Indians of your agency" 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-153 - A-154) 

In 1928, President Coolidge vetoed a Cowlitz claims 
authorization bill that had successfully passed both houses 
of Congress (Fitzpatrick 1986, [235]). On May 3, 1929, the 
Assistant COlA wrote Mrs. Alice McCoy of Castle Rock, 
Washingtcn, re two bills on Cowlitz claims that had been 
introduce,d in the 70th Congress, H.R. 167 and S. 740: 

Should the Cowlitz Indians obtain a jurisdictional 
act and have their claims adjudicated by the Court 
of Claims none of those who are of the blood of 
that. tribe will be permitted to assume tribal 
memr>E=rship now with the Cowlitz Indians if they 
havE~ become affiliated with some other tribe and 
receive benefits elsewhere. Nor will anyone be 
pernlitted to go into the Cowlitz Tribe unless the 
tribe approves an application to have the 
Secretary grant authority for them to participate 
(Cr~ Pet. Ex. A-162).· 

On June ~), 1929, O.H. Keller, Deputy Disbursing Agent, 
Taholah ::ndian Agency wrote to E. G. Potter that: 

the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians are within my 
jur:.:sdiction but I do not have anything to do with 
the papers in connection with establishing the 
cla~m of the Cowlitz Indians. They are evidently 
in the hands of the attorney or of the Business 
Co~~ittee of the Cowlitz Indians who are looking 
aftE~r the matter. I am unable to tell you who 
the:;e parties are (Keller to Potter 6/5/1929 i CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-410). 

In 1930, apparently because of the 1928 veto, an effort was 
made to amend the more general 1925 bill to authorize the 
Cowlitz ':0 sue in Court of Claims (CIT Pet. Ex. A-173). 
This effort was continued in 1930 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-173 - A-
176) . 
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The next specific references to ~he holding of Cowlitz 
annual meetings occurred in 1931, when one was held on June 
6 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-395). Another was held October 3, 1931, 
at Chehalis, Washington, the minutes of which were examined 
by a BrA official in 1932 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-395). As of 1932, 
James E. Sareault was serving as attorney for the Cowlitz 
I~dian Tribe (CIT Pet. Narr., 47). On January 23, 1932, 
Sareault notified H.O. Nichelson, u.s. Indian Agent, 
Hoquiam, that the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians would call a 
meeting in Chehalis soon to enter into attorney contract for 
claims (CIT Pet. Ex. A-254). On February 15, 1932, Frank 
lyall, IJ • .B. Sareaul t, Mrs. Henry Senn, and Henry St. Germain 
signed CO:1tracts on behalf of the Cowlitz with the law firms 
of william B. Lewis of Spokane,and Serven & Patten & John 
G. Cart.er of Washington, DC (CIT Pet. Narr., 48, 190). 

On April 15, 1932, Frank A. Cloquet of Yelm, Washington, 
wrote N.O. Nicholson, Superintendent of the Taholah Agency, 
asking when and where the next Cowlitz Indian meeting was to 
be held and asking if there was any news of a settlement 
since the last time Cloquet had been at Hoquiam in March 
(Cloquet to Nicholson 4/15/1932). The superintendent 
replied th,at he had no information (Nicholson to Cloquet 
4/16/1932; . 

This 1932 meeting was held in the Moose Hall, Chehalis, 
Washington (CIT Pet. Ex. A-256). The BIA official present 
compiled Cl report on February 16 which indicated that about 
65 people, "apparently all Cowlitz Indians," were present in 
the mornin9. When it reconvened in the afternoon, about 92 
were present. The meeting elected four delegates and ,four 
alternateEi. The BIA observer not~d that the meeting had 
been advez"tised in three Tacoma papers, two Portland papers, 
two Chehalis papers, one Centralia paper, and one Winlock 
paper; adc,itionally, notices had been mailed by the 
secretaryll!l to 50 or 60 persons whom it was thought might 
not receiv~ notice of the meeting through the papers (CIT 
Pet. Ex. }\,'"394 - A-396) . 

Scholarly fltudies, 1920's and 1930's. Academic researchers 
continued studies of the Cowlitz Indians throughout the 
1920's and the 1930's. The major studies were by James Teit 
(Teit 1928), Thelma Adamson (Adamson 1934), Erna Gunther 
(Gunther 1940), and Melville Jacobs (Jacobs 1937). Jacobs 

worked witr.l Upper Cowlitz informants on linguistics, but 

109 M.arch 16, 1932, Mrs. Henry Senn, was Secretary of the Cowlitz 
Tribal Cowlcil (A-898 - A-894). 
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much of I.is research remains unpublished. There is a 
collection of papers, including Cowlitz research conducted 
from 192~ through 1931, in the University of Washington 
Archives, Seattle, Washington. His major Cowlitz informants 
were Sam N. Eyley, Jr.; Sam Eyley, Sr.; Mary Eyley, Jim 
Yoke, ane: I.Jewis Castama (CIT Pet. Narr., 145-146; CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-734 - A-743). All of these studies identified 
individus.l informants as Cowlitz Indians, but none was 
intereste:d in describing contemporary community or tribal 
interact jon. The anthropologists had some difficulty in 
trackino; down their informants, who tended to go on long 
visits to relatives who were dispersed from White Swan on 
the Yakirr~ Reservation to Oakville on the Chehalis 
Reservation. 

THE COWLITZ 1934-1950 

Introdu'ction. The petitioner maintains that the 
relatio:m:hip between the BIA and the Cowlitz Indians was 
altered by the passage of the Indian Reorganization Act 
(IRA) in 1934 (CIT Pet. Narr., 61). The petition states: 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs did not perceive that 
the Cowlitz Tribe should vote on the I.R.A. Since 
one of the major concerns of I.R.A. was protection 
of t.he tribal land base, the Taholah Agency . 
did not propose to organize the Cowlitz either 
beccLuse of the allotment of 57 members on the 
Quinault Reservation nor because of the 20 Indian 
homel::1:eads, public domain a11otments, or tracts 
taken into trust for members of the Cowlitz Tribe 
(CIT Pet. Narr. 187, 62). 

Continued Contacts of Individual Cowlitz Indians with the 
BIA, 193~-1950. Although the Cowlitz did not vote on the 
IRA and COIA John Collier had formally denied their 
existence as a "tribal entity" in 1933 (Collier 1933), this 
did not end contact between the BIA and individual Cowlitz 
Indians, which continued in a manner similar to that which 
had occurred before 1934. During .the period 1934-1950, the 
BIA cont:.nued to have contact with individual Cowlitz 
Indians on a variety of topics. Attendance of Cowlitz 
children at BIA schools continued, as did heirship 
determinations for public domain trust land and income 
payments to family members from public domain trust land 
(LaVatta to Case, 3/7/1944; Case to Hoquiam Indian Agency, 
4/14/194'7) . 
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In some cases, the BlA itself was not clear on the status of 
the decedent, as in that of Anthony Edward Cloquet, who died 
in 1936, leaving a small home in Kelso, Washington. The 
superintendent of the Tacoma Hospital stated that he 
understood "that Mr. Cloquet had an allotment in the Cowlitz 
reservat:.on," and therefore placed his funds that remained 
in CloquE~t.' s hospital account on depos it wi th the Taholah 
Agency (l~lley to Nicholson, 2/26/1936), but the Taholah' 
Agency sl.lpE~rintendent wrote to the person in charge of I 

Cloquet' E; estate that "our records do not show that he t\as 
an allotment or that he ever applied for any, hence the 
money to his account here will be held here until such time 
as an administrator to his estate has been appointed" 
(Nicholson to Hora, 3/5/1936) .110 

A signifjcant number of the communications dealt with the 
question of whether Cowlitz Indians might purchase liquor. 
On December 11, 1935, COlA Collier wrote Manuel L. Forrest 
of Aberdeen, Washington (who later in 1950 would be elected 
chairman of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians): 

Referring further to your request for a 
certificate showing that you are not a ward of the 
Government, we would like to know for what purpose 
you intend to use this certificate: that is, 
whether to obtain employment provided by the State 
and, if so, why such a certificate is necessary. 

Upon receipt of this information, your case will 
have further attention (Collier to Forrest, 
12/11/1935) . 

A carbon copy of the above letter was sent by the COlA to 
the Tahola.h Indian Agency saying: 

We ha.ve received several requests for certificates 
of this nature. Do you know whether there is any 
State: regulation or requirement which would 
prohibit any ward Indians from obtaining 
employment on state projects. If so, please 
advise the circumstances under which such 
regulation was adopted (Collier to Forrest, 
12/11/1935) . 

110 llnt:hony Edward Cloquet's brother, Augustus Cloquet, was a Cowlitz 
allottee Ort the Quinault Reservation; his brother Eugene Cloquet was 
allotted on Yakima. This may have been the source of some of the 
confusion. 
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Superinten.dent Nicholson replied that, "we have no record of 
nor know n.othing of this person. He is not enrolled or 
listed as an Indian of any of the tribes within this 
jurisd:~ction" (Nicholson to COlA, 12/16/1935). Nicholson 
stated that he knew of no state regulation which prohibited 
"ward or ether Indians from obtaining employment on State 
proj ects," and speculated that the inquiries might be, in 
connection with obtaining county or state welfare benefits, 
but was ~ore probably connected with Forrest's desire to 
"obtain a liquor permit to purchase liquor in the State I 
liquor stores" (Sams to COlA, 12/16/1935). On January 17, 
1936, the COlA's office sent Forrest the requested 
information on his status (Daiker to Forrest, 
1/17/1936) .111 

11l Under the laws in effect during the 1930's, some Cowlitz 
would have been prohibited from purchasing liquor because they held 
public domain allotments, but the majority of the Cowlitz would not 
have been prohibited. Definition of an individual Indian's status 
for purposes of liquor purpose was not tied to the status of an 
IndiatO's tribe, whether federally recognized or not. As an 
indication of what the issue of ineligibility to purchase liquor 
indicated in the 1930's in reference to the status of an individual, 
Free H. Daiker, Assistant to the COlA, wrote on April 25, 1938, to 
O. C. Upchurch, Superintendent of the Tulalip Agency: 

The Office can not agree with your general 
statement that in view of the Act of June 18, 
1934, persons of less than one-half blood are not 
Indians. Different acts prescribe limits of 
Indian blood for the purpose of the particular 
act. With reference to intoxicating liquor, your 
attention is invited to the Act of January 30, 
1894 (29 Stat. 506) which forbids the sale, gift, 
etc., of intoxicating liquor to 

1. Any Indian to whom allotment of 
land has been made while the 
title to the same shall be held 
in trust by the Government. 

2. Any Indian a ward of the 
Government under charge of any 
Indian superintendent or agent. 

3. Any Indian, including mixed 
bloods, over whom the Govern­
ment, through its departments, 
exercises guardianship. 

There is no law which specifies a minimum 
quantity of blood for the purpose of said act 
(Daiker to upchurch 4/25/1938) . 
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On January 28, 1937, the Taholah·Agency replied to an 
enquiry from Mr. J.C. Walker of Ryderwood, Washington, 
concerniL9 whether or not Edd Lambert and Norb Bouchard of 
Ryderwooc". washington, and Norman Cotterware [sic] of Vader, 
Washing'ton, were wards of the government (Nicholson to 
Walker, 1/28/1937), and confirmed to N.P. Cottenware, at his 
request (Cottenware to Taholah Indian Agency, 4/20/1937), on 
April 2,± that, "you are not enrolled or carried in any way 
as an enrolled, ward Indian on any of the reservations under 
this jurisdiction" (Nicholson to Cottenware, 4/21/1937). On 
June 7, 1937, Alvie C. Bouchard wrote to the Taholah Agency 
requesting a card. He stated that he was Lower Cowlitz, was 
not enrolled, paid tax, and wanted the card to prove he was 
no ward cf the government, so he could buy beer (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-27l). On May IS, 1950, Taholah received an inquiry 
from the washington State Liquor Control Board concerning 
David Ike, a member of the Cowlitz Tribe but not a ward of 
the state, who did not reside on a reservation and had 
requested permission to purchase liquor (CIT Pet. Ex. A-S56 
- A-557) . 

On July 27, 1936, Otis Cottenware of Vader, Washington, said 
in a lette~r to the Taholah superintendent, "I am wrighting 
you fore a card shoing I am not a word of the Govermint. 
The State require us to get one. So I am wrighting to you 
aboute it" (Cottenware to Nicholson 7/25/1936). The 
superintendent replied, "The records of this office fail to 
disclose that you have any restricted property under this 
jurisdiction, and you are not, as far as our records 
disclose, a ward Indian" (Nicholson to Cottenware, 
7/27/1936). The repeated requests from Cowlitz members on 
this issue from the 1930's through the early 1950's 
indicated that in the Cowlitz River valley communities in 
which they lived, the non-ward Cowlitz were generally known 
as "Indian" to the extent that they were refused liquor 
service by vendors. 

In other ways the BIA continued to interact with individual 
Cowlitz Indians much as it had done for the preceding 15 
years. For example, on May IS, 1937, M.A. Johnson, 
Superintendent of the Yakima Agency, provided informat~on to 
N. o. Nicbolson, of the Taholah Agency" concerning the blood 
quantum of the grandchildren of Charles LaDue, holder of 
Yakima ):~llotment No. 2361, one of the sons of Louis and 
Marguerite (Cowlitz) LaDue (Johnson to Nicholson 5/15/1937) 
James T. Rehily, the BIA Examiner of Inheritance based at 
the Yakim3 Agency, dealt with several estates of allotted 
Cowlitz I.ndians. These included Yakima allotments, Quinault 
allotments, Warm Springs allotments, and public domain 
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allotments (Rahily 2/24/1934, Rahily 9/9/1937, Rahily 
6/17/1937). The superintendent at Yakima corresponded with 
the Fiel~. Aid at The Dalles concerning approval of an 
educatioral plan for Charles Pete Eyle (Johnson to Davis 
12/19/194CJ). On September 17, 1941, the Taholah Agency 
wrote Lee E. Cottenoir at Fort Washakie, Wyoming, saying, "I 
am unablE to find any reference to the boy's mother, Sadie 
JosephinE C. Rhodes, or to yourself, as being listed on the 
Cowlitz roll" (Phillips to Cottenoir 9/17/1941) . 

On May 25, 1945, the COlA notified the superintendent of the 
Taholah Agency of the death of Harry J. Cheholtz, an Indian 
under his jurisdiction, and requested that his estate be 
sent to the Examiner of Inheritance (COrA to LaVatta 
5/25/1945; enclosing copy of Adjutant General's May 8, 1945, 
notification to Mrs. Katie Wulf of the death of her son) . 
On October 4, 1948, the superintendent of the Taholah Agency 
replied to an inquiry concerning probate of the land of the 
late James H. Cheholtz, a Yakima enrollee who had died in 
1937 (Wulf to Taholah Agency, 9/30/1948), saying he was not 
enrolled at Taholah and held no property there, advising the 
widow to consult the Yakima Agency (Helander to Wulf, 
10/4/194E) .. 

On Octobe~r 23, 1945, Otis Cottonware again wrote the Taholah 
Agency re~questing a statement showing that he was not a ward 
of the GCNernment (Cottonware to Taholah Agency 10/23/1945) 
On August. 29, 1946, Mrs. H.R. Swanton (nee Cecile 
Cottonwan=) wrote from Kelso, Washington, to obtain 
confirmat.ion from the Taholah Agency that she was not a ward 
of the Government (Swansori to Tah,olah Agency 8/29/1946). 

On April 2!5, 1950, Leo E. Cottenoir wrote to Taholah, 
needing information on his enrollment in an organized Indian 
tribe ane! blood degree in order to enroll his daughter at 
Wind Riv€!:r (Shoshone). He stated that he had graduated from 
Chemawa j.n May 1933, listed as 1/2 blood Indian of the 
Cowlitz tribe (Cottenoir 1950; CIT Pet. Ex. A-283). The 
reply, dated May 1, said that his name was not recorded in 
their jUl~isdiction (Keeler 5/1/1950; CIT Pet. Ex. A-285). 

Cowlitz Organization. In 1934, John B. Sareault succeeded 
John Ike as president of the tribe (CIT Pet. Narr., 192). 
He died :.n 1936, and was apparently succeeded by his son 
James E. :sareault, who had already been engaged by the 
organization as one of its attorneys (CIT Pet. Narr., 192-
193). The petition presented no further information on the 
internal activities of the organization until 1950. 
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During th,= site visit conducted by BIA researchers in Suly 
1995, me~)ers of the Wannassay family submitted copies of 
papers arui correspondence maintained by the family. These 
included unidentified newspapers clippings from 1937 and 
1938 repo:::-ting on the activities of the annual meetings. 
The newspaper article hand-dated May 21, 1934, indicated 
that the annual meeting would be held on June 2, and stated 
that Frank Wannassay, whose home had been damaged by flood 
relief activities, planned to attend the meeting with 'a 
cousin who lived in Battle Ground, Washington, and "pres.-ent 
before the tribe his claim to the land on which he lives 
which he Bays was formerly part of an Island in the cowl~tz 
River" (Wannassay Papers 1934). An ,unidentified newspaper 
clipping hand-dated October 15, 1934, indicated that 
Congressman Martin F. Smith had been the main speaker at the 
meeting of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians at Chehalis on 
October 1]. Frank Wannassay of Kelso, his wife, and 
daughter, had attended and he had meet relatives and 
"presenteci a petition to the members present asking for 
fishing and hunting rights for the Indians, which all 
members of 1:he tribe signed" (Wannassay Papers 1934). 

A newspape:r clipping, hand-dated June 14, 1937, headed 
Chehalis, stated: 

JameE; E. Sareault was elected president of the 
Cowlit:z: Indian tribe Saturday when that group met 
in Chehals for its annual session. 

Sareault succeeds his father, J.B. Sareault, 
who e;erved as head of the organization for over 25 
[§.i.Q] years. The elder Sareault died list winter. 

Other officers elected include Lewis Castama, 
Silver Creek, as vice-president, and Mrs. Margaret 
Ray of Oakville, secretary-treasurer. 

The Cowlitz tribe is one of the oldest in the 
Unite~d States to maintain its tribal unity and 
organ:Lzation. Many of its members are now sons 
and ~aughters of pioneer~ who married into the 
tribe years ago. 

}\mong the subjects discussed at the session 
was the maintenance of the organization and the 
tribe's claims against the federal government, 
amour,ting to some $2,000,000 for fishing, hunting 
an la.nd rights which have been pending in the 
United States court of claims for over 30 years 
(Wanr,assay Papers 1937). 

The 1938 rntice, hand-dated June 7, 1938, and headed "Tribe 
Holds Election," was briefer. It stated: 

136 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 190 of 555 



Historical Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Jaw!s E. Sareault, Lewis county prosecutor, was 
re-I!lected president of the Cowlitz Indian tribe 
at .its meeting at Moose hall here Saturday 
aftl!rnoon. Maude Wannassay, Kelso, was elected 
vicI! president and Margaret Ray, Hoquiam, was re­
elet:ted secretary-treasurer. Frank lyall, 
To~)enish, was re-elected to serve as the tribe's 
del'~gate to Washington, D. C. The tribe also made' 
pla:1s to hold a huge pow-wow next year at the old ' 
mee':ing place of the Indians on Cowlitz prairie 
(V;ra::massay Papers 1938). 

No news:p.:tper of the IpOW-wow" planned for 1939 was 
submitted. It is not known whether or not it was held. In 
1940, th= Centralia [Washington] Daily Chronicle published 
an art.icLe on May 31, headed, "Cowlitz Indian Tribe to 
Meet," a: the Moose Hall in Chehalis. The article included 
the st.at'=ment: 

The Cowlitz is one of the few tribes remaining in 
t.he United States which have kept intact their 
org:tnizations. Several years ago the group 
dro:;:>ped the Indian titles of II chief, II etc., and 
ado:;:>ted the white man's official names of 
"president" and "vice-president" (Cowlitz Indian 
Trioe to Meet, 5/31/1940). 

At least one further meeting was apparently held and 
conducte~ elections, since newspaper coverage of the 1950 
meeting stated that M.J. Forrest of Aberdeen, the newly 
elected ~resident, and James Sareault of Chehalis, vice­
president, had "traded the positions they had held since 
1941" (Wannassay Papers 1950; Longview Daily News, May 16, 
1950) . 

Quinault Allotments. The major aspect of Cowlitz contact 
with the BIA in the mid-1930's resulted from a new round of 
allotments on the Quinault Indian Reservation. On June 1, 
1931, lIalbert et al v. The United States was decided by the 
U.S. Supreme Court (CIT Pet. Narr., 58). It provided that: 

1. Indians of the Chehalis, Chinook and Cowlitz 
Tribes, not allotted elsewhere, are among those 
who, under the Act of March 4, 1911, are entitled 
to ta.ke allotments on the Quinaielt Reservation in 
the State of Washington. 
2. Personal residence on the reservation is not 
essential to the right of allotment (p. 753). 
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On August: 1, 1932, seven Cowlitz claimants in 'the suit were 
placed OIl the Quinault census (CIT Pet. Narr., 60). By 
1934, as a result of Halbert, 57 Cowlitz individuals (in 31 
families) had been placed on the Quinault census. Nine of 
the 31 families (29%) resided on the reservation (14 of the 
57 allott.ees, or 25%) (CIT Pet. Narr., 60). The petition 
presented a breakdown of Cowlitz Allottees on the 1934 
Quinault census (CIT Pet. Narr., 42-44; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1842 
- A-1846). the 1934 Quinault census itself (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1417 - A-1442), and excerpts from the 1932 and 1937 Quinault 
census (C::T Pet. Ex. A-493 - A-SOl, A-522 - 523). It also 
included the 1935 Quinaielt voters' list (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1459 - A-1473). The petition states that in 1935, 30 adult 
m~mbers cf the Cowlitz Tribe qualified to vote on the IRA at 
Quinault (CIT Pet. Narr., 63) .112 

Some individual situations resulting from the mid-1930's 
allotment policy on Quinault were complex. On October 18, 
1940, the Taholah Agency wrote Superintendent C. Upchurch, 
Tulalip Indian Agency re the family of Mary L. (Plamondon) 
Bouchard V;rilson King. He reported that on July 13, 1932, 
the family had refused to take allotments, preferring to 
wait for the results of the Cowlitz suit. He added that 
Charles Roblin, the allotting agent, had further noted, "The 
Secretary of the Interior authorized the allotment of Oliver 
D. Bouchard and his family on the Quinaielt Reservation as 
Cowlitz Indians. They refused to accept the land which was 
available when they came over; so they were not allotted." 
Then, app~rently, on October 19, 1932, Oliver Bouchard had 
written the allotting agent for blanks for his three sons to 
make application for allotment, but the allotting agent had 
replied L1at there was no land and it would be useless for 
them to m.:ike application (Taholah to Upchurch, 10/18/1940; 
CIT Pet. :~x. A- 271). The Taholah Agency added the general 
explanation that: 

The Cowlitz Tribe has no reservation and there has 
neve::- been an official census roll made for these 
Indians. Members of the Cowlitz Tribe were 
granted allotments on the Quinaielt Reservation 
undel:- decision of the United States Supreme Court 
on the grounds that they were entitled by reason 
of the fact that they were "fish-eating" Indians 
of this particular section, and not because they 

112 Mari.no wrote that, "Although they acquired Quinault lands, 
Chehalis, Cl:.inook, and Cowlitz allottees were never given voting rights by 
the Quinault:" (Marino 1990,175). 
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had any rights to such allotments as Quinaielt 
Ind:.ans nor as Cowlitz Indians (Taholah to 
Upchurch, 10/18/l940j CIT Pet. Ex. A-27l). 

The Cowl:.tz were also mentioned in the Taholah Agency's 
November :2:2, 1940, request to the COlA for a social worker. 
"The Off:.ce, is aware of the fact that while many of our 
Indians are allotted and enrolled on the Quinaielt 
Reservat:.on, they do not live upon the reservation 
in fact, scattered throughout western Washington. 
especiaL.y true of the Cowlitz and Chinook tribes" 
to COlA, 11/22/1940j CIT Pet. Ex. A-392). 

and ~'re, 
This is 
(Taho1lah 

Families of Cowlitz descent who believed that they were or 
should have been allotted on Quinault under Halbert were 
corresponding with the Portland, Oregon, BIA area office as 
late as tJ:-:u: 1950's (Goulter to U.S. Indian Service, 
4/20/1950j Keeler to Goulter, 5/4/1950). 

Attempted Muck Creek IRA Organization. In addition to the 
Cowlitz Hho were allotted on Quinault, on June 29, 1935, a 
petition of the proposed Muck Creek Tribe (Pierce County, 
Washington), included a list of "1/2 Degree Indians," 
containeci several names associated with Cowlitz (Steilacoom 
Pet. Resp. 1994). These were Pierce County families of 
partiall~r Cowlitz descent rather than families from the 
Cowlitz River valley. 

Fishing J:iqhts. On October 15, 1934, the Cowlitz submitted 
a petition protesting State of Washington fishing 
regulations for Indians. The petitioners signed as members 
of the ~)per Cowlitz and the Lower Cowlitz Indian Tribes. 
It contained 64 names, some with place of residence. Of 
these, 2B 'Were Upper Cowlitz full-bloods and 36 were Lower 
Cowlitz roetis. The residential locations named were 
Cinnabar, Rochester, Alpha, Kelso, Centralia, Chehalis, 
Mayfield, Nesika, Morton, Randall, Packwood, Winlock, Silver 
Creek, and Nisqually, all in Washington (CIT Pet. Ex. A-551 

A-552,1 . 

The petil:ion contained no data on the Cowlitz organization's 
activities from 1936 through 1946 (see the discussion 
elsewhere on the unavailability of the Sareault papers). 
None was located by the BIA researcher. Several families 
provided the BIA researcher with copies of newspaper 
clipping:; pertaining to individuals' World War II military 
and civilian service. Each of these clippings identified 
the indi'lidual as a Cowlitz Indian. The CIT petition 
contained two letters dated August 13, 1942, from "Jas. E. 
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Sareault, Pres., Cowlitz Tribe of Indians," one to Otis 
Cottonwa::-e of Castle Rock, Washington, and the other to 
Jesse Pet<:~ of Ryderwood, Washington. Each stated that "an 
examinat:.ol'1 of the records of this tribe show that you are a 
member but you are not, as far as the records show, a ward 
of the government" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-979, A-980). 

1946 Purc~ of Yakima Enrollment and its Impact on the 
Cowlitz. Darlene Fitzpatrick's 1986 dissertation described 
the impact of Yakima enrollment modifications on the Cowlitz 
without providing a great deal in the way of context. She 
stated that: 

Salish Cowlitz . were removed from the Yakima 
roll in the post-1946 period when the Yakima 
Nation reviewed and revised their enrollment 
process. This situation has meant there are 
Cowl it~z enrolled members whose parents, older 
brothers and sisters, grandparents, aunts, and 
first cousins were or are enrolled Yakima but they 
themselves are not. They are instead enrolled 
with the Cowlitz Tribe" (Fitzpatrick 1986, 88-89). 

The Act did not apply specifically to "Salish Cowlitz." 
Under an Act of Congress, the Yakima Nation purged its rolls 
of those persons who were not at least one-quarter blood 
quantum from one of the confederated bands in the 1855 
treaty, or a pre-1914 allottee, or descendants of pre-1914 
allottees who met certain age and residential 
qualifications. For further discussion of the 
technicalities of the Act of Congress under which this 
procedure was undertaken, see the Genealogical Technical 
Report. rrom the political point of view, this action was 
signific:a::1t for the future of the CIT organization: two 
later CIT chairmen, Joseph Cloquet and Roy I. Wilson, had 
been born to Yakima-enrolled families and were disenrolled 
under the 1946 Act, as were several future CIT council 
members. 

THE COWLITZ 1950-1974 

Introduct:Lon. In 1952, John Reed Swanton's Indian Tribes of 
North Ame:;:ica was published by the Bureau of American 
Ethnology as Bulletin 145 (Swanton 1952). Taking its place 
as the baBic reference work on the topic for two 
generations, it was of less than no use for the Cowlitz. It 
identified only the Salish branch, mentioned only two of the 
traditional villages, listed some derivative place names, 
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cited a ::ew population estimates, and said that "later they 
were divided between Chehalis and Puyallup Reservations" 
(Swanton 1979,25) . 

Local History Mentions. In the post-World War II period, a 
number 0:: local histories mentioned the Cowlitz Indians 
(Olson 1948, McClelland 1953, Olson 1953, Toledo Community 
Story 19!33). However, most of these mentions were along the 
lines of nostalgia: they mentioned events of the late 19th 
and early 20th centuries and recollections dating to the 
writer's childhood, often including reproductions of 
photographs of Cowlitz Indians taken during those periods, 
but had little to say about the contemporary group. Several 
newspape:~ feature articles als6 fell into this nostalgia 
category (Peery 1950; cited in CIT Pet. A-870, A-871, A-874 
- A-876al;; "Perry 1953"), but others did refer to 
continuation of traditional activities by living Cowlitz 
Indians, such as basketry and fishing (CIT Pet. Ex. A-877, 
A-865, A-868 - A-869). Irwin's bibliography indicated the 
existence of much more contemporary newspaper coverage of 
the ccwl:l.t:z than was submitted in the petition exhibits 
(Irwin 1995) . 

Revived (~owlitz Tribe of Indians Organization, 1950-1955. 
There waG a period of time, from the later 1930's through 
World Wa~ II, during which documentary absence would 
indicate that organized Cowlitz tribal activity was 
essentially dormant (see only the two 1942 letters from 
President James E. Sareault to tribal members discussed 
above). In 1975, Norbert I. Bouchard gave an affidavit that 
the meetings has resumed "around 1.947" (Bouchard 1975; CIT 
Pet. 197 '), Appendix VII:69), while Joseph Cloquet gave 
affidavi1: that he had attended meetings "during the 1930' s 
and 1940's" (Cloquet 1975, CIT Pet. 1975, Appendix VII:70)_ 
One inte:rnal indication that the May 13, 1950, meeting was 
the firs': for a significant span of years was that time was 
set asid!:! to "honor members who gave their lives for our 
country: Harry James Cheholtz - Japan - son of Mrs. Kate 
Wulfe; David Doug Jack - Oakville; Lewis St. Germaine -
Angeles 3each; Ray Steffan - Saipan" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1147, 
Minutes L3 May 1950) . 

The Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, as an organization 
reconsti:uted in 1950, pursued claims. Many of the records 
which survive were generated by its claims activity. 
However, it was not exclusively a claims organization, as 
discussed below in the section headed, "Non-Claims 
Activiti,=s of the CTI." 
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On May 1:1, 1950, the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians held a 
"reorgani:zC3.tion" meeting at the Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall, 
with attEmdance from as far as the San Juan Islands, the 
Yakima rE~9ion, and Bend, Oregon (Wannassay Papers 1950). 
The officers elected were: James E. Sareault, presidentj 
M. L. For .. n~st, vice president i and Mrs. Maude Snyder, 
secretary·· t:reasurer. According to the newspaper, For~est 
and Sareault "traded positions" they had held since 1941~ 
while Mrs. Snyder was re-elected (Wannassay Papers 1950)~ 

Newspaper coverage of the May 13, 1950, meeting stated 
specifically that it was the "first held by the Cowlitz 
Tribe since~ 1941," and that it was held II to form an 
organization" to "seek recognition from the federal 
government for claims which are so far unrecognized" 
(Wannassay Papers 1950). It established a dues schedule of 
$2 per year from full-blood Cowlitz and minors, and $5 per 
year for "each member of the tribe who is not a full blooded 
member of the Cowlitz tribe" (Wannassay Papers 1950). A 
represent3tive from the BIA's Western Washington Agency at 
Hoquiam talked about claims procedures (CTI Minutes May 13, 
1950; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1146). 

There are indications, however, that at least some claims 
activity had been continued during the 1940's. On August 
13, 1946, the Indian Claims Commission (ICC) was established 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-9a). On January 31, 1947, the Taholah 
Indian AgEmcy wrote Clifford Wilson of Kelso, Washington, 
who later would serve as Chairman of the Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians dllring the 1960's, in reference to "your letter 
dated December 2, 1946, requesting information on the Indian 
Settlement: Bill and if it in particular concerns the Cowlitz 
Indian Trj.J::>es" (Helander to Wilson 1 /31 /194 7). Helander 
quoted a J.etter from the COlA which stated: 

Apparently you refer to the suit institued [sic] 
under the jurisdictional act of February 12, 1925 
(43 Stat. 886) conferring jurisdiction on the 
UnitE~d States Court of Claims to hear and 
detl=nnine the claims of a number of Indian tribes, 
inclL.ding the Chehalis Indians. The Cowlitz 
Indians are officially designated as Chehalis 
Indians (Handbook of American Indians, Bulletin 
No. 30, Bureau of American Ethnology, page 355) 
Pursuant to the 1925 act, the Quinaielt Tribe 
filE~d a suit against the United States in the 
Court of Claims for the value of land which it was 
alleged was excluded from the Quinaielt 
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Reservation by an erroneous survey of the northern 
boundary thereof (Helander to Wilson 1/31/1947) 

On October 2, 1944, the Court of Claims handed 
down an interlocutory decree holding that as a 
natter of law the Indians. were entitled to recover 
on the claims asserted (102 Ct. CIs. 822). The 
actual amount of recovery was reserved for final 
determination by the court. It was further held 
that the Quinaielt Indians were not entitled to 
exclusive rights in the reservation, but that the 
Quilleutes, Hohs, Quits, Chehalis, Chinook and 
Cowlitz Tribes are also entitled to an interest 
therein (Helander to Wilson 1/31/1947) . 

As stated, no amount of money was mentioned in the 
i.nt,~rlocutory decree of the court. It may be that 
the gratuity expenditures made by the United 
Sta:es for the benefit of the plaintiff Indians 
and which the United States would be permitted to 
credit against any judgment will offset completely 
any recovery by the Indians. It will not be known 
until the court hands down its final decision 
whe':her the Indians will be awarded any 
suh3tantial recovery (Helander to Wilson, 
1/31/1947) . 

The Cowlitz had apparently been doing some preparatory work 
prior to the meeting held May 13, 1950. In a circular 
letter dated May 22, 1950, addressed to "Chairman of 
SkokomisJl, Makah, Quileute, Chehalis and Clallam Tribal 
Councils, also to Attorneys: Kenneth R.S. Simmons, E. L. 
Crawford and J. Duane Vance," the Acting Superintendent of 
the Taholah Indian Agency stated: 

While in attendance at a recent meeting of the 
Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, Mr. Beaulieu of this 
agency was shown a large map of the Indian Nations 
and Tribes of the Territory of Washington and 
Neb:::-aska made under the direction of Isaac I. 
Stevens, . Mr. James H. Sareault, a member of 
the Cowlitz tribe and practicing attorney at 
Chehalis, Washington, has loaned us the map and we 
hope to have at least half a dozen photostat 
copies made, if the tribes who intend to file 
claims against the Government will cooperate in 
defJ~aying the cost [If] your tribe has or 
intemds to present a claim against the Government, 
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and [..§lic] you should, by all means, obtain a copy 
of this map (Keeler to Chairmen, 5/22/1950). 

In a letter of May 23, 1950, the BIA informed Mr. Jack Z. 
Anderson ::If the u.s. House of Representatives that: 

The :owlitz Indians are a party in the case 
enti:led The Quinaielt Tribe of Indians v. The 
Uni~~d States now pending in the Court of Claims. 
In a:1. interlocutory decree of February 5, 1945 
(102 Ct. CIs. 822) the Court found that the 
Cowl.itz Tribe, among other tribes, was entitled to 
reCO'Ter. In accordance with Rules 39 (a) the 
amount recovered would be determined in a later 
procl:eding. Mr. Ralph H. Case, Washington, D. C., 
is attorney for the plaintiffs (COlA to Anderson 
5/23/50, CIT Pet. Suppl. Ex. A-3525). 

Revival o:~ Claims Activity. The renewal of Cowlitz claims 
activity under provisions of the ICC act ensued within two 
years. According to a statement of Emma Mesplie, who after 
1974 would become a leader of the "Yakima Cowlitz" 
organizat:.on (see below) : 

The neetings in Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall began 
in about 1949. There were only about 30 people 
attending the meetings in those days. John 
Serrault was the first president and Jackie Hill 
was ~;ecretary. Joe Serrault became president 
after his father died. All of us paid dues at 
that time. Thirty to 100 members attended 
meetj.ngs until 1970 when the judgement award was 
estabLished" (Statement of Emma Mesplie, 24 June 
1986; BIA Claims File, Docket 218, #2). 

Contemporc.ry documentation (see above) did not fully support 
the accurc.cy of Mrs. Mesplie's recollection, either as to 
the dates, the number of persons attending, or as to the 
officers (if the organization. John B. Sareault had died in 
1936; his son was James; and the secretary was Jacqueline 
Hill's mother. On one motion taken at the May 13, 1950, 
meeting, the recorded vote was 34 ayes to 39 nays, 
indicatins the attendance of at least 73 voters rather than 
"about 30," but newspaper coverage indicated that the 
attendance was "some 200 strong" (Wannassay Papers 1950) . 
An attendance count at the June 6, 1953, meeting showed 93 
persons present (CTI Minutes June 6, 1953; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1170) . 
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From May 13, 1950, until the ICC claims award in 1973, CIT 
records contain a great deal of correspondence pertaining to 
attorney!;' contracts and other associated business. On July 
1, 1950, the CIT adopted a constitution and by-laws "to put 
f6rth an organized effort to obtain just recognition from 
the United States Government and the settlement of the Claim 
of the Tribe and its members against the United States 
Government"" (CIT Pet. Narr., 194, 198; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1146 -
A-1149). For technical discussion of the contents of this 
document, see the Genealogical Technical Report. A further 
meeting 1I1(3.S held on August 10, 1950 (CTI Minutes, August 10, 
1950; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1150). On,October 14, 1950, a Cowlitz 
meeting 1I1<3.S called by the BIA Western Washington Agency for 
the purpo13e of electing delegates to sign the contract with 
attorney~;; it was held at Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall with 
"quite a 1arge number ll in attendance (CIT Pet. Narr., 193-
194 i CIT l?E~t. Ex. A-1445 - A-1447) .113 On November 4, the 
Cowlitz 1'ribe of Indians entered into a contract with Gladys 
Phillip cll1d James E. Sareault (who was also the group's 
vice-preE::Ldent) (Weston to Mr. Jack Sareault, July 12,1974, 
BIA Portland) . 

In 1951, Superintendent Raymond H. Bitney of the BIA's 
Western ~rashington Agency, Everett, WA summed up the 
situation of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians' organization as 
he saw it: 

HO'NEVE~r, the group has always and still do 
maiLtain their tribal organization for the mutual 
welfare of its members, holding semi-annual and 
annt,al gatherings where problems of the tribe are 
discussed. While this tribe is landless 
and without Official recognition of its tribal 
status, it nevertheless is, and has been an 
exi~ting and identifiable group within the meaning 
of the Act of August 13, 1946, supra (CIT Pet. 
Nar!'., 50, citing Bitney 1951; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1445) .' 

The BIA approved the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians' Cowlitz 
attorney contract on March 16, 1951 (CIT Pet. Narr., 50) 

III Called to order by the vice-President, James E. Sareau1t of 
Chehalis, WA: M.L. Forrest absent due to a death in the family. 
Secretary: Jacquel ine Cass i ty. Del ega tes elected: Mary King, Vader, WA; 
Simon Plam:mdon, Vader, WA; Henry St. Germain, Vader, WA. Present: 
Victor Pete:rson, Longview, WA; Irene Brimeire, Gresham, OR; A. J. 
Plamondon (CTI Minutes, October 14, 1950; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1151, A-1445 -
A-1447) . 
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On November 16, 1951, Dillon S. Myer, COlA, wrote to 
Congressman Russell V. Mack, estimatfng 200 members of the 
Cowlitz Tribe as among those unenrolled to whom the Western 
Washingtcn Indian Agency extended services (CIT Pet. Narr., 
66; CIT F€!t:. Ex. A-1673 - A-1677) .114 For a discussion of 
the memben::hip of the organized group at this time, based 
upon a mailing list dated 1952/53 on the basis of internal 
evidence, see the Genealogical Technical Report. I 

In 1952, Superintendent Raymond Bitney of the BIA's Taholah 
Agency, at Hoquiam, referenced the burden which the claims 
activity :~laced on the agency: 

In addition to this, we have the remnants of the 
Cowl.itz Tribe and the various Chinook Tribes, 
Kikiallus, San Juan Islands, as well as the Samish 
that we have to extend services to as the present 
campaign to get the Indian Claims against the 
Government before the Indian Claims Commission 
burdens us with many demands for services relative 
to the family history and tribal records regarding 
tribal membership by many, many people who have 
some Indian blood that they desire to identify 
with some particular tribe, group or band (CIT 
Pet. Narr., 64; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1504). 

On August 5, 1953, Mary Kiona and Sarah Costama testified on 
behalf of the Cowlitz claim in ICC Docket 218. Mary Kiona 
testified through the assistance of Cowlitz interpreter 
Howard Ike Kinswa (CIT Pet. Narr., 72; citing Indian Claims 
Commission 1953; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1064 - A-1145, A-791). In 
1955, the BlA approved modification of Cowlitz attorney 
contract (CIT Pet. Narr., 51). 

Non-Claims_Activities of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians. 
However, claims were not the only interest of the 
organizatic1n. On June 20, 1952, the Longview Dail v News 
contained an article which stated that Mrs. Maude Snyder of 

114 The Taholah Agency, at this time, spoke of its responsibility 
wholly in thl~ context of responding to claims activity: 

we eJ':tE:nd service to some 2,600 unenrolled, unalloted Indians, 
althou5Jh I believe it will probably amount to twice that 
numbe~r, who are members of the Duwamish, Snoqualmie, Cowlitz, 
Stilla~r\lamish, San Juan, Samish, Kikialus and Chinook who have 
suddenly become active in hiring attorneys and presenting 
claims Cilgainst the Government under the Claims Commission Act 
(Bitney to Pryse 10/12/1951; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1670 - A-1672). 
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West Kelso, secretary of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe, hati 
appeared before the Kelso city council and presented five 
reasons why the tribe wanted to see a new bridge named the 
"Cowl i t:~ Way" bridge rather than the "Peter Crawford" bridge 
(Indian Tribe Favors Cowlitz Name 1952; CIT Pet. Ex. A-859). 

The Cowlitz were included by the BIA in the reservation and 
non-res!!rvation tribal organizations to receive notification 
concerning the proposed Western Washington Terminatibn,Act 
in 1953, A rough draft of the bill dated September IS, 
1953, indicated that it was "to provide for the termin~tion 
of FedeJ~.al supervision over the property of the following 
Indian tribes, bands, communities, organizations, or groups, 
and the individual members thereof; . [and] for a 
termination of Federal services furnished such Indians 
because of their status as Indians;. "(CIT Pet. Ex. A-
994). :,uperintendent Bitney at Taholah contacted the 
Cowlitz chairman, James E. Sareault (Bitney 1953; CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-l!)07). At least one meeting held by the BIA to 
explain the measure included the Cowlitz, Chinook, 
Shoalwat~=r and Georgetown Indians, on October 3, 1953, at 
South Bm1d, Washington (CIT Pet. Narr., 64 -65; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-987 - A-1008; A-1506 - A-1507). Sareault was expected by 
the BIA t,o present the information to the members (Libby 
1953; C::T Pet. Ex. A-991, A-1673 - A-1679) . 

The minut.es of the June 7, 1952, CTI meeting at Cowlitz 
Prairie, l~ashington, included a request from Raymond Bitney, 
BIA Superintendent at Everett, Washington, to James E. 
Sareault that "Indians give blood donations to replace blood 
used" at the BIA's Cushman hospital (CTI Minutes 6/7/1952; 
CIT Pet, Ex. A-1164). The minutes of the Cowlitz Meeting, 
Saturday, June 5, 1954, at the Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall, 
indicated that about 75 members attended. lls The meeting 
adopted a resolution to oppose a bill in the House of 
Representatives which would remove Indian hospitals from the 
jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior to the 
Department of Health (CTI Minutes, June 5, 1954; BIA 
Portland). At the June 4, 1955, meeting, it was decided to 
join the National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) (CTI 
Minutes, June 4, 1955; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1181). 

At the ~~ne 4, 1955, annual meeting, a motion was adopted 
"that WE! file an injunction. against the city of Tacoma 

115 J'une 5, 1954. List of names and addresses of annual meeting 
attendet~s (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1177 - A-1179). For discussion, see the 
Genealo!ji::al Technical Report. 
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about the dam" (CTI Minutes June 4, 1955; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1181). 1::1 1955, the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians brought suit 
against t:1e City of Tacoma Dam Proj ect. The progress of 
this suit was discussed at both the 1956 and 1957 annual 
meetings: (eTI Minutes June 2, 1956; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1183; CTI 
Minutes ~lne I, 1957, CIT Pet. Ex. A-1185 - A-1186) . 
Testimony was given by Isaac Ike Kinswa, Frank Thomas, John 
Eyle, and Sarah Castama concerning the projected Mayfield 
and Mossy Rock projects (CIT Pet. Narr., 71; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
558 - A-567). Isaac Ike Kinswa spoke mainly concerning 
burial gnyunds, with some reference to fishing (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-S58 - k·559). The burial grounds referenced were not 
ancient archaeological sites, but cemeteries which had been 
in active use within living memory of the speakers: at 
least one was still used. Frank Thomas concentrated on 
fishing (eI'r Pet. Ex. A-560 - A..,S61). John Eyle talked 
about Cow:.itz public domain homesteads, the traditional 
fishing grounds of several families, and burial grounds (CIT 
Pet. Ex. h-562 - A-564). Sarah Castama spoke mainly 
concernin~r burial grounds, but included a bit on fishing 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-565 - A-567). Of the burial grounds 
mentioned, only one had a number of graves relocated prior 
to the filling of the Mayfield Dam Reservoir (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1848 - J~-1876). One traditional burial ground not 
affected by the reservoir remains in active use (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-214C1 "- A-2142). The loss of this suit was reported in 
the minutes of the June 2, 1962, meeting (CTI Minutes June 
2,1962; err Pet. Ex. A-1191). 

Activity of Yakima Cowlitz in the 1950 Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians OIBanization. According to Darlene Fitzpatrick's 
1986 dissE~rtation, 

1918-
1939 

1918-
195:2 

the Yakima Cowlitz have a tendency to see the 
Cowlitz struggle historically as all of a piece 
from 1915 to the present. 1l6 On the other hand, 
I fo~.nd the Lower Cowlitz leaders tended to see 
the t.istory of Cowlitz litigation from 1951: the 

116 

Great grandfather of Vera Mesplie Azure was Cowlitz 
t.reasurer (Public Hearing, 1 June 1974; BIA Claims File, 
Docket 218). 

Grandfather of Vera Mesplie was Cowlitz secretary 
IPublic Hearing, 1 June 1974; BIA Claims File, Docket 218). 

JI,ugust Mesplie was secretary of the Cowlitz organization on 
t.he Yakima Reservation until 1952 (Emma Mesplie statement, 24 
J"une 1986; BIA Claims File, Docket 218). 
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date when they were given a docket number for 
t:heir ICC suit (Fitzpatrick 1986, 97) [footnote 
adde:d] . 

What does appear from various statements of Yakima Cowlitz 
members is that they participated in the Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians exclusively for the purpose of pursuing the claims 
case. The documents do not indicate that they participated 
in the non-claims activities mentioned above, which involved 
the Cowlitz River valley families. Fitzpatrick stated ~hat 
according to Kay Northover, usually only 30 or 40 peoPI~ 
attended annual Cowlitz meetings until the judgment was 
awarded (Fitzpatrick 1986, 100). Kay Northover's brother 
made a similar statement (Statement of William D. Northover, 
24 June 1986; BIA Claims File, Docket 218, #2). About 1955, 
Mrs. Fl:-ances Northover and Thomas Umtuch testified before 
the ICC in reference to Cowlitz claims (BIA Claims File, 
Docket 218, #2; newspaper photograph; CIT Pet. Ex. A-866) 

Continuing Cowlitz Tribe of Indians Activity, 1955-1973. 

Non-Claims Activity, 1955-1973. On February 18, 1955, a 
memorandum was sent from a Mr. Cohn, Attorney for Indian 
Affairs, to Portland Area Director stating that the 
Steilacoom may adopt Cowlitz Indians (Steilacoom Resp. 1994, 
15) . 

Fitzpatrick stated that in 1956, a granddaughter of Simon 
Plamondon, Sr. signed a 100 year lease to the church for the 
St. Francois Mission land on Cowlitz Prairie (Fitzpatrick 
1986, 95). The petition contained no documentation 
concerning this transaction. It is more probable that it 
pertained to one of the cemeteries, rather than to the 
church };:I:c>perty. 

One reference was unclear: "In 1968, Chester J. Higman, the 
enrollment officer, informed Isaac Kinswa of the Cowlitz 
tribe: 'There are some very limited exceptions for Indians 
who are n~cognized members of a reservation tribe, but these 
do not apply to the Cowlitz who are not a reservation group 
and who are not presently recognized as an organized tribe 
by the t~ited States'" (Porter 1992, 130; citing Chester J. 
Higman to Isaac Kinswa 9/27/1968, RG 75 BIA, Western· 
washington Agency, Tribal Operations Branch, General 
Correspc,ndence, 1953-70, Decimal File .063; Porter 1992, 
135). Porter did not indicate what "exception" was the 
subject of the correspondence. 
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For acti'J"ities of the Quinault Allottees Association during 
this period, see the Anthropological Technical Report. 

Interact:lon with Other Indian Tribes and State Aqencies. 
Approximately 1966, the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians was a 
member 0:: the Governor of Washington's Indian Advisory 
CommitteE~ (CIT Pet. Ex. A-568). In 1970 (Irwin said 1968 
(Irwin 1995, 219)), the Small Tribes of Western Washington 
(STOWW) o:r9anization was founded (CIT Pet. Narr., 163). 
Accordin~r to Fitzpatrick, this initiative was headed by a 
Cowlitz :.ndividual (Fitzpatrick 1986, 79) .ll7 By 1972, the 
Cowlitz 1'r:ibe was a member of the Governor's Indian Advisory 
Council (CIT Pet. Narr. Ex. A-5G8). 

Claims .A.ctivity 1955-1973. On March 2, 1962, the Cowlitz 
elected delegates to renew the claims contract with 
attorneye: Sareault and McLeod. Those chosen were Mike St. 
Germain, Roy King, and Archie Iyall. Alternates were Nina 
Iyall, Georgia Bernobich, and Tony Umtuch. According to the 
recollections of Evelyn Byrnes, the organization was 
comparatively informal at this time: 

I think Joe Cloquet was chairman for only a year 
or two in the early 1960's. He was living in 
Yakima at the time. In those days we had no 
tribal council, just an executive committee: 
Archie lyall, Norb Bouchard, and my brother Mike 
St. Germain. They were the "watchdogs," watching 
over me (Secretary-Treasurer), Clifford Wilson, 
and whoever was vice-president. If we wanted 
anything done, we had to go to them to get it 
done. I remember when we got rid of Malcolm 
McLeod as lawyer . (Byrnes Affidavit 1989, 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-23G8). 

117 "During World War II Clifford Wilson, grandson of Simon Plamondon, 
Jr., was cmf~ e)f the first truck drivers to move to the front in the Battle 
of the Bul!:'E~. After the war, while working twenty-five years for the 
Reynolds ME!t:als Company, he also served as a Post Commander of the 
Longview Veterans of Foreign Wars, president of the Kelso Eagles Lodge, 
and an Odd F'ellows Lodge in Kelso. In addition, the governor appointed 
him an over s;eer for veterans in JOBS NOW programs and a member of the 
governor's .r>.dvisory Committee for Indian Affairs. Subsequently, Wilson 
worked full t:ime for Small Tribes of Western Washington (STOWW). (DAILY 
EWS 21 Sept. 1972; Wilson 1973)" (Irwin 1995, 203). 
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When I first was elected secretary-treasurer,1l8 
the tribal chairman was a man by the name of 
Phillip Simmons, from Port Angeles. So they re­
elected him, as I remember, and elected me as 
sec::-e'tary. When I got home that night, Clifford 
[wi 1 son] called and said, "Well, I'm your new 
cha:Lrrnan." I said, "What?" He said that Phillip 
Simmons didn't want the chairmanship, so McLeod [a 
la~~er] told Clifford to take it. But how 
Cli~ford got in there, I don't know. I thought 
yeu had to have the vote of the Tribe to get 
elected as chairman or president . When I 
became secretary-treasurer about 1963, after 
Jackie Wannassay Hill . (Byrnes Affidavit 
1989, CIT Pet. Ex. A-236B) [footnote added]. 

As the I(:C case approached a resolution in the later 1960's, 
the organization continued to hold meetings on a fairly 
regular basis. Newspaper coverage of the 1964 annual 
meeting of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe reported the election of 
Clifford Wilson of Kelso, Washington, as president and 
indicated that more than 200 tribe members, including Mary 
Kiona of Randle, Washington, "reported to be 113 years old," 
had attended the meeting at the Cowlitz Prairie Grange near 
Toledo (1~annassay Papers 1964). A September 19, 1964, 
Cowlitz ':ribal meeting was mentioned in a BIA summary report 
of the March 13, 1965, Cowlitz meeting (BIA Portland). At 
this Man;h 13, 1965, Cowlitz "quarterly meeting, II 

approximately 130 adults were in attendance. A July 10 
annual. ml:eting was scheduled (Tribal Operations Officer to 
Superint':ndent, March 22, 1965, BIA Portland; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1198 - A-1201), and was, according to the newspaper, 
attende,d by about 200 members who reelected the incumbent 
officers, legal counsel, anthropologist Verne F. Ray of the 
Universi:y of Washington, and Paul Weston of the BIA area 
office i::1 Portland, Oregon (Wannassay Papers 1965). Another 
meeting 'Nas held on November 13, 1965 (BIA Portland) . 

118 ~rhis election was in June 1965. In 1964, the organization's 
officers "'E~I'e J. Philip Simmons, chairman, Cowlitz Tribe, Route 1, Box 
417, Kelse" WA; Miss Jacqueline Hill, Secretary (CIT Pet. Narr., 6'S). 

At the June 4, 1966, semi-annual meeting, Cowlitz Prairie Grange 
Hall, 71 members were present. It adopted a resolution on claims 
attorneys a.nd discussed a loan. The officers, Clifford Wilson, President; 
Norbert I. Bouchard, Vice president; Evelyn Bashor, Secretary-Treasurer, 
were all reelected unopposed for another year (Minutes, June 4, 1966; BIA 
Portland) . 

151 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 205 of 555 



Historicall TE~chnical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

At the J~ne 3, 1967, annual meeting of the Cowlitz Tribe at 
the Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall, Chairman Clifford Wilson 
presided. He called for a moment of silence in mempry of 
Eva Martin and Sam Eyle. This meeting initiated a more 
formal a~ministrative structure. A motion carried for the 
chairman to appoint 15 members of the tribe to form a 
council to take care of any urgent business for the Tribe. 
The incurrbent officers were reelected. Manuel Forrest moved 
that all members who were unable to attend the meetings be 
allowed to vote by proxy, but this was rejected (Minutes, 
June 3, 1967, BIA Portland; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1202 - A-1204). 
On June 2~" 1967, the organization held a special meeting in 
regard to a government loan, and scheduled another meeting 
for November 4 (Minutes, June 24, 1967, Portland; CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-120S). 

1969 ICC ~~ard. Finalization of the ICC case occupied four 
years. On June 25, 1969, the ICC awarded the Cowlitz a 
settlement, based on a taking date of March 3, 1855 (21 Ind. 
CI. Comm. 143; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1044 - A-1045). The Cowlitz 
sought and on December 10, 1969, obtained a rehearing on the 
issue of the effective date of taking. On June 23, 1971, 
the ICC issued the opinion on rehearing, establishing the 
effective date of taking as March 20, 1863 (25 Ind. CI. 
Comm. 442; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1054). 

1973 Conmromise Settlement. On March 3, 1973, the CTI held 
a special meeting to consider the proposed ICC settlement. 
It was chaired by Roy I. Wilson who, as vice-president, had 
served as executive officer since the death of Clifford 
Wilson the preceding September. The overall vote was 172 in 
favor of accepting the settlement and 36 opposed (Irwin 
1995, 221). Among the opponents, however, were influential 
members of the group, including Donald Cloquet and John 
Barnet t, w'hich would lead to the formation of the short­
lived "Sovereign Cowlitz Nation" (SCN) (see below) . 

The final compromise settlement granted an award of 
$1,500,000, made on April 12, 1973 (CIT Pet. Narr., 70, 78-
79). The CIT determined that ten per cent of the money 
received 'w'ould be set apart for a land base. For the 
remainder, eligibility would be limited to lineal 
descendamts of 1/16 degree or more of Cowlitz blood, barring 
dual enrollment with other tribes, recognized or 
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unrecog-nized. 1l9 As of 1996, this money has not been 
distributed because of the continuing internal conflict 
between. the CIT and the Yakima concerning eligibility, and 
the question of Federal acknowledgment of the Cowlitz Indian 
Tribe (the petitioner). Fitzpatrick stated in 1986 that the 
funds had not been distributed as of 1986 (Fitzpatrick 1986, 
29) "while Cowlitz compile a tribal membership roll 
acceptable to the Bureau of Indian Affairs" (Fitzpatrick 
1986, 85:,. This was not a fully adequate explanation of the 
situation, as will be seen in the discussion of the 
comprcmiBle settlement below. 

The CIT, 1974 - PRESENT 

Introduction. See the Anthropotogical Technical Report for 
an in-depth discussion of the Cowlitz modern community from 
1974 to the present. The following is designed primarily as 
a chrono:.ogical survey of the documentation. During this 
time, many articles in the Cowlitz County Historical 
Quarterl'~ and other local historians mentioned the early 
history and development of the Cowlitz Indians (Irwin 1979, 
Ott and ~~():r-k 1983, Nix and Nix 1985), but only Irwin's 1995 

ll9 "The Cowlitz removed Yakima enrolled members, many of whom were 
close relatives, from the Cowlitz roll in 1973" (Fitzpatrick 1986, 88). 

Whtm the Cowlitz suit was settled Cowlitz removed members from 
tht~ir- roll who were enrolled with other tribes such as the 
Yakina. The Cowlitz Tribe interpreted the ICC award to mean 
that l:luly enrolled Cowlitz would share in its distribution and 
thl:Y were preparing to petition for federal acknowledgement. 
Taidnapam objected to being removed from the Cowlitz roll, and 
with the support of the Yakima Nation Tribal Council, held up 
COllll1 i t:z: Congressional bills for distribution of the award 
(Fitzpatrick 1986, 29). 

Tht~ CClwlitz tribal membership roll involves at least two 
prt)blems. Cowlitz already have a tribal roll giving the 
names, addresses, and genealogical information of their tribal 
members. . . They were acknowledged by the ICC as a tribe 
solely for the purpose of the suit, which could mean that the 
only pE!ople who are eligible to share in the ICC award are the 
names listed on the Cowlitz roll. cases where Indian 
pec)ple share a dual descent in two tribes . . . Up until the 
COllll1itz award was made Cowlitz accepted dual enrollment and 
that meant enrolled members of the Yakima Nation, who were 
descended from Cowlitz families who migrated to the 
re::;er-v.ation, were also on the Cowlitz tribal roll. The same 
is true of Quinault members except that the Quinault 
affiliated people who could prove Cowlitz descent, have not 
betm a:s vigorously involved (Fitzpatrick 1986, 86). 
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manuscript was based on significant research on the 
contemporary group (Irwin 1995) . 

ICC Judgml!:nt Award and its Impact. In the mid-1970's, the 
majority of the documentation pertaining to the CTI/CIT was 
generated by the impact of the ICC award, the terms of the 
compromise settlement, and the response of the affected 
population 9roups. 

Constitut:~Jnal Revision. On April 18, 1973, the CTI General 
Council (the general membership meeting) accepted the ICC 
compromisE~ settlement and determined the eligibility \ 
requirements (BrA Claims File, Docket No. 218, #1). On 
November ", 1974, the CTI formally revised the group's 
constitut:.on, adopted the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT) name, 
and estab3.ished a tribal council as the governing body 
headed by a chairman. Joseph Cloquet was elected chairman 
(CIT Pet. Narr. 197-198, 196; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1023 - A-1036) . 
For a detailed discussion of the membership requirements 
established by the 1974 constitution, see the Genealogical 
Technical Report. 

Proposals .Jor Distribution of ICC Award. On June 2, 1973, 
at the CIT annual meeting, held at Cowlitz Grange Hall, 
several motions were made regarding disbursement of the 
funds appropriated by Congress July 1, 1973 (PL 93-58) in 
accordancE~ with the ICC award (Minutes 6/2/1973 i BIA 
Por'tland). On August 4, 1973, a special meeting of the 
Cowlitz 'Tl':Lbal Council and Executive Committee was held at 
the Kit C~,rson Cafe, Chehalis, Washington (Minutes 8/4/1973; 
BIA Portle,nei). Shortly afterwards, the CIT revised the 1969 
membership list with notes about blood quantum (1/16) and 
removing E:nrolled Yakima (see the Genealogical Technical 
Report fOl' discussion of this procedure) . 

Formation .pf the Sovereign Cowlitz Nation. The membership 
of the CIT did not vote unanimously to accept the ICC 
compromise settlement (Fitzpatrick 1986, 8S). In the view 
of Joseph Cloquet and John Barnett, people were permitted to 
vote at tl:,E~ April 18, 1973, meeting who did not have the 
right to vnte (Fitzpatrick 1986, 101). In 1973, one group 
of oppone~.ts formed the Sovereign Cowlitz Nation, a splinter 
group (Fitzpatrick 1986, 101). The resolution objecting to 
the settlememt was signed by 46 persons (CIT Pet. 1975). 
Donald Clcquet, its head, gave the membership as 238 (Irwin 
1995, 22:2). By contrast, his brother, Joseph Cloquet, gave 
the CIT membership at the time as 1,801 (Irwin 1995, 222). 
The group' fl energetic letter-writing and petition campaign 
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to the I:C and BIA concerning Docket 218 distribution1fO 

was for .~ time a contributing factor to the delay in 
distributing the award, as were the protests of the Yakima 
Cowlitz:. However, the SCN was much less long-lived than the 
Yakima CJwlitz. It went out of existence in late 1974, with 
its memh:rs reabsorbed into the CIT (Irwin 1995, 227). 

Yakima Ct2wlitz Protest. On May 22, 1974, a resolution was 
submitted to the BIA on behalf of the lineal descendants of 
Cowlitz rndians on the Yakima Indian Reservation protes~ing 
that they should have a right to share in the Cowlitz Afard 
of Docke': No. 218 (BIA Claims File, Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians). For a more detailed discussion of this issue, see 
below under a separate heading. It was arranged for the ICC 
to hold. a hearing in Tacoma on June I, 1974 (ICC Docket 
218): the meeting was held on that date, but at Cowlitz 
Landing, Washington. The hearing officer was David Paul 
Weston of the BIA's area office in Portland, Oregon. 

Distribu~ion Proposals. In response to the factionalism 
surrounding the issue of distribution, the following 
statement was made by Susan Pratt, daughter of Fabian 
Cottnair: 

The cultural and traditional bonds of our Tribe 
have become weakened with the time. The 
gatherings that we have here121 

- - all of us 
really have to agree, have only corne about because 
we have been discussing the money. We· have been 
trying to figure out how we can get the most for 
what is due us and what is a fair way to disperse 
it. But what's going to happen once the money is 
dispersed? What is going to happen to the Tribe? 
Tho:3e of us who don't have White blood have Yakima 
blood and we are split. There are also questions 
coming up now as to, 'Will we be.giving up all 
rights -- fishing rights -- health and education 
rights -- things that may not be important to us 
right now, but in 10 years they will?' These are 
que:;tions that I don't think we have considered 
before. And the one thing that we haven't 

120 Se.!, for example: April 28, 1974. plan for Use or Distribution 
of Indian Judgement Funds Pursuant TO Part 60 to 25 CFR (Public Law 93-
134; 87 Stat. 466, 467, 46B). Funds Arising from Docket No. 21B. 
Approved by the Council of Chiefs, SOVEREIGN COWLITZ TRIBE (BIA Claims 
File, Docket No. 21B #1). 

121 P:~lel3umably a reference to the annual meetings. 
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discussed is enrollment. If I am not mistaken, 
the Secretary of the Interior has a responsibility 
to help us determine what the actual enrollment of 
Cowlitz is. The estimates have gone from 200 now 
to 5,000. If there are 5,000 of. us, we will all 
be left with loose change in our pockets; and this 
is -- we can't throwaway a tribal tradition or a 
culture. We can't throwaway these people and 
disband the meetings for loose change. It isn't 
worth it. 

So it's my suggestion that we unify ourselves 
as best we can -- work on the enrollment, find out 
how nany of us are there and dedicate ourselves, 
not to the quarreling, but to a unity to see what 
we really want to do. Maybe we don't want that 
monev, for $200 apiece. Maybe we would rather buy 
land with all of it and leave it right here so we 
have some place to come back to (ICC File, Docket 
218, BIA) [footnote added] . 

No agreement was reached at this meeting. On June 6, 1974, 
the Yakim3. Cowlitz filed additional protests against the 
Docket 2.13 compromise settlement (BIA Claims File, Docket 
218 #1). The Subcommittee on Indian Affairs held hearings 
on the distribution of the ICC award on April 17, 1975 
(Distribution of Judgment Funds to the Cowlitz Indians. 
Hearing before the Subcommittee on Indian Affairs, 94th 
Congress, 1st Session, H.R. 5090, April 17, 1975, Serial No. 
94-14. Printed for the use of the Committee on Interior and 
Insular AEfairs. Complete transcript in 1975 Cowlitz Pet.; 
BAR File~s) . 

BIA Stat~nent of Position. In 1975 the Department of the 
Interior (DOl) took a position in favor of a strictly per 
capi ta di:stribution of the judgment award funds, with no 
portion Stet aside for the CIT per se. On September 24, 
1975, a ltetter expressing the views of DOl on S .1334, a 
proposal ':0 distribute the award, stated: "The Cowlitz 
Tribe of [ndians is not a Federally-recognized tribe. 
Therefore, there is presently no Federally-recognized 
successor to the aboriginal entity aggrieved in 1863" (ICC 
File, Doc;{et 218, BIA). On October 29, 1975, a letter from 
COlA Morris Thompson to Senator James Abourezk stated: 

Throughout the 1850's and 60's the United States 
made a concerted effort to conclude a treaty . 
From that time to the present, there has been no 
£Qn.t;lnuous official contact between the Federal 
Gove:rnment and any tribal entity which it 
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recoqnizes as the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians. The 
ori~rinal petition before the Indian Claims 
Commission was not filed by a tribal entity, but 
by ,1l1 individual, Simon Palmondom [sic) 'on 
relation of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians' 
(Thompson to Abourezk 10/29/1974, ICC Award, 
Docket 218, BIA). 

Further, 'lJhen asked to "Provide instances where the Cowlitz 
roll has been used by the Bureau of Indian Affairs for 
official purposes," Thompson stated: 

In l'E:sponse to an inquiry from this office, the 
West.E:rn Washington Agency stated that it has never 
seen a copy of the Cowlitz membership roll. They 
furt.her stated that "Individual education 
employment assistance had been extended to 
indi.vidual Cowlitz Indians on a blood degree 
detE~:rrnination made from agency records, basically 
the Charles Roblin Report of Unenrolled Cowlitz 
Indians" (Thompson to Abourezk 10/29/1974, ICC 
Award, Docket 218, BIA). 

The Roblin Roll is an enumeration of unenrolled 
Indians. Any Cowlitz who were enrolled with any 
recoqnized tribe, i.e. Yakima etc., were not 
included in this census. So the Roblin Roll is 
not even a complete listing of the known Cowlitz 
Indians who were alive in 1919 (Thompson to 
Abou:rezk 10/29/1974, ICC Award, Docket 218, BIA). 

The Federal acknowledgment issue .. Because of the issue of 
lack of F~=deral acknowledgment, the CIT petitioned the BIA 
for organ:i.:~ation under IRA on September 22, 1975. With the 
establishment of the Federal acknowledgment project in 1978, 
this pet:.tion was transmitted to the newly established 
Branch of Acknowledgment and Research (BAR Files) . 

The 1977 ;P:inal Report of the American Indian Policy Review 
Commission listed the Cowlitz in its report on nonfederally 
recognized Indians. It did manage to get them located in 
southwest Washington (American Indian Policy Review 
Commissic);Q 1977b, 473), which was an improvement on the 
preliminary version, which stated they were in Spokane 
(American Indian Policy Review Commission 1977a, 11 - 13-1) 

In 1978, based on the 1977 report on terminated and 
federally non-recognized tribes, Bishop and Hansen wrote in 
The Amer:~:::an Indian Journal that the Cowlitz tribe had "a 
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current enrollment of 1,801, nearly 1,000 of whom are 
enrolled on various reservations including the Warmsprings 
and Yakima reservations" (Bishop and Hansen 1978, 27). The 
basis for this estimate is not known, as the numbers did not 
match with the CIT enrollment, the SCN enrollment, or the 
Yakima Cowlitz petition lists. 

In 1981, the CIT offered a revision of the formula for 
distribution of the ICC award. S.2931 provided for 
distribution of the ICC award to include the Yakima Cciwlitz 
family members and their descendants who had been involved 
through the years in the claims effort. This the bill w,s 
stopped in committee (Fitzpatrick 1986, 89-90). "Lila 
walaweetsa, the Yakima Cowlitz chairman, refused to endorse 
the bill~ntil she had read it. ." (Fitzpatrick 1986, 
93). The CIT meeting of November 1983 adopted a resolution 
to "direct the Secretary of the Interior to follow the 
guideline,3 of the 1973 Distribution Act" and take a portion 
of the fu~ds and award them to lineal descendants. Under 
this reso.Lution, the remainder of the funds would go to the 
Tribe for its use and benefit. The suggested split 20% 
individual/80% tribe (Fitzpatrick 1986, 90-91). The bill 
introduced in 1984-1985 proposed a 30% land purchase/70% 
individual split (Fitzpatrick 1986, 91). 

The Fitz~itrick study. By 1986, thirteen years after the 
ICC award, the amount had expanded significantly. On April 
30, 1986, the BIA estimated Cowlitz population122 for 
Cowlitz Indian Judgment Funds in Docket 218 as follows: 

Status of Funds as of 04/30/86 - $4,302,056. 
Unrecognized Cowlitz Group seeking 1,358 Members 
,acknowledgment as of February I, 1983 
Yakima Cowlitz per Yakima Agency, 4,000 Members 
B.I.A. estimate 
Estimated number of other descendants 

652 Individuals 
Total Estimated Number 6,000 

:$4,302, 056 divided between 6,000 members - $717 
per capita (BIA Claims File, Docket 218, #2). 

According to Fitzpatrick, at that date, 

Yakin~ and" Salish Cowlitz are in agreement that 
the involved families of the former group will 

122 SE~U the Genealogical Technical Report for a discussion of 
membership tssues. 
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share in the [ICC] award. But, the Taidnapam 
object to the Salish proposal to buy land for a 
reservation with a percentage of the award and 
they have, as a result, been able to convince all 
Washington Congressmen not to sponsor any further 
Co~litz bills for distribution of the ICC award 
ceremonies (Fitzpatrick 1986, 29-30). 

Fitzpatrick stated that, "The active Cowlitz families; even 
though scattered today, keep in touch with one another . 
informally and through the biannual Meetings at Cowlitz 
PrairiE:! ne~ar Toledo, Washington in November and June" 
(Fitzpatrick 1986, 31). She added that the: 

Cowlitz give the impression they are victims of 
both the federal government and other Indians who 
are members of tribes with reservation land and 
considerable power such as the Yakima and the 
Quinault. These tribes have, in the past, taken 
the Cowlitz in as enrolled members, as allottees 
in some cases, and then later dropped some of them 
from their membership rolls (Fitzpatrick 1986, 82-
83) .1:23 

The following year, 1987, the CIT submitted a documented 
petition for Federal acknowledgment through the 25 CFR Part 
83 regulations. The petition indicated that there were 
1,366 members of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (the petitioner) 
(CIT Pet., Enrollment Forms and Ancestry Charts). 

Non-Claims Activity, 1974-1994. 

Petition_for Federal Acknowledgment. On September 22, 1975, 
the CIT petitioned the BIA for organization under the IRA 
(BAR Ftles). See the further discussion under the impact of 
the ICC award. 

123 F:.1:zpatrick described the primary interviewees upon whose data her 
dissertatj em was based as follows: 

Most, but not all, of my sample of sources for interviews were 
drawII from the families represented in the Tribal Councils 
whOfE~ relatives have been involved in the Cowlitz issue since 
191~ .... 7 men and 11 women ... In addition, because of 
the factions Cowlitz develop; four are Yakima enrolled, four 
were Yakima enrolled, two are Quinault allottees who are 
Cowlitz enrolled, and one is enrolled with both the Quinault 
and the Cowlitz" (Fitzpatrick 1986, 72-73). 
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Fishing R:J~hts. The 1979 CIT minutes reflected involvement 
in fishin9 rights issues. In 19aO, the CIT joined with the 
Wahiakum Band of Chinook (Fitzpatrick 1986, 107)124 in The 
Cowlitz T]~be of Indians. Chinook Tribe. Inc .. et al. v. 
Ralph Lar~~Jn et al on the issue of fishing rights. Cowlitz 
plaintiff~; were John R. Barnett, Norman R. Monohan, Roger 
Nelson, Mwe E. Pursell, Carolee Green, Nadine McKinney, Mary 
L. Wetzel, Joseph E. Cloquet, Richard lyall, David Ike, 
Linda FolE~Y and Daniel Van Mechelen (CIT Pet. Narr., 71). 

RelationsIlWP-S with Other Tribes. The petition presented 
little documentation pertaining to the activities of CIT 
members 'who also are members of the Quinault Allot tees 
Association. The CIT minutes did not reflect any 
substanticll interest in this issue on the part of the CIT 
Tribal Councilor General Council. 

The nYakiD~l Cowlitz" Controversy. For the specific impact 
of change/:: made in the 1974 CIT constitution on membership 
eligibility" see the discussion above, under impact of the 
ICC award, and in the Genealogical Technical Report. 
According to Yakima Cowlitz representative William D. 
Northover: 

Many of the Cowlitz descendants at Yakima were 
active in pushing our claim before the Indian 
Claims Commission and we used to attend meetings 
that were irregularly held near Toledo, Washington 
at tr..e Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hill [sic] I can 
remeIT~er attending these meetings prior to the 
India.Il Claims Commission ruling and there would be 
maybe 30 people in attendance all of whom were 
clear'ly Indian and were without question of 
Cowlitz descent. Some of oui leaders included Sam 
Williams, Frances Northover who was my 
gran~mother, and there were representatives of 
some of the large Cowlitz families such as the 
Umtl.lch family (Statement of William D. Northover, 
24 J~ne 1986; BIA Claims File, Docket 218, #2). 

Post-197·a ,Yakima Cowlitz Contacts with BrA. etc. There is 
no indication that this controversy has moved closer to 
compromise or resolution since 1973. The minutes of the 
quarterly meeting of the Cowlitz Indian Tribal Council, 
November 4, 1978, showed the presence of a Yakima-Cowlitz 

124 The Chinook are another federally nonrecognized group whose 
petition is currently on active status under 25 CFR Part 83. 
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delegation consisting of: Cecil,J. James, Jr., Parker, 
Washin9ton; Bessie Lou Bristain Aiello, Yakima, Washington; 
Sarah No:rthover Carlsen, Harrah, Washington; Vera Mesplie, 
Toppenis:1, Washington; and Caroline Mills (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1903). The CIT called a special meeting May 5, 1979, at the 
Cowli t2:?rairie Grange Hall, to discuss the involvement of 
the Yakima Tribe in distribution (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1906 - A-
1'908) . 

On March 19, 1983, Salish125 and Yakima Cowlitz met at 
Morton, loJashington, to try to resolve the differences on the 
ICC jud~nent award. This meeting was convened by the CIT 
lawyer, Dennis Whittlesy. It was held at the home of Victor 
Cloquet, a Catholic priest in Morton who was enrolled with 
the CIT (Fitzpatrick 1986, 96)., Fitzpatrick described the 
participants as follows: 

Bill Northover (Yakima)--grandmother was Taidnapam 
Kay Northover, sister of Bill (Yakima) 
Emma Mespli, elder, great aunt of Bill Northover 

(Yakima) 
R.osalie Charles (Yakima) 
LorJ:-aine Chappell (Yakima) 
Vicl:or Cloquet (Salish) 
John Barnett (Salish) 
MarBha Williams. 

This dichotomy ignored the fact that prior to 1946, the 
ancestor!; of Cloquet, Barnett, and Williams had been 
enrolled at Yakima. However, the CIT participants were well 
aware of this, and of its implications for the distribution. 
John Barnett pointed out, "that using lineal descent as the 
method W:L 11 bring in people from Warm Springs, Yakima, 
Quinault, Muckleshoot and probably all of the reservations 
in Washill'3ton" (Fitzpatrick 1986, 106). 

At this :" 9,63 meeting at Morton, Washington: 

Bill Northover began the presentation of issues 
from his family's point of view by saying that his 
grandmother was a member of the Taidnapam "tribe" 
and that most of the people who were bringing the 
Cowlitz claim to the attention of the federal 
government in 1921 through the 1930's were the 

125 GlmE!rally, Fitzpatrick simply classed all CIT members as "Salish 
Cowlitz, III ignoring the fact that there are numerous Upper Cowlitz or 
Taidnapam ::ie:scendants in the CIT membership. 
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Yakima or Taidnapam Cowlitz (Fitzpatrick 1986, 
98) . 

This meeU.ng did not result in a resolution of the issue. 
On June :~·4, 1986, William D. Northover identified himself as 
a member o:E the Board of Directors of the Lineal Descendants 
of the Cowlitz Indians, Route 1, Box 1061, Toppenish, 
Washington 98948, in a formal statement before the House 
Interior a.nd Insular Affairs Committee. He said: 

I live on the Yakima Indian Reservation. My great I 

grandmother is buried at an Indian cemetary [sic) 
by the Catholic church in Toledo, Washington. My 
gra~.dmother, Frances Northover, was a leader in 
the effort to bring about a settlement for the 
Cowlitz Indians dating back to the 1920's. 
(BIA Claims File, Docket 218, #2). 

Fitzpatrick described the split between the group as based 
to a considerable extent on ethnicity: 

Today Yakima-Cowlitz consider themselves Indian 
and the Salish Cowlitz as 'white indians'. For 
instance, Chappell said the reason they oppose the 
Salish Cowlitz idea to buy tribal land and be 
federally acknowledged is because they are too 
white, in a few years they will be totally white. 
She said, "they are like a social club." Yakima 
Cowlitz criteria are boundaries such as class and 
weig.h heavily upon blood quantum, physical 
appe,;arance, and certain culture traits such as 
langJage, religion, knowledge of traditions and 
lege~ds. . they are not Salish Cowlitz criteria 

(Fitzpatrick 1986, 92-93). 

During July of 1995, during field work for this Proposed 
Finding, a. BlA researcher met with representatives Nina 
Umtuch Ehlell and William and Roseline Charley of the Yakima 
Cowlitz at the agency office. The organization's position 
vis-a-vis distribution of the award has not changed. 
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Appendix I 
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o SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 

The following evidence must be evaluated as a body, since 
weighing each element alone will not provide a full 
evaluation of evidence either for the existence of modern 
community, or of political leadership. The Cowlitz were a 
loosely-organized network of extended families whose 
residence patterns have remained consistent throughout the 
20th Century. The extended families were connected by key 
individuals important either in organizing reunions, 
conducting political business, or both. These families at 
times have demanded that the Council advocate for them, and 
have expressed dissatisfaction when the council has failed 
to do sc. 

BIA research of modern community revealed five broad social 
groups. The first included Upper Cowlitz, or Taitnapam, 
descendants. Many of them lived, during the 1950-1984 
period, around Mossyrock and Randle, Washington, above the 
historic Cowlitz Prairie Mission settlement near Vader, 
Washington. The second group included the m~tis descendants 
from marriages during the 1840's and 1850's between French 
Canadian fur traders residing around the Cowlitz Prairie 
Mission and Salish women. The third group included Indian 
descendants identified as residing in the Boisfort and Peell 
areas near Oakton, ~ashington. Many of these residents 
married both Upper Cowlitz and Yakima Indians, as well as 
m~tis and Indians enrolled on the Quinault Reservation. As 
with the m6tis, some of their relatives received allotments 
at the Cuinault and Yakima Reservations. The fourth group 
included Iridian descendants whose ancestors had resided in 
the C,:lscade regions and along the Columbia River east of the 
Cowlitz Valley. They married both m~tis descendants and 
Yakima-enrolled Indian allottees. The fifth included 
Indians who were descended from Lower Cowlitz Salish. 
Around the end of the 19th Century and early 20th Century, 
they resided around Kelso, Washington, and maintained 
contacts with relatives at Yakima and Nisqually. 

The mern.l::ers of all these groups saw themselves as different 
from merrbers in the other groups. However, not only had 
they intermarried, but they also saw themselves as sharing 
common fE!cltures that distinguished them from non-Indians 
living in the same area. Members of these categories 
comparec. or contrasted each other by where they maintained 
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their farlily grave sites, the religion under which they grew 
up, attendance of family reunions, economic activities such 
as berry picking, hops picking and fishing, and involvement 
in the GE~n~=ral Council that reorganized in 1950, as well as 
the Tribcll Council that formed in 1967. Taken together, 
these con~arisons and contrasts show evidence of knowledge 
and soc1c,1 interaction indicative of community. 

Family rTIE!rn..bers maintained grave plots, with individual grave 
si tes oft Em identified for individual members presently I 
living. Family members restricted these grave sites from 
non-family members, even if they were Cowlitz, but sometimes 
included some family members who were not Cowlitz. Both 
Upper Co~litz and m~tis descendants were buried together at 
some of the older grave sites such at Cowlitz Prairie 
Mission. Upper Cowlitz families restricted grave sites to 
extended family, and did not include other Cowlitz members. 
Cascade de~scendants reported including family members who 
were not Cowlitz members. 

There lS no evidence that members maintained tribal sites 
for all Cow'li t z members. However, there is some evidence 
that the General Council tried to protect family grave 
sites. The General Council leadership sued the City of 
Tacoma in 1955 to gain compensation for the loss of grave 
sites and subsistence fishing to families affected by the 
damming of the Cowlitz River in the 1950's. Upper Cowlitz 
families, in particular, testified in 1955 about the 
extensive knowledge they had of the grave site location, the 
location "f homes where their families and ancestors had 
grown up, about how fishing, upon which they depended for 
partial subsistence, would be adversely affected. Their 
testimony also shows that they knew the grave, home, and 
fishing locations of members of family lines from other 
social categories through the 1950's. This testimony, and 
later intE~rview information, provides evidence that families 
expected the leadership to advocate on their behalf. 

Upper Cow:.itz families maintained ties with practitioners of 
the syncretistic Shaker religion practiced on the Yakima and 
Chehalis n!:!servations. However, they also interacted 
socially ",:ith petitioner members who were Catholics and 
adherents of other denominations. 
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Metis dE~!3Cendants were mostly Catholic. Older members 
mentionE~d attending mission schools, and later public 
schools. They also reported continued adherence to the 
Catholic: religion. 

The Casc:ade descendants did not indicate adherence to any 
particuJ.ar Christian sect, but did report attending 
Christi,ll1 churches. Lower Cowlitz families reported Sh~ker 
connecticms and attendance of services until the 1960's. 
The ancestor of one of the Lower Cowlitz families, the 
Iyalls, was an important Shaker minister in the late 19th 
and early 20th Century. While some members reported that 
they were Catholic, their conversion was recent and not 
connected to the mission. 

Cowlitz leadership saw these religious differences as a 
source ()f potential conflict. These conflicts are evidence 
both of community and of political involvement. Some metis 
critici,:!:!d Roy W.ilson and others on the Tribal council who 
added Anl!:!rican Indian symbolism to the practice of 
Christianity, and who conducted some ceremonies. Other 
differences arose when ·a group of Upper Cowlitz, metis, and 
Boisfort:/Peell families constructed a sweat lodge in 1995, 
and began holding ceremonies. Guided by Upper Cowlitz 
relativE!s and Chehalis friends, these practices were seen as 
clashinq with the ceremonialism of the Tribal council 
members. The Tribal Council thus saw themselves caught in 
the middle, and tried to reconcile some of these differences 
by starLing an unsuccessful apprenticeship of younger 
members under the instruction of a formal General Council 
Chairman. 

Family n~llnions differed·in size, frequency, and extent of 
family :.ines involved. They were similar, however, because 
members :scheduled them to coincide with Tribal Council 
meetingti. The reunions also tended to include relatives 
from mal~riages outside the social groups, both within and 
outside the petitioner's membership. 

The reuIlions all followed a natural history in which their 
frequency and extent would rise or fall according to who co­
ordinatE!d them. Elder women often coordinated them, and 
when thE!y passed away, there was a period of inaction until 
other members were either asked, or took it upon themselves 
to begin coordinating them. Petitioner members reported 
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that as they grew up, in their ~arly 20's, they would leave 
the e~fort of helping with the reunions to older members, 
and o~ten not attend until they grew older. 

Since the beginning of the 20th Century, evidence shows that 
some members considered the annual (and later bi-annual) 
General ::ouncil meetings important for renewing contact with 
relatives. In the late 1980's extended family groups began 
to rely In the Tribal Council to facilitate these reunions 
through jistributing announcements and advocating more of 
them t.O Je held. 

Group E!c,)nomic acti vi ties included commercial and 
subsiste:lce berry picking, commercial hops picking, sub­
sistence fishing, and commercial logging. Upper Cowlitz, 
Cascade dnd some Lower Salish families related to Yakima 
families reported picking berries in the Sawtooth. Sawtooth 
is a sit,~ in the Cascade Mountains between Yakima and the 
Cowlitz ~lalley. The Upper Cowlitz, metis, Cascade, and 
Lower Co\~li tz Salish families reported picking berries in 
areas near. their home areas for subsistence and local sale. 
Because of contact with the Yakima, Upper Cowlitz and 
Cascade families reported picking with the Yakimas. Others 
picked in other areas easily accessible to them. Berry 
picking vias a group acti vi ty coordinated primarily wi thin 
the famiJ.:)", although various families also coordinated with 
each othE!:r. 

All famiJies reported fishing the Cowlitz River for 
subsist,ence. While subjected to increasing regulatory 
pressure, they reported that game officials allowed them 
informally to fish for subsistence. In 1995, petitioner 
members rTiEmtioned the use of salmon in the First Fish 
ceremony, conducted as part of an Elder's Dinner. Some 
members saw this ceremony as part of a revitalization of 
traditional Indian values. Insufficient evidence exists at 
this time to determine the ceremony's significance. 

The petition mentioned involvement of the Council in fishing 
rights litigation in the late 1970's and early 1980's. 
While about 36 members signed a petition pledging financial 
support of the litigation, there is no evidence that the 
support was forthcoming, or that a significant part of the 
membership was otherwise involved. Thus, while subsistence 
fishing provides some evidence of community life and 
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political involvement during the litigation in 1955, fishing 
rights litigation of the 1970's and 1980's does not. 

Fifty-seven metis and Boisfort/Peell members' were listed as 
inheriting timber land allotments on the Quinault 
Reservation, though not enrolled as members of the Quinault 
Tribe, and were potential beneficiaries from the proceeds 
associated with the u.s. v. Mitchell lawsuit. However, 
available evidence shows that only a small number of .the 
petitioner were actively involved in the Quinault Allottees 
Association activities. This organization protested the 
Quinault Tribe's land use planning and regulation in the 
late 197 1)' s. However, some petitioner members having no 
interest in the Quinault express concerns that the Tribal 
Council .Leadership who do have such interests are trying to 
fUrther their own interests at the expense of the interests 
of other ::nembers in the Cowlitz Indian Tribe. The Quinault 
Reservat:_on issues, therefore, provide some evidence that 
the disposition of timber lands on the Quinault Reservation 
affect tt16 petitioner politically as a whole, and are thus 
evidence of community. 

Petitioner members reported that they attended annual or bi­
annual gE!I1E:!ral council meetings with their parents or other 
older reJ.atives. These meetings were held from the 1950's 
on at thE: Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall near Vader, 
Washington.. They reported that as children and adults they 
did not attend every meeting. However, they maintained that 
some relatives always attended, reported back to those who 
did not., and paid membership dues for them. 

Petitioner members reported a natural history of meeting 
attendance similar to the attendance of the family reunions 
that were held concurrently. That is, they would attend 
with their parents when young, then cease attendance during 
tJ:1eir tE~ens: and early twenties, and then resume attendance 
at a later stage in their lives. Petitioners reported that 
they decided to resume attendance, first, when an important 
relative had died. They also resumed attendance o~t of a 
desire to know more about the decisions made within the 
Tribal Council. They often maintained that such knowledge 
would hE!lp insure that the interests of their family lines 
could better be represented. 

5 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 224 of 555 



Anthropc'logical Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Some =a~:cade descendants reported that they had attended 
tribal c:ouncil meetings on the Yakima, and had later trans­
ferrej t.o the Cowlitz Tribe on the advice of older relatives 
who had attended General Council meetings in the 1930's. 
These e>:amples highlight the ways in which Cowlitz Indian 
Tribe J:nE:mbers have relied on family connections to integrate 
themsel\"es into the Tribal Council leadership. 

Politic2.11y, the membership undertook claims activitiesl, and 
hired l2.wyers to press claims litigation under the 1946\ 
Indian Claims Commission Act, determined eligible membership 
to rec·ei ve claims, and to informed the membership on claims 
progres~" 

The leaclel~ship also considered issues other than Federal 
claims. In 1955 the CTI sued the City of Tacoma to obtain 
compens2.tiori for loss of subsistence fishing, and to protect 
the gra\"e sites and subsistence fishing of families affected 
by the caroming of the Cowlitz River. The council enlisted 
Upper Cel~ditz ,elders to testify. Also, in the 1970' s, the 
Wannassay family asked CTr help in their own land claims. 
There i~ thus some evidence that the CTr General Council 
could J:ne,bilize general membership, and that least some of 
the genEl~al membership expected the General Council 
lead~rstip to promote some of their own interests in return. 

In the 1990's The Tribal Council also attempted to intervene 
in family adoption cases. These cases were initiated on 
behalf cf families who wanted children of Cowlitz parents 
adopted by Cowlitz people. Leadership relied on help from 
Quileute lawyers to intervene through the 1978 Indian Child 
Welfare Act. While the inter~entions were unsuccessful, 
they were conducted on behalf of individual families as an 
activity independent of claims. 

The General and Tribal Council were also involved in 
disputes. Members reported that the governing council 
leaders held no meetings from 1957 to 1962 because of 
personal disputes between Joseph Cloquet, the new President, 
and James Sareault. In 1964, BIA records of meetings 
describe a further dispute over the choice of a lawyer. The 
evidence did not show directly how much the dispute involved 
the genenll membership. However, it did show that BIA 
officials, Congressional staff, and CTI leadership were 
concerned that the latter would be unable to maintain 
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consensJS or orderly voting within the general membership. 
Minutes and correspondence also show that the leadership 
took sp!cific steps to resolve the conflict by discrediting 
the dissidents within the leadership and general membership, 
and mai1tain orderly decision making. 

In 1967, the general membership amended their constitut'ion 
to setJp a Tribal Council. Its purpose was to conduc~ 
routine business for the General Council, and to set thle 
latter's meeting agenda. In 1973 the constitution was again 
amended. The organization changed its name from the Cowlitz 
Tribe of Indians to the Cowlitz Indian Tribe of the State of 
Washing:on (CIT). 

The Qui1ault Reservation's lawsuit and land use plan were 
menti.c)fl,=d above. While the Cowlitz Indian Tribe's General 
Council sent a delegate to represent Cowlitz interests in 
the Qui:1aul t Tribe I s land use planning, Quinault Allottees 
Associa:ion documentation shows that only one of the 
peti tio:1er' s members, John Barnett, as active in the 
Quinaul: Allottees Association. He, in turn, mentioned only 
two oth'!r CIT members. Thus, there is little evidence of 
widespr,=ad petitioner poli tical involvement in the U. S. v. 
Mitchell case or in activities opposing Quinault Tribal land 
use pla:1ning. However, other petitioner members expressed 
concern that petitioner leaders were using their positions 
within:he CIT Tribal Council to influence the activities of 
the Qui:1ault Tribe for their own benefit. The issues 
associa:ed with the Quinault land use planning are thus 
indirec': evidence for the political involvement of the 
general membership under 25 CFR §83.7(c). 

In 1973 the Tribal Council voted to accept a compromise 
settle:mlmt on the Indian Claims Commission Act. Federal 
hearing:s held in 1974 showed that 37 individuals objected to 
the set":lement as too small, and as approved by voters whom 
they did not consider members. About three of these 
individuals formed a loosely-organized group known as the 
Sovere:iqn Cowlitz. This organization declared itself 
separatl:! from the general membership and not subject to laws 
of the United States. 

Evidencl:! shows that the Sovereign Cowlitz did not receive 
widespr(:!ad support from among the general membership. Their 
objections to the ICC Claims, Settlement from 1974-1981, 
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however, received wider support.' Interview information and 
Tribal Council Meeting minutes show that Tribal Council 
leaders saw the group as a threat to leadership stability, 
and took what they saw as necessary steps to discredit the 
disside~ts and re-establish an orderly decision process 
among <:hE! general membership. 

Also in 1973, the Tribal Council passed resolutions, 
approved by the General Council to exclude from the general 
membership individuals who (1) were enrolled with other 
Indian tribes, arid (2) had a blood quantum of less than 1/16 
Cowlitz Indian. Federal testimony about the first decision 
in 1974 showed that i t divided the gener_al membership, both 
within some family lines, and between family lines. While 
the deci~:ions affected only a small number of people 
directly, interview information from 1989 and 1995 shows 
that these divisions still remain unreconciled, and have 
encouraged some extended family groups to remain active in 
the Tribal Council to protect their membership status. 

The petition maintains that fishing rights issues were an 
indication of political leadership within the General and 
Tribal Councils from the 1950's to the present. The lawsuit 
in 195:> 3gainst the City of Tacoma was mentioned above, and 
provides indirect evidence that the General Council 
intervened to protect fishing rights. In 1978, the CTI 
tried unsuccessfully to intervene in the U.S. v. Washington 
Fishing Rights case. In 1981, the CIT intervened with the 
Chinook Tribe, another Federal Acknowledgment petitioner, in 
the Wahkiakum Band of Chinooks vs. Bateman Fishing Rights 
case, against the State of W~shington. 

A petition containing the signatures of 36 people pledged a 
percentaqe of the ICC claims payment to fund lawyers to 
pursue the litigation. Some members objected to any CIT 
interven<:ion in the fishing rights issues. However, there 
is no ev:Ldence about the outcome of the pledges, of the 
general Inembership's economic interest in commercial or 
subsistence fishing, or other evidence that the fishing 
rights i:)sues involved politically a large proportion of the 
CIT gene:::-al membership. 

During tll,e 1970' s, the CIT Tribal Council, with the Small 
Tribes Ol:9anization of Western Washington (STOWW), monitored 
archaeolc)gical and cultural resource management activities 
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conducted by the Lewis County Public Utility Department 
(PUD) ard the City of Tacoma. These utilities were building 
more hyc,roelectric dams in the upper Cowlitz River Valley. 
As part of the cultural resource mitigation measures, the 
Lewis Ccunty PUD arranged with the Tribal Council, in 1987, 
to purc~ase approximately 18 acres of land for the Council's 
use. The land was located on the Cowlitz River, near Vader, 
Washi:1gton. 

There was no evidence that the land purchasing efforts them­
selves involved a significant portion of the petitioner's 
general membership. However, the land was an important 
stage for the sweat lodge, and ,ensuing religion disputes 
described above. 

These political examples provide evidence that, first, the 
general rnE!mbership expected the Tribal Council to advocate 
for family concerns other than simply claims or 
acknowledgment. Second, they show Tribal Council members 
often started such activities in response to these 
complaints. The Tribal Council leadership, in turn, did not 
always approve these activities. Third, these initiatives 
engendered conflict within the general membership which came 
to involve the Tribal Council leadership. 

In sum, the evidence shows that the General Council of the 
1950's and 1960's, and the Tribal Council of the 1970's to 
the present have exercised political influence and 
leadership over the general membership. They have also 
responded. to influence from the general membership in turn. 
The councils have mobilized testimony from knowledgeable 
elders for land claims. Council members, moreover, have 
stated that the councils have responded -- sometimes with 
reluctance -- to demands from the general membership to 
intervene in ways seen as promoting the interests of certain 
extende!d families and social categories. These categories 
have been described in the discussion of 25 C?R §83.7(b) 
above. rhese interventions, in turn, incite further efforts 
by members of other social categories to insure that their 
interests are not slighted. These latter concerns are 
especially noticeable in issues concerning dual enrollment 
and memb~rship eligibility. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

The f~llowing is the Anthropological Technical Report. It 
is suomitted as part of the evaluation of the petition for 
ackno'l'Iledqment as an Indian Tribe under 25 CFR §§83. 7 (b) and 
® submitted by the Cowlitz Indian Tribe. The evaluation for 
this petition is conducted under the regulations for an 
entity ~ith previous acknowledgment, per 25 CFR §83.8. 

This Technical Report posits a working date for prior 
recognition as 1855. In keeping with the regulations for 
prior recognition under 25 CFR §83.8 the Anthropological 
Technical Report may direct its inquiry under 25 CFR 
§83.7 :b), demonstration of continuous tribal existence, to 
the moder'n day community. Under 25 CFR §83. 8, the 
Anthropological Technical Report may then also address 
inquiry for criteria under 25 CFR §83.7(c), demonstration of 
polit~cal authority and leadership, to describing a sequence 
of leaders from 1855. 

The year 1855 is the date established for prior recognition, 
to the present, and showing evidence that these individuals 
were in fact recognized as leaders. 

1.1 Methodology 

EvaluaU.·)n of the petitioner for the Anthropological 
Technical Report relied on primary documentation and 
intervie1rls. Primary documentation included meeting minutes, 
affidavi":s, and correspondence found either in the petition 
or collected from a site visit conducted by the BIA 
researchf:rs July 24 - August 4, 1995. Interviews were 
collected during the site visit July 24 - August 24, 1995. 

The site visit research design includes both a sampling 
component and interview strategy. In the sampling component 
the researcher met with the Chairmen of the General Council, 
Tribal Council, and the Tribal Council Enrollment Committee, 
to deterrline all the family lines from whom to choose 
individu~lls for interview. The General Council represents 
all membE!rship listed by the petitioner. The Tribal Council 
conducts routine business on behalf of the general council. 
The EnroLlment Committee is part of the Tribal Council. 
Please see the Genealogical Technical Report for more 
information. 
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The sampling design was iterative. Through the succeeding 
days, pr!liminary interview information showed that certain 
individu~ls and groups should be assigned high priority for 
intervie'~ing, and the initial scheduling was altered to 
include:hese people. Priority was changed to guarantee 
that as Inany different kinds of people as possible were 
~epresen-:ed, and as many points of view and interpretations 
as possible obtained from the speakers' points of view. 
Thus, Ulf: researcher was able to change the initial 
intervieli schedule in order to make best use of scarce time. 

A total of 32 people were interviewed. The anthropologist 
conducted five of these interviews without the benefit of 
tape rec()rder, in two cases because of the informal setting, 
and in on,e case because the informant refused to be tape­
recorded. The anthropologist conducted 20 individual inter­
views tape-- recorded. Average length of the interviews was 
1.2 hour~;. The remaining interviews were conducted with at 
least thret~ people at one time, with the benefit of a tape 
recorder. One of the groups was interviewed twice. With 
the exception of three individual interviews, all interviews 
have be'en 1:ranscribed. 

As with the sampling design, the interview strategy was 
iterativE. Interviews began with an open-ended question 
asking tt.e informant to describe his or her "life as a 
Cowlitz." The anthropologist then followed up the answers 
with two kinds of additional questions. The first included 
requests for further explanation, description, or examples. 
In the second follow-up question, ·the anthropologist asked 
for specific dates, times, names of individuals involved, 
numbers of people in attendance, and duration of events. l 

The second open-ended question asked the informant to 
describe t.he exact conditions that impelled him or her to 
decide to become active in Cowlitz life. Follow-up 
questions were similar to the first, and included the 
followj.ng: 

10f particular value was the Historian's GTKY file, which 
included! .2 partial list of modern-day Cowlitz and all 
genealog'i,:ally-relevant information. 
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1. the planning and sequencing of family get-togethers, 
including activities, who are contacted, etc.; 

2. economic activities such as berry picking, hops 
picking, fishing, etc. that were mentioned; 

3. im~)ortant issues and disputes that have arisen in the 
Council; 

4. hOVT important issues such as the above were resolved, 
and if not, what happened; 

5. school attendance; 

6. whet':. people were doing during phases of their lives 
whE!n they were not involved actively in Tribal Council 
activities; 

7. other indicators that might demonstrate a way of life 
di~it.inct from the surrounding non-Indian communities. 

The docl~entation and interview information show five 
feature~i important in characterizing the modern corrununity 
and poltt:Lcal leadership for the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 
(CIT), Inc. from the 1950's to the present: 

1. prj.ncipal social categories, as discussed by the 
spE!akers; 

2. int.eraction with the Federal and state gqvernments 
through land transfers, trust obligations, and handling 
of fishing rights; 

3. grcl\re site and burial rights issues taken up by the 
vaLLous councils and the family lines; 

4. ma~or events for which official meetings were held, and 
thE! issues considered at these meetings; and 

5. informal leadership and authority that emerged from 
t inLE: to time. 

InterviE!\1i' and genealogical information revealed five maj or 
social categories of interrelated family lines whose 
descendc.nts are part of today' s CIT membership. The first 
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incl~des descendants of the Taitnapam ancestors such as 
Isaac ~inswa and Louis Castama, who resided along Upper 
Cowli~z River around Mossyrock and east toward the Yakima 
Reservation in the late 19th Century. They include modern 
day descendants such as Kinswa, Smalley, and Burlingame. 
Families such as Eyle, Kiona, and Yoke, were important until 
1973. However, they are today enrolled on Yakima, and are 
not on today's petitioner list. 

Many of the Upper Cowlitz families were connected with\ the 
Shaker Church on both the Yakima and Chehalis Reservations. 
The Shaker religion was initiated by John Slocum in 1883. 
It is a syncretistic religion that combines the beliefs of 
Christianity and the traditional ceremonies practiced by the 
Salish tribes during the 19th Century. While today's 
members do not identify themselves as Shakers, they still 
attend Shaker weddings and funerals. They also maintain 
contact with Shaker relatives on these reservations. They 
jokingly referred to themselves as among the "blue bloods" 
who maintain contact with Reservation Indians and know well 
the people residing in the Upper Cowlitz region (Wendy 
Kinswa, BIA Interview 7/29/1995). 

The secJnd category, the m~tis, are descendants of French 
Canadia.1 fur traders and Lower Cowlitz Salish women who were 
residin'~ on the Cowlitz Prairie, near the present town of 
Vader, in the 1840's and 1850's. Family surnames include 
Gerrand, Bercier, Plamondon, and Cottonoir (Cottonware). 
Also in<:::luded here are metis descendants identified as 
Cowlitz by Roblin in 1919 who resided in the Anacortes area 
in t~e .Late 19th Century and early 20th Century. Those 
descendants today include the Wiggins. Also, some m~tis 
descendants hold allotments on the Quinault Reservation. 

The thi:~d social category includes descendants of Salish­
speakinq Indians, Sahaptin-speaking Indians, and metis 
living in the Boisfort/Peell/Chehalis areas, to the west of 
the Cowlitz River. These people are related to Indians 
residinc1 on both the Quinault and the Chehalis reservations. 
Included today are descendants of Charlie Pete, born 1860 at 
Cowlitz Prairie. Charles Pete's first wife, Mary Ann, was a 
full-blooded Indian from Yakima. Their daughter Julia 
married John Eyle. Eyle was one of the Upper Cowlitz Eyles 
who movE!d later to Yakima. None of the descendants from 
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CharlE~s Pete and Mary Ann are known members of the CTI or 
today's petitioner. 

Charles' second marriage was to Mary Cottonoire. Mary 
Cottono.Lre was a m~tis descendant, born about 1881. She 
was the granddaughter of Julia, or Hosquah, who marr{ed, 
Edward ::"ozier, around 1854. Their daughter Dalia Lozier 
(born c. 1860) married David Cottonoire. While described as 
3/4 Quinault, records show that David Cottonoire was % 
Cowlitz, son of Michel Cottonoire, a m~tis descendant, and 
Maria Hachea, a Quinault born c. 1834. Through a succession 
of marr.Lages, then, the Petes were related to Quinault and 
Yakima-~:nrolled Indians, as well as to m~tis. Today's 
descendants through second marriages include the DeNobrega 
family and the children of Jesse Pete, Jr. 

The fou::th category includes the descendants of Cowlitz 
m~tis and Indians who resided in the Cascade Mountains and 
the Dalles. All were descendants of Lucy Skloutwout (1830-
1902), a Lower Cowlitz woman, and Louis Garrand, a French 
Canadiall contemporary of Simon Plamondon, Sr. Lucy later 
also maJ:ried John Weiser. Descendants from both these 
marrlagE~s are part of today's petitioning group. Of their 
children, six were descended from the first marriage, with 
Louis Garrand. 

One chL.d, Peter Garrand (1854-3873) married Felicite 
Pichet, who, records indicate, was the Indian daughter of a 
metis cOlJple at Cowlitz Prairie. Their son, William Rae (b. 
1876) was raised by the non-Indian family of Ben Wilson 
after FE!1.ici te' s remarriage. 2 His grandson, Roy I. Wilson, 
was GenE!:ral Council President until 1982. 

A second son of Lucy Skloutwout, named Louis Garrand (d. 
1910) married Mary Stoquin, a Cascade Indian and Yakima 
allottee c. 1886. He was also enrolled at Warm Springs. 3 

His onl~r child by Mary Stoquin was Abbie Lucy Gerrand.· She 
married r~orris Reynolds, a non-Indian. Her daughter 

2The 1917 Census (#2809) of the Yakima Reservation shows 
William Wilson living at the Yakima Reservation, with four 
children" including Roy E. wilson (b. 1909). 

3Presumably through a different marriage. 
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Lucille Marie Reynolds (b. 1913) married Albert Aalvik, a 
non-Indian of Norwegian descent. Their son Ronald C. 
Aalvik, Jr., or Sonny Aalvik, is today the Chairman of the 
CIT T~ibal Council. Lucille Marie Reynolds' sister, 
Kathleen Juanita Reynolds, is the mother of Marsha Williams 
and Linda Foley, who are today the Vice Chair and Secretary, 
tespectively, of the CIT General Council. 

Clearly, while both the descendants of Peter Garrand and 
Louis Gerrand share a common ancestor, Skloutwout, the 
descencla"lts of the latter are those to whom others refer as 
the Casc,:ide descendants, and who themselves observe that 
they stiLl have close ties with the Warm Springs Reservation 
(Marsha Williams, BIA Interview 7/24/1995). However, both 
are rela":ed to people enrolled on the Yakima Reservation 
through :?eter Garrand. 

The fiftll category includes descendants who lived along the 
Lower Cmlllitz River, around Kelso. One group is descended 
from Jack Wannassay, recorded as lower Cowlitz (1878 BIA 
Census), and Sally" Patch-Eye," a Klickitat woman. They are 
represent'ed by families such as Meyers, Drummond, Hill, 
Dunckel, and Cassity, today. Another group includes descen­
dants of Iyall-Wahawa, the son of Wahawa and Wannassay, 
originaL.y from around Cowlitz Prairie, near Vader.4 They 
are represented today by Iyall, Fawcett, lyall-Vasquez, and 
Chappell. 

It is important to emphasize that these categories, while 
used and defined by the interview~es, do not include 
mutually-exclusive genealogical family lines. That is, they 
are sometimes descended from more than one genealogical 
category. In fact, evidence will show, first, that there 
are individuals who serve as points of contact between 
genealogically-defined family lines. Second, evidence will 
show that there is considerable interaction among 
individuals across these social categories. Finally, the 
evidence will show that speakers distinguish these 
categories by shared history and other experiences, and 

4lyall family members maintain that Iyall Wahawa was a son 
of ScanewCl. BlA research and petition documentation shows 
that Iyall Wahawa was the son of the parents listed above; 
and born some 17 years after Scanewa's death. 
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assocL:ltE: certain characteristics and interests wi th these 
categories. 

In pre~;enting this evidence, it is important to stress that 
these ca.tegories or groups include all members of today's 
peti t ielner. In describing the histories of these groups, 
however', this report does not describe all the individual 
family lines. Thus, what are presented are case studie~. 
This re,port proposes that these case studies represent 'fhe 
entire petitioner because, first, they best explain the 
interview and documentary evidence obtained as part of the 
BIA research. Second, no alternative explanation emerges 
that refutes the BIA explanation. 

1.2 Designation of Modern Community and Political 
Authority 

The actors and issues of the modern community and political 
autho:ri ty are described through the assessment summarized 
above. However, to provide a full understanding of 
community and political authority, the BIA researchers found 
it necessary to study past events, organization, and 
leadership. The Anthropological Technical Report chooses 
the year 1950 as the starting point for a full explanation 
of modern community because, first, it was the year that an 
organization known as the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians (CTI) 
adopted its first known constitution and bylaws. This 
constitution and bylaws, in amended form, remains in effect 
today. 

Second, i.n 1953 eTr members provided testimony for the 
law~uit Plamondon v. United States. This case was submitted 
in 1951 (Chief, Tribal Operations officer, to Mr. Donald 
Rhodes, 3/18/1963), in response to the 1946 United States 
Indian Claims Commission Act, and its effects remain 
important. to this day. 

Third, t.he 1950's is a decade from which most of the 
interviewees can recall either their childhood or adulthood. 
However, while the 1950's will be used as a starting point 
to expla.in modern community and leadership, earlier periods 
of time will also be reviewed, particularly to explain 
political leadership and authority. 
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2 19:1()--1973: THE BEGINNING OF MODERN COMMUNITY 

The prir.cipal defining events of the 1950's and 1960's were 
the new constitution and bylaws adopted in 1950, the lawsuit 
PlamondcE v. U.S. in 1953, and the Cowlitz Tribe v. City of 
lacoma, lawsuit in 1955. These three events set the stage 
in th~ 1960's for major disputes in hiring a lawyer to 
prosecute Plamondon v. U.S. in 1964, the formation of a 
Tribal Council in 1967, and involvement of some Cowlitz, in 
1968, in what was to become the court case United States v. 
Mitchell. This period ends with a proposed settlement for 
Plamondon v. U.S. in 1973. 

2.1 Main Characters 

Documentation shows that members of the five major social 
categories defined above were residing in different areas 
primarily along the Cowlitz River, as well as elsewhere in 
southwest Washington. Evidence shows, first, that the 
Taitnapa:ll Upper Cowlitz resided in the Mossyrock area, 
interact!d intensively with various reservation Indians in 
subsist.e1ce and religious activities, served on the Council 
of what 'tlas then known as the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 
(CTI), a~d testified as witnesses in the two claims cases 
mentione(j above. The generation growing up in the 1950's 
spoke En(~lish with bilingual Sahaptin!English-speaking 
parents, attended public schools, and experienced little or 
no discr:L:nination. They were, nevertheless, recognized 
distinct:~y as Indians by their non-Indian neighbors, by the 
Bureau 0:: Indian Affairs, and by their relatives who lived 
and were lenrolled on the Yakima and Chehalis Reservations. 

Second, l,ower Cowlitz m~tis descendants worked as farmers 
and loggers, and recalled large extended family reunions 
which distant collateral relatives attended. These people 
served as leaders on the General Council and Executive 
CommitteE~" and one family, the Sareault, were lawyers for 
the Council. Today's petitioners maintained that their 
grandparE!nts spoke French to one another and the Chinook 
Jargon tel Indian neighbors into the 1940's. While evidence 
shows a cultural life different from the Upper Cowlitz and 
the families in other social categories, this cultural and 
social life was in turn distinct in religion and social 
interaction from non-Indians in the surrounding corrununities. 
At the same time it shared social and political 
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relationships with other social category members different 
from what was shared with non-Cowlitz. 

Third, :,ome Bois fort I Peell/Chehalis Salish descendants 
enrolled at Quinault, and their descendants, as members of 
eTI, he:.d interest in land allotments provided at Quinault. 
These people continued to reside at Castle Rock in the 
Cowlitz River Valley, although they were also being enrolled 
at Quinault. Their families married Yakima, metis, and 
other Indian families. Evidence does not show what non­
English language, if any, these people spoke. Some evidence 
suggest:, that they differed from some metis in religion. 
Little :.nformation is available on social life. BIA records 
show sene leaders among them were consulted periodically by 
the FedE~ral government, as were Upper Cowlitz leaders. 

Fourth, documents show that Cowlitz metis relatives of 
Cascade Indian families resided around Stevenson, 
Washington. They recalled visiting Yakima relatives. While 
older family members were enrolled there, younger members 
did not qualify for Yakima enrollment, and joined what 
became l:nown as the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (CIT) in the 
1970's. They joined through relatives who had previously 
been mer~Jers. They then became active in CIT political 
life. 

Fifth, Lower Cowlitz Salish descendants such as the Wannas­
says re:;ided in Kelso during the 1950' sand 1960' s, as they 
had dOnE! since the turn of the century. Their relatives 
also had enrolled at Yakima. Relatives of the Iyall 
familie:;, were enrolled at Yakima and Nisqually. Members in 
both families were active in the CTr Council. 

2.1.1 Upper Cowlitz Taitnapam Descendants 

Correspondence from the BIA shows that throughout the 
1930's, descendants of the Castama, Suter lick, Satanas, and 
Kinswa/IkE: families lived in the Mossyrock area on the 
Cowlitz River. Also living in the area were one family of 
Kiona-red,ated Eyles. 5 All these people had been 

SThis Eyle family moved to the Yakima Reservation after 
1974. ThE: Historical Technical Report shows that few 
Cowlitz families appeared in Yakima Reservation records 
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predominantly Sahaptin-speaking Upper Cowlitz, or Taitnapam, 
Indians. The relatives of many of these people had enrolled 
on the Yakima Reservation, and had been allotted land there. 

The Ike family included John Ike, Isaac's son, and his 
brothers Howard Ike and David Ike. 6 Meeting minutes showed 
that John Ike Kinswa, Isaac's son, was elected Chairman of 
the Cowlitz General Council in 1922, succeeding Dan 
Plamondon. Meeting minutes for 1932 show that Kinswa, 'in 
turn, was succeeded by James Sareault (Petition, 190). I 

Throughout the 1920's and 1930's John Ike received letters 
of inquiry from the Portland Area Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
These letters asked whether the children of Taitnapam 
families were enrolled at Bureau of Indian Affairs schools, 
or puhli= schools if they were not enrolled at the Bureau 
Schools (Petition A-253) . 

The Kins'.va line is represented by individuals today such as 
the thre': sisters Wendy and Patty Kinswa and Diane Smalley, 
and thei.r brother Mickey. Wendy Kinswa recalled growing up 
in a rura.l isolated household around the town of Mossyrock 

before 1900. Those who did appear before then were married 
to Klickitats, and include families such as the Wannassays. 

6As Melvin Core pOinted out, Ike and Kinswa are used 
interchangeably to describe the Kinswa group: 

"before the Catholic Church and government 
required two names, the old Indians knew a person 
only by one name. Ike Kinswa was simply "Ike" 
until president Harrison gave him a patent for 165 
aCrE!:3 of trust land, meaning it could not be taxed 
or taken from him although he could sell it. The 
namE! "Kinswa" was added for legal purposes." 

Following Indian practice, Ike Kinswa's son 
John \,.,as John-son-of-Ike, thus John Ike, rather 
th,an .John Kinswa. In turn John Ike's son Isaac, 
ke,ep:Lng to Indian practice, would have been Isaac 
Joihr.j: and, in fact, some Indians called him that. 
But, adapting to the white man's way of taking the 
fatt.er's last name, Isaac became "Isaac Ike." 
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on tr;E~ IJpper Cowlitz River during the 1950's. In the 
summers she recalled picking berries with her grandmother 
Martta, and other Indians at Sawtooth. Sawtooth is a 
popular site among the Yakimas for picking blackberries and 
blueber:::-ies, in June and early July, and later in the summer 
for raspberries and huckleberries. 

those were the places where our grandmother used 
to go every summer, and meet with other Indian 
people. There were a lot of people from other 
trLbes up there. They would camp up there, maybe 
fo:::- a month or a week at a time. So we went up 
thE:!le and camped (Wendy Kinswa, BIA Interview 
7 /:~ 5 / 95) 

Wendy Kinswa recalled the three-week berry-picking season in 
more detail with her grandmother: 

UL.a [Martha Ike] wanted me to drive [to the 
moun"tains] to pick huckleberries' because our big 
old Chevrolet was high enough to go over the 
ruts.. Ulla [Martha Ike's Indian title] knew 
thE~ Yakima and could talk Yakima too. Joyce Eyle 
[ another Yakima-speaking Taitnapam Cowlitz] was up 
thE~.n~ with her son Bubbles. We put a tent up and 
put down the more tender fir boughs for a pretty 
good bed under our blankets. We didn't have 
SlE~I=ping bags and stuff (Wendy Kinswa, Irwin 
Affi.davit 7/6/1989, Petition A-2416) . 

Dianna ~;malley observed that while her father and uncle, 
David I be II all spoke Tai tnapam, none wanted to teach the 
language to their children 

Daddy wouldn't teach us the Indian way because"Mom 
told him we needed to learn the white man's way 
too " that we wouldn't be living in an Indian 
world. He said that was fine. He did try to 
teach me to mend a net though (Dianna Smalley, 
In/in Affidavit, 7/6/1989, Petition A-2417). 

Their uncle, Howard Ike, was a member of the Shaker Church 
and livE!d close by them across the Cowlitz River. However, 
visitin9 could occasionally be arduous. 
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:n the summer, Dad would walk and swim across the 
river, and walk to Uncle Howard's house. 
Otherwise drive to Toledo, but didn't have gas 
Money (Dianna Smalley, Irwin Affidavit, 7/6/1986, 
Petition A-2422) . 

Their other uncle, David Ike, born 1927, also lived nearby. 
Living presently in Ethel, Washington, he is considered the 
last Cowlitz speaker. He also has taken on the 
responsi:lility of maintaining the family cemetery (Wendy 
Kinswa, 3IA Interview, 7/25/1995). 

In 19:,0 Joseph P. Lavin, Asst. Attorney General, reported to 
Taholah .;gency Superintendent George P. LaVatta, 5/19/1950 
regardinq a request from David Ike to: 

be .Lssued a permit to purchase liquor. He stated 
thao: he is twenty-two years of age and that while 
is d member of the Cowlitz Tribe he is not a ward 
cf the United States. He referred to the fact 
that members of said tribe do not reside on a 
resE~rvation (Lavin to LaVatta 5/19/1950, Petition 
A-5!; 6) . 

While thE~ disposition of this case is unknown, evidence 
shows that. David Ike was considered an Indian by the 
surround:.ng community. 

The KinsH.:l sisters (David's and Howard's nieces) also 
recalled joining the family picking hops and berries for 
commercial farmers in southwest Washington and Oregon. 
Wendy recalled that when she was 11, and too young to pick 
with the others: 

I held to stay at the cabins, baby-sitting my two 
cousins' babies, Douglas and Leonard, all day. 
Thley were still in their baby-boards and it was so 
hot! I felt so sorry for them with their hair 
sticking down (Wendy Kinswa, Irwin Affidavit 
7/6/1989, Petition A-2415) . 

When attending school in Onalaska, Dianna Smalley mentioned 
little discrimination as Indians, largely because their 
father and uncles were well known as respected by non­
Indians in the area. 
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In the school in Onalaska we didn't run into much 
trJuble because everyone knew who our dad was. If 
th,,=re was a slighting remark, I gave them a really 
mean look, and they would drop it quick (Dianna 
Smalley, Irwin Affidavit 7/26/1989, Petition A-
24:26) • 

When tht:ir family was unable to return to their home, 
however" Wendy Kinswa recalled a time when she had to attend 
schoel in Union Gap, Oregon. She did not enjoy it because 
she fell: homesick and out of place because she was part­
Indian: 

YOll'd think in Union Gap they would have a lot of 
Indian kids, but they didn't. The other kids all 
stood off and wouldn't associate with us. 
No, it wasn't because we were apple-pickers' kids. 
ThE~:rE= were only three or four other Indian kids 
thE~:rE= . 

I remember when I went out to recess, I 
couldn't go around to the other side of the 
bujlding. What was I supposed to do? I was the 
onl.y one part-Indian on that side. Then I did go 
arcilmd on the other side, and Patty was in the 
sanm situation I was. 

Adults in the school treated me much the same 
way" They didn't talk to me unless they had to 
(Wendy Kinswa, Irwin Affidavit, 7/26/1989, 
Petition A-2426) . 

Dianna Snlalley attended Shaker meetings when they were 
young. She pointed out that while they were not always 
allowed to be active in these Shaker prayer meetings, they 
were nevertheless present. In one example: 

At Ul1a's house when Matthew was a baby, they had 
the Shakers come. We kids were not permitted in 
the house and we were freezing outside where we 
were watching through the kitchen window. Matthew 
was crying all the time, and it was something 
about a spirit that was there that wasn't supposed 
to be. That was in the shack after we put up the 
house for Ulla (Dianna Smalley, Irwin Affidavit, 
7/26/1989, Petition A-2420). 
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The Kinswas mentioned that they went to Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians (CTI) meetings occasionally. John Ike, one of the 
Counc~l leaders in the 1930's". took care of all the 
legal stufe' while Howard Ike paid dues. In general, 
however, the meetings were adult affairs i.e., "There were a 
lot of things the older folks thought were not for kids and 
that they shouldn't be there. If they were, they should be 
seen and not hear~' (Wendy Kinswa, Irwin Affidavit 7/6/1989, 
Petition A-2424). \ 

Another famous household living near the Kinswas included 
Mary Kio~a. She was a widely-respected elder among CTI 
members. As Roy Wilson, Skloutwout metis descendant,7 
recalled, she was very knowledgeable about his ancestry, as 
well as:hat of the metis who were part of his line: 

tvlar:f Kiona was a very very special person in my 
1i f,=. Many many times I talked to her. Of course 
she wouldn't speak in English. She'd only spoke 
in ":he Taitnapam, a dialect of the Sahaptin. But 
Joe Peters would usually interpret for me. And 
she -- I can remember one time, at one of those 
events, where I wanted to know some things 
about some of my own ancestors, and I asked her if 
she had known Felicia Pechet. Felicia Pechet 
being a great grandmother of mine . . . and Mary 
said she remembered Felicia very well, and told me 
man\{ stories about he+". That was real special 
(Ro~r 1fiilson, BIA Interview, 7/29/1995). 

Mary KioIla testified in 1955 for what was then the Cowlitz 
Tribe of Irtdians (CTI), when they sued the City of Tacoma 
(Civil No. 1934) in the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians v. The City 
of Tacoma, December 6, 1955 (Petition A-560). Tacoma Power 
and Light~, a publicly-owned utility, proposed placing a dam 
at the tmm of Mayfield, on the Cowlitz River. This dam 

7As a Skloutwout descendant, Roy I. Wilson is distantly 
related to Cascade families such as Marsha Williams and 
Ronald As.lvik. While he is a m~tis descendant, his father 
was enrolled at Yakima. 
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·would t:.ood out a number of Indian cemetery sites and river 
fisheries. = 

Her testimony was about fishing in the Cowlitz River, and 
demonstrated that she had considerable knowledge of Upper 
Cowlitz, Lower Cowlitz, and m~tis families. 

AI:. Cowlitz Indians living in the vicinity of the 
COVllitz River fished in said river; among said 
Indians being the following families: White 
(Kelso), Skokol (Kelso), Cheholtz (Castle Rock), 
Capta.in Peter (Olequa), Cottennoire (Olequa), 
IyaLL (above Olequa), Stokum (near Toledo), Kimpus 
(CmoJlitz Prairie), Kinswa, Castama, Sheungun 
(May:C1eld), Tal-u-ya (Mossyrock), [Y] oke and Eyle 
(Nes:Lka and Kosmos), Satanas and Kionas (Cowlitz 
Fa:.ls - Randle), Tai-I-kan (Riffe) (Mary Kiona, 
Civil No. 1934, Petition A-564-S6S) . 

Notice that Upper Cowlitz families such as Kimpus, Castama, 
Satanas, Kiona, and Kinswa; Lower Cowlitz families such as 
White anel Iyall; and m~tis families such as Cottonoire were 
represented. Kiona was not specific as to when these people 
were £io;hing in the area, but these sites were close to 
where ttu?y had been living. 

During the lawsuit, Isaac Ike Kinswa also testified. His 
testimony showed that he knew of the Nesika burial site and 
Harmony burial site across the Tilton River (Ike Cemetery). 
He menti<::>ned that there were other Indian cemeteries near 
Harmony, too, but they were not known to the public. He 
also te~;t.ified that he had seen" the burial grounds at 
Nesika, the Ike Cemetery, another cemetery now on the Core 
place, illl of which cemeteries have grave markers indicating 
particu:.i3:r graves" (Petition A-SS9) . 

Sarah Castama, who owned land across the river from him, 
also te~;-tified (Petition A-565). Howard Ike translated for 
both Maql Kiona and Sarah Castama into English. James 
Sareault, a m~tis descendant prominent in the CIT Council, 

8Wendy Williams (1983) wrote that the burial site for which 
the law~;u:i t was launched was a "Shaker cemetery on the banks 
of the Cmditz River." 
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took :he depositions (Plamondon v. United States 1953, 
Petition, A-I064). 

Council meeting minutes show that the Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians, the organization pursuing claims at this time, took 
on the lawsuit, not to obtain land but "compensation for the 
'land to be covered by water" (CTI Meeting Minutes 6/2/1956). 

Wendy Kinswa observed, later, that Howard Ike, John Ike 
Kinswa, and David Ike maintained they had helped the leader­
ship in supplying and translating testimony for Plamondon v. 
United States (Wendy Kinswa, BIA Interview 8/2/1995). The 
leadership~hey maintained, should help them in turn in by 
protecti~g grave sites. 

Sarah Castama died around 1960. At the request of John Ike, 
Melvin C,)re was one of the officiators at the funeral. He 
noted that while Ike Kinswa and David Ike were connected 
with the Shaker religion: 

All the services for the Ikes were Christian,9 
jus 1: like I would conduct for a white person, not 
at all like the Shaker services I saw at Chehalis 
Ind~an Reservation (Melvin Core, Irwin Affidavit 
6/1:3/1989) . 

Core notE!ci that there were" about a hundred Indians at her 
funeral :.n Toledo," suggesting that Sarah Castama too was a 
highly-respected elder among the Indians residing in the 
area. 

I held been asked to conduct the funeral service 
for Sarah Castama, but at the funeral home it was 
cl,e.:;,):" that the older Indians also wanted one of 
the' Shaker preachers from Oakville to preach, so I 
cut my words short to leave him time. Still, I 
preached a good funeral service for Sarah, for as 
far as I was concerned I was burying my mother 

9Neither ':he Petition documents nor BIA research made clear 
whether the Christianity included in the funeral services 
was an aspect of the inclusiveness of the Shaker religion, 
or an indicator of a religious difference between David Ike 
and other Shakers. 
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(Cere, Irwin Affidavit 6/13/1989, Petition A-2383) . 

He then recalled that the Shaker preacher 

.. hadn't thought what he was going to say. 
What he did say was aimed at their grandson Billy, 
whe had come to the funeral with a guard escort 
frem prison. For half an hour he berated Billy in 
the strongest words, saying how Billy had shamed 
~iIT,self, his grandmother, and the Indians. As I. 
~eard later, Isaac Ike was so upset with that 
sermon that afterwards he came close to pounding 
that preacher. 

At graveside I gave the committal service; 
then the Shaker minister spoke, and the older 
In~ians chanted for the dead in the traditional 
way (Core, Irwin Affidavit 6/13/1989, Petition A-
2383) .10 

Dianna Smalley, Wendy Kinswa, and Patty Donaldson all 
recalled attending the Shaker funeral for Sarah Castama. 

When Sarah Castama died, they brought her body 
into the house for a wake, but this was something 
kids were not supposed to be involved in, but we 
peaked [si~ through the window and saw people 
sitting there with the lamps on. There were 
Shakers there too (Wendy Kinswa, Irwin Affidavit 
7/E/1989, Petition A-2418) . , 

Althouqh her family maintained contacts with members of the 
Shaker Church, Wendy maintained that "I believe in many of 

10The Petition documentation supplies a slightly different 
version of the service's ending, but the pattern remains the 
same. 

After the service at the funeral parlor Indian 
Louis (Sarah's brother-in-law) was ready to fight 
the Shaker minister but when everyone calmed down 
we went to the Ike cemetery at Ethel where Sarah 
was to be buried. Such fervency continued 
throughout the service which followed at the 
graveyard (Petition A-1852) . 
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the old Indian beliefs, but I don't claim any particular 
religion" (Wendy Kinswa, Irwin Affidavit 7/6/1989, Petition 
A-2422). Nevertheless, her father was an active Shaker 
(Dianna Smalley, Irwin Affidavit 7/6/1989, Petition A-2428) . 

Mary Kie'na passed away in 1970. Newspaper articles 
described a similarly large funeral, but also showed,that 
there was a disagreement between her close relatives a~d 
vario~s Shakers as to where she would be buried (Spiro \ 
n.d.) . 

Clifford Wilson ll at Kelso, chairman of the 
Cowlitz Tribe, explained that it was not yet 
settled where Mary Kiona would be buried. The 
younger people, he said, [prefer] the Kiona 
graveyard near Mossyrock, but granddaughter Mrs. 
Joyce Eyle of Silver Creek wants Mary buried in 
Oakville. He said "it will be settled after 
today's services at the Oakville Shaker Church. 
It is not the Indian tradition to argue while the 
deceased lies in state. After then it can be 
dis cussed" (Spiro n. d. , Petition A-8 8 4) . 

Mary Kiona had been living with Joyce Eyle at Silver Creek, 
near Mossyrock, for the five years preceding her death. 
Subsequently, the decision was made to bury her at Oakville, 
where "Grieving Cowlitz, Yakima Indians carry Mrs. Mary's 
Kiona's: body from Oakville Church" (Sunday Olympian, 
6/21/197 1)). The Newspaper article added that: 

Mort~ than 150 mourners gathered at the Indian 
Sha:cer Church on the Oakville reservation on a 
sunny spring day to pay final tribute to Mrs. 
Kiona, considered the senior member of the Cowlitz 
trihe. Besides the casket, the only objects in 

llClifford Wilson was a metis descendant of Simon Plamondon, 
an early French Canadian settler. Simon's daughter Mary 
Plamondon's second husband was William Wilson, a 1/4 Cowlitz 
metis de~;c:endant. Her first husband was Oliver David 
Bouchard. Clifford Wilson lived in Castle Rock, at this 
time. Ca~;tle Rock is below Mossyrock, on the Cowlitz River, 
the area where the Ike/Kinswas lived, and thus located 
approxims.tely between Mossyrock and Oakville. 
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the church Friday were a few pews and benches and 
a simple altar covered by a white cloth. Several 
you~ger Indians attended the service in tribal 
costume (Sunday Olympian, 6/21/1970). 

Dianna Smalley reported that she and her sisters remembered 
Mary F(iona' s funeral, but "Uncle Howard passed away, then 
Daddy passed away; then Mary Kiona passed away. We didn't 
go to Mary Kiona's funeral. I wasn't done grieving after 
Daddy's funeral yet" (Dianna Smalley, Irwin Affidavi t I 
Petition A-2422). 

The death of these elders in the 1960's and early 1970's 
coincides with what today's Upper Cowlitz petitioners 
describe as a decline in the frequency of social interaction 
both with neighboring kin and with relatives on the Yakima 
Reservation. Wendy Kinswa explained that part of the reason 
for the decline in visiting and other social interactions is 
that some of her neighbors had decided to enroll and move to 
the Yakima Reservation. 12 

We kind of lost contact with each other for 
se'~eral years. They were the ones who used to 
li'le across the Cowlitz River from us. They had 
to go all the way down to Toledo [ see map) and 
come back up the other side [ i. e., for a normal 
vi:3it]. And then when all these kids got older 
th,~y went to the Reservation over there. Because 
wh!~n you turn a certain age you start getting a 
monthly allotment. And I think that part of the 
requirement is that you have to live on the 
re!)ervation to receive your allotment. So that's 
hOi .. a lot of them got over there (Wendy Kinswa, 
BI1\ Interview 7/25/1995). 

She addE~d, however, that normal life during this time 
preventE~d them visiting each other as often as they used to. 

12These neighbors included Howard Ike's children. Again 
note thcLt Howard Ike, a Taitnapam Upper Cowlitz, had 
translatl:d for Mary Kiona in 1955, with James Sareault, a 
Metis, as Counsel. 
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I tlink that is because people get engrossed in 
their own life. They say "I don't have time to do 
these things; I'm too tired when I get home from 
wor<. I've got other things that are going on." 
And it seems like you're rushing from one place to 
ano':her, and I know I used to do that too, until I 
sta::-ted to really think about this (Wendy Kinswa, 
EIA Interview 8/2/1995). 

This trend was to change in the late 1970's as family 
members l:,eported reaching a stage in their lives where the 
passing of certain relatives caused them to re-establish 
ties wittl relatives who had moved to the Yakima Reservation, 
as well 2lS with others within the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians. 

2.1. 2 M~tis Descendants 

M~tis fantilies included the descendants of Louis Gerrand, 
francois Bercier, Jean Baptiste Bouchard, Joseph St. 
Germain, Michael Cottonoire (Cottonware), and others. These 
men were French Canadian Hudson's Bay Company fur traders 
who had n~rried Cowlitz women at the Cowlitz Prairie Mission 
around Vs.der, Washington in the 1840's and 1850's. 
Descendar,ts of the m~tis comprise the largest proportion of 
today's CIT membership. 

Some of these metis descendants had obtained farm land along 
the Cowlitz River. There, as the Genealogical Technical 
Report shows, a few married Indians from Yakima and 
Boisfort/Peell. Others married other m~tis. Still others 
married non-Indians. Many of these latter are not part of 
today' s pe~ti tioner membership. 

M~tis descendants such as Nadine Martin (Cottonoire) 
described f'amily reunions that attracted as many as 100 
family, neighbors, and others. While these were held in the 
late 1930's and early 1940's, some were held in the 1950's. 
These reunions involved as much as a year's planning to 
establish a schedule and location, and to inform relatives 
living far-off. They would be coordinated to occur around 
holidays and would last several days. 

Granjrna West[ sp] -- which was my grandmother's 
stepnother's birthday -- the 29th of June. And 
then my grandmother's birthday was the 30th of 
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June. And they all came at the fourth of July. 
So we'd have this get-together the 29th until 
after the Fourth of July. Everybody would come, 
and there was dancing, and singing, and just have 
a I.onderful time at the get-together, visiting and 
enjoying each other's company (Ernestine Purcell, 
BI1\ Interview, 7/25/1995). 

At the :~eunions themselves , relatives brought and shared 
food they had prepared. Meals were followed by singing and 
dancing to the tune of fiddles or other instruments, as well 
as game:~ for the children. AnOther example of a reunion; 
from th!~ 1940's, shows how the music and dancing that went 
with th!~se activities were Western European in origin: 

We~. l, at this time Barney St. Germaine 13 played 
th!~ fiddle. And he would fiddle. And they would 
squa,re dance. And we had a player piano 
tha t . we'd play the old rolls -- on the 
player piano. And they would dance. My 
grandparents were beautiful dancers. They'd win 
th!~ dancing contest. 

Oh, [they would play] all those old songs. My 
grand-dad played the Jews Harp -- and the Harmonica. 
And they would sing all the songs -- you know -- in 
th!~i.r era. [These songs would include] Alexander's Rag 
Tim,e Band, and Red Red Robin come Bob Bob Bobbing 
Alon9, and Indian Love Call '-- that was one of their 
fa'Torites, Indian Love Call -- and Missouri Waltz . . 
He would sing to my baby sister some French songs that 
I don" t know the names of. He'd set for hours when she 

13Barney St. Germaine (b. 1889) first married Mary 
Cottono:l.re Pete, widow of Bois Fort descendant Charles Pete. 
He then married Blanche Reed in 1924. Blanche Reed was 
granddaughter of Lucy Skloutwout, who had married Louis 
Garrand" and was ancestor of some of the Cascade group. Her 
mother !30phie was registered on the Warm Springs 
Reserval:ion, as well. Barney himself was the great grandson 
of Simon Plamondon, Sr., through his grandmother Marie Anne 
Plamondon, who had married Henri St. Germaine. Thus, 
Barney, himself a m'tis, had married into the Boisfort Peell 
lines, as well as having relatives with the Warm Springs 
Reserva1: i(m relatives of the Cascade group. 
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was a baby and rock her (Mae Ernestine Purcell, BIA 
Interview 7/25/1995) . 

These r,?unions were important because, as Ernestine Purcell 
pointed out, logging jobs sometimes caused particularly the 
father ':0 be absent for protracted periods of time. 

My granddad was a logger, so we moved to where th~ 
10'19in9 was. But always we had relatives that ' 
would corne, wherever we would move to. They wouldl 
cone for the holidays (Mae Ernestine Purcell BlA 
Inte:rview 7/25/1995). 

Mae ErnE~:3tine Purcell recalled her childhood, in the 1940' s, 
when shE~ lived with her grandparents. Both parents spoke 
French clnd English in their homes, and Chinook Jargon among 
Indian nE=ighbors. Ernestine, however, was taught English in 
the s::hc)ols, and the grandparents spoke English to her at 
home: 

3ut my grandparents, when they started to school, 
the)r spoke all [ i. e., the schools] English. And 
-:hey just spoke French [ i. e., the grandparents] , 
so they were very embarrassed over this. So they 
didn't teach my sisters and me French. Which I 
wish they had. But when the relatives came to 
visit, they really really talked a lot of French. 
And that was what they talked. Sometimes maybe we 
didn't know what they were talking about, but they 
did talk French a lot when the relatives came. 

My uncle will be out for our reunion, which 
will be in August. And I wish that he were here 
so that you [i.e., the BlA researcher] could talk 
to ~im, because he could tell you so many more 
thi~gs about their growing up. He speaks just a 
lit':le bit of the [Chinoo~ Jargon. My granddad 
kne11'/ some, but they mainly talked French, but he 
did understand some Jargon (Mae Ernestine Purcell, 
BlA Interview 7/25/1995). 

The meti!) families were primarily Catholic in religion. 
Today's petitioners recalled that their parents and 
grandparents attended mission church. Mae Ernestine Purcell 
shows that during her childhood: 
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When we lived at Olequa we walked from Olequah to 
the Catholic Church up in Vader. That was during 
the DepreSSion. There wasn't much money. So we 
didn't have much money at the mass. but we 
thoroughly enjoyed the walk. 

My grandmother was a very religious old lady, 
and when we lived in Winlock, twice on Sunday's 
we'd go to church. And then the relations would \ 
co~e later in the day, between services -- for our 
dinner (Mae Ernestine Purcell, BIA Interview, 
7/25/1995) . 

Metis families picked berries and hops commercially on 
farms, and the children occasionally had to attend school in 
other cJmmunities. Such berry picking produced both a small 
monetarv income and the benefit of produce for canning and 
storing. Speakers recalled that most the money went to the 
household. They used some, however, to purchase school 
clothes, bicycles, and other supplies (Gerald Bouchard, BIA 
Intervi,:!w 7/23/1995). 

While t;1ey reported little discrimination in the local 
schools, metis descendants were denied liquor, as Indians. 
On J~ne 7, 1937, Alvin Cleo Bouchard14 had written Western 
Washing':on Agency Superintendent N.O. Nicholson on behalf of 
himself and other "lower Cowlitz Indians" for "a card or 
letter ':hat proves we or I am no ward of the government so 
as we 0::- I may buy beer, wines [sic] or liquor like other 
tax t:ayers do" (Bouchard to Nicholson 6/7/1937, in Phillips 
to Upchurch 10/18/1940, 2; Petition A-270) . 

Lenore Cottonware Monohon15 reported how she was refused 
service she went to a tavern: 

14Al vin Cleo Bouchard, incidentally, was an uncle to 
Clifford Wilson, mentioned above, and a father to Norbert 
Bouchard, who served on the Council in the 1960's at the 
same time as Clifford Wilson. See below. 

lSLenore Monohon was also descended from Simon Plamondon, as 
was Clifford Wilson. Her grandfather Daniel Plamondon was 
Mary PlclInondon' s brother. Mary Plamondon was Clifford 
Wilson '~i qrandmother. 

33 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 252 of 555 



Anthrop,)logical Technical Report - Cowli tz Indian Tribe 

I ,,,as as ked if I was Indian. I said "yes." Why 
would I lie? The bartender said, "I can't serve 
YOll." "You can't serve me?" That was when I 
leCl.rned about race (Monohon, Irwin Affidavi t 
4/6/1989, Petition A-2435) . 

~owever, she added that this incident occurred when she was 
21 year~ of age, and before then had not experienced this 
kind of discrimination (Monohon, Irwin Affidavit 4/6/1989, 
Petition A-2435). 

In these cases the Bureau of Indian Affairs generally 
explained that these individuals were not wards of the U.S. 
Government, implying that there was no reason they could not 
be served alcohol or purchase a liquor license (Lavin to 
Lavatta 5/22/1950, Petition A-556-557). This problem ceased 
to be an issue after the 1950's. 

Family r8unions declined periodically. Evelyn Byrnes des­
cribed h!)w "when my brother Barney and Edward Cottonware 
went to \~or1d War I, it kind of broke up the family" (Evelyn 
Bashor B:/rnes, Irwin Affidavit, 12/29/1989, 611311989, 
Petition A-2358). Conversation with Mae Ernestine Purcell 
and others suggested that the reunions would decline when 
the individuals important in initiating or maintaining these 
function~; died or departed. The reunions would then start 
up again \.,hen a younger member of the family was either 
asked to initiate these activities (see also Marjorie 
Cassity,16 BIA Interview, 7/17/1995) or took it upon 
themselvEs to do so. 

Attendance' at CTI Council meetings had many parallels to 
family reunions. People would attend the meetings with 
parents when young, and not attend during their teens and 
early '20's. They resumed attending usually at the behest 
of a relative or in response to some important event. John 
Barnett, illustrates the pattern from his own recollections. 

Intermittently, when I was a pre-teen I would go 
to a meeting every two or three years, with my Dad 

16Marjorie Cassity, a non-Indian, is married into the 
Cassity family, who are descendants of the Lower Cowlitz 
Wannassay. They reunion pattern, however, is similar. 
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-- I didn't go to all of them. He'd invite me in, 
my brother [ too]. Then there was a time lapse 
high school and college days -- in which I did not 
have too much Tribal involvemeht, other than 
contact with my Dad, just telling me what was 
going on. At that time period -- when you have 
too much else going on as you're growing up and 
getting educated -- these things. So my actual 
Tribal involvement as far as attending meetings 
there was that lapse there. 
I stayed in contact after my Uncle Gus [Auguste 
Cloquet] died -- with my other cousins, Joe 
Cloquet and Don Cloquet specifically -- on 
different things going on within the Tribe, you 
know, just with passing conversations with my 
co~sins. No real involvement on my part of going 
to meetings at that time (John Barnett, BlA 
Interview, 8/4/1995). 

Gerald 30uchard added: "Then I drifted away from the tribal 
meetings until about the early 1970'S,17 when Uncle Cliff 
got me involved again" (Bouchard, Irwin Affidavit 6/17/1989, 
Petitio~ A-2352). Speakers considered this sort of drifting 
normal. for people whose childhood had been in the 1950's and 
1960's (Barnett, BIA Interview 8/4/1995; Kinswa BIA 
Interview, 8/2/1995). 

2.1. 3 Boisfort/Peell/Chehalis Salish Descendants 

Superi.ntendent W.B. Sams wrote September 17, 1924, to 
CharlE!s Pete, at Castle Rock,. requesting school data on 
Lawrenc'= Pete and Jesse Pete (Petition A-1987, 29). These 
inquiri,es were similar to the ones to John Ike Kinswa 
mention'ed earlier. 

Jesse P'ete, Sr., born 1920, at Castle Rock, enrolled at 
Quinaul·:, where his mother, Mary Cottonoire, had obtained an 
allotment. While he is not a member of today's petitioner, 
his sCln.s Jessie Thomas Pete, Jr. and Ernest Dean Pete, are 
members of CIT. 

17Meetin~s minutes and notes suggest strongly that Bouchard 
was act.Lve in Council meetings in 1964. 
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Metis Male Ernestine Purcell remembered Mary Cottonoire Pete, 
and was aware of the Yakima connections. 18 Purcell shows, 
in additi.on, that through Mary Cottonoire Pete some metis, 
too, wen:: also related to Yakima families. 

And my aunt Mary Pete -- she was Cowlitz and 
French -- but my uncle Charlie was also Yakima. 
So they had quite a bit of land over in Yakima. 
Anc my aunts and uncle used to go over. She used 
to take them with her, and then they would come 
back and tell us about what they did with the 
Indian people over there (Mae Ernestine Purcell, 
BlA Interview, 7/25/1995). 

Charles Pete was active in the Cowlitz governing council in 
1915 "on a committee whose business it will be to make up a 
certified and absolutely accurate roll of all the surviving 
members of the Cowlitz Tribe (Petition A-487). His son, 
Jesse Pet e, Sr. (b. 1920), however, was not a member. While 
some of the petitioner members considered his decision not 
to join the Cowlitz as "controversial" (John Barnett, BIA 
Interview 8/3/1995), Jesse Pete, Sr. gave a simple reason: 
"when you're allotted at the Quinault, you're Quinault" 
(Jesse Pete, Sr., BIA Interview, 7/25/1995). 

Neither interview nor documentary evidence shows whether 
these Boisfort/Peell families maintained a separate or 
distinct religious and social life. However, evidence cited 
about reunions in 2.1.2 and the relationships with metis 
suggest :3trongly that they were involved in family reunions 
and simil a.r social life in the area. 

2.1. 4 Cascade Descendants 

As mentioned before, when the petitioner members referred to 
Cascade clescendants, they were describing descendants of 
Louis Gal"rand and Mary Stoquin. Marsha Williams noted that 
during thE~ 1950' sand 1960' s she attended Yakima meetings 
with her rnother. However, she observed that her mother and 
older si~ters had enrolled on Yakima, but were unallotted. 

18Remember, the Cottonoire (or Cottonware) families of metis 
such as LEHlore Monohon, mentioned above, were also related. 
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She herself was therefore ineligible for Yakima enrollment 
(Marsha Williams, BIA Interview 7/24/1995) . 

Marsha recalled visiting her grandmother during the 1950's, 
and berry picking with her in the summers in the Cascades 
around Sawtooth. Her grandmother, while allotted at Yakima, 
also had land around Stevenson, Washington (Marsha Williams, 
BIA Interview 7/24/1995). 

She maintained that while her grandmother spoke the Wasco 
Indian dialect, her mother did not. 

Oh, my mom just speaks English. My grandmother 
spoke Chinobk Jargon. But I don't -- and I'm sure 
my mom heard it -- know if my mom ever spoke that. 
t\nd my grandmother also knew the Indian language 
up the river, which would be Wasco dialect, or 
Chinook dialect. But I don't think my mother 
heard that (Marsha Williams, BIA interview, 
7/24/1995) . 

Marsha attended public school in Stevenson, and experienced 
litt:e or no discrimination from non-Indians. Her main 
observation was that the non-Indians did not seem to know 
their extended families as well as she and her people did. 
(Marsha Williams, BIA Interview 7/24/1995) . 

She was not exposed either to Shakers or Catholics, since 
her qrar.,drnother "had a disdain for religion." 

So, we always went to whatever church was closest 
to the house. And it happened to be Baptist 
churches as I was growing up, but we went to 
Sunday School: we didn't go to church. We weren't 
merr~ers -- whatever -- we weren't involved that 
way. Just the Sunday School teaching (Marsha 
Williams, BIA Interview 7/24/1995). 

Sonny Aalvik's family also resided in Stevenson, Washington. 
By the 1940's they had located farm land near where Marsha 
Williams, his first cousin, lived with her family. 

I picked huckleberries with my grandparents. I 
had five brothers. I'm the oldest. But we were 
not raised as traditional Indian way. As my 
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fathE=r being Norwegian, and he was born and raised 
in Stevenson, Washington (Sonny Aalvik, BIA 
IntE=rview 7/25/1995). 

Sonny A2,lvik went to school at Stevenson, and experienced 
little cliscrimination from non-Indians. Both he and Marsha 
Willi3ffi! joined the CIT in the mid 1970's. 

2.1. 5 Lower Cowlitz Kelso Descendants 

Included here are families such as Wannassay and Iyall. The 
Wannassay family traces its ancestry to Jack Wannassay, a 
Lower Cowlitz, born between 1820 and 1840, and Sallie 
(A.K.A. Annie) Patch-Eye, a Klickitat. Frank Wannassay 
(1873-1934), the fourth of Jack and Sallie's children, lived 
in a houseboat on the Cowlitz River at the present town of 
Kelso. Frank's wife, Annie White, was enrolled and allotted 
at Yakim3 (C.F. Haucke, Chief Clerk, 11/25/1921, Letter to 
Annie Wannassey). Thus, Frank had interest in lands at 
Yakima. He also owned property in Kelso in the 1920's, 
placed u1der trust by the BIA (Dunham to Sams 10/26/1925). 

W. B.' Sam,s also helped Wannassay regarding fishing rights. 
He wrote to say, for example, 

I noticed in the papers that they had passed a law 
that permits the Indians who were born prior to 
187~; to fish at any time for their own use in any 
stream . . . Just as soon as' I get a copy of it I 
wi!:. advise you further· (Sams to Wannassay 
3/7/1929) . 

Frank and Annie Wannassay had five children. Of those five, 
two have dE~scendants on today's membership. They are Maude 
Wannassay Snyder and Marguerite (Marge) Wannassay. 

Evidence suggests strongly that in the 1940's and 1950's, 
Jackie Wannassay Hill was involved with the Shakers. 

In the Yakima Valley you always participate in 
Shaker service for a funeral. Indians hold a wake 
where everybody watches the casket. But even 
there the funeral and burial services now are much 
like a white man's funeral except for the wake. 
For that we always cooked for a least a hundred 
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people at a time .. From our side of the 
mountains, we always took the little wild 
blackberries because we had them growing on our 
place by the river whereas the Yakima have to come 
across the mountains to get them (Jacqueline 
Wannassay Hill, Petition -32). 

Their involvement in the Shaker Church ~s not surprising 
when it is considered that Lincoln White (1845-1925), the 
brother of Annie Wannassay, joined Iyall Wahawa in assuming 
"an activ'e role in the growth of the cult among the Yakima" 
(Barnett 1957, 70-71). Iyall Wahawa was the founder of the 
Lower Cowlitz Iyall family, and will be discussed below. 

Yakina Indian Agency Superintendent L.W. Shotwell reported 
that John F. Wannassay, Charley Wannassay, Maude Wannassay, 
and Mary G. Wannassay were allotted at Yakima as of 
September 20, 1948 (Shotwell to Wannassay, 9/20/1948). 
Thus, the Wannassays had relatives enrolled at Yakima. 

In Novernl:)er 1948, Annie Wannassay died. Kelso citizen Pat 
Reardon noted that Annie Wannassay was well-regarded in 
Kelso as a Cowlitz Indian. 19 He also wrote of his surprise 
at the large number of people who showed up at the funeral 
for someone whom he saw as "not prominent socially nor 
financially." 

Those socially or financially prominent usually 
are accorded more attention on their passing than 
are just ordinary folks . .. But the service 
held for 97-year-old Annie Wannassay an Indian 
native of Cowlitz county who was not prominent 
so~ially nor financially, was to me one of the 
most impressive that I have ever witnessed, 
be:ause of participation by members of the Sea 
SC::lUt Ships Wannassay and Cowlitz [ sic] . 

Appearing in their attractive uniforms as 
pall-bearers and mourners, the Sea Scouts 
exemplified dignity that would have done honor to 
a person of national or international prominence. 

19Notes attached to Reardon's letter show that the funeral 
was hE!lj Saturday, 2: 00 PM, with Rev. Jerry Nelson of the 
Central Christian Church officiating. 
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It was a most impressive tribute to the memory of 
an ordinary grand old lady, and certainly was in 
keeping with the Scout ~good tur~' policy (Reardon 
to Anderson 11/22/1948). 

She was then buried at the Catlin Cemetery. Genealogical 
documentation shows that the Catlin family included AnnJe 
Plamondon Catlin (b. 1885), a Plamondon descendant, and\ thus 
related to m~tis Lenore Monohon, and the Cottonware line. 
Annie Ca.tlin was also the sister of Mike Hubbs' grandmother. 
Mike Hubbs is today the chair of the Tribal Council 
Enrollme~n.t Committee. Thus, while not described 
speclfically, evidence suggests that Annie Wannassay 
interacted with m~tis, as well as Yakima Shakers. 

One of the Wannassay daughters, Maude Wannassay Snyder, was 
re-elected secretary of the CIT Saturday, May 12, 1950 (CIT 
General Council Meeting Minutes 5/12/1950). The Longview 
Daily N~~s included a photograph of Maude Wannassay Snyder 
with her daughter and grandson Jacque posing with a 1950 
Federal Census enumerator. 

. Assistant District Supervisor Don Willman, 
abDve, presents his identification card and 
displays his official portfolio to Maude Wannassey 
Snyder . and Mrs. Jacqueline Cassity, of West 
Kelso, as Mrs. Cassity's 5 year old son Jacque 
10Dks on . . . Mrs. Snyder is a member of the 
Co~litz Indian Tribe -- first residents of the 
area and among the first to be counted in the 
cu~rent census (Longview Daily News, 1950) 

In 1953, Maude Wannassay Synder's daughter, Jacqueline 
Warinassay Hill, was elected secretary of CIT (General 
Council Meeting Minutes 6/6/1953) and served until 1964 .. 
The de~sl:endants of Maude Wannassay Synder's sisters, Mar­
guerite (Wannassay) and Grace (Wannassay) Lane, are today 
also m~nbers of the CIT. On March 13, 1957, Jacqueline 
Wannassay Hill, "descendent of the Wannassay Clan of Cowlitz 
Indians," was photographed processing smelt (George Hess, 
Longvie'~ Daily News, Wednesday, March 13, 1957, 9). 

Jacque~ Cassity, mentioned in the quote above, recalled 
growing up in Kelso in the 1950's. He maintained that he 
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and his relatives visited relatives at the Yakima 
Reservation, where he watched stick. games and other 
activities associated with gatherings on the Yakima. 

Ijon't think it was all traditional, and stuff. 
It was pow-wows and stuff there. But I remember 
an awful lot of older people would follow that. 
Most of us, in those days, were chasing beer, 
baKing gloves, stuff like that. I've seen a lot 
of women setting around playing that [i.e., stick 
9amesj. I don't remember too much drumming, 
t.h,)ugh. That was back in the '50s. There was 
cla1cing, some drumming (Cassity, BIA Interview 
7/17/1995) . 

In all, the documents and interviews show that the Wannassay 
family <3.t Kelso was well known as a Cowlitz Indian family 
througrhout the 1950's. The Wannassey family was also active 
in the! I:ouncil. As early as 1934, Frank Wannassay had 
presentl:d a claims to the General Council for lands he had 
allegedly lost to the City of Kelso. Frank was on the 
Cowlitz County tax rolls, and the BlA had to intercede to 
help cla.rify his tax status (Sams to Wannassay, 10/29/1925). 
The land was later sold for delinquent taxes in 1928 (Sams 
to Wanna.ssay, 9/12/1928). 

There i:3 no indication from the minutes as to the outcome of 
Wannassay's claim, but later observations by Jacqueline 
Wannassay Hill (Irwin Affidavit 4/5/1989) suggest strongly 
that th.Ls pre-1950's council took no action. Wannassay 
family members maintained at the present day that the lack 
of respcHlse was due to a failure of what was then the 
Cowlitz Tribe of Indians to represent their family interests 
properl:,. Jacqueline Wannassay Hill's account differs 
somewha": : 

My grandfather did have a great big piece of land 
--all the way down to Third Ave -- taking in all 
tht~ area west of the railroad tracks beside the 
Cowlitz River. Finally he settled for the 7 112 
ac:~es on Squaw Island, and it kept getting smaller 
until they gave us the land from the river to the 
ri"e.r road. Next thing I knew, we didn't have it; 
I \.,as told Bruce Rodman had it. Now it is a 
re:5taurant and a Hall of Justice and the boat club 
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was bought out. They said they paid my uncle, but 
~hey never paid him a thing because he couldn't 
sell it by himself because I and other family 
members were part owners. Since nobody knew there 
was anything going on, it wasn't as if the Tribe 
could help (Jacqueline Wannassay Hill, Irwin 
Affidavit 4/5/1989). 

In 1964, Jacqueline Wannassay Hill was replaced as Secretary 
by Evelyn Bashor (St. Germaine) Byrnes, a metis descendant. 
From the departure of Jackie Wannassay Hill as CIT Secre­
tary/Treasurer, in 1964 until 1993, documentation did not 
show muc~ Wannassay family involvement in CTI or later CIT 
activiti,es. They continued, however, in their own attempts 
to obtai:1 equity for land allegedly taken from them by the 
Ci ty of ::\elso. On January 18, 1972, the Cowlitz County 
Chief Deputy Assessor responded to an inquiry from Grace 
Wannassa:r' Lane, saying 

I have checked every possible lead from your 
letter about the Wannassay property. I cannot 
locate it from the information you give . does 
the island lie,in the Columbia River? Who are the 
possible heirs to the estate? Where does the 
prop1erty lie in relationship to the nearest city? 
Do you have any old tax statements for the 
prop~=rty? In about what year did Frank Wannassay 
acquire the land? (MacKey to Lane, 1/18/1972). 

Grace Wannassay Lane had enlisted lawyers ". . . to find 
authority upon which to base [her] claim to the land known 
as "Squ.a\lr Island" (MacKey to Lane, 1/18/1972). Grace 
Wannass,ay Lane (b. 1906) was the fifth child of Frank and 
Annie War.nassay. She may have been inquiring into the land 
that the City of Kelso claimed for taxes in 1934, and which 
in turn rr~y have been at issue in the 1934 Council Meeting. 
In any ~=V'Emt, the lawyers informed her that: 

Our efforts in this regard have been to no avail. 
We have employed the Land Title of Cowlitz County 
tc assist us and received a report from 
th, 1 • and have incurred costs in the amount 
of 105.00 for which you have reimbursed us $25.00 
(MacKey to Lane, 1/18/1972). 
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Othe= fa:mily members maintained that the issue was not 
pursued further (Steve Meyers, BIA Interview 7/29/1995) . 
Neither the petition nor BIA research reveals any further 
activities until 1993. 

1yall. Iyall Wahawa (1846-1908) was the ancestor of the 
Iyall family line. In 1882, with Lincoln White, the brother 
in law to Jack Wannassey, Iyall Wahawa was a Shaker leader 
impo=tant in spreading the religion among the Yakima, and in 
1893 among the Indians of Oregon (Barnett 1957, 70-72). He 
also had relatives who lived on the Chehalis. Some of his 
family migrated to Yakima around 1900. 

His son frank Andrew lyall, 1876-1938, was active as a dele­
gate to Washington, D.C., for the CIT from 1915 (Petition A-
846) until his death in 1938. During this time Frank lived 
in Top~enish, at Yakima (Petition A-847). One of his sons, 
Daniel, is allotted at Yakima. 20 Another of Franklin 
lyall's sons, Archie, was very active in CIT affairs in the 
1960's. As will be discussed in more detail below, Archie's 
nephew Mike was on the Council in the 1980's and his niece 
Katherine Iyall Vasquez is the Vice-Chairman of the CIT 
Tribal Council today. 

Katherine's father Francis Benjamin had married a Nisqually 
woman, and Katherine grew up in Olympia. She recalled that 
durin<;l t:he 1950' s her family would visit her grandmother at 
Nisqually during the summer. 

We have ties with the Nisqually. Our family owns 
the oldest standing home on the Nisqually 
:re~)e!rvation. We spent our summers. My 
<;Ir cmdmother had all the kids out there. We'd 
s~e~d weeks at a time. All the girls would come 
fer one month. All the girl cousins. Pretty 
primitive. She didn't have any running water or 

2°Dan Iyall attended the CIT meeting 7/23/1995, and spoke 
publicly. Katherine lyall, his niece, maintains that he 
keeps in contact with the CIT despite the fact that he is 
enrolled as member of the Yakima Tribe (Katherine Iyall 
Vasquez, BIA Interview, 8/1/1995). Katherine Iyall 
maintains that while he is not a member of CIT, he still 
attends General Council meetings. 
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ele'ctricity, because that was the way she was 
raised and that was the way she wanted it. So, 
they hauled their water from the river. We bathed 
in a tub in the kitchen. Heated with wood. 
Cocked with wood (Katherine Vasquez-lyall, BrA 
Interview 8/1/1995). 

Although the Iyalls had Shaker connections, Katherine gFew 
up Catholic. She added that her "grandmother had Catholic 
church services at her home on the reservation for the 
Indians at Nisqually. And so [the~ would have church on 
Sunday'" (Katherine lyall-Vasquez, BIA Interview 8/1/1995). 
Lillian lyall, Katherine's Aunt, described how the Catholic 
conversion occurred. 

When my older brother Archie was ill, he nearly 
died: of a mastoid operation in Olympia. In fact 
they thought he was going to die. They were 
paying last rights, and the nurse that was tending 
him thought he should be baptized, because he was 
so near death. And so he was. And our mother 
became a convert, and then all of us were baptized 
(Lillian lyall, BIA Interview 8/3/1995). 

Their tr3dition of Catholicism thus did not have the same 
origins 35 that of many of the m§ti5. 

There was no evidence of ichool discrimination. 

Descendants of the Iyall family remained on council through 
the 1960's and 1970's. Influential during this time was 
Archie ryall. Meeting minutes (Minutes 3/2/1962) show that 
Archie I:(all was with: 

Mikl~ St. Germain, Roy King . . . selected as 
dell~gates with the following as alternates: Nina 
ryall, Georgia Bernobich and Tony Umtuch, 
[ wel~e] .. empowered to execute, for and on 
behalf of the Cowlitz Tribe, renewal of the 
exp: . .red claims contract or to negotiate a new 
cla:.ms contract with Jas. E. Sareaul t, and Malcolm 
S. HcLeod and Quinby R. Bingham and Donald 
McGavick, attorneys (CTI General Council Minutes 
3/2/1962) • 
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He served until February 1980, when he was replaced, because 
he "hac missed three consecutive meetings unexcused" (CIT 
Meeting Minutes 2/2/1980). 

2.1. 6 Description of Interaction 

The five subgroups interacted both within their groups and 
among them in ways that differentiated all of them from non­
Cowlitz, and distinguished them from each other. They ~ere 
distinguished from the non-Cowlitz both by the interaction 
within their families and subgroups, and between these 
families and subgroups. The interaction between the 
subgrolps, in turn, highlighted some of the differences. 
These c.j_fferences are important because they show how 
member~ maintained boundaries between subgroups. At the 
same tine, they maintained these social boundaries despite 
gene::11c,qical overlap between the subgroups. 

First, all participated in family reunions. The frequency 
of the~e reunions rose and fell with the life cycles of 
indiviciuals responsible for leading them. While these 
reunio~s were conducted primarily within family groups, 
intermarriage guaranteed that these activities would include 
mern.}jer= from outside the immediate families. Also these 
reunior.s were historically a part of Cowlitz social life and 
not sin~ly an artifact of later political activities. For 
examplE:, the Historical Technical Report shows that the 
General membership considered council meetings as important 
occasic'I1s for family reunions, just as they do now. 

Second, members of these subgroups knew and attended the 
funeral.s of elders who were widely known throughout the 
different subgroups. Moreover, these funerals were attended 
by lar9E: numbers of people from these different subgroups. 

Third, the subgroups contrasted in religion. The m~tis were 
clearly Catholic, and contrasted themselves from Indian 
neighbo:rs who practiced other religions. Lower Cowlitz were 
descended from Shaker leaders of the 1890's who were active 
among t~he Yakima as well. Upper Cowlitz maintained 
relations with both Yakima and Chehalis Shakers, but 
appearE~d to have different connections to the Shaker Church 
than held the Lower Cowlitz. Little is known of the 
Boisfort/Peell, although available information suggests that 
they WE~:re connected with Lower Salish religious movements. 

45 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 264 of 555 



Anthropological Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

The Cascade descendants were not aligned with any of the 
major religious movements. 

Fourth, with the exception of the Cascade group, there is 
evidence that they all interacted at this time. Metis such 
~s James Sareault served as Counsel and Upper Cowlitz such 
as John Ike Kinswa, Mary Kiona, and Sarah Castama were 
importa1t in providing testimony. This testimony is note­
wortty :)ecause it shows that the Cowlitz Council relied on 
these s'lbgroups for information about all other famity 
subgroups in matters such as the location of burial sites 
and sub:;istence fishing grounds along the Cowlitz River. 

Fifth, particularly before the 1950's there were differences 
in language use. The metis spoke French, the Upper Cowlitz 
Taitnapam, the older Lower Cowlitz spoke both Salish and 
Taitnapam, and the Cascade spoke some Wasco dialects and 
Chinook Jargon. The metis also reported knowing the Chinook 
Jargon, as did some of the Lower Cowlitz (Grace Wannassey 
Lane, pE~.r:sonal communication 9/9/96). 

Sixth, ~;ome of these subgroups had important individuals 
known to others outside the subgroups. Among the Upper 
Cowlitz I~ere Sarah Castama, Mary Kiona, and John Ike Kinswa. 
Among the Lower Cowlitz were Frank Wannassey, Maude 
WannassclY Snyder, Jacqueline Wannassay Hill, Frank lyall, 
and Archie lyall. Among the metis were elected officials 
such as James Sareault and Clifford Wilson, and among the 
Boisfort./Peell were Charles Pete and Jesse Pete, Sr. Also, 
familie~ such as the Cottonoire (or Cottonware) were married 
with Quinault, Boisfort/Peell, metis, and Yakima families. 

Finally, 'the petitioners maintained that group economic 
activities such as berry picking and fishing were indicators 
that merrbers were maintaining social relationships between 
different social groups. Both activities were coordinated 
primarily within family groups. However, as with reunions, 
intermarriage among different groups insured that 
individuals from different subgroups were involved in these 
group economic activities. 

There was thus considerable contact both within and between 
these groups. These groups, in turn, while maintaining 
boundaries between each other, were genealogically 
interrelated, and were distinguishable from non-Cowlitz. 
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2.2 Council Meetings and Formal Leadership 

At a '" n:~organization meeting" held May 12, 1950 (Minutes 
5/13/5(1, Petition A-1146), 73 people elected Manuel Forrest 
PresidEmt, James Sareault Vice President, and Maude 
'Wannas~;ey Snyder Secretary/Treasurer. On July 1, 1950, a 
group n~t to adopt the constitution, establish a recognition 
committee, and also elect Manuel Forrest and James Sareault 
delegates to Washington, D.C. "to gather any further 
informcl1:ion to the benefit of the tribe." Maude Wannassay 
Snyder was an alternate. The Bureau of Indian Affairs 
receivE~d the Constitution and Bylaws dated July 1, 1950,. 
"the time when the group established an organization to 
prosecute its claim against the United States" (Acting 
Superirltendent Irene I. Day, Western Washington Agency, to 
Area OJ.rector, Portland Area Office, 10/2/1973). The 
following table is a summary of the officers during the 
1950's. 

PresidEmt: 

Vice-President 

James E. Sareault 
Manuel Forrest 
Joe Cloquet 
J. Philip Simmons 
Clifford Wilson 
Manuel Forrest 
James E. Sareault 
Norbert Bouchard 
Maude Wannassay Snyder 
Jacqueline Wannassay Hill 
Evelyn Bashor Byrnes 

1950-1951 
1951-1959 
1959-1962 
1963-1964 
1964-1973 
1950-1951 
1951-1963 
1963-1975 
1952-1957 
1957-1964 
1964-1975 

The metis James Sareault (1895-1963) and Manuel Forrest were 
descencll~d from Simon Plamondon, Sr. Sareaul t was descended 
from Tru~rese Plamondon (1832-1909), a sister to Daniel 
Plamonclon. The Sareaults were thus related to the Monohons 
and Wilsons. Manuel Forrest was descended from John 
Baptiste Plamondon, a brother to Daniel Plamondon, as well 
as havj.ng a separate Cowlitz line through Charles Forrest's 
wife Clockomolt. Simmons was a descendant of Jean Baptiste 
Provoe, a French Canadian contemporary of Simon Plamondon. 
These families were all related to descendants from Simon 
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Plamcndon. Maude Wannassay Snyder and Jacqueline Wannassay 
Hill we::-e Lower Cowlitz Salish descendants through the 
Wannassay line. 

As the Historical Technical Report shows, the assumption of 
Sareaul~: and Forrest broke a tradition, started in 1912" of 
alterna 1:ing Upper Cowlitz and metis for presidency. 
Nevertht:less, from the 1950' s on, the Upper Cowlitz 
maintained a presence in the general membership and in the 
Tribal Council. 

According to the constitution and bylaws the President, Vice 
President, and Secretary Treasurer "together with a member 
chosen by the tribe, shall constitute the Executive 
Committee." Officers were elected at the annual meetings. 
According to the Constitution and Bylaws, meetings were held 
"annually on the first Saturday in June." 

According to Evelyn Byrnes, "we didn't have any meetings 
during \vorld War II. They didn't start in again until 1950" 
(Evelyn Byrnes, BIA Interview, 7/28/1995, footnote added) . 

Attendance at these meetings varied from around 40 people to 
over 200. The General Council meetings time consisted of a 
busines:s meeting, at which the Executive Committee would set 
the agend,a; the general meeting, at which the membership 
would vote on the agenda's contents; and a picnic and pot-
luck af1:erward. Petitioners recalled attending these 
meeting:) .as children and playing outside the Grange Hall 
with other children. They al·so observed that it was an 
opportunity for relatives who had not seen each other to 
exchang(~ news and talk. 

Metis d(~scendant John Barnett, today's CIT General Council 
chairmall, recalled a meeting some time either in the late 
1940's or early 1950's in which at least some of the 
meeting's discussion was not in English. 

At the age of approximately 8 years,21 my Dad took 
me to the first Cowlitz meeting. I believe it was 

21John B,:Hnett was born in 1937, so these meetings may have 
taken place around 1945-1950. An estimate of 1950, is more 
reasonalJle, since it would have followed the wartime lapse. 
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one held at Chehalis, if I remember right. And I 
wa:, awestruck -- as an eight-year-old would be 
at all the Indians around me. A lot of Indian 
ta:. k in Indian language. I was impressed 
i~rrensely at the long-winded speeches of some of 
the ,elders and tribal officials (John Barnett, BIA 
Interview 8/4/1995). 

Another metis descendant Gerald Bouchard,22 CIT Tribal 
Council Chairman from 1989 to 1992, recalled when he wa. 
young that he was not familiar with all the Indians at the 
meeting. 

I ,;an remember standing outside the building, 
sca.red spitless, because of all the Indians in 
th,~re with their braids, their cowboy hats and 
call/boy boots. They looked tough and rough. I 
r"emember from the time of my surgery at the 
Cushman Hospital thinking that they were all 
cO'I/boys, bronc riders, and bull riders, and they 
were drinkers. I just knew from looking at them -
- they were so stoic -- that they would just soon 
eat me as anything else (Bouchard, Irwin 
Affidavit, 6/17/1989). 

Judging by descriptions of the Indians' dress, it is reason­
able to conclude that these were Upper Cowlitz Taitnapam or 
Yakima Indians related to the Upper Cowlitz. These examples 
support the conclusions above, i.e., that the metis 
descendants were culturally different from the Sahaptin­
speaking Indians, even though they were related to them and 
interacted with them. 

Meetings minutes for the 1960's and early 1970's show that 
Joseph Cloquet was elected General Council President in 1962 
(CIT General Council Meeting minutes 6/2/1962), with James 
E. Sareault as Vice President, and Jacqueline Wannassay Hill 
as secretary/Treasurer. Jacqueline Wannassay Hill observed 
that holding office involved little campaigning, and 
suggested that the job was hers because she was a Wannassay 
descendant. 

22Geralcl Irwin Bouchard was born, 1937, and is approximately 
the same age as John Barnett. 
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. . . I had no idea what those in the Tribe who 
elected me thought when I was elected secretary­
~reasurer -- except that no one else wanted the 
jot. That's it pure and simple -- nobody wanted 
to be secretary. It may be that they thought 
about my mother having the secretary job before 
me, but I'm not going to say what somebody else 
was thinking. We held elections just like any 
other organization and elected a president, vice­
president, and secretary-treasurer (Jacqueline 
Wannassay Hill, Irwin Affidavit 4/5/1989, Petition 
A-·2304). 

Joseph Cloquet did not stay President for long. In 1963, 
Philip Simmons was elected General Council Chairman, with 
Clifford Wilson as Vice-Chairman, and served for a year. In 
1964, Vice-Chairman Clifford Wilson was chosen to succeed 
Simmons. (Evelyn Byrnes, Irwin Affidavit 12/29/1989 and 
6/13/1989, Petition A-2368) .23 

In 1989, Mary Cloquet recalled that her late husband Joe 
Cloquet had not been living locally, and that the CIT 
Council had become inactive from 1957 to 1962. She 
attributE~d the inactivity to interpersonal difficulties 
between ~rarnes Sareaul t and Joe Cloquet. 

The Cowlitz Tribe would have a meeting at Cowlitz 
Praj.rie every year, but they didn't do much more 
than sign attorney contracts. They didn't have 
social gatherings after the meetings then. At the 
end of the 1950's Joe was having big battles with 
the Cowlitz Chairman James Sareault, who seemed 
envious of Joe and didn't like him. When Joe was 
elected tribal chairman, he wouldn't hand anything 
over to Joe, absolutely nothing. So Joe became 
chairman without even a piece of paper. To talk 
to Jalmes Sareault, Joe had to communicate with him 
through a BlA officer, now dead (Mary Cloquet, 
Irwin Affidavit 4/9/1989, Petition A-2373) . 

23Byrnes said that Clifford Wilson called her up and told 
her that Simmons had quit and that he had been chosen. 
Please se': the Historical Technical Report. 
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, 
Neither petition documentation nor BIA research revealed 
whether the dispute involved a large number of people or was 
aligned along factional lines. However, petitioners suggest 
that Therese Sareault may have documentation informing this 
questior (Evelyn Byrnes, BIA Interview, 7/28/1995). 

Evelyn Byrnes observed that the Executive Council continued 
to function, and maintained that at least some leaders ¢id 
moni t:or decisions and administration. 

I think Joe Cloquet was chairman for only a year 
or two in the early 1960's. He was living in 
Yakima at the time. In those days we had no 
tribal council,24 just an executive committee: 
Archie lyall, Norb Bouchard, and my brother Mike 
St. Germain. They were the "watchdogs," watching 
over me (Secretary-Treasurer), Clifford Wilson, 
and whoever was vice-president. If we wanted 
anything done, we had to go to them to get it done 
(Evelyn Bashor Byrnes, Irwin Affidavit 12/29/1989, 
6113/1989, Petition A-2368, footnote added). 

Archie Iyall was Lower Cowlitz; Norbert Bouchard was m~tis 
related to Boisfort/Peell (see 2.1.3). Thus, Lowei Cowlitz 
m~tisf and possibly Boisfort/Peell descendants were on the 
Executive Committee. 

Petition documentation and BIA research show that on June 3, 
1967, a motion carried for the Chairman to appoint 15 
members of the General Council to form a council to take 
care of urgent business. This new council was the Tribal 
Council, and was to assume considerable importance through 
the 1970'~, 1980's, and 1990's. 

From the 1950's to the 1970's, the new Council addressed 
issues 'such as claims, membership enrollment, Indian 
termination, burial rights, and fishing rights. Evidence 
will show the following. First, the claims activities 
highlight disputes about hiring lawyers. While these 
disputes may not have involved more than a few m~tis 

24She is referring to the Tribal Council that was 
implemented officially in 1967. 
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familie!:, they involved enough of the general membership to 
cause cc,ncern about political stability. 

Second, burial rights issues may have arisen from concerns 
voiced by Upper Cowlitz families about the Mayfield Darn 
floodin~ of cemeteries and destruction of fishing areas. 
These cemeteries were still in use, and cemeteries like them 
remai~ec in use after this court case. Similarly, 
subsistence fishing was practiced by many families during 
this tirr~. These issue thus show concern beyond claims 
matters. 

Third, ITlembership eligibility emerged as a serious issue. 
Eligibility disputes, however, were of issue in the Council 
long before this time, and appear to involve more than just 
claims issues. 

Fourth, fishing rights on the Cowlitz River were of issue to 
the Council members preceding the 1950 Council, and are of 
issue tc today's petitioner. The protection of subsistence 
fishing emerged as an issue in association with the Mayfield 
Darn dis~ute. Subsistence fishing was clearly an activity 
undertaken by many different families. Fishing issues 
manifested themselves in different form during the late 
1970' S" as the Council became involved in commercial fishing 
dispu':E:s. 

Finally, while there is evidence that the CTI monitored 
Federal Congressional legislation for termination of Indian 
Tribes in the 1950's, the CTI did not take it on as a 
serious issue. Of course there is no reason why it should 
have been a serious issue, since the CTI was not a 
recognized tribe. 

2.2.1 Claims 

On OctobE!I: 1, 1950, an executive committee meeting 
unanimously passed a resolution"that the president of the 
tribal Association and the Secretary dispatch a letter to 
the Western Washington Agency, asking that a meeting be 
called for the purposes of considering the employment of 
council [sic] and for the election of delegates . . " (CTI 
General Council Meeting Minutes 10/1/1950, Petition A-1152) . 
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On OctClber 14, 1950, 64 people attended a "meeting called by 
the age~ncy" (CTI Special Meeting Minutes 10/14/1950, 
t'etitiCln, A-11S1) .. " for the purpose of electing 
delegates to sign the contract for the attorneys 
and. . to select attorneys to present our case before the 
governmE~nt" (General Council Meeting Minutes 10/14/1950, 
'Petitic)n A-1152). There was no information on which 
familie:s or which subgroups attended this meeting. 

Vice Pr'esident James Sareault also served as counsel until 
his de~.th in 1963. In 1951 the governing council approved a 
contract with attorney Gladys Phillips, to assist Sareault. 
In 1956 1, however, she resigned, and the CTI approved a 
resolution (145 yes, 0 no) to ~mend the contract to replace 
Gladys Phillips with Malcolm McLeod. 

On Augt.:st 8, 1951, James Sareault filed a claim with the 
Indian Claims Commission "requesting adequate payment for 
land ir. v.hat is now the State of Washington which was 
allegedly taken from the Cowlitz tribe in 1855 and 
subsequE~nt years" (Chief, Tribal Operations Officer, to Mr. 
Donald Rhodes, 3/18/1963). During the prosecution of this 
case, Upper Cowlitz elders such as Mary Kiona and Sarah 
Castama. testified. Th~y described their descent from well­
known leaders in the early 19th Century, whom they married, 
where they lived, the Indians whom they considered members 
of what they designated as their tribe, Indians with whom 
they 'We:l~e not on good terms, and land areas where these 
Indian:: hunted, fished, or picked berries (Mary Kiona 1953, 
Petiticln 1-1065). Mary Kiona and others testified in their 
native languages. Howard Ike, an upper Cowlitz, translated 
both fC11~ her and her neighbor Sarah Castama. 

From IS'57 to 1963 there is little or no evidence of 
political activity by the Council, or involvement by Mary 
Kiona CI]~ others. As will be shown below, the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs sent letters expressing their concern about 
the CTI's inaction on pressing claims. 25 In March 1963, 

250n Man:h 16, 1961, the original contract with Sareaul t and 
McLeod expired (Acting Superintendent, Western Washington 
Agency, to R.D. Holtz, Area Director, Portland, 3/5/1964). 
Throug~.out 1962, the BIA first wrote Sareault (DeCelle to 
Sareaul t,. 2/2/62), and later Joe Cloquet, attempting to 
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Western Washington Agency, Superintendent George Felshaw 
wrote Sareault, telling him about a letter from Quimby 
Bingham, another attorney working with the CTI, that 
"indi:ates there is a lack of communication and possibly 
interest between the attorneys" (Felshaw to Sareault 
3/22/1963) . 

On JunE~ ,:" 1963, 69 members of the CTI met and approved' a 
contract to retain Sareau1t and McLeod with 48 in favor and 
21 opposed (CTr Special Council Meeting Minutes, 6/1963~. 
Again, there was no information on which families or which 
subgroups attended this meeting. 

Since many votes taken by the general council were 
unanimous, the split vote indicated some disagreement within 
the group. By August 5, 1963, the Western Washington Agency 
of the B~reau of Indian Affairs had disapproved the contract 
"submitt!d by James Sareault and Malcolm McLeo~' and James 
Sareault had died in the meantime26 (Felshaw to Simmons, 
1/6/1964). Clifford Wilson was elected Chairman in June 
1964. 

On September 19, 1964, the Agency Operations Officer 
attended a CTr meeting27 at which "the great majority 
appeared to have very little Indian blood" (Agency 
Operations Officer meeting notes 9/19/1964).28 This visual 

determinE! whether the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians had 
submitted a contract to the BIA. 

26Sareaul t died August 18, 1963. He is buried at st. 
Francis Mission, Cowlitz Prairie. 

27 115 adults were present (Agency Operations Officer 
meeting notes 9/19/1964). There is no indication of why 
there was a large number attending this meeting. rt is 
possible t:hat the 115 attending may have been due to the 
contenticlls nature of the meeting. 

2eThe repo:rt cites this observation only to indicate who was 
attending the meetings. It should be noted that the 25 CFR 
§83 regulations do not include a blood quantum requirement 
for Federal acknowledgment. However, this blood quantum has 
been an issue in the relations between the CIT and the 
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assessm,=nt is of interest, because the evidence will show 
that rna:1Y of the principal actors in the ensuing conflict 
were c:l,)sely-related metis descendants. 

The Operations Officer also noted that the CIT general 
members1ip complained about knowing little of what the 
leaders1ip was doing. 

Only three people indicated they knew the contract 
haj expired in 1961. They also were not aware of \ 
the efforts made to secure a renewal since 1960. 
It was brought out that none of the Bureau letters 
concerning a renewal of the contract had ever been 
re~d or discussed at a meeting (Agency Operations 
Officer meeting notes 9/19/1964, p. 2). 

The members also maintained, however, that they fully 
expected the leadership to act on their behalf and were 
disgruntled with its apparent failure to do so. 

Some of the members said it was the tribe's 
responsibility to see that the contract was being 
renewed and they felt the former officers had not 
handled it properly. Comments were made [ that] 
the officials had not kept the members informed 
and there seemed to be general agreement with the 
comments of one member who said all the Chairmen 
for the last twenty years had been dragging their 
~eet on the claims case. They were also critical 
of the attorneys for their lack of attention to 
the contract and carrying the case forward (Agency 
Operations Officer meetirig notes 9/19/1964, p. 2). 

According to the Agency Operations officer's notes, McLeod 
responded to questions from the newly-designated CTI 
Chairman Clifford Wilson29 about the fate of the contract by 
presenting the members with "a folder bulging with papers" 

Yakima Cowlitz. 

29G. Phillip Simmons was re-elected at the June 1964 
meetin~'f but after the end of the meeting declined to serve 
anoth'er' t:erm. Clifford Wilson, as Vice Chairman, succeeded 
him. 
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representing $2,500 worth of work "which he had done for the 
Cowlitz Tribe on their case." When Clifford Wilson asked 
McLeod j~ he would like to respond to the BIA letters, which 
had beerl read to the membership, McLeod" assumed an 
indign,:tr.t and angry pose, indicating that if this was the 
q.ttit'..1de of the group, he would quit and 'slap a lien on the 
case'" (l~gency Operations Officer meeting notes 9/19/1964, 
p. 4). 

Notes from the same meeting show that McLeod offered to 
enlis: the aid of Senator Henry "Scoop" Jackson again~t the 
BIA. These remarks: 

appealed to many of the people, and his remark, 
"Is the Bureau going to select the attorney or are 
the Cowlitz Indians?" was greeted with loud 
c!apping. Mr. McLeod told the people they had the 
ballot box and could take the matter up with 
Senator Jackson (Agency Operations Officer meeting 
notes 9/19/1964, p. 4). 

However, the notes show that other members were not 
satisfied with McLeod's explanation for the delay in 
renewing the contract. Some of the members questioned why 
he had b:en fired by the Chinook and Puyallup Tribes (Agency 
Operatio.1s Officer meeting notes 9/19/1964). 

Votes ta~en at the end of the meeting show still more that 
those a t':ending the meetings were. divided. A motion to 
retain McLeod and conduct the vote for delegates by secret 
ballot wa.s tabled "by a standing vote of 53 for and 16 
against" (Agency Operations Officer meeting notes 9/19/1964, 
p. 7). Finally, a vote was approved to send a petition to 
Senator ,T.ackson protesting the disapproval of the contract, 
"although a number of people did not vote at all" (Agency 
Operations Officer meeting notes 9/19/1964). 

After thi::: meeting, the CTr leadership met with Federal 
official~j to clarify the situation, in view of factions they 
perceived forming within the Council. Gerald Bouchard 
reported that on September 28, 1964, Clifford Wilson, Alvie 
Bouchard, and he met with McLeod to clarify the problem. 
They tolel McLeod that no petition had been sent to Senator 
Jackson. After an angry confrontation, McLeod told Bouchard 
that he ~new that the Council was divided in their support, 
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and " ... stated that he feels'that there are factions in 
our Tribe that are against him. I agreed with hi~' 
(Bou:~ard, Meeting Notes, 9/28/64, Petition A-3459) . 

The ~e~t day, Clifford Wilson, Gerald Bouchard, and Alvie 
Bouchard met with Western Washington Agency Superintendent 
R.D. HeItz. Holtz assured the two that there was no way 
that tte Bureau would approve a contract with McLeod, but 
that ttere was also no way that McLeod could delay the 
claims litigation process if he were not hired (Bouchard, 
Meeting Notes, 9/29/64, Petition A-3460) . 

The nE:~xt council meeting, held November 14, 1964, was very 
different from the meeting held September 18, 1964, and 
suggested that the leadership had developed a political 
strategy. First, Wilson confronted McLeod directly with the 
question of whether he had resubmitted the contract as 
requested at previous meetings. McLeod said "he had sent it 
to Senator Jackson's office because he thought this would 
carry more weight and it would not get locked up in the 
Bureau." The Operations Officer, who was also at the 
meeting, asked McLeod when the contract had been sent. "He 
[McLeod] was vague about the date but indicated it was 
durinq t.he week of November 9" (BrA Meeting Notes 
11/14/1964, 3). At the end of the questioning, Wilson 
criticized McLeod, saying that "he thought that after 
fourteen years, the claim should be much farther along than 
it is now." 

Second, Wilson and David Cottonware invited Bureau of Indian 
Affairs officials, as well as lawyers from the Chinook and 
Puyallup tribes. Jeremiah Long, attorney for the Chinook, 
then told the group that the reason McLeod had been released 
from the Chinook contract was due to unauthorized expenses, 
and: 

. . . stated the Chinook Tribe felt Mr. McLeod had 
represented them poorly, and as a result, 
terminated his contract. He told the Cowlitz that 
in his opinion, they had no alternative - that if 
they want Mr. McLeod, they will be without a 
claims contract. He indicated Mr. McLeod's 
standing with the Indian Claims Commission is poor 
(BlA Meeting Notes 11/14/1964, p. 5). 

57 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 276 of 555 



Anthropological Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Two other lawyers, Fred Frohmader and Ben Hansen, supported 
Long's a:count (BIA Meeting Notes 11/14/1964, p. 5). 

The notes reveal that some of the membership questioned the 
leadership's strategy of inviting other officials, as well 
as the right of Clifford Wilson to lead the Council at 
all. 30 

Others were critical of the manner in which Mr. 
Wil:50n was conducting the meeting and accused him 
of trying to run the tribe. He was asked if the 
tribe gave him permission to invite Mr. Long to 
the meeting. The claim was also made that Mr. 
Wil!;on was not legally elected but merely 
appointed and so really had no authority to act as 
Cha:.:rman of the tribe, but was running it, 
togE!ther with three or four other people who were 
his relatives (BIA Meeting Notes 11/14/1964, 5). 

Wilson and Dave Cottonware responded by summarizing what 
they had found at the meetings with the Bureau officials, 
and then confronting those at the meeting with a demand to 
vote one way or another: 

. [Wilson sai~ if they didn't want to believe 
what he said they should make an appointment to 
talk with the Area Director and find out for 
therr.selves what the situation is. He said that 
senne members had gone and they all received the 
same answer. It was also brought out that he has 
a right to invite persons like Mr. Long in the 
interests of the tribe. Mr. Dave Cottonware said 
it was he who invited Mr. Frohmader and Mr. Hansen 
to be present (Tribal Operations Officer Meeting 
Notes 11/14/1964, 6). 

After further heated discussion, the council, diminished in 
numbers, v'oted 8 for and 13 against the motion to approve 

30Today's CIT members reported that Wilson, who had been 
Vice President, replaced Philip Simmons in 1964 (Byrnes, 
Irwin Affidavit 6/13/1989, 12/29/1989). Since Wilson was 
Vice President at the time, his succession was not 
extraordi:1ary. 
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McLeod that had been tabled at the meeting September 29. 
(Tribal Operations Officer Meeting Notes 11/14/1964, 6). 

At the next meeting, March 13, 1965,31 Norbert I. Bouchard 
and Philip Simmons, both supporters of McLeod, demanded that 
McLeod be given a chance to defend himself, and questioned 
the le~ality of Wilson's actions (Higman 3/22/1965). , 
Howev1eI j the meeting notes show that Bouchard and Simmons, 
by that time, commanded only a minority. 

A motion was made and seconded to uphold the 
action of the Board and it was approved by a 
standing vote of 53 for and 11 against. An 
irdication was made that a sizeable majority of 
t~.ose present either opposed Mr. McLeod or 
believed that he would not be approved by the 
3~.reau and felt it would be necessary to secure 
ar.other attorney (Higman, 3/22/1965). 

On Octcber 18, 1965, Western Washington Agency 
Superirtendent George Felshaw wrote Clifford Wilson to 
infoDTI him that Weissbrodt and Weissbrodt, of Washington, 
D.C., and Lyle Keith and P.H. Winston were approved as 
lawyers to press the claims case (Felshaw to Wilson 
10/18/1965). Beulah Wilson, in 1989, recalled that Clifford 
Wilson had first contacted Lyle Keith to ask for help 
(Wilsof, Irwin Affidavit 6/14/1989, Petition A-2450) . 
Keith, in turn, had contacted Weissbrodt and Weissbrodt. 

The principal protagonists involved in this dispute were all 
closely related m6tis descendants. Included here are 
descendants from Simon Plamondon, Julia Hosquah/Edward 
Lozier, l\rchambaul t/Delaunais, and the LaDue/Cloquet family 
lines. 

Norbert I. Bouchard and Gerald Bouchard were brothers, sons 
of Alvie Cleo Bouchard. Alvie Cleo Bouchard was the one who 
complained to the BIA about not being able to buy beer in 
the 1930's (see above). Alvie Bouchard, in turn, was 

3111 apprmcLmately 130 adults were in attendance" as well as 
Verne F.ay, Colin Tweddell, and Jeremiah Long. 
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originally descended from Simon Plamondon. Sr.32 through 
Simon's second son, Simon Bonaparte Plamondon and 
Bonaparte's daughter Mary Bouchard. Gerald and Norbert, 
Alvie's sons, were half brothers. Clifford Wilson, Alvie's 
brother, was thus Norbert's and Gerald's uncle. 

David Ccttonware was a descendant of Julia Hosquah, a Snake 
Indian woman who married Edward Lozier, a French Canadian 
contemporary of Simon Plamondon. 33 

Joseph Cloquet was descended from Marguerite Cowlitz (b 
1825) and from Louis LaDue, whom she married in 1843. Their 
eldest daughter Cecelia LaDue (1844-1900) married Auguste 
Cloquet (d. 1913). Their ninth son, Eugene Ernest Cloquet 
married a non-Indian and was father of Joseph. 34 

Manuel Forrest was descendent of Clockomolt, an Indian woman 
from Cowlitz Prairie (1810-1852) and Charles Forrest, a 
French Canadian fur trader. Their third son, Charles, 
married Mary Lucy Plamondon, a descendent of Simon 
Plamondon. His son Manuel (b. 1903) was thus related to the 
Plamondons. 

Phillip Si.mmons was descended from Mary Quatana (1832-1852), 
and John DeLaunis, a French Canadian. They resided at 
Cowlitz Prairie. Their daughter Mary (1849-1901) married 
James }\rchambault, a Frenchman, in 1863, at San Juan Island. 
Their son Louis married Alice Whitener, a non-Indian at San 
Juan Island. In 1881, their daughter Frances (b. 1907) 

32Again, Simon Plamondon, Sr., was one of the original 
French Cclnadian Hudson's Bay Company employees who settled 
at Cowlitz Prairie in the 1840's. 

33This ir.dividual appears to have been David Eugene 
Cottonware, b. 1889, m. Mary Josephine Plamondon. He was 
the father of Nadine Hubbs, Michael's mother. He may have 
also, however, been David Otis Cottonware Nephew of David 
Eugene. We are not certain. 

34Joseph's brother Don Cloquet was important in the later 
Sovereign Cowlitz. John Barnett, today's General Council 
Chairman, is descended from Frank Cloquet (1868-1891) 
brother to Eugene Cloquet. 
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married J"ames Leroy Simmons, a non-Indian. Their son 
Phillip was the short-term President. 

Evelyn Bashor Byrnes, as the Genea16gical Report shows, was 
a "double-barreled" Plamondon. She is great granddau~hter 
pf Marie Anne Plamondon, the fourth daughter of Simon 
Plamondon, Sr., and Veronica. Marie Anne (1832-1917) 
marr~ed Joseph St. Germain (1825-1908), a French Canadian. 
Their son, John St. Germain (b. 1859) married Louise 
Plamondon, daughter of Daniel Moise Plamondon and Elizabeth 
Jarv~s, a Umatilla woman. 

James Sareault, too, was a Plamondon descendent through 
Therese Plamondon, third child of Simon Plamondon Sr. and 
Veronica. James was Therese's grandson. 

All these people were either descendants or relatives of the 
Plamondcns, or descended from French Canadian/Cowlitz Indian 
marriages of Simon Plamondon's contemporaries at Cowlitz 
Prairie. As the Genealogical report also shows, only Maude 
Wannassay Snyder and Jackie Wannassay Hill were not metis. 

Although the recorded conflict appeared to be among close 
relatives, it was clear that the Bureau was concerned about 
the potential for McLeod and his supporters to disrupt the 
claims process for the whole organization. 

We believe the Area Director was fully justified 
in his actions concerning M~. McLeod and his 
contracts with the Chinook, puyallup and Cowlitz 
Tribes. A few Indians, like the Chinook 
officials, Mr. Wilson of the Cowlitz Tribe, and 
sane others who judge Mr. McLeod on the basis of 
fa=ts and not with their emotions, feel his 
sec-vices have been inadequate and understand the 
ne=essity to replace him. 

However, the problem is convincing the 
majority that disapproving Mr. McLeod's contracts 
was not capricious or arbitrary, and to show them 
th,:it Mr. McLeod actually has not worked in the 
interest of his Indian clients. This is not being 
a.c,:omplished with the present approach. For 
E~xample, recent meetings with Cowlitz and Puyallup 
grrt)ups have only strengthened the convictions of 
most of the Indians present that there is no 
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~oundation to the reasons given for disapproving 
Mr. McLeod's contracts, particularly after Mr. 
McLeod gave what appeared to them to be truthful 
and satisfactory explanations, while the Bureau 
representatives had to confine their explanation 
to quoting the Area Director's letters (Felshaw to 
Holtz, 12/4/1964). 

The conflict also shows how the leadership handled the, 
situation. Wilson first had to determine, from McLeod 4nd 
the BrA officials, the merits of the dispute and reasons for 
the contract's delay. Rather than attempting a direct 
confrontation with McLeod, he allowed a series of meetings 
to be Llsed in order for all parties within the General 
Council to make their positions explicitly known. Witnesses 
such as the Puyallup Chairman were allowed to state their 
cases in support of McLeod. Then, he and his supporters, 
such as Dave Cottonware, brought in lawyers from Chinook and 
other officials to support their position. Only after this 
lengthy informal process of cross examination did he press 
for a vote. Attempts by members to force a vote earlier in 
the proc,:ss were not supported by the General Council 
membership at the meetings. 

His suc:c':!ssor Roy I. Wilson (no direct relation to 
Clifford)35 cited a similar strategy in dealing with 
factions who opposed decisions made by the CIT. This 
strategy will be described further in the next section. 

Finally, the incident reveals one other problem: the suc­
cession e)f secretaries and the loss of records. Jacqueline 
Wannassa:r Hill was secretary/Treasurer from 1953 until 1964. 
When Cli:~ford Wilson became Chairman, he introduced the 
office 0:: a business manager for the CTI. The work of the 
business manager revealed a suspicion of mismanagement by 
the formf~r secretary and treasurer, Jacqueline Wannassay 
Hill. When Ms. Hill left, the Council had considered court 
action aqainst her, but did not do so because she was too 

35Roy Wil:50n, as mentioned above, is descr:: ~;ded from the 
Skloutwout/Garrand line, whose descendan7 include, but are 
not limihed to, the social category of metis descendants 
known as Cascade people. 
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poor tc make restitution (Agency Operations Officer Meeting 
Notes 9/~~9/1964). 

Council members also maintained, however, that when Ms. Hill 
qui t, ShE~ took important membership information with her. 
BIA meeting notes show that the Executive Committee gave 
this alleged disappearance as the reasons for not informing 
all 1:he membership of the 11/14/1964 meeting. 

A motion was made that the tribe accept the 
decision of the B.I.A. rejecting Mr. McLeod as 
claims attorney. There were numerous objections 
which set off another long round of arguments. 
OnE~ member said that such a small number was 
present that a vote would not be representative of 
the wishes of the whole tribe. Another claimed no 
notification of the meeting reached her. The 
Chairman explained that over 200 notices were sent 
out from records they have [ sic], but they will 
have to build up a new list because the former 
Secretary had not furnished any of this 
information (BIA Meeting Notes 11/14/1964, 7). 

BIA inf~rmation indicated that this information had not been 
retriE!ved by 1973, and had hampered CIT officials' ability 
to determine membership systematically (Day to Portland Area 
Office Director, 10/21/1973). The BIA, however, reported 
this difficulty despite the evidence that Mary Cloquet had 
compi.led a membership list by 1966 (see Genealogical 
Technical Report). 

In effect, the dispute appeared to be contained within a 
small g.roup of m~tis relatives. However, both the BIA and 
leadersJlip saw the dispute as politically destabilizing, and 
requiriJlg political control. The lost records appear to be 
an end.emic problem. Jackie Wannassay Hill denied taking 
them (~icqueline Wannassay Hill, Irwin Affidavit 4/5/1989, 
Peti tion ,A.-2304). BIA research shows, however, that Evelyn 
Bashor Byrnes had records at her home as well, and keeping 
these rI~cords may have been a common practice. 

The 10sl: records caused the leadership trouble in reaching 
the general membership without the list. This evaluation, 
however, can attach no significance regarding ease of 
communication and maintaining social relationships from this 
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incidenl:, since it is possible ihat dispersed and frequently 
change l~'2sidences may have contributed to the problem. 

2.2.2 Burial Rights 

As ment:.oned before, the CTI sued Tacoma Power and Light, a 
publicl~'-owned utility, which had proposed placing a darn in 
the Cow:.i1:z River at the town of Mayfield. John Ike Kinswa 
testified on the location of two grave sites. Mary Kiona, 
with HovTard Ike translating, described where the Cowlitz had 
been fi~;hing, and Sarah Castama, with Howard Ike 
translating, described who was living in the area. These 
people YT~=:re all living in the Upper Cowlitz. James 
Sareault:, a m~tis Plamondon descendant, was the CTI Counsel 
who took the depositions. 

At the ~rune 1957 General Council meeting, James Sareaul t 
announcE!d that the Tacoma Dam Case was heard May 6, with no 
decisiorl yet. Lawyer Malcolm McLeod, who was assisting 
Sareault., added that CIT was suing the City of Tacoma for 
$30 mill.ion and the United States $80 million "on our 
original. land claims." 

The Cowl.itz Tribe lost the case of The Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians ~. the City of Tacoma. Williams (1983) maintains 
that whi.le the Tacoma project directors did not conduct an 
in-deptt: study of the Upper Cowlitz people and their burial 
sites, they did consult with James Sareault in April 1961. 
Consults.tion was part of a plan to remove both Indian and 
non-Indian graves (Williams 1983,' 48; Petition A-18S3), and 
Indians were to be involved in the plan in no other way 
(Williams 1983, 50; Petition A-18S5) . 

By July 1961, Williams reported, the "cemetery commissioners 
had voted to provide the city with a thirty-six-foot square 
in Harmc ny Cemetery. "(Williams 1983, 51 ; Petition A-
1856). Throughout that summer, city officials consulted 
with Sareault, and later contacted Howard Ike Kinswa to 
identify unmarked burial sites. Howard Ike Kinswa, his 
mother ~.artha Ike Kinswa, George Satanus, Isaac Kinswa, and 
Sam Eyle, signed consent forms for the reinterment. 

That sarr.e year, Williams reported, the City of Tacoma 
proceeded with construction at Mossyrock Dam, "the final 
step in the Cowlitz River Hydroelectric Project" (Williams 
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1983, 58; A-1864). Following rumors of graves at Nesika, 
the chief engineer contacted the BIA, who referred the 
inquiry to "the local Cowlitz tribal spokesman in Chehalis, 
requesting that any burial records tor the area be sent to 
Tacoma officials" (Williams 1983, 58; A-1864). However, the 
~ity officials forbade the field staff to communicate with 
any of the people who maintained family grave sites in the 
area, and an archaeologist determined that no burials were 
in thE~ area. 

At a 1962 CTr council meeting, lawyer Malcolm McLeod 
reported that Tacoma spent $35,000 "plus expenses, in the 
cases, and that they conceded that the loss of fish 
destroyed would be great" (CIT General Council Meeting 
Minutes, 6/2/1962, Petition A-1197). The petition documents 
also suggest that the City of Tacoma administrators 
"conceded the city's responsibility to remove any remains 
from the Shaker cemetery to a new location" (Williams 1983, 
48). The petition documentation shows that some of these 
burials were placed in county-maintained cemeteries. 

The Mossyrock Dam was finally dedicated in 1969. BIA 
research shows that these burial sites were still in use. 
Some of the tombstones at the Harmony Cemetery, for example, 
were pl~ced there well after 1950. Significantly, the 
documentation suggests that the CTI Council undertook the 
court c~se to mitigate the impacts of the flooding on family 
cemetery plots that had continued to be important to 
families within the membership. The court cases were not 
undertaken to obtain claims from sites that were used in the 
past but no longer of importance. Similarly, the court case 
forced the City of Tacoma to acknowledge the severity of 
fish loss. The petition documentation shows that 
subsist'~nce fishing continued to be important to families at 
this t~ne. It is thus reasonable to conclude that the 
Counci.l was defending group economic and subsistence 
activi.ties. 

2.2.3 Membership/Enrollment 

The pet.ition cited Evelyn Byrnes' observation that the 
membership was arguing about "who was Cowlitz and who 
wasn't" even when she attended her first meeting, c. 1917. 
(Evelyn Bashor St. Germaine Byrnes, Irwin Affidavit 
6/13/19:39, 12/29/89, Petition A-2361) . 
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The meeting was at the old Bertrand's store in 
Clequa, where they had their dances on Saturday 
night. That first meeting was something else. I 
neVE=r saw so much arguing, screaming, and 
qua:~reling. Some of them didn't want others in 
the:~e as near as I can remember. They were trying 
to 1>911 each other who was Cowlitz and who wasn't. 
I tllink it was when they were getting informatio~ , 
for the Roblin's Roll, and everybody was there who' 
had a claim to be Cowlitz is the way I remember I 
it. They'd argue, and even though you knew they' 
were Cowlitz Indians, someone else would say that 
theJ' \,.eren' t. They just didn't want them in there 
(EvE~.lyn St. Germain Bashor Byrnes, Irwin Affidavit 
6/1:1/1989, 12/29/1989, Petition A-2361) . 

Evelyn Byrnes added, to the BIA researcher, that "it's just 
like it is today, everyone was just arguing about who was 
valid and who wasn't." She further explained "who was 
valid" a~ who was or was not of Yakima descent. 

[They still argue about] whether they were of Cow­
lit2 descent or not. Because there were a lot of 
thEerr. that were from Yakima and from other Tribes. 
So that's what they were arguing about. Like just 
what they do today, too (Evelyn Byrnes, BIA 
Interview, 7/28/1995). 

The minutes for the reorganization meeting on May 13, 1950 
show that members similarly discussed making a roll, 
although the action taken is not clear CTI (CTI General 
Council Meeting Minutes, 5/13/1950). Enrollment and 
membership thus remained important issues. 

2.2.4 Fishing Rights 

All petitioner families who lived along the Cowlitz River, 
no matte!r what their backgrounds, reported that they fished 
for salnlon, steelhead, and trout. As mentioned before, Mary 
Kiona and John Ike Kinswa testified in 1955 about where 
various f~m~lies customarily fished. Throughout the 1920's, 
BlA officials such as N.O. Nicholson had pushed aggressively 
for the State of Washington to allow subsistence fishing in 
the Cowlitz River. The BIA wrote on behalf of Frank 
Wannassay, at Kelso (Brennan to Nicholson 9/8/1934, petition 

66 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 285 of 555 



Anthro~ological Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

I 

A-55G-55l). The BIA limited the defense of these rights to 
subsistence fishing (Sams to Klatush 9/8/1924, Petition A-
539). By 1934, the State of Washington agreed that Indians 
could take fish" for personal use" but "only in rivers 
flowing through or bordering on reservations within five 
miles of the boundaries thereof (Brennan to Nicholson 
9/8/1934) . 

On October 15, 1934, Frank Wannassay filed a petition in 
Centralia., Washington (Lewis County), signed by 63 peop\le. 
The pE:t i tion as ked "the law-making bodies of the State of 
Washington, and of the United States, in Washington, D.C." 
to allow the Cowlitz to: 

take fish from any stream, or body of water, in 
the State of Washington, which were originally 
Indian fishing grounds, at and in the usual 
manner, for food for themselves and family, either 
in or out of season, without being stopped or 
arrested. Provided, however, that any Indian 
wishing to secure fishing rights, must first file 
application for and be issued his Fishing-Permit 
from the State without cost or charge" (Frank 
Wa~nassay 10/15/1934, Petition A-551) . 

The names on the list included surnames such as Ike, Eyle, 
and Kiona, from Upper Cowlitz; Plomondon, Sareault, 
Hoerling, and Nelson, among the m~tis; and Wannassay and 
lyall, from among the Lower Cowlitz. 

Throu9hout this time, and well into the 1950's CIT members 
reported that their families served the fish fresh at 
gatherings, reunions, or council meetings. They also 
reported that they would smoke the fish in smokehouses, 
pickle the fish in brine, or salt it. Sometimes the 
families would consume this fish in their own households. 
In other instances, petitioners recalled that they would 
barter the fish with neighbors for produce, or sell the fish 
either to more distant neighbors, or to local stores in 
Vader, ~ossyrock, or Kelso. They would then advance the 
money from these sales toward school supplies, clothes, or 
toward an item such as a bicycle that they could otherwise 
not aff:Jrd. 
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In addition, petitioners recalled that the local game 
wardens knew the individual families, and informally allowed 
them to take fish and hunt some game out of season, in order 
to feed their families and households (Gerald Bouchard, BlA 
InterviE'~~ I 7/23/1995). Wendy Kinswa recalled similar 
condi t ic'ns when they were growing up. 

We didn't get caught, but the game warden knew our 
Ja~ and knew that he had children at home and he 
wasn't wasting anything, so he just looked another 
way. My dad told me the game warden looked the 
other way also when Dad shot a couple of deer out 
of season. He knew with a family it wasn't going 
to waste (Wendy Kinswa, Irwin Affidavit 7/26/1989, 
Petition A-2427) . 

The State of Washington issued special Indian cards to the 
petit~oner up through the 1950's. Petition documentation 
shows that the State of Washington issued some cards simply 
for monitoring fish supplies. 36 

The Upper Cowlitz Kinswas reported that as children, they 
lived in an isolated area, and their recollections of the 
CTI's i.nvolvement in fishing rights seems parallel to their 
partici.p3tion in CTl life. As Dianna Smalley summarized: 

I don't remember the Cowlitz Tribe protecting 
our fishing rights. When we were very young, I 
doubt the Cowlitz Tribe even knew we kids existed. 
We didn't go to school with other Indians. I 
di~l't know other Indians even existed. Even when 
I w!:nt to school in Toledo, there weren't any 
other Indians there. 

I just remember Uncle Howard telling Daddy that he 
had paid our tribal dues. I don't know whether he kept 
then up-to-date. We sort of hit and miss all the time 
(Petition A-2427-2428) 

Documentation shows that the State of Washington 
energetic:ally attempted to regulate subsistence fishing, and 

36Both thE~ petitioners themselves and the documents showed 
that th,e~:E= cards were not the same as the so-called "blue 
cards" i~slled to Indians in the Puget Sound area. 
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that fo:~ the Cowlitz subsistence fishing tended, through 
time, to be more and more restricted. When the Cowlitz 
Indian ~~ribe (CIT) attempted unsuccessfully to intervene in 
U.S. v. ~Nashington and separate lawsuits against the states 
of Oregon and Washington, the character of the fishing 
rights advocacy changed. In the 1950's and before, the 
Council intervened to protect the subsistence fishing of 
familie~; living on the Cowlitz River. With the intervention 
in U.S~~~. Washington, advocacy was no longer for families 
conduct:.ng subsistence fishing, but for commercial fishing 
conductE!d by recognized tribes. 

2.2.5 Termination 

Issues n~9arding Termination were of less interest to the 
CTI than they were to recognized Indian tribes. At one 
meeting held by theBIA to assess tribal reaction to the 
terminat.ion plan, James Sareault was the only representative 
of the Cowlitz who attended (Libby to Bitney 10/7/53, 
Petition A-389) . 

2.2.6 The Quinault Allottees Association and U.S. v. 
Mitchell 

ThroughC>tlt the 1950' s, very few of the 57 petitioner's 
collateral relatives enrolled on the Quinault had been 
living en the allotments they received on the Quinault 
Reservation. The land had been used almost entirely for 
logging. The BIA supervised contracts arranged between 
individual allottees and timber companies to do the logging. 
These ccmpanies would then build their own roads and develop 
other needed infrastructure. 

On March 29, 1968, James Jackson, President of the Quinault 
Tribe, signed an agreement at that Tribe's annual meeting in 
Taholah, Washington (approved 59 - 0) on behalf of: 

. persons, who now are, or were, or whose 
predecessors in interest were, owners of trust 
land on the Quinault Indian Reservation (herein we 
shall be called the "Allottees"), on our own 
behalf and on behalf of all other present or 
former owners of trust land on the Quinault 
reservation [si~ (Agreement of March 29, 1968, 
Quinault Allottees File). 
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The AgrEE:ment also allowed for seven members, to be selected 
as "an P . .:i.lottee Claims Commit tee," whose tas k was to 

. represent and speak for all of the 
Allottees in matters relating to the investigation 
and prosecution of the claims under this 
Agreement, except as to a fundamental question 
which is defined as settlement of any of the 
claims by compromise, or renegotiation of the 
timber cutting contracts or major changes in the 
Agreement (Agreement of March 29, 1968, 1, 
Quinault Allottees File). 

The aqreement was signed by seven members of the allottee 
claims c:Jmmittee, and endorsed by the Quinault Tribe". 

" as an owner of trust land on the Quinault Reservation . 
(Agreement of March 29, 1968, 7). The members included 
Helen ~!itchell, Mary Slade, Francis McCrory, Clark Reed, 
Anna M. ~oontz, James Jackson, and C. Dorman, Sr. (Agreement 
March 29, 1968, 7). None of these people appeared as 
members: t)f the CIT from the 1966 list. 

Retair,inq the law firm of Wilkinson, Cragun and Barker, of 
Washington, D.C., 1,465 "individual allottees of land 
contained in the Quinault Reservation, the Quinault Tribe, 
which nO\i holds some allotments, and the Quinault Allottees 
Associat:.on, an unincorporated association formed to promote 
the inteJ~e:sts of the allottees of the Quinault Reservation" 
filed su:.t in 1971, known as U.S. v. Mitchell. The suit 
alleged that the Secretary of the Interior had failed to (1) 
obtain a Lair market value for the timber, (2) manage the 
timber on a sustained yield basis, (3) obtain payment for 
some merchantable timber, (4) develop a proper system of 
roads and easements, (5) pay interest on certain funds, and 
had (6) paid insufficient interest on certain funds and (7) 
exa'cted E!}{cessive administrative fees from allottees 
(Mitchell et al. 1979). The principal plaintiff, Helen 
Mitchell (now Helen Sanders) "was ... an Indian logger on 
the [Quit.Ciult] Reservation" and remained an important leader 
of the Qlinault Allottees Association (John Barnett BlA 
Intervie~ 8/4/1995). 

While individual Cowlitz such as John Barnett recalled the 
issues associated with U.S. v. Mitchell, there is no 
documented evidence of CIT members initially involved in 
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this lawsuit. However, the legal documents defined Cowlitz 
allottee holders as interested parties in the lawsuit. 

2.3. Discussion 

In the 1950's and 1960's, then, the CTI had reorganized. 
The qov,=rning system consisted of a General Council with a 
Pres icle:1t, Vice- President, and Secretary ITreasurer. 'By, 1967 
they halj formed a Tribal Council as well, whose 18-21 people 
were ch,irged with setting the General Council meeting abenda 
and tak.Lng care of routine business between General Council 
meeting:~. As many as 200 people attended General Council 
meeting:,. Much of the General Council's activity was 
centered around hiring lawyers to pursue claims and 
determilling who was eligible to receive such claims. 
However, evidence suggests that the membership expected the 
leadersllip to advocate on their behalf in other matters as 
well as pressing claims. The five genealogically-defined 
social categories were involved. 

3 1973-PRESENT: UNITY IN THE FAMILIES, DIVISION IN 
THE COUNCILS, AND THE AFTERMATH 

In 1973, changes in the constitution resulted in a change in 
name from the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians (CTI) to Cowlitz 
Indian Tl:ibe (CIT). The year 1973 was also the year when 
the Cowlitz leadership approved a settlement with the 
Federal qovernment for the Indian Claims Commission Act. 
With this settlement came' two major membership changes, also 
in 1973. One was the elimination from the CIT of members 
who were dually enrolled on Indian reservations. A large 
proportion of these dually-enrolled members were enrolled on 
the Yakima reservation, and have been referred to as "Yakima 
Cowli -::2:." The other was the elimination of all CIT members 
whose blood quantum was below 1 116. 37 

3.1 Main Characters 

Available petition evidence will show that some of the 
social ca.tegory members discussed above reported resuming 

37Note again, that Yakima decisions in 1946 resulted in the 
disenrollment of many petitioner families who had once been 
enrolled at Yakima, but who no longer qualified. 
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family reunions, and later urging the Tribal Council to 
support them in their efforts. Tribal Council newsletters, 
initiated in 1987, were used to announce these family 
reunions, and carried articles encouraging their assumption. 

Several Cowlitz extended families held reunion 
pj.cn ics during the summer, among them the 
Wannassays, the Barnetts, the 
Pla~ondon/Cottonoires, and probably many others. 
If this tradition has not yet become established 
in your family, maybe I can entice you to begin 
mentally organizing such an event to be held next 
sumner . . . My mom was inspired to do just that 
close to 25 years ago as she saw her mother and 
step dad die off and realized that her links to 
her larger family were weakening with the death of 
ealC:l older member. She felt intimidated at first 
by the responsibility of trying to bring a large 
groJP together, but the drive to get to know her 
distant cousins and to strengthen her knowledge of 
her heritage won out (Marsha Williams, CIT 
Yooioolah 10/1993, 2) 

Marsha WLlliams (Cascade subgroup), who wrote the above 
newslett,:r column, maintained that the annual reunions in 
her family attracted 50 to 75 people (Marsha Williams, BIA 
Intervie'y 7/24/1995). She recommended that those wishing to 
hold a rt:~union (1) define whom they wish to attend by a 
common ancestor, (2) "enlist the moral support and help of 
other clan members whom you already know, like your brothers 
and sistfHs .or nearby cousins," and (3) consult about the 
best datf~s and locations "and then settle on whichever seems 
the most workable and stick with it, even if a few people 
have con::licts that keep them away the first year" (Marsha 
Wi lliam.s" CIT Yooyoolah Newsletter 10/1993, 2). 

Marsha alided that her family reunion meets at a state park 
(Marsha t~illiams, CIT Yooyoolah Newsletter 10/1993, 2). The 
BIA anth:~opologist attended a Wannassay reunion, at which 
about 50 people were present, at a city park in Kelso. An 
announcem'ent that appeared in the May 1993 Yooyoolah 
NewslettE~r for the Cottonoir, or Cottenware, family reunion 
named Le\li5 and Clark State Park as the reunion site, and 
August 1'1, 1993 as the reunion date. 
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It is inportant to note that all these gatherings were 
primari :.y gatherings of members wi thin extended families. 
However, as previous discussion has shown, family members 
have rnan~ied widely among fellow members of CIT, as well as 
other Indians and non-Indians. Thus, there is at least a 
likelir.ood that these reunions involve various CIT members 
'from other family lines because CIT members will belong to 
more than one extended family line. 

Also, the above quotes show that the CIT has made some 
effort to encourage these gatherings to address what. the 
membership sees as a need to re-integrate members of 
extended families who had drifted apart throughout the 
1960's and 1970's. Addressing this integration was also the 
basis for Tribal council activities such as the building of 
a sweat lodge, in sponsoring an elder's dinner, and a 
children's feast, during the spring and summer of 1995. 
These events will be discussed in more detail under Tribal 
Council activities, 3.2.5. 

3.1. 1 Upper Cowlitz Taitnapam Descendants 

For Taitnapam Upper Cowlitz families such as the Ike/Kinswa, 
it was the catastrophic loss of one of the relatives that 
propelled their family to renew contacts with other family 
members at Yakima. 

And then we just lost contact. They were over 
the,re [ . e. at Yakima] and we were over here [ i. e. 
on the Cowlitz River, near Vader]. And then just 
out of the blue we lost the youngest in my 
cousin's family. He was eight years younger than 
me. And the following year we lost the oldest. 
And we lost two her of grandchildren too. They 
all died in a car accident over there. 38 And, 
things like that makes you realize you haven't 
been keeping contact like you should (Wendy 
Kinswa, BlA Interview 7/25/1995) . 

38While BIA did not identify exactly who these cousins were, 
peti ti.o.:1 documentation suggests that they were Howard I ke' s 
childre.:1 (Petition A-2414) . 
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Two daughters of Isaac Ike Kinswa -- Wendy Kinswa and Dianna 
Kinswa Smalley -- became active members of the CIT Tribal 
Council in 1991. Wendy Kinswa's reason for wanting to join 
the Tr:cba.l Council was" to know the Cowlitz people better." 
Wendy's son David Burlingame became active in 1994, when he 
was enlisted to work on the CIT Culture Committee. Records 
from Docket 218 show, however, that Wendy Kinswa, Dianna 
Smalley, Patty Donaldson, Mickey Kinswa, and David Ik~ were 
active as early as 1974, when they joined John Barnett in 
protesting the ICC Claims settlement. This involvementlwill 
be described in more detail below. 

3.1. 2 Lower Cowlitz mPlamondonm Descendants of Salish 
Metis 

Metis Cie,scendants such as former Council President Joe 
Cloquet became active in health care services management, 
and were active in intertribal affairs throughout Western 
Washington through the Small Tribes Organization of Western 
Washington (STOWW) (STOWW Minutes 8/26/1980, 4). Joe 
Cloquet (iied in 1988. John Barnett, his nephew, maintained 
that the funeral was a large affair. 

. there were people from all walks of life 
then:!. And I'd say probably 200, 250 people were 
at JOE':'s funeral. And there were Indian leaders. 
I mE!an, there were a whole host of -- all the 
Cowlitz Council people were there, executive 
leadE:!rs. And there were a whole host of Indians 
from STOWW, from recognized tribes that had been 
friends of Joe's -- just a composite of Indian 
peoplE~ -- and not only Indian people but other 
peQPlE~ from the political arena (Barnett, BIA 
Inte:nriew, 8/4/1995). 

Metis descendants such as Gene Wiggins (BIA Interview 
7/27/1995) recalled becoming active in CIT during the 1970's 
as a result of his experiences growing up in the Anacortes 
and Everett areas. He recalled that while growing up in 
Everett, Washington, his father, in the 1930's and 1940's, 
had urged him to consider mostly his French Canadian 
background. However, this pressure not to stress what he 
termed his Indian background appeared to be opposed by two 
influences. First, he observed that he was occasionally 
taunted by non-Indians for looking like an Indian. 
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Second, genealogical evidence shows that he was desce~ded 
from Mary Lozier (b 1854), daughter of Julia, or Hosquah, a 
woman w~o had become associated with the Cowlitz Prairie 
Sett1.E~m=nt, and died in Olequa "in 1910," and Louis Lozier, 
a Frenc) Canadian logger. Mary Lozier was shown married to 
Charles Henry Wiggins, a non-Indian, and living in the San 
Juan Islands c. 1880 (U.S. Census 1880). Gene Wiggins is a 
son of3amuel Wiggins, one of Mary's nine children (b~ 

1900), "md non-Indian wife Leona. The genealogical evi~ence 
thus sh,)ws that while he may have been instructed to stl{ess 
his Fr'e:1ch-Canadian background, he was well-related to the 
other 27 Lozier descendants who are today part of the CTI. 

Gene Wiqgins finished high school in Seattle, Washington, 
and began conducting research into his background while in 
college, at the University of Washington. With the Civil 
Right s 110vement of the 1960 's, he maintained, he "came out 
of the c:loset" while working in the Everett School system. 
He repo::-ted that after talking to his father, Samuel 
Wiggins .. 39 he began attending CIT meetings in the 1970 's. 
CIT mee 1:ing minutes showed that he was elected as vice 
chairman of the CIT Tribal Council at a general council 
meeting held June 2, 1975 (CIT General Council Meeting 
Minutes 6/2/1975). 

Again, the evidence suggests that while some members of the 
various descent lines may for protracted periods of time 
have nol: attended eTr and erT meetings, they were related to 
people !'/ho did attend. When they decided to become active 
in polil:ical affairs, they would re-integrate through 
network:; of such kin groups. 

39He als() reported talking about his descendance to his 
grandmother Mary Lozier. It is not clear when he did this, 
but (1) she was born in 1854, so she would have been as old 
as 116 in 1970, when he reported he was thinking about this 
issue seriously. Since he was born in 1937, it is likely he 
had been talking to her at a much earlier age, if he talked 
to her Elt all. 
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3.1. 3 Boisfort/Peell/Chehalis Descendants 

Boisfort/Peell descendants such as Jesse Pete remained at 
Castle Rock during this time. Little else is known of what 
these people were doing. 

3.1. 4 Cascade Descendants 

The Cas<::ade descendants mentioned that conditions during the 
1960's and 1970's finally propelled some of them to join the 
CIT. 1:1 1974, for example, Marsha Williams enrolled at the 
CIT aftl~r she found she was unable to enroll with the 
Yakima. She found out about the crT through her mother. 

I 'vasn' t able to be enrolled, because of my blood 
quantum. And it was probably in the Yakima tribal 
ne\olspaper -- in the '70s -- that my mom saw an 
ar1:icle that mentioned the Cowlitz, and she says 
to me "you know, you're part Cowlitz; you can 
ma~/be get enrolled over there." And that's the 
fiJ~st time I really knew about the Cowlitz, 
because we'd always focused on the Cascades 
(Marsha Williams, .BIA Interview, 7/24/1995). 

Through Gene Wiggins, a m~tis descendant mentioned above, 
she then became active in CIT Council activities. 

At that time I was acquainted with Gene Wiggins 
through my work, because I'm a school counselor, 
and he was there before. So· I knew Gene Wiggins. 
Hie \vCiS the only person in the [tribal council], at 
that point, that I knew. 

Just what I remember is, at one general 
cOLDeil meeting in the '70s there, I tried to 
norrdnate Gene Wiggins to the tribal council, and 
Jotn [Barnet~ was running the meeting, and he 
said "Well, Gene's already on the council, but how 
abcut you!?" And he didn't know who I was, but he 
said "You look like you're intelligent, so what's 
your name? Why don't you run?" I said "OK" so I 
ran, and was elected to the council. And then my 
sister Linda [Fole~ was elected to the council in 
a couple of years (emphasis original, Marsha 
Williams, BIA Interview 7/24/1995). 
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At first glance, it appears that Marsha knew nothing of the 
CTI except through her mother and a professional 
acqua~ntance with Gene Wiggins. However, the following 
quote shows that the family had at least discussed their 
Indian background. 

We had always known we were of Indian descent 
be:ause it was talked about in our house and our 
Gr3.ndmother and her husband looked very Indian, so 
th3.t was always around us. But more important was 
th~ fact that we were welcomed by the Cowlitz. It 
wasn't that the Yakima ever did anything bad to 
us, but we knew we couldn't be members 40

• We 
wa1ted to have an attachment to our Indian 
ba,::kground, which we got with the Cowlitz (Marsha 
Williams 1991, 31, footnote added). 

Ronald (:. (Sonny) Aalvik, her cousin, provided more detail 
from hi::; own background. He maintained that in the 1960's 
he too had tried to enroll on the Yakima, but could not. 
After the attempt: 

We just kind of let it go dormant for a while. 
A.nd then Marsha found out we could be a Cowlitz, 
and she contacted me, and I was just elated to 
submit my qualifications and be accepted by the 
CO\v'litz. And I attended every meeting they have 
eVE~r had. This was back in the '70s. I think I 
j o:.:ned about 1977 or 78, something Ii ke that 
(Sonny Aalvik, BIA Interview, 7/25/1995). 

By checl:ing with their relatives, they determined that they 
were reJ.ated to CIT members. 

We discovered that, through our great grandfather, 
LOllis Garrand, we qualified. Louis was French 
Canadian. And Mike Hubbs [Enrollment Committee 
Chclirman], here, established that also, and Roy 
Wil.son [ Previous General Council Chairma~ was 
talking to me Saturday, at the picnic, and said we 
may be related! ... He goes down through the 

4°Her old(:r sisters and brother, who enrolled prior to 1949, 
could remain enrolled in Yakima. 
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Garrand side, too (Sonny Aalvik, BIA Interview, 
-: /25/1995) .41 

Marsha Williams and her sister Linda Foley have continued to 
serve on the Tribal Council, following their election in 
1975. M,3.rsha Williams was elected Vice Chairman of the 
Tribal Council June 5, 1982 (CIT General Council Minu,tes, 
6/5/1982) ,42 That same year, Linda Foley was elected 
secretar:{ , 

They also revived their family reunions. 

Our extended family have been meeting at the 
Cascades, at Beacon Rock on the Columbia River, in 
a family picnic each summer. My mother started it 
in :.980 as one of the memorials to my grandmother, 
who passed away in 1968. Actually, my own family 
wherl I was growing up in Klickitat County visited 
back and forth with the Aalviks and the Millers, 
my mo1:her' s other sister's (Auntie Mary's) family 
in ~; kamania County and had dinner at my 
grandmother's house practically every Sunday when 
we vrere growing up. So those family ties had 

. alwclYs been continual (Marsha Williams, Irwin 
Affi,davit, 1989). 

3.1. 5 Lower Cowlitz Kelso Descendants 

Wannassay and Iyall family activities highlight how the 
family .linE!S campaigned actively during the 1970 I sand 
1990's tc insure that someone. served on the Tribal council 
who would represent their interests. The Constitutional 
changes to disenroll dually-enrolled Yakima and Quinault 
Cowlitz affected these families because both had relatives 
at Yakima and in the CIT. Both families, in official 
testimony, deplored the exclusion of family members enrolled 
at Yakima. Grace Ann Dunckel maintained that her relatives, 
the Wannassays, had long been active with the Cowlitz claims 
activities, and deplored those who justified the exclusion 

41See 2.1.4 for details on the kin-based relationship. 

42The minutes indicate that 47 people were present. 
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on the assumption that the Yakima-enrolled Cowlitz were 
simply trying to receive money. 

Thel:-e are those who say the Yakima did not work on 
this settlement. This is wrong ... enrollment 
SOInE:times is Yakima as well as Cowlitz. I could 
nanE: two past secretaries who were Cowlitz and 
Y.:.kima who worked many years for the tribe. 
Ot.hers in other capacities. Many of these dual 
eriJ~ollees have paid dues to the Cowlitz tribe for 
lTt.:.ny years. Many of these members are old and 
tr.eir degree of Cowlitz blood is higher than those 
wt.o say they are not entitled. They are no more 
responsible for the act of their forebears [ si~ 
ttan those with a lesser degree of blood, whose 
arcestry mixed with the White. All lost their 
property and rights for the same reason (Grace Ann 
D~nckel, n.d., letter) 

She added that those who deplored people who wanted the 
funds disbursed per capita in favor of building a 
centralized "tribal" system had themselves not tried to help 
those who had worked all these years for claims. Indeed, 
she makes explicit the idea that the CIT should campaign for 
the" ci9htS" of the individuals, as well as push for 
recognition as a group. 

l\ member got up and said he was ashamed because at 
the hearing only money was discussed. This was 
the only topic of the hearing . . . all else was 
out of order. 

I feel these people should have their rights, 
but where were they before this went to the claims 
commission. Our leaders did not put up much of a 
fight for rights. I see no reason why a fight for 
recognition can not be continued. If the tribe 
will work together for that good (Grace Ann 
Dunckel, n.d., letter). 

Years afterward, members of the Wannassay family maintained 
that Plamondon descendants and other m~tis unfairly 
portrayed their Yakima relatives as people who had gone to 
Yakima to take advantage of benefits there. 
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We had a big whoop-te-doo with John Barnett 43 here 
a couple of years ago. He was saying "well, they 
a1.l 'went over to Yakima, smiling, volunteered." I 
said" [ expletive] they did, .. they were told 
to go over there." It's li ke her [ i. e. Mary-­
Kiona, whom he was discussing during the 
in':erview], she was told to go over there; they 
bu::-ned her house down, and everything. She goes 
"you want to play that game?" She went over 
tht:re, got her an allotment number, and then corne 
back horne (Jacque Cassity, BIA Interview, 
7/:27 11995, footnote added). 

While rt:search does not support the forcible resettlement of 
Indians onto the Yakima reservation, it shows that the 
familie:5 differed in their perception of their history. 

Jacquel.Lne Wannassay Hill suggested that her own ouster as 
secreta.:-y/treasurer in 1964 was due in part to an attempt by 
others ':0 discredit the Wannassay family by blaming her for 
missing information. 

I Eelt like I was had. Though I couldn't point a 
finger at anybody, I felt like someone did away 
wi':h Roblin's ledger because it had my family's 
and other Cowlitz family's history in it 
(Jacqueline Wannassay Hill, Irwin Affidavit 
4/3/1989) . 

Steven 11eyers, a Wannassay descendent, is presently on the 
Tribal Council. He presently feels that the Council is 
controlled by the Plamondon descendants i.e., the m6tis. 

Tht:y fail to recognize that the original natives 
of this area were actually taken up and held in 
concentration camps and forced on to some of these 
re,servations in the 1850' s. They got records of 
30 1) of the Cowlitz being taken to Fort Vancouver 
to be classified as Yakimas, and marched all the 
""ray up to Fort Simcoe. They're saying that since 

43See 3.1.3.1. below. John Barnett was a m~tis descendant 
who advt)cated diverting 80 percent of the Claims funds to 
buyingr land and building some sort of tribal government. 
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~hey weren't taken up to a'reservation they feel 
~hey were never on a reservation and they never 
gave up any rights. Thing is, they were living 
with the Plamondon Family, and they were white, 
and that's the reason they weren't taken up 
(Steven Meyers, BIA Interview, 7/29/1995). 

The posit.ion expressed by Wannassay members refers to 
historical interpretation. That is, they feel the Yakima 
Cowlitz members of their families are entitled as much as, 
if not more than, the m~tis to "rights" within the Cowlitz 
Tribe. As the following quote shows, the issue is not 
simply blood quantum. 

Many of these members are old and their degree of 
Cowlitz blood is higher than those who say they 
are not entitled. They are no more responsible 
for the act of their forebears [sic] than those 
with a lesser degree of blood, whose ancestry 
mixed with the White. All lost their property and 
rights for the same reason (Grace Dunckel, n.d.) 

Helen Dunckel, Grace Dunckel's daughter, explicitly stated 
that she wanted "to see one of our clan on the council" 
(Helen Dunckel, BIA Interview 7/29/1995) Grace Lane added 
that members of the Wannassay families: 

have been trying. They've been running for years. 
I d.on' t know who Council votes [for] but even the 
ti~e we thought there was enough votes, they were 
told they lost (Grace Lane, BIA Interview 
7/291995) • 

One of the interests that they wanted protected by one of 
their clan on the council was simply maintaining the 
geneal.09ical status of their relatives 

Tho:re was one other thing that carne to my mind 
when you were asking about changes. And that was 
within the past year my grandchildren -- during 
tho: record loss -- a couple of my grandchildren 
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I 

were receiving red cards instead of green cards,44 
which meant that they weren't ... able to vote, or 
were an issue of blood. And so I wrote in and did 
the family tree for them again, and sent it back 
in. They finally got their cards back again. 
Corrected. But they were all messed up (Bonnie 
DrJmmond, BIA Interview, 7/29/1995). 

Finally, they made clear that to them, the claims 
disburs~ment in which they were attempting to participa~e 
meant a recognition of what their own family lost. 

My reasons for claiming a part of the Cowlitz 
Se: tlement [is] I lost an island. A part of Squaw 
IsLand, though only 7 ~ acres, it was one of the 
be:5t fishing spots on the Cowlitz River for smelt 
and salmon, and trout (Grace Wannassay Lane, 
61 ~) / 1 97 5) • 

On Nover~ber 29, 1993, an organization known as the Wannassay 
Clan of Cowlitz Indians informed CIT Tribal Council 
President Ronald C. (Sonny) Aalvik that they had "retained 
Mr. Ranciy Harrisson of Tacoma to represent us in a land 
claim suit in Federal court." The letter was signed by 
Grace W]~ay Lane, Steven Meyers, Thomas P. Hill , Anita 
Wilson, and Daniel Meyers (Wannassay Clan of Cowlitz 
Indians, 11/29/1993, to Ronald C. Aalvik). There is no 
evidencE! that the Wannassay Clan of Indians is still in 
effect. 

Iyall. The descendants of Francis Benjamin Iyall (Katherine 
Iyall-Vclsquez, BIA Interview 8/2/1995) continued to be 
active cln the CIT. The issue of the Yakima Cowlitz found 
members of the Iyalls, too, advocating for their Yakima­
enrolleel relatives. Lillian Iyall Chappell, Katherine 
Iyall-Va,squez's aunt, wrote in favor of keeping the Yakima 
Cowlitz in the CIT. As with the Wannassays, she pointed out 
the histor.y of her ancestors' political involvement with the 
Cowlitz. 

44See GenE:!alogical Technical Report. Green cards are issued 
to those having a right to vote and receive claims. Red 
cards are certification that an individual is on the 
membership list, and confer no rights or privileges. 

82 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 301 of 555 



Anthrofological Technical Report ~ Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

My family in those early d~ys put out a lot of 
~ime and personal money to keep the Cowlitz Claim 
ali.ve. My father and eldest brother Raymond, 
rai.sed horses, and had to sell their horses for 
extra expense money (Lillian Iyall Chappell 
6/i'/1974) . 

She added that she and others like her were not eligible for 
Yakima benefits. 

I firmly believe the money awarded the Cowlitz 
Indians should be paid to those who can show a 
dirE~ct descendency [ sic]. I also believe being 
1/4 of anything in this day and age is a lot! I 
am not eligible for any benefits in Yakima as I do 
not live there (Lillian Iyall Chappell 6/7/1974). 

As will be detailed below, Mike lyall, Katherine's brother, 
was active on the CIT Tribal Council in attempts to 
reconcile disputes between Yakima-enrolled Cowlitz and the 
metis. Mike Iyall was a member of the CIT Tribal Council, 
and was nominated for Tribal Council Chairman at the General 
Council meeting 6/2/1975. Although he lost the Council 
Chairman election to Rby Wilson, he continued to be active 
in the CIT Tribal Council until 1987, when he resigned (CIT 
Tribal Council Minutes 6/10/1987). 

Meeting minutes show that Wendy Kinswa and Don Cloquet were 
candidates both for his position and another position 
vacated at the same time by Gene Wiggins (CIT Tribal Council 
Meeting Minutes 1/10/1987). However, Mike lyall's sister, 
Kathel:ine Iyall Vasquez, reported that members of her family 
had decided that the Iyall family needed to be represented. 

So anyway, he [Mike IyallJ had to resign from the 
council, and we didn't have an Iyall on the 
Council for a few years, and we decided we needed 
to have representation again. So, it was one of 
the times that I had gone with my Uncle Archie. I 
had picked him up and taken him with me. And 
because of Margaret and her family and my other 
cousin, Danny Thomas, and some other family 
merr~ers were there too. And Margaret asked me if 
I wanted to run, and I said "sure, I'd love to." 
And so she nominated me, and I was elected. And 
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I've been on ever since (Katherine lyall-Vasquez, 
BrF. Interview 8/1/1995). 

When asked in greater detail what running for the council 
involved, she described how: 

I just got up and said a few words about 
myself and what being Cowlitz means to me, and 
what my service to the tribe would be. I think I I 

had a pretty wide spread in votes, too. And each 
time when we have elections, each of the 
candidates gets up and says a few words about what 
it means to them to be on the council, and what it 
means to them to be Cowlitz (Katherine Iyall­
Vasquez, BIA Interview 8/1/1995). 

Meetin9 :p.inutes show that she was" welcomed as a new member" 
October 19, 1991 (CIT Tribal Council Meeting Minutes, 
10/19/1991). By April 4, 1992, she had been elected vice­
chairman of the Tribal council, a position she has 
maintained to the present day. 

Katherin,e lyall-Vasquez described her own family reunion, 
held at the Nisqually Reservation, noting that people from 
outside:he extended family as well as within it, were 
invol VE~d. 

My immediate family -- my brothers and sisters -­
and I get together every Christmas, lots of 
bir-:hdays. I have six brothers and sisters, and 
they all have children, so we see each other quite 
frequently. Those are our main events. We also 
have the family reunions, where we invite 
evel~yone. Any family tie or friends that are 
involved (Katherine lyall-Vasquez, BIA Interview, 
8/1/1995) . 

She added, that the reunions were held at Nisqually because 
her UnClE!, who works for the Nisqually Tribe, is well 
respected there. 

And whenever we have a family gathering, that is 
where we get together, is out at Nisqually. The 
tribe . . . they usually put on a big salmon feed 
for us. Our family is very well respected 
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throughout the Indian community in the Northwest. 
P,nd, the Tribe put on a big celebration for my 
c,n,::le Archie I s eightieth birthday. And we 
r"ad -- all of our relatives came and my dad's 
cousins and his cousins. Children, grandchildren, 
great grandchildren. We all were there to 
ce,Lebrate (Katherine lyall-Vasquez, BIA Interview, 
8/1/1995) . 

The att!:nc!ance was" well over a hundred" (Katherine Iyall­
Vasquez, BIA Interview, 8/1/1995) .45 

3.1. 6. Conclusion 

The issue of the Yakima Cowlitz and imposition of minimum 
blood quantum requirements will be discussed in 3.2.1 ff 
below. The above section shows, however, that at least some 
of the m:mbers of these different social groups became 
active ~.n the Cowlitz Tribal Council and General Council, as 
well as with family reunions, after a period of inactivity 
in theil: personal lives. Their political interest in CIT 
Council involvement appears based on the desire, first, to 
know mon: of the people with whom their elder relatives had 
interact~ed. Second, they became more act i ve to protect what 
they perceived as the voting rights and other interests of 
their fclrn:Lly groups. 

3.2 Council Meetings and Formal Leadership 

The CIT Tribal Council had been implemented in 1967. The 
followir,q table summarizes t~e leadership succession for 
General and Tribal Councils. 

45The BU. research did not obtain information indicating 
whether or not these reunions had been discontinued at any 
time. 
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President 

Vice President 

Secretary 

Preser. t 

Presiden': 

Vice Pre!d.dent 

Secretary 

General Council 

Clifford Wilson 
Roy I. Wilson 
John Barnett 

Gene Wiggins 
Marsha Williams 

Evelyn Bashor Byrnes 
Gina Kling 
Linda Foley 

Tribal Council 

Joe Cloquet 
Gerald Bouchard 
Ronald C. Aalvik 

Ted Cottonware 
Ronald C. Aalvik 

Evelyn Bashor Byrnes 
Gina Kling 
Linda Foley 

1964-1973 
1973-1982 
1982-

1973-1982 
1982-

-1975 
1975-1982 
1982-

1972-1988 
1988-1992 
1992-

1988-1989 
1988-1992 

1964-1975 
1975-1982 
1982-

John Barnett succeeded Roy Wilson as General Council 
Chairman in 1982,46 with Marsha Williams, Vice Chairman, 
Roger NeJ.son Treasurer, and Linda Foley Secretary (CIT 
General Council Minutes 6/5/1982). Petition documentation 
shows thc:t Joe Cloquet was Tribal Council Chairman from 1973 
until hif' death in 1988. Tribal Council members included 
Lenore l~(lnohon, Margaret Edwards, Carolee Green/Morris, 
Randy Cot.tonware, Jim Holycross, Gerald Bouchard, Linda 
Foley, HE~len Burke, Laurine Newburg, Werner Barnett, Evelyn 
Byrnes, CEme Wiggins, Shirley Norwood, Bernice Edwards, and 

46The Petition maintains 1974 (p. 196). There may be 
confusion between Tribal Council and General Council 
positions. 
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Karen Cota. Most of these peopie were m~tis descendants. 
Also included were Upper Cowlitz descendants Diane Smalley, 
Wendy Kinswa, and David Burlingame, as well as Lower Cowlitz 
descendants Archie lyall, Mike lyall, and Katherine Iyall­
VasquE~z . 

~fter Joe Cloquet's death in 1988, the Tribal Council agreed 
that Ted Cottonware "would assume the duties of chairmanship 
through the remainder of the ter~' (CIT Quarterly Tribal 
Council Meeting Minutes 2/20/1988). Cottonware was 
succeeded by Gerry Bouchard later that year (CIT Tribal 
Council Meeting Minutes 9/17/1988). At this time, too, 
Ronald C. (Sonny) Aalvik became vice chairman, while Linda 
Foley re~tained the position of secretary. Gerry Bouchard 
was succeeded by Sonny Aalvik in 1993; Aalvik's vice­
chairman position was filled by Katherine Vasquez-Iyall (CIT 
Tribal Council Minutes, 4/4/1992) 

Early in the 1970's the Tribal Council initiated a working 
relaticnship with the Small Tribes Organization of Western 
Washin~ton (STOWW). Through STOWW, CIT developed an 
emerger.cy food distribution program (Cloquet to Clements 
8/24/1583) funded from the State of Washington Department of 
Community Development; a solar-powered greenhouse (STOWW 
6/1981); and obtained VISTA volunteers (Clements and Boney 
to Keller, 8/6/1987). Through STOWW funding the CIT also 
operate:d a farm. 

General. Council Chairman John Barnett maintained that the 
Tribal Council members tended to· undertake various 
activities that were important to individuals on the Tribal 
Council. For example, Dianna Smalley and Michael Hubbs 
undertook dealing with family adoption. Others, such as 
Marsha Williams (see above) took the lead on dealing with 
the utilities and obtaining land to be held by the CIT as a 
corporCLtE~ entity. Barnett explains the dynamics as follows: 

Ttu~y've more or less fell into the things they 
helve an interest in. For instance, Diana Smalley, 
Mtke Hubbs have been interested for years in 
Indian children -- Indian Child Welfare -- those 
types of things. Myself, I've been involved 
basically in the politics. And working, you know, 
on behalf of the tribe on a whole host of 
d:.f:ferent areas that I'll get into in the next few 
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mi~utes. And people more or less found their own 
le~el of involvement in the council. And it has 
worked very well because it enabled us to have 
pe')ple put into the positions in which they are 
in:erested in, and it's not only say "you be on 
this committee and you be on this committee." 
They're there because they have an interest in 
that particular committee that they're involved' 
in. For example, Bill Iyall. . is most 
in1:erested in economic development. So, he's 
chairman of our economic development committee, as 
an example (John Barnett, BIA Interview, 
8/:3/1995) . 

Wendy K:.::-lswa made a similar explanation. 

Mo~;t ly the way things get done is just whoever 
sa~'s "I can do that." It's that simple. It's not 
as~;igning people tasks. It's asking for help. 
It's a group of people that realize if they don't 
voJ.unteer, it won't get done (Wendy Kinswa, BIA 
Int.erview, 8/2/1995). 

A numb,er of events discussed below highlighted properties 
both of the political structure of the petitioner and the 
invol VlerTlE~nt of the wider membership. The first involves the 
Cowlitz approval of the Indian Claims Commission Settlement 
in 1973, and the disputes that arose from it. These 
disputes involve the rise of the Sovereign Cowlitz, a group 
protesting the approval of the Claims jUdgment itself. The 
second includes the disputes that arose from the General 
Council's approval of a decision to exclude the Yakima­
enrolled Cowlitz from participating in the Claims judgment. 
The third involves the controversy involving the ~xclusion 
from membership of all individuals less than 1/16 Cowlitz 
descent. 

Associated with these disputes were later disputes, in the 
1990's, involving an attempted takeover of the Tribal 
Council by a small group of people, and disputes about 
religion and membership, arising from cultural 
revitalization activities. 

Also discussed will be the outcomes of the fishing rights 
issues, the involvement of the CIT membership in the 

88 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 307 of 555 



Anthropological Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Quinau:t Reservation U.S. v. Mitchell case, and the Tribal 
Council involvement in child adoption and custody c~ses. 

3.2.1 Claims: Docket 218 and the "Sovereign Cowlitz" 

In Marc~ 13, 1973, "250-275 people were in attendance and 
208 vot=d" to approve the Indian Claims Commission 
settlem=nt. On July 1, 1973 Congress appropriated funds, 
and in October 19, 1973, Congress passed the Judgment Funds 
Act (PL 93-134) to authorize fund disbursement through the 
BIA. WLthin less than a year there were problems. 

A group of people calling themselves the Sovereign Cowlitz 
wrote to President Richard Nixon objecting to the payment as 
too sma.LI, designating itself as a sovereign entity 
demanding direct treatment by the Federal government, and 
laying claim to large tracts of land it considered 
aboriginal. 

In addition to the payment being too small, some members 
objectee! to the fact that the BIA called this meeting, not 
the CIT. They also objected to the BIA's allowing 
attendanc!= by those whom today's petitioner did not consider 
actively participating members. As John Barnett explained. 

At that meeting on the approval I might add there 
wa~; no roll taken, no membership cards shown. I 
meclli you [ i. e., the BIA researcher] could have 
waJ.ked in there, and. voted to accept our 
compromise settlement. And that was one of our 
cODvlaints we had, at the District Court in 
Tacoma. There was no record of who voted. It was 
ju~:t a hand vote. No sign-in sheets. Nothing. 
(,John Barnett, BIA Interview 8/4/1995). 

At the ICC hearings held June 1, 1974, Don Cloquet gave a 
rarnblin~' description of the Sovereign Cowlitz, and demanded 
it be read into the record. Paul Weston attempted to keep 
Cloquet's testimony to the purposes of the testimony, which 
was to hE!ar reactions to the proposed disbursement of funds. 
Membership openly disagreed with Cloquet, but demanded the 
oppor:unity for him to speak. 
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Then, 301n Barnett introduced a resolution that underscored 
the obje:tions to the ICC claims for which the Sovereign 
Cowli t z . .3.1so stood. 

We '."ould like to petition the Congress of the 
tJni':ed States to set up a special committee to 
review the entire case of the Cowlitz Indians. We 
are aware of the fact that the land itself can, in 
all probability, never be returned. This does not 
mean that its actual value, plus the value of the 
natural resources found there, cannot be fairly 
and justly negotiated between the United States of 
America and The Cowlitz In.dians living today 
(Barnett, ICC Claims Hearings, 6/1/1974). 

Affixed t.o the petition were the names of 37 m~tis, 
includin~1 John Barnett and Don Cloquet, and Upper Cowlitz 
descendarts. The m~tis descendants included 11 Plamondon 
three nor.-Cascade Skloutwout, six LaDue/Cloquet (including 
John Barr.ett and Don Cloquet), six Boscillet/Ockfen,47 one 
Lozier/Wiggins, and one for whom no ancestry could be 
determined. The Upper Cowlitz descendants were Kinswas. 
Absent were any Cascade m~tis or Lower Cowlitz Wannassay or 
Iyall descendants. 

According to John Barnett, the organization consisted of Torn 
Edwards, Don Clqquet, and John Barnett himself, and lasted 
only two years. 

for a period of, oh probably two years, we 
pretty much disassociated ourselves from the 
Cowlitz tribe - held our own meetings, developed a 
constitution and ByLaws which we never did pass 
(Joh, Barnett, BIA interview, 8/4/1995). 

John Barn,:tt maintained that during the two years of the 
Sovereign Cowlitz existence, he had also become vice­
chairman t)f the CIT Tribal Council, and attended meetings 

47Descenda,ts of the marriage between Shaldow aka Philomena 
Boscillet( a Montesano/Cowlitz Indian. Philomena 
Boscillet's granddaughter Sophie married Charles Ockfen, a 
non-Indian. Philomena, children, and grandchildren were 
associated with Chehalis in the early 1900's. 
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with both. Moreover, at the Ge~eral Council meetings, the 
Sovereign Cowlitz served as a platform from which he could 
voice his disapproval of events. 

I used to attend the regular Cowlitz meetings at 
the same time, and I did voice my . . . non­
agreement with what happened, time and time again, 
until people got probably tired of hearing me say 
it. Nonetheless, I did (John Barnett, BIA 
interview, 8/4/1995). 

Meeting minutes and other documentation show, however, that 
the "Sovereign Cowlitz" existed in some form for more than 
two years. Also, while meetings may have served as a 
soundin~ board for his organization, others attending the 
meetings made clear in the records that they did not like 
the meetings being used for this purpose. For example, in 
1978, RJY Wilson raised an issue regarding the "problem of 
the sovereign Cowlitz and its effect on the body:" 

ROI Wilson read an article that appeared in the 
Ta:oma News Tribune, which had stated that the 
Ch,:l.irman of the Sovereign Cowlitz Tribe had called 
a meeting to be held at the Indian Adult Learning 
Ce:1ter. He then read a letter from the Tribal 
At':orney Jeff Schuster stating that in his opinion 
the article could be interpreted as the Sovereign 
Co, ... litz Tribe being a separate body and according 
to our Constitution and ByLaws, which does not 
al,Low duel [si~ enrollment, any person enrolled 
in the Sovereign Cowlitz Tribe could be 
sU:5ceptible to disenrollment in the Cowlitz Tribe. 

'John Barnett ... stated that Business 
Manager Mary Cloquet had no authorization to 
request that the Sovereign Cowlitz Tribe be asked 
to hold its meeting elsewhere. 

Tribal Council Vice Chairman, Mike lyall, 
reBponded by saying that it was very important to 
maJ~>e it clear that we are, not anyone else, the 
Tribal Council of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe. He 
thEm moved that Mary Cloquet be congratulated on 
thH action she took on behalf of the Cowlitz Tribe 
(C~;I Tribal Council Meeting Minutes, 11/4/1978). 
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lyall's motion carried "by an overwhelming maj ori ty (possibly 
7 decenting)[ sic] II (CIT Tribal Council Meeting Minutes 
11/4/19-1 :3) • 

Barnett said that Don Cloquet proposed a constitution and 
ByLaws for this group some time around 1981. Barnett 
reportee! that these documents were "a bit far fetched ll and 
he began to be_disenchanted with the organization. By 
October 1982, both Barnett and Cloquet submitted affida~its 
stating that the Sovereign Cowlitz have II 'buried the I 

hatchet' with the Cowlitz Tribe and are now united as oAe" 
(Cloq~et 10/22/1982; Barnett 10/25/1982). 

Three irr.portant properties are important to remember about 
the Sovereign Cowlitz. First, it was a small and not highly 
organized group. It nevertheless carried the potential for 
disruption because larger numbers of people might for a 
short period of time be involved with it. 

during those years of the Sovereign Cowlitz 
tribe, we held encampments, and different things -
- particularly in the Guifford Pinchot National 
Forest, around Packwood, we had several weekend 
campouts, you know, in which we invited not only 
sympathizers, but members from other tribes. It 
was kind of a miniature pow-wow type situation, I 
guess you might say. And we'd have anything from 
20-40 people that would come to the encampment for 
the weekend. Just generally get together (John 
Bar1ett, BIA interview, 8/4/1995). 

Second, ,)ther CIT members saw further potential for 
disrupti,)n. Evelyn Byrnes blamed the Sovereign Cowlitz, 
with the.lr non-approved constitution and by-laws, for 
interfer.lng with the Docket 218 disbursement. 

The Cowlitz Tribe's first bill for distribution of 
the monies before Congress could have passed, but 
Don wrote a letter saying the Sovereign Cowlitz 
Trihe (his branch) was not settling. That blew 
our very first bill (Evelyn Byrnes, Irwin 
Aff:_davit 6/3/1989, 12/29/1989, Petition A-2378). 

Roy Wilson, too, reported he was concerned about the 
potential for disruption both of the CIT's internal 
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functicns, and by how the problems were viewed from the 
outside. 

I~stead of democratically following the majority, 
~hey decided to fight that decision by forming 
what they called the Sovereign Cowlitz Tribe, a 
flash in the pan that fell out of favor and 
disappeared. But it caused us a great deal of' 
anguish, bitterness, and hurt. It hurt us in our' 
Federal hearings when Joe Cloquet and I testified 
before Senate and House subcommittees. The 
Sovereign Cowlitz were constantly thrown at us, 
and some congressional people said, "Go back home. 
We don't want anything to do with you." It cost 
us a lot of ground at the federal legislative 
:evel (Roy Wilson, Irwin Affidavit, 6/6/1989, 
Petition A-2463) . 

Documentary evidence shows that the Sovereign Cowlitz did 
indeed affect the claims funds disbursement process. It 
was, ho~ever, only one of several problems to which the BTA 
responded in justifying their opposition to legislation for 
the distribution of judgment funds. The issue of the Yakima 
Cowlitz, to be discussed in the next subsection, appeared to 
be at least of equal importance. 

Accordi1g to Wilson, the primary problem was not the content 
of thejisagreement as much as the form the disagreement 
took. 

V;fhat was so hard for the Tribe about Don' s 
po,5i tion was not accepting the maj ori ty' s choice. 
It wasn't his position so much as the way he went 
about it (Roy Wilson, BIA Interview 7/27/1995). 

Wilson':3 concerns about potential internal disruption were 
confirm.~d to him. 

The one year I was running, the vote was so close 
I almost lost. Joe and Mary Cloquet -- Joe was 
Tr:L:bal Council Chairman -- Joe and Mary were 
st=ong supporters of me. They got very upset with 
me, They said "don't you know that Don Cloquet 
and ,John Barnett are going allover the country; 
thwy're in Olympia, they're in Tacoma, they're in 

93 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 312 of 555 



Anthropological Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Seattle. They're meeting with the Cowlitz Indians 
everywhere. And they're really campaigning strong 
against you, and you're not doing a thing." I 
said "I can run on my record and I don't have to 
fi~ht. I'll just do all mine at the tribal 
me:ting." [They said] "Aw, you're going to lose, 
Eo 'i." [I said] "We'll see" (Roy Wilson, BIA 
In:erview 7/27/1995). 

Wilson .recalled that he took different actions with Barnett 
and Cloquet to correct the situation. With John Barnett: 

af':er years of this, one day, I told John, I said 
" John, you really want this job so bad. . if 
YOIl just wake up and give up that stupid Sovereign 
Co\~litz nonsense, and stop this opposition -- fall 
in line with me, and support me for one year -- I 
won't run next year, and you can have it. I'm 
tir':d." He was wise enough to do it. Because I 
to:.d him, I says, "I'll never let you in as long 
as you fight me. I'll just stay here until I 
die." And so he supported me strongly, and it was 
the end of the Sovereign Cowlitz. And next year I 
refused to run, and he's been the Chairman ever 
sincE: (Roy 1. Wilson, BIA Interview, 7/27/1995, 
e:Tlphasis original). 

He also observed that his confrontation with Barnett is a 
pattern to which CIT leaders have had to resort frequently. 

He's doing a great job, and now he's finding he 
hac. to do the very same things! was doing. You 
kncw, those things you do with the will of the 
pecple. And he's made a good leader (Roy I. 
Wil scm, BlA Interview, 7/27/1995, emphasis 
spe':lker) . 

With Don Cloquet Roy Wilson took action that looks similar 
to what Clifford Wilson took with Norbert Bouchard, Malcolm 
McLeod, and their allies. That is, he made sure that what 
these people were saying was well known and recorded, and 
then refuted them publicly. 

The thing is; the Longview paper and the Seattle 
LJ)o§t] Intelligencer, and the Tacoma News Tribune, 
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all these papers were comihg out with articles 
quoting Don Cloquet, and I kept cutting these out. 
And when it finally came to the Tribal General 
Council Meeting, after the end· of our business, it 
was time for election of officers. . And I was 
tribal [ i. e., General Council] chairman and I 
co~ld recognize anyone, he raised his hand, and I 
was ready for him. And I said "Don, rather than 
talk from back there why don't you come up here 
and take the mike so everyone can hear you." And 
he came up, strutting like a little peacock. And 
:: started on him, by saying "Oh wait a minute, 
Don, before I give you the mike, I have some 
questions. Seattle Post 'Intelligencer, on such­
and-such a date quotes you as saying . . . did you 
make that statement?" [and he says] "Well, uh uh 
uh, uh yea, I . . . yea" And I quote one 
newspaper after another, and finally when I got 
through I said. "OK you got these people to face, 
because these people of this tribe know the truth. 
They were there when these events took place. 
They know the truth, so what are you going to say 
to them?" (Roy I. Wilson, BIA Interview, 
7/27/1995) . 

As with the McLeod incident in the 1960's, the incidents 
recounted here do not necessarily show the alignment of 
large factions along particular lines. Rather, they 
highlight, first, the concern that many of the CIT general 
membership could be turned against those leaders who assumed 
responsibility for decisions· on behalf of the general 
membership. The petition submitted by John Barnett in 1974 
suggests strongly that a broad range of families among the 
membership were indeed dissatisfied with the settlement 
process and outcome, even if they did not necessarily 
support the activities of the Sovereign Cowlitz. 

Thus, dissident members could affect affairs both inside, as 
well CiS outside, the Council. Joseph Cloquet's concerns for 
Roy Wilson's Presidency are supported not only by Roy 
Wilson's report of the vote, but by 1974 petitions and 
testimony from 1974. 
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Second, the incidents show that the leadership had a 
definite strategy for making the dissidents conform to the 
decision process accepted as orderly and democratic by the 
CouncLL mE~mbers. This strategy cons·isted primarily of 
marginalizing the opposition, or threatening them with being 
marginalized. The style is similar to that used by Clifford 
Wilson against Malcolm McLeod and his CTI supporter~. The 
Tribal Council meeting minutes of 1978, moreover, su~gest 
that Wilson's confrontations with John Barnett and Don 1 

Cloquet were not sudden moves. 

In sum, the Sovereign Cowlitz was no two-year flash in the 
pan. F~lthough involving only a small number of people, the 
organization was of concern to the leadership because a 
larger m=mbership agreed with the Sovereign Cowlitz's 
objectio1s. Also, this protesting membership was not 
limited :0 closely-related metis families. Neither the 
general membership nor the leaders, however, supported the 
Sovereign Cowlitz's tactics or activities. 

3.2.2 Membership/Enrollment 

The tran!;cripts of an O.ctober 13, 1973 Tribal Council 
meeting !;how that issues of membership had been contentious 
for an undetermined period of time. As Chester Higman 
stated: 

I said that a number of staff have attended the 
meet.ings of the Cowlitz over the years, a 
principle [sic] topic has been how the judgment 
funcl should be distributed. A big majority of 
tho~e attending consistently expressed the opinion 
t~at the award should be paid out on a per capita 
basis, but there has been a sharp disagreement 
about who should be allowed to share it. 
Particularly involving the Yakima, I believe there 
was a lot of discussion there (Walling 1977,3). 

Enrollment issues were contentious for two reasons. First, 
both the BlA and CIT were concerned about the size of the 
per capit~ payments. That is, minimum blood quantum would 
make the per capita distribution of claims funds expensive 
to implement by the Federal government, and of little value 
to the l~ecipients (Higman in Walling 1977, 2). Second, some 
of the general membership wanted a proportion of the funds 
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for :he purchase of land, to be used by all the membership. 
A Tri.bal Council resolution June 3, 1973, recommended a cut­
off poi.nt of 1/16 as minimum blood quantum (Walling 1977, 
2) . 

3.2.2.1 Dual Enrollment and the ~Yakima Cowlitz~ 

Hearings held June I, 1974, showed that some family lines in 
today's petitioner group maintained explicit positions on 
how the funds were to be disbursed. The Cowlitz famili~s 
dually enrolled on the Yakima Reservation, and some of their 
off-reservation relatives who were petitioner members 
maintained that the claims judgment funds should be 
administered entirely by the BIA, and distributed entirely 
on a peE capita basis. They maintained that they were 
entitled to these funds because their families had been 
active in working with the Cowlitz Indian Tribe for claims, 
and because their families had not always received full 
benefits to which other Yakimas were entitled (Vera Mesplie 
Azure 1973, 43). 

However, hearings suggest that they considered themselves 
separate from the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, and maintained 
that: 

a ;roup which identifies itself as 'The Tribe of 
Co~litz Indians of the State of Washington' does 
not represent the only descendants of the 1863 
Co'~litz Indians (Whalawitsa, Testimony 6/1/1974). 

The Ge:n,:alogical Technical Report shows that the Yakima­
enrolled Cowlitz were a very small proportion of the Cowlitz 
genera.l membership from the beginning of an official 
organiz,;ition in 1911 to 1973. Thus, the dual enrollment 
restric':ion simply made more definitive the boundaries of 
the pe:t.L tioner by removing more marginal families. However, 
the re:s':riction affected all members politically. As shown 
in 3.1 ff above, the restriction caused dissention between 
the families of certain subgroups, such as the Lower Cowlitz 
Iyalls and Wannassays, against other members. Second, it 
caused (iissention within some family lines. As mentioned 
above, the Iyalls and Wannasseys wanted their Yakima­
enrolled relatives included in the claims settlement. 
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The m~tis families, however, maintained that the Yakima 
Cowli'::?: themselves had benefitted from other payments from 
which the non-Reservation Cowlitz had been excluded, and 
maintained that the ICC payments should go to non­
Reservation Cowlitz. 49 
, 
The position of the Upper Cowlitz Kinswa families could be 
attributed to either the m~tis or Yakimas. The following 
quote from Mickey Kinswa deplores the bickering without 
ascribing the problem to either side. 

What I call "bickering" is trying to get something 
that is not entitled to you; and we are not even 
getting a tenth of what is entitled to us; and I 
can't see letting go what is proper to us (Mickey 
Kinswa, ICC Testimony 6/1/1974, 35). 

The non-Cascade Skloutwout m~tis descendants sided with the 
CIT posi':ion, and against their Yakima-enrolled relatives. 
For example, Roy Wilson's cousins were m~tis descendants who 
were enrolled at Yakima. As Roy Wilson explained: 

I was tribal chairman49 at that time. Those who 
. werE~ enrolled in those tribes, we simply told them 
"you have to make a decision. Are you going to 
remain Yakima, Quinault, whoever you are, or are 
you going to become Cowlitz? And if you are going 
to drop that . . . then we need a letter from that 
tribal council proving that your name has been 

48See in particular the testimony of Vera Andrews (1974, 26) 
and Susar. Cottonair Pratt (1974, 36). Susan Pratt was a 
descendar.t of Simon Plamondon. Susan was the daughter of 
Fabian Cc,t:t:onoire and grand-daughter of Sophie Plamondon and 
Michel Ccttonoire. Vera Andrews was descended through Simon 
Plamondon Sr's son Simon Bonaparte. His daughter Sarah 
Alice (b. 1882) married Eugene Cottonoire. Their daughter 
Vera (b. 1903) is the sister of Nadine Rhodes, who is the 
mother of Michael Hubbs, today's Tribal Council Enrollment 
Committee Chair. She is thus related to both the Plamondons 
and the Cottonoirs. 

49Actually, documents show he was General Council Chairman. 
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removed from those rolls and you can remain on 
this roll. Without that your name will be removed 
from these rolls." Well, my cousins Dorothea and 
Lcuise, my father, many others in the family, when 
they retained their Yakima enrollment, they were 
removed from these rolls. That portion of that 
family took it as a direct offense on my part, and 
they felt that I was the one that kicked them out 
of the Cowlitz tribe . . . for years, they 
wouldn't even talk to me (Roy I. Wilson, BIA 
Interview, 7/27/1995). 

When Roy Wilson's relatives later talked to him about th~ 
claims issue, he recalled that the issues of sharing summar­
ized above resurfaced. 

I remember my cousins, at one of the family 
gatherings, they finally broke their silence and 
came up to me and said "I suppose you'll try to 
keep us out of the land claims settlement also." 
And I said "It has nothing to do with what I say, 
it's going to be." -

And I said "if you want to know my personal 
opinion" - and I was talking to Dorothea and 
Louise - "when you received as Yakimas your 
settlement on building the Dalles Darn . . . when 
you yearly receive the yearly tribal checks on the 
logging, you have never shared a penny of that 
with me, so why in hell should we share anything 
with you out of our land claims settlement? 
You're Yakima; you chose Yakima, and I chose to be 
Cowlitz." Well, that didn't go over very well 
with them (Roy I. Wilson, BlA Interview, 
7/27/1995) . 

The testimony also shows, however, that claims 
was not the only issue being debated. Also at 
CTI's interest in becoming a recognized tribe. 
Cottonair Pratt described the issue as follows: 

disbursement 
issue was the 
Susan 

The gatherings that we have here -- all of us 
really have to agree, have only corne about because 
we have been discussing the money .... But what's 
90in9 to happen once the money is dispersed'? What 
is going to happen to the Tribe? Those of us who 
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den't have White blood have Yakima blood and we 
are split (Susan Cottonair Pratt, ICC Testimony 
6/1/1974, 36). 

Bill Northover, speaking for the Yakima Cowlitz, maintained 
that the Yakima Cowlitz could work with the CTI to achieve 
recognition, once the claims had been disbursed. 

I don't think that that [ i. e., the Claims settle- '\ 
ment] would be the end of it -- I really don't. I 
think if we can stand together and fight together, 
we can bring about some realization from the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, to bring this into a 
re:ognized tribe. Other people have done this 
(Bill Northover, ICC Testimony 6/1/1974, 38). 

The year before, on June 3, 1973, the CTI passed a 
resolution asking that $10,000 be set aside to purchase land 
that could be placed in trust for the CTI. In May 22, 1974, 
just be::ore the ICC Hearings, the CTI passed another 
resolution asking that $300,000 be set aside for purchasing 
land (C~I Resolution 5/22/1974). 

In latel~ years, the CTI tied the ICC claims judgment award 
more and more closely to the purchase of potential trust 
land. On November 4, 1978, for example, the CIT passed a 
resolut:.on identifying $310,000, or 20 percent of the total 
judgment award to purchase land (CIT Quarterly Tribal 
Council, meeting 11/4/1978) .50 By 1983, the CIT had altered 
their position to include 80 percent of the judgment award 
to buy land, and 20 percent for per capita distribution 
(BCCO-5440 7/22/1983). 

The BIA sided with the Yakima Cowlitz, maintaining that a 
large ncmber of people potentially eligible for claims 
disbursement would be excluded. On June 28, 1974, the 
Department of the Interior took the position that: 

if the plan of the Tribe of Cowlitz Indians is 
adopted as many as 60 percent of the lineal 
descendants of the Cowlitz Tribe of 1863 would be 

seA delegation from the Yakima Cowlitz attended this 
meetin9· 
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excluded from participation in the award. We do 
not believe that it is equitable to exclude over 
half of those we considered to be legitimate 
beneficiaries of the award because they are 
me:r.bers of an organized, recognized Indian tribe 
(R.B. Morton to Albert 11/4/1974, 3). 

The BIA was also concerned with the Sovereign Cowlitz. 'On 
Novenrrler 4, 1974, the BIA submitted a plan for disbursement, 
but wit1drew it because of the disputes among the Yakim~ 
Cowlitz and the Sovereign Cowlitz and 

be:ause of the possibility of Federal recognition 
being extended to the Cowlitz Tribe as one of the 
r~nifications of the United States vs. Washington 
decision recently rendered in the U.S. District 
CO'.lrt of the Western District of Washington (R. B. 
Mo~ton to Albert 11/4/1974, 3). 

Testimony a year later, however, shows that the BIA's 
estirr.atl:s were not reliable. In a response to a question 
posed b:( Congressman Meeds, Mike Smith responded for John 
Kyl by :3aying: 

., ,the sixty percent is an estimate, first of all. 
It is approximately 60 percent, and the estimate 
cones -- it is an estimate made by the Area 
Dir1ector of the Portland area office [ sic]. There 
is no way of actually knowing until you ask them 
to declare their Cowlitz ancestry, which has not 
beE!ndone (Mike Smith, HR 5090 Testimony 
4/:.7/1975, 14-15). 

Robert Bruce, another assistant to Kyl, added: 

I ",ould guess it is based upon the estimate of the 
people in the Portland area office who deal day to 
day with the various Indian groups, and their 
est.imate or understanding of who they believe are 
Co ... rli tz descendants (Robert Bruce, HR 5090 
Te:::timony 4/17/1975, 16). 
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By 1978, the Cowlitz Tribe attempted a dialogue with the 
Yakima Cowlitz. 

In a Special General Council meeting May 5, 1978, the 
general rnE:mbership discussed HR 5523, a bil1 51 for settling 
the clair:'ls. The Council then voted 75-44 "allowing for the 
inclusicn of the Yakima-Cowlitz in sharing in the 
distri.buti.on award." The motion was introduced by Al 
Ockfen. 5

:' John Barnett and Don Cottenware abstained and 
" as ked that it be recorded in the minutes" (CIT Special 
General Council Meeting 5/5/1979) 

On November 4, 1978, the CIT Tribal Council passed a 
resolution to add to their enrollment: 

those Cowlitz persons displaced by the government 
to the Yakima Indian Reservation who have 
continued their interest and support of the 
CowLitz Tribe (CIT Tribal Council Meeting 
11 /~ /1978) . 

The motion carried unanimously. However, there is no 
evidence that either the motion or the reconciliation in 
general Dade any further progress. 

In 1981, HR 3612 was introduced, and again, BIA maintained 
the same objections as in 1973 and 1975 (Hayes HR 3612 
Testimony 6/9/1981). In 1982, STOWW Lawyer Dennis 
WhittlesE!Y asked that 20 percent of the judgment funds be 

SlThis BiJ.1 and others like it are all worded similarly: 

To provide for the disposition of funds 
appropriated to pay a judgment in favor of the 
Cowlitz Tribe of Indians in Indian Claims 
COIlI1misslon docket numbered 218 and for other 
purposes. 

52Albert Louis Ockfen (b. 1904) is the son of Sophia St. Cyr 
(b. 1869) and Charles Nicholas Ockfen, a non-Indian, and 
grandson to Philomena Boscillet (1832-1895) and Esdras St. 
Cyr. He Ls also the brother of Charles Peter Ockfen (b. 
1898), w'h,) signed the June 1, 1974 petition read by John 
Barnett a': the ICC Claims Hearings June 1, 1971. 
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set a5ije for purchasing land until the CIT had completed 
the Fedaral Acknowledgment Process (BCCO-5440 7/22/1983). 

In I9E13, Emma Mesplie Northover, one of the Yakima Cowlitz, 
asked t~e BIA for help in introducing their own roll. BIA 
researc~ did not reveal whether such a roll was submitted, 
or what has happened regarding the Yakima Cowlitz (Mesplie 
to Smit~, 1983). 

At thE! I)ctober 29, 1983 General Council meeting, Tribal 
Counci.l member Mike Iyall "requested another Yakima-Cowlitz 
meeting between their representatives and delegates from our 
Tribe." John Barnett and Marsha Williams reported that they 
had attended a meeting beforehand, and reported that "They 
[i.e., the Yakima Cowlitz] do not seem interested in 
compromising so as to come to an agreement and have not 
since c:::mtacted our Tribe as they stated they would" (CIT 
General Council Meeting 10/29/1983). There is no indication 
that any further action was taken on Mike lyall's request. 

From 1990 on, Tribal and General Council meeting minutes 
show that CIT leadership has corresponded with the Yakima 
Cowl~tz. Both have conducted separate meetings. At a 
Tribal Council Meeting July 6, 1991, Gerald Bouchard 
reported plans to meet with Donald Tahkeal, Nina Umtuch 
Ellwell, and Ida Tahkeal, of the Yakima Cowlitz. Minutes 
show he reported that: 

The purpose of their contact was to request a 
tribal representative be present at their council 
meeting on July 11th in White Swan to establish 
another meeting, this one between both tribal 
councils to discuss and negotiate on future 
distribution funds. Jerry [si~ plans to attend 
the July 11th meeting and try to unify the two 
groups. John [Barnet~ cautioned Jerry to 
carefully scrutinize the motive behind this series 
of events, as the Cowlitz Tribe's best interest 
may not be their intent for future dealings (CIT 
Tribal Council Meeting Minutes 7/6/1991). 

In sum, there is no evidence that the Yakima c6wlitz 
contr()ve~rsy involved a large proportion of the membership 
directly, either today or in the past. In fact, the 
genealogical technical report shows that the dual enrollment 
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restrictlon simply made more explicit the boundaries of the 
petitioring group and eliminated peripheral members. 
Neither the BlA nor the Yakima Cowlitz groups have produced 
lists refuting the small proportion. Its effects, however, 
were :0 divide some social groups against others, and to 
cause dissention within other social groups. The CIT 
leade~ship, spurred primarily by Lower Cowlitz family 
members, tave attempted unsuccessfully to reconcile the: 
problem in two ways. The first was to admit a handful 'ff 
Yakima Cowlitz who were in fact active with the council in 
earlier years preceding the 1950's. The second was to 
continue some negotiation process. 

There is no evidence that either measure has been 
successful. The evidence also suggests that the Lower 
Cowlit2: families, to this day, have maintained a presence on 
the Trib~l Council to insure that their interests are not 
jeopardized further in any way (Grace Wannassey Lane, 
9/9/1996) . 

3.2.2.2 The Blood Quantum Requirements 

On March 3, 1973, the CIT also eliminated all members whose 
blood quantum was less than 1/16 Cowlitz. Quantum 
determiniltion was based on the 1919 Roblin Roll and other 
historicill material acceptable to the Tribal Council 
Enrollment Committee members. This change of status 
required that while people of less than 1/16 could still be 
listed a~; members of the CIT, they could not vote or share 
in the proceeds of the Docket 218 claim. 

Speakers at a discussion held at the October 13, 1973 Tribal 
Council meeting observed that Yakimas present at the June 3, 
1973 meeting had voted in favor of the 1/16 minimum, 
although no numbers were given re votes. Joe Cloquet 
indicat,ecl that the issue was not new, but implementing both 
the new blood quantum requirement and dual enrollment would 
affect tr:E! overall numbers considerably. 

Now, in our case, Mr. Higman, we have definitely 
stated and we have been working on this for a good 
many years. We worked it out accordingly and all 
the applications will be read that have been 
approved. There are about 1800, the 1800 
applicants I'm speaking about are duly enrolled 

104 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 323 of 555 



Anthropological Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

arid go to any degree and on. But, since we've 
wCll~ked with the applications with what we have 
adopted here for eligibility, and it cuts the roll 
tel about half 53 (Joe Cloquet in Walling 1977, 4). 

Even at the October 13, 1973 meeting, members voiced 
concerr,s" As one member stated it: 

I represent a large family that is going to be cu~ 
Ol,t of this, and when that vote was taken of 73 \ 
fClr and 31 against that room was full of people 
wt,Q belonged to 2 or 3 different tribes at that 
time, so they voted for this 1/16 cut. But now 
yClu are saying also that there will be no dual 
er,rollment (Unidentified speaker, Walling 1977, 
8) ,,54 

Joe: IN:l'.let responded " I didn't cut these people out, the 
moti~n was made at the General Meeting and it was passed, 
and I can't change the voice of the body" (Cloquet in 
Walli~~ 1977, 8). The decision held for the 1/16 base, in 
any event. 

Agai~, the Genealogical Report shows that the quantum 
restriction affected few members directly, made more 
explicit the boundaries of the petitioner's group, and 
elimina tE~d peripheral members. In this case the peripheral 
members were primarily those metis ,descendants who had 
marriec. non-Indians or non-metis descendants for several 
generations. However, it did affect the descendants of a 
few famj.lies who had been active politically. One example 
concerrs the descendants of James Sareault, the leader 
duri~g the 1950's who had died in 1963, during the McLeod 
incid~~r,t .' 

After James Sareault's death, the Sareaults 
1.oJouldn't have anything to do with the tribe. We 

53Nei thE~:r BIA research nor petition materials revealed 
evidence substantiating Cloquet's evidence. 

54CloquE~t, observed that the vote was actually 81 for and 19 
against. The cieeting appeared to be contentious, in any 
event. 
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couldn't even get any of tHe papers that they 
kept . . . Toby Sareault and his sister were 
living in Chehalis . Michael Hubbs tried to 
talk to the Sareaults, but they said they don't 
want anything to do with the Cowlitz 
tribe . . . (Evelyn Bashor Byrnes, Irwin Aff idavi t 
6/13/1989, 12/29/1989; Petition A-2465). 

Also, this decision may have been linked to the attempted 
"coup" by Gerry Bouchard and Jim Holycross in 1991. The 
latter h~d been active on the Tribal Council and was later 
asked to leave the Tribal Council for having less than 1/16 
blood C[u,~ntum. 

3.2.3 The Gerald Bouchard ~Coup·: The Specter of 
Enrollment Disputes 

Gerald Bouchard was elected Tribal Council Chairman in 1988. 
Meeting minutes showed that on January 4, 1992, he called a 
meeting to explain why he locked out Business Manager 
Carolee Horris from the CIT offices, to recommend personnel 
action aqainst Carolee Morris, to clarify purported charges 
of fraud by a "Senate inspector general" [sic], irregulari­
ties in t:he Constitution and Bylaws allowing the improper 
election of the General Council officers, and irregularities 
in the way the CIT attempted to "reform" the acknowledgment 
criteria used by the BIA's Branch of Acknowledgment and 
Research (CIT Tribal Council Meeting Minutes, 1/4/1992). 

The meeting was held not in the CIT offices in Kelso, but at 
a neighb(iJ:-ing office where Bouchard's wife worked. He then 
ejected L:Lnda Foley, the Tribal Council (and General 
Council) Secretary, from the meeting and asked Patricia 
Sellards to write the minutes. He then asked Katherine 
Iyall to conduct the meeting, as a "non-biased facilitator" 
(CIT Trital Council Minutes, 1/4/1992) .55 

The minutE!s suggest that the Tribal Council members were not 
taken by surprise at this meeting. Linda Dombrowski, of 

55Linda Fcley continued to write the minutes anyway. 
Carolee Morris and Roy Wilson reported that Bouchard called 
the police. When the police arrived, Wilson and Barnett 
talked the police out of arresting Foley. 
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STOWW, had been invited and attempted to distribute informa­
tion 0:-1 the CIT Tribal Council to members, before being 
asked to leave by Gerry Bouchard (CIT Tribal Council Meeting 
Minu~es, 1/4/1992). The minutes also show that the Council 
members were prepared to debate the legality of Bouchard's 
?ctions to close the office December 26, 1995. 

In light of these problems . . . on December 26 he 
called the following people and told them he was 
going to close the tribal office: Sonny Aalvik, 
Lenore Monohon, Carolee Morris, Jim Gilchrist, 
Werner Barnett, Laurine Newburg, Ole Peterson, 
Evelyn Byrnes, Charles Fo~espring, Katherine 
Iyall, Dianna Smalley, Roy Wilson and James 
Holycross. He stated that two of them asked him 
not to do it, with that then representing 11 
people which is a majority vote of the Council, 
and he took that as a consensus to close the 
office. Dianna [Smalle~ asked for a correction 
in relation to her name and was ruled out of order 
(CIT Tribal Council Meeting Minutes 1/4/1992). 

The minutes showed that Bouchard then raised the issue of 
whether General Councilor Tribal Council could elect Tribal 
Council members, as well as a "chief" or "tyee" (CIT Tribal 
Council Meeting Minutes 1/4/1992) .56 Bouchard maintained 
that the General Council should elect Tribal Council 
officers. Thus, he maintained that the offices of John 
Barnett, Linda Foley, and Marsha Williams were invalid. 
Again,. i.t appears that the Tribal' Council members had come 
prepared. 

Katherine clarified that at the last Tribal 
Council meeting the decision was made to bring 
this matter before the General Council before any 
action was taken. Wendy added the information 
that this was brought before the General Council 
at the November meeting for consideration, to be 
further discussed at the next General Council 
meeting in June. Thus, any action by the Tribal 

56See 1974 Constitution, Petition A-1023, 1030. There is no 
such prov'ision. 
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COlmcil at this time on this matter would be out 
of order (CIT Tribal Council Minutes 1/4/1992). 

Bouctard also brought up for discussion a document to which 
he refe:::red as "Resolution 92-1" approving the Council to 
submit dn alternative funding grant to ANA57 for economic 
development. . 

On Januiiry 8, 1992, attorney Dennis Whittlesey responded to 
the que::;tions Bouchard raised at this meeting. In his \ 
letter he concluded that there was no ANA investigation of 
CIT and no "Inspector General of the United States Senate." 
He also found that the four elected Tribal Council officials 
are" cons·titutionally Mandated as Members of the Cowlitz 
Tribal Council." He then added that "it would be proper for 
a member to move, pursuant to Roberts Rules of Order, to 
suspend the regular Order of Business for the purposes of 
taking up a motion to remove the Tribal Council Chairman" 
(WhittlE!:sey to CIT 118/1992). 

Neither the petition nor BIA research revealed minutes for 
any meeting conducted January 11, 1992. Minutes are 
available " however, for a meeting held January 18, 1992. 
With 21 present, 2 excused and one member absent, the Tribal 
Council agreed to conduct the meeting through Katherine 
lyall, again, as a "non-biased facilitator" according to the 
agenda. The Tribal Council agreed unanimously to limit 
Boucharc[ to "conducting legitimately-called Tribal Council 
meeting~: only" (CIT Tribal Council Meeting Minutes 
1/18/199:2) . 

On February 7, 1992, Gerry Bouchard submitted a grant 
applicat.ion to ANA for $116,135 federal funds and $35,400 
contributed funds for one year (CIT to ANA 2/7/1992). This 
proposal. did not include the support of the Federal acknow­
ledgment activities. A set of affidavits from the CIT 
Tribal Council members, submitted by Dennis Whittlesey March 
30, 1992, show that a Tribal Council meeting was held 

57ANA, or Administration for Native Americans, is a program 
within the United States Department of Health and Human 
ServicE:s that funds American Indian economic development 
programs. The ANA provided funding, through STOWW, to 
support the CIT acknowledgment efforts. 
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January 11, 1992 as well as January 18, 1992. The 
affidavits also reiterated the January 18 meeting minutes, 
limi t i['.g Bouchard's acti vi ties "solely to conduct ing 
legitimately-called meetings of the Tribal Council (emphasis 
orig~nal, Whittlesey to Aguirre 3/30/1992, 5). The cover 
letteI~ affirmed, in short, that Bouchard's ANA grant 
application was not approved by the Tribal or General 
Councils. 

Meetlng minutes for April 4, 1992, noted that Gerald 
Bouchard "had been present prior to the beginning of the 
meet~ng but left before it began." At that meeting, the 
Tribal council members voted unanimously to accept Linda 
Foley's notes, rather than those of Patricia Sellards as the 
minutes for the January 4 and 11 meetings. They also voted 
to send letters out to the general membership describing 
what had happened. Finally, a two-thirds majority voted to 
remove ~erry Bouchard from office. He was to be informed by 
letter of the decision (CIT Tribal Council meeting Minutes 
4/4/J.992) . 

Meeting minutes for May 2, 1992, showed that Gerry Bouchard 
was relieved of his position as Tribal Council president and 
Sonny Aalvik elected to replace him. CIT members recalled 
hearing nothing more from Bouchard until he attended the 
general council meeting in June 1995. At that meeting, they 
recalled that he apologized to General Council for what he 
did, and explained to them that he had been suffering from 
extreme illness at the time. 

During the so-called coup, few of the CIT general membership 
reported being involved. 58 Within the Council itself, 
howevE!r, the results were traumatic. First, CIT members 
recall that the first meeting, particularly, was more 
traumatic than the minutes suggest. For example, not only 
did Bouchard relieve Linda Foley of her secretarial duties, 

S8ReprE=semtatives from STOWW, as indicated above, were 
involved in providing legal advice. Also, officials of the 
Administration for Native Action (ANA) became involved. 
Meeting minutes report that other Indian groups inquired 
about what was happening. However, BIA research has 
revealed no evidence available about formal or informal 
involvement by CIT members at this time. 
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he also called the police in an attempt to arrest her. John 
Barnett recalled the incident with bitterness. 

I:hink Bouchard -- he apologized to the General 
Council. He never personally apologized to me for 
what he did, or the Tribal Council . He li ter­
aL~ y gave that gal ( Carolee Morris, CIT Business 
Manager] a nervous breakdown. And Linda Foley, 
when he called the cops on her. I mean, at the 
tin~= he did that I he was laughing -- when the cops 
wen: called on Linda Foley, our secretary. He was 
opEmly laughing when the cops came and attempted 
to haul her away -- until. I intervened and took 
the cop outside and told him what was going on. 
YOL. know, it was a big joke for him . to me 
the whole thing was bizarre (Barnett, BlA 
Interview, 8/4/1995). 

Others, while seeing the issue as traumatic, were relieved 
when Bouchard returned to the General Council meeting in 
1995 to apologize. 

Myself, I'm glad to see that he's involving 
himself again. I mean, as a council member. 
Certainly not as the chair. But at least having 
invJlvement, because I don't think it would be 
rig1t to shut him out, either. It took a lot of 
guts on his part to come to that council meeting, 
and he had his Pendleton blanket draped on his 
arm, and he got up and apologized to everybody. 
And that couldn't have been easy for him, to do 
that. And he said he never meant to hurt anybody. 
I believe that (Wendy Kinswa, BIA Interview 
8/2/1995) . 

Second, CIT members reported that the Bouchard incident was 
not considered traumatic because it was symptomatic of 
factional alignment. Rather, they maintained that it 
destabilized the political relationship of the crT Tribal 
Council to the CIT membership. The Tribal Council 
ultimately responded by amending the Constitution and Bylaws 
to spell out more clearly the relationship between the 
Tribal Ccuncil and General Council that had been developing 
over thE~ years. 
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Third, loJhen the Tribal Council met after the lockout 
Dece:nbE!::- 26, 1991, the members noted that four file drawers, 
containing files of members since 1981, had been removed. 
The :::11' "fribal council decided to call the police. CIT 
Cou~=il members maintained that the removal of the files was 
indi=ative of the role of Jim Holycross, who had sided with 
eouc~ard (Wendy Kinswa, BIA Interview, 8/2/1995). Jim 
Holycrcss, they maintain, may have been concerned about the 
possibility that he or his descendants might be less than 
1/16 qlantum and therefore ineligible for voting membership 
and to share in the docket 218 claims. 59 Jim Holycross was 
a m~:is descendent of Simon Plamondon's daughter Sophie 
(1825-1887), who had married Michel Cottonoire, himself the 
son of a Chinook woman and a French Canadian contemporary of 
Simon Flamondon. 

Neither petition evidence nor BIA research indicate clearly 
the ~ole of Jim Holycross. However, minutes suggest that the 
issuE~ may have been related to the membership eligibility 
based on blood quantum. Minutes show Jim Holycross on the 
Tribal Council since February 1980 (CIT Tribal Council 
Meeting Minutes 2/2/1980). In 1988 he and Dianna Smalley 
were elected to fill two new at-large positions. In 1991, 
however, minutes showed that Holycross wrote to the CIT 
offering that his wife could work to review enrollment 
comm:.ttee applications. The Council decided informally that 
Lenore Monohon and Karen Cota, who were already on the 
Commlttee, could do the job (CIT Tribal Council Minutes, 
1/5/1991) . 

After Bouchard had been ousted, the Tribal Council received 
information that Holycross had said that IIthere would be a 
new Cowlitz Tribe by October of this year, made up of 9000 
members, with no blood quantum requirements for membership.1I 
Minutes show that the Council discussed the possibility of a 
lawsuit, but took no further action (CIT Tribal Council 
Meeting Minutes 8/15/1992). No evidence revealed that Jim 
Holycross got his proposed organization started. 

59The only descendant on today's CIT II green card" roll is 
Helen Lucille (Holycross) Burke, who is 1/16 Cowlitz. She 
is the :5ister of James and Samuel Holycross. 
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In 1993. the Tribal Council removed Jim Holycross from 
"holciinq a position on the Tribal Council, even though 60 his 
Cowlitz blood quantum is 1/32." The minutes explained that: 

A clreat deal of discussion ensued in relation to 
pa!;t reflections on and present considerations of 
the wishes of the General Council. When 
di!;cussion was completed, Mike Hubbs moved that' 
Ji~l Holycross be removed from the Tribal Council 
secondary to his Cowlitz blood quantum, in \ 
accordance with the Tribal Constitution. [One vote 
opposing] (CIT Tribal Council Minutes 8/7/1993) 

The problem of blood quantum thus may have been an 
und~rlying issue here. 

Fourth, the issue highlights the distrust of the Tribal 
Council held by some of the general membership. Some 
members saw Gerry Bouchard as trying to do something good 
particularly for the CIT elderly, but being thwarted by John 
Barnett and the Tribal Council. For example, one speaker 
suggested that while Bouchard did not act well toward the 
Triba~ Council, their charges against him were never proven. 

And they did accuse him of having records, but 
they couldn't prove it. And they never charged 
him [legall~ (Grace Lane, BIA Interview, 
7/29/1995) . 

Others qJestioned whether Bouchard was motivated toward a 
coup att,ampt. 

Was it last year? They said there was word come 
out that they thought that Jerry Bouchard was 
planning a coup to take over the tribe and get 
them all out of office. Well, Gerry Bouchard had 
hea~t trouble. He never had any intention of 
doing anything like that. And his wife doesn't 

60The use of "even though" may have been an error in 
transcription, because the constitution clearly requires 
1/16 Cowlitz descent to qualify for voting membership. 
Holycrosf, did not appear to have this level. 
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want him involved in the tribe at all (Steven 
Meyers, BIA Interview, 7/29/1995). 

Underlying this skepticism is a doubt by some about how well 
the CI~ represents them, particularly regarding determining 
membership by blood quantum. 

I think they should learn to be honest, open 
mi1ded, and willing -- and unite the people -- and 
not split them like they are splitting them. If 
th~re's any show of a Cowlitz blood, they should 
be eligible. Not one person or two persons or 
.... rh3. t few people on the committee decide -- but for 
th,~ Tribal group itself -- all the tribe -- to 
vo:e on that. Not just a few people. Got to be 
un.Lted. If we don't unite, we're all fallen. 
That's what's happening to the whole tribe. Been 
go.Lng on too long. Ever since they voted and 
accepted the money, they've been splitting the 
tr:Lbe. And it's not the original Cowlitz that's 
dOing it (Helen Drummond, BIA Interview 
7 /:~ 9 / 19 95) . 

Steven r1eyers explained that "original Cowlitz" were 
distinctly not what he referred to as "Plamondons" or metis. 
He added that the Cascade descendants were more closely 
allied \/ith these metis. They similarly voiced suspicions 
that thE! rnetis leadership was using the acknowledgment 
process to gain leverage for intervention in the Quinault 
Reservation. 61 

Finally, part of the perceived problem appears to be not 
trustin~r the role of STOWW and the activities of the CIT 
leadersh.ip. 

[Tht: present CIT leadership are] the original 
founders of STOWW. They've been getting grant 
monE:Y since 1968,62 and that's where they got part 

6IBIA re~iI=arch did not probe in detail the nature of this 
agenda. 

62No docl~entation obtained by the BlA indicates a date for 
the beginning of STOWW or its involvement with the Cowlitz. 
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of the money to hire the attorneys from 
Washington, D.C. And in the last few years, 
~hey've got some rather large grants, and over the 
years they've got no explanation of what's 
happened to this grant money and how it's spent 
(Steve Meyers, BIA Interview, 7/29/1995). 

Resolv~ng the issues is beyond the scope of the BIA's 
petit~on evaluation. However, the petition documentation 
and B:A research indicated, first, that the incident was 
resolved within the Tribal Council, and did not require 
broad involvement. The General Council membership was then 
made aware of the issue either through family networks or 
through the CIT Newsletter after decisions had been made. 

Second, it showed that while the general membership was not 
involved directly, they nevertheless had definite opinions 
on what1ad happened. These opinions differed according how 
much the individuals expressed trust in the CIT Tribal 
Council Leadership. 

Third, the issue shows that the membership saw it as part of 
a larger problem associated with membership rules. In 
particular, at least some of the members maintained that the 
blood quantum requirements were not applied uniformly, and 
were not decided democratically enough. These issues are in 
part the fallout of the 1973 constitutional revisions 
mentioned above. 

3.2.4 Land, Burial Rights, Cultural Revitalization, and 
Council Support. Also, Enrollment, Again 

Documentc.tion shows that CIT continued to monitor archaeolo­
gical pro:i E~ctS associated with darn construction in the 
Cowlitz \~lley through STOWW during the mid to late 1970's. 
Evidence indicated that the CIT continued to monitor the 
graves repatriation during the 1970's and 1980's. However, 
the goal of this monitoring shifted from obtaining claims to 
obtaining money to buy land for the CIT as a collective. To 
obtain land, the CIT also attempted to raise money from the 
Docket 218 award. The evidence will also show, however, 
that once the CIT obtained land, they were confronted with 
new issues about how to use this land. These issues 
highlight old patterns. For example, they show how a 
network of individuals within the Tribal council undertook 
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variou~; controversial activities. This network cross-cut 
genealoqical lines. 

S'TCWW Cl':torneys worked with CIT regarding the aftermath of 
Cowlit;: Tribe of Indians v. City of Tacoma that had been 
overturned in 1957. Mary Cloquet, CIT Business Manager had 
'inquired into" examining records of the City of Tacoma" 
(Schuster to Cloquet 4/16/1977). The attorneys also 
attempted, unsuccessfully, to obtain Cowlitz papers from 
Malcolm t1cLeod (Schuster to STOWW Attorneys, 10/18/1977). 
These i.nquiries were part of support given to CIT in 
pursuirlg legal action for the protection of Indian graves. 
As Schuster explained: 

I ~hought that I would send these over to the 
office after our discussion the other day on the 
flooding of Indian cemeteries. When cemeteries 
an: flooded or have to be moved for other 
construction [sic] purposes, the builders of the 
dctm or other proj ect [sic] are under a duty to 
rmnove the human remains to another cemetery in 
accordance with the wishes of the descendants 
I: ~;ic] of the people buried in the cemetery. There 
are records of this process going on when the 
Mossy Rock Dam was built. If you know of any 
Indian cemeteries that are in danger of being 
flooded or otherwise disturbed due to construction 
there is action that can be taken to protect the 
cemeteries and the human remains buried therein 
(~rE?ffrey S. Schuster, Evergreen Legal Services, 
Netti ve American Division, STOWW 0 ffice, to Mary 
Cloquet, CIT, 2/17/1978). 

Documentation on CrT activities submitted with the petition 
does not show in detail what crT was doing with 
repatria.tion. Nevertheless, STOWW documentation shows that 
CIT wa~i at least monitoring activities. 

Through the 1970's the Bonneville Power authority conducted 
further development of dams, and crT members voiced further 
officictl concern about the effects of these dams on grave 
sites. Marsha Williams maintained that in her own family's 
instanc:~:, these dams continued to affect individual families 
and thE! qrave sites they maintained. 
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Vifh,::n Bonneville Dam was being built in the '70s 
it was a real hard time for us with the cemetery, 
because the cemetery had not been maintained, 
except by our family, and it was beautiful. It 
w'a:3 densely wooded with fir trees. But it was 
j U:3t this little couple-of-acre area. And next to 
it they cleared all the trees that were there 
because some construction company set its 
headquarters up there. Well, when you cut down 
thE~trees in one place, then there's this big windl 
that causes the trees in the cemetery to fall 
down, and break the headstones and stuff, and 
knock over the fences (Marsha Williams, BIA 
Interview 7/24/1995). 

She reported that on behalf of the CIT she undertook efforts 
to obta:.n compensation for damage to Indian burials. These 
includeci CIT consultation and oversight of an archaeological 
excavat:.on of sites in the way of dam construction; negotia­
tion with Tacoma City Light and Power on the development of 
Taitnapam Park; and negotiating with the utility to obtain 
land near Vader. After negotiating with the utilities: 

We went out and located the acreage, and 
neqotiated that. We got the utility to give us 
sor~ money, and then we contacted some landowners 
on that land. I have the deed at my house on that 
property. So, I feel, personally, like those are 
some of the things that I accomplished (Marsha 
Williams, BIA Interview 7/24/1995) . 

crT minutes show that June 10, 1987, the General Council was 
informecl that the Lewis County Public Utilities had donated 
five aCrE::s of land to CIT (CIT General Council Minutes 
1/10/19t','7) .63 At the Quarterly Tribal Council Meeting 
August 19137, Marsha Williams was "empowered to select a 
piece of property and place earnest money on it, purchase 
subject to Tribal Council approval" (CIT Tribal Council 
Minutes 8/1987). On October 14, 1989, she reported that she 
had signE~d purchase papers for 18 acres on land along the 
Cowlitz River near Vader (CIT Tribal Council Meeting Minutes 
10/14/19B9) . 

63The whe.reabouts of this land are presently unknown. 
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By 1989, the Council reported t~at 39 acres of land had been 
obtained. 64 The CIT Tribal Council discussed various 
options for using the land. In April 1995, however, Tribal 
Counci: members Wendy Kinswa, David Burlingame, Randy 
Cot tonwclTE:, Michael Hubbs, and others began to build a sweat' 
lodge on the grounds. The sweat lodge was located on the 
new CIT property in a woodland adjacent to an open fenced-in 
grassland along the Cowlitz River. 

In desi9ning the sweat Lodge, Wendy Kinswa maintained that 
the group relied on,her uncle David Ike and on Ross Davis, a 
close friend who was from Chehalis and who visited the 
Kinswas frequently. 

DB: Ross was the leader of the first sweat I 
hacl E:ver gone to. Greg had invited both me and 
Ron. It was the first for both of us. He invited 
us out to his place, and that's where I met Ross. 

WK: Actually, Ross was the one who came down 
to the property and instructed Greg and Randy and 
you [ i. e. DB], Ron and Mike -- all the guys that 
were down there -- he was the one who instructed 
thE~rn in how to put together the sweat lodge. How 
to construct it. Because it's supposed to be done 
j u~:t so . And how to dig the pit for it. 
He's been really helpful in that respect--that he 
wa~: willing to come down and do this. Well, you 
[ i. e.. BIA researcher] saw the lodge. It's pretty 
good size. 65 You can get quite a few people in 
thE!]~E~ (Wendy Kinswa and David Burlingame, BrA 
Int.erview 7/25/1995). 

Other lTIE:rn.bers of CIT assisted in constructing the sweat 
lodge, once the planning had been done. The first sweat 
held son~ time in April 1995. Families attending included 
the Wencly Kinswa and Patty Donaldson, and their children, 

64Documentation is not clear on the steps taken to acquire 
this lar.d, nor did BIA research investigate the issue in 
detail. 

65While r14?asurements were not available, various CIT members 
maintair.E:d that the lodge could hold about 70 people. 
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Greg Grove, Randy Cottonware and their families, Gerry 
Bouchard, and Michael Hubbs. 

From a (Jenealogical standpoint, descendants of Upper 
Cowlitz" metis, and even BoisfortlPeell families were 
represelltect. Greg Grove is a sixth-generation m~tis 
descendiint of Marguerite Cowlitz and Louis Ladue, a Hudson's 
Bay emp~~oyee at Cowlitz Prairie and contemporary of Simon 
Plamondon. Randy Cottonware is a sixth generation 
descendant of Michel Cottonoire and Marie Cathier, throlJgh 
David Cc)ttonoire, Sr., Otis Irving Cottonware, Donald James 
Cottcnware, Sr., and Donald James Cottonware, Jr. He is 
related to the Plamondon line through David Eugene's wife 
Mary Jos,ephine, and to the BoisfortlPeell Pete family 
through David Eugene's sister Mary Cottonoire, who has been 
mentionE~d in 1. 3. ff earlier. Wendy Kinswa, Patty Donaldson, 
and Dav:.d Burlingame are descended from the Ike/Kinswa, 
Upper CO'III1itz Taitnapam line. Michael Hubbs is the son of 
Nadine Hhodes, who is a Plamondon metis descendant. Gerry 
Bouchard, as mentioned before, is also a Plamondon metis 
descendant. 

CIT Me~)ers reported that the construction was an outgrowth 
of Wend~"s and David's service on the CIT Tribal Council 
Culture Committee. Originally, David Burlingame was 
assignee! simply to collect elders' stories on videotape to 
add to the information Michael Hubbs, Enrollment Committee 
Chairmarl, had been collecting on genealogies. Burlingame 
reporteel that his job was then expanded from collecting 
elders I s1:ories to being on the Culture Comrni ttee 

And then it kind of got shifted, and suddenly I'm 
thE! cultural committee, because of the 
viclE~otaping, and then they I re as king about my 
involvement in the Sesquicentennial committee, 
too,. without putting that on the agenda. So, it 
kir,d of got shifted because suddenly they're 
talking to me as if I'm the leader or committee 
::ha,irman, or what have you, of the cultural 
conrnittee that I didn't even volunteer for (David 
BUI'lingame, BlA Interview 7/25/1995). 

David B~,rlingame was nominated and elected to the council in 
1993. That year, he undertook a project to interview 
elders, (CIT Tribal Council Meeting Minutes, 8/7/1993), a 
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project begun by Michael Roe, at the Evergreen univer~ity 
(Roe Br/\. Interview 7/27/1995). Thus, the sweat house 
constrw:tion came about from two directions. The first was 
a de~ in: on the part of Kinswa and others for the Tr ibal 
council to support cultural activities through strengthening 
the fam.Llies. The second direction was the lack of specific 
directi'le not to build it. 

DB: I think what happened is they want a 
cl:ltural committee, but they don't know what they 
want it to encompass. 

WK: They don't know what they want it to do, 
and I thought it should be there to do things like 
Eld,ers Dinners, and getting the older people 
toq,ether for social things, and somewhere there we 
al~;o need to get the older people together for the 
ch:.ldren. I mean, how else are they supposed 
to . 

DB:. interact and learn (David 
Burlingame and Wendy Kinswa, BIA Interview, 
7 1 ~~ 5/1995) . 

Since ttlis time, these individuals have visited the area on 
weekend~;, to camp on these lands and conduct sweats. The 
numbers of visitors were as large as 70 during summer 1995. 

The people who took the lead in building the sweat lodge 
have decided that no alcoholic beverages are allowed at the 
encampmE~nt on the land, and have enforced their rule .. 

ThE:re was a little concern, last year, at the 
encampment, because there was somebody's parent 
I'm talking about somebody who's about my age -­
anc: their parent was going to have a beer in their 
motor home. I said "well, we all talked about 
this and we'd rather they didn't even have it at 
all, on the property." And they said "Well, I 
do~'t feel that I can tell them they can't bring 
that." I said "I have no problem telling them 
they can't bring it. I mean, they're here for a 
purpose. If they want to drink they can stay 
horr.e." That's just the way I see it ... Meaning 
we're here to get together, enjoy each other'S 
corrpany and not have people slobbering crying 
drunk wandering around amongst our kids. Even if 
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th,e person's staying in their trailer, or 
whatever, I still don't like the idea of anybody 
bringing alcohol down on the property (Wendy 
Kir:.swa, BIA Interview, 8/2/1995) 

The is~;ue resolved itself: "They didn't even come down. 
They dj.dn't even show up. So we didn't have to worry about 
it." 

Also ir. April 1995, Wendy Kinswa, Patty Donaldson, David 
Burlin~ame, Greg Grove, and Randy Cottonware undertook an 
elder'5 dinner. This dinner was held at the Grange Hall at 
Cowlitz Prairie, in Vader. Greg Grove arranged with the 
State cf Washington Fish Hatchery to obtain salmon for a 
First Salmon ceremony. Wendy Kinswa described how she 
instructed him on basic logistics. 

I gave Randy the name of the guy at the head of 
the Fishery. Because you aren't going to find any 
of these people in the phone book. You can't find 
anything in a regular telephone book. But I work 
for the State, so I have a scan book. I have that 
list to look from. So I gave it to him, and he 
contacted the department of Fisheries, and he 
just. . gave him fish. This was a Salmon 
Hatchery on the Cowlitz River. This is where we 
;"a:1ted it. And he said "yea, you can do that," 
(Wendy Kinswa, BlA Interview, 7/25/1995). 

They t.h'=n worked with some of the' CrT Tribal council members 
to mail announcements. 

Then we did it. Randy and his wife. Greg and his 
wi~e Mary. My sister Patty. Me. Steve 
[ Barnett] 66 helped out. We all sat down, and 
dec:ided what we wanted to say on those invitations 
to the Elders dinner. And ... we had brought 
th:.s to the whole council (Wendy Kinswa, BlA 
Int,e:rview, 8/2/1995). 

66Steve Barnett, son of Werner Barnett and nephew of John 
Barnett is a m~tis descendant. 
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They thE~n contacted the elders by phone. In one case Wendy 
Kinswa l"ecalled that she met some of the elders for the 
first ti.me. For example, she mentioned the Daubenbergers, 
one of t.he SanJuan Island group of·m~tis descendants 
related to the Wiggins. 

WhE~n we sent out all the invitations, I only gave 
phone numbers to call. So the reason they 
cornered me was I was the person that answered the 
phone when they called. So boom! I was her link 
ba~;:Lcally back to the tribe. And so we ended up 
taJ.king about a half hour or 45 minutes (Wendy 
Kinswa, BlA Interview, 8/2.11995). 

Unlike nlany previous pot lucks, the children were instructed 
to serVE~ the elders first I rather than each individual 
helping him or herself. This practice was noticed favorably 
by thosE~ vvho had attended (Nadine Martin, BIA Interview, 
7 / 2 8 / 1 9 SI 5) . 

-
Wendy Kinswa added that their primary motive was not to 
schedule, a commemorative activity. It was to address the 
concern among the Upper Cowlitz elders that the CIT asked 
them to testify and translate, on behalf of the claims 
activities, but did little for the families themselves. 

I can't say these things happen, it's just a 
feeling I get. And, you know, just little bits of 
information I get here and there. And when you 
talk to some of the elder pe6ple, they say "well, 
not,ociy ever comes around; they never come and see 
me; they don't visit; the only time they come 
arcund is when they want something. What happened 
to just coming and sitting with us and visiting? 
Lik.e people should do?" . And it's true, 
pecple just get so busy they just don't have time. 
They don't take the time out to go visit people, 
just for the sake of visiting. Some of them do, 
but a lot of them don't (Wendy Kinswa, BlA 
Interview 7/25/1995). 

Elders from the Lower Cowlitz Wannassay family had favorable 
comments about the occasion, even though they had not been 
active in crT Tribal Council activities. 
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Well, the tribe never had anything before -- well, 
this year, for the first time, they had an elder's 
d~n~er. The tribe just never done that before. 
But when the young people wanted to do it they 
asked the council -- part of them are members of 
the council -- they asked if they could do it. 
~he Council says "yes, but you go ahead and do i~, 

but it's all right." So they went ahead and did 
~t, and they made the plans themselves, and they 
planned everything, and they sent out the 
~nvitations, and they invited Cowlitz people from 
everywhere. From Yakima, and Chehalis, Warm 
Springs, Umatilla -- everywhere. Anybody they 
knew were Cowlitz people (Grace Lane, BIA 
:nterview, 7/25/1995). 

Jacque Cassity, another Wannassay descendant commented 
favorably on the bone and stick games played at these 
gatherings, recalling them from his childhood visits to 
Yakima. 

[ Back in the 1950' sand 1960' s] I wasn't paying 
attention to that,' too much. It was party time. 
But that's [i.e. the sweat lodg~ what I've been 
trying to get back into [ nowadays]. [In general,] 
when I ask somebody something, they either don't 
know', or won't admit it. Or else they've got that 
boarding school attitude (Cassity, BIA Interview 
7/17/1995) . 

As suggested in the Grace Wannassey Lane's quote above, 
Tribal council support for both the sweat house and the 
elder's dinner was ambivalent. Both those who undertook 
these twc, activities and other CIT Tribal Council members 
themselves acknowledged the ambivalence. 

First, the CIT Tribal Council members noted that those who 
undertook both activities did so without guidance from the 
leadership. Wendy mentioned that she had been trying to 
conduct this kind of activity, but had not gotten any 
response until she met with Greg and Randy. 

I had been talking about this for a couple of 
years, and I didn't get a response -- for someone 
to say "yea, go ahead and do it." Well, I 
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cO'lldn't do it by myself, and then I got to know 
Gr'=g. And Randy came on council. And I found 
th,=y were interested in the same sort of thing. 
~;o, we got together, decided how we were going to 
do ~his, what we wanted to provide, and we set out 
on the different paths (Wendy Kinswa, BlA 
In:erview, 8/2/1995). 

Second, some of the Council members maintained that those 
initiating the sweat lodge had attempted to be too asse~tive 
in Tribal Council activities. For example, CIT Tribal 
Council minutes show that 

Marsha [Williams] expressed her feelings of being 
left out, since she and others had not been 
ad~ised of [the sweat house's] being built, and 
Gr eg [Grove] advised her that they were not able 
to inform everyone until now. He reassured her 
that more sweats will be held soon, and Roy 
[Wilson] suggested that one might be planned for 
the morning prior to the General Council meeting 
in June (CTI Tribal Council Meeting Minutes 
5/6/1995) • 

SimilarlY, John Barnett, General Council Chairman, main­
tained that Greg Grove and Randy Cottonware said more than 
they sh~uld have at meetings, and did not show others 
adequate respect. 

When Greg comes to our council meeting, he becomes 
an active participant, as if he were a council 
me.l1ber. And a lot of the old time council members 
lo~k at this as not the proper 
pr~tocol Giving advice on every subject that 
cones up (John Barnett, BIA Interview 8/4/1995). 

Third, ~reg and Randy introduced a style of religious 
revitalization that was at odds with both the Catholicism 
held by m.any of the petitioner members, and with the 
position taken by some Tribal Council members. BIA research 
and petition materials suggest that three major religious 
alignments existed. These alignments, do not reflect all 
the religious persuasions that exist among the petitioner, 
but they do emerge in political interaction among the 
membersh.ip. The first religious alignment is represented by 
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Roy Wilson. CIT leadership had considered Roy Wilson as 
their SFiritual leader ever since he stepped down as Tribal 
Council Chairman in 1982. Roy Wilson, a United Methodist 
minister, maintained that he reconciled what he called his 
Christian and Native spirituality by stating that: 

: object and reject the doctrine of original sin, 
which was invented by St. Augustine in the Sixth 
Century, and therefore the whole Redemption 
Theology which is built on that doctrine of 
original sin, and go back to what the Church knew 
in the first five centuries, that creation 
theJlogy, which brings me right back to my native 
trajitional ways, the Earth Mother spirituality 
(Roy Wilson, BIA Interview, 7/27/1995). 

Through the Creation Theology, he was able to assimilate 
what he· <new of Native American spirituality into a 
Christia;1 world view. 

And so it was my Earth Mother spirituality -­
loodng at my Christian faith through my native 
eye:5 -- that changed me theologically as a 
ChLLstian. It made me a more powerful, stronger, 
freE~r Christian. And so these are some of the 
exanples of how my native spirituality impacted 
and changed ~ life as a Christian, and made me 
who I am culturally today (Roy Wilson, BIA 
Interview, 7/27/1995).67 

In his cE!remonial observances he encouraged conducting 
smudging ceremonies, utilizing the Salish Talking Stick, and 
holding thE: blanket when speaking publicly. 

67For more! information, please consult: 

Wi 1 son, F.o y I., 1 994, _M-:-e::-d_i~c::-~_' _n-:-:e~W_h-:e-:-e_l-:-s_:_::-A=n:--c_i-:e::-n_t __ T_e_a_c_h-:-~_' n---&g_s 
for Modezp Times. New York, New York: The Crossroad 
Publishin9 Company. 

Wilson, Roy I., 1994, The Gospel According to Matthew: A 
Longhouse_version. Lima, Ohio: C55 Publishing Company. 
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Members of the CIT Tribal Council, such as John Barnett and 
Sonny Aalvik, maintained that Roy Wilson's approach was 
appropriate to them as a means to communicate spirituality. 

I look to a spiritual leader to rekindle the 
spirituality in me. And they do that through old 
ceremonies, speaking in the old ways, speaking the 
old language, smudging ceremonies, handling 
desanctification ceremonies -- all the old 
traditional spirituality issues of the Cowlitz 
people. And I think this is what the Cowlitz 
Council was looking for (John Barnett, BIA 
Interview, 8/4/1995). 

Not all the petitioners agreed with them. Some members 
protested Roy Wilson's historical interpretation of 
Christianity, and was thus disrespectful of those who 
practiced Catholicism. As Chris Johnson wrote, in a letter 
to the Tribal Council: 

Ever since I enrolled and attended meetings some 
very negative things have been said about the 
Catholic Church. I am Catholic and very grateful 
[sic] that my ancestors converted. A couple of 
examples: In the recent newsletter Roy Wilson 
stated he didn't think the missionaries ever read 
In::lian legend [ sic]. He doesn't know that for 
sure. I'm sure the missionaries made some 
mistakes ... don't we all.when dealing with each 
ot~er. The missionaries [si~ were sent by God to 
tell His beloved Indian people about Him and his 
so~ Jesus who died for our sins. At the last 
me'eting Mr. Plomondon [Martin Plamondon, a non­
member] mentioned that since the Catholic church 
ha.3 apologized it would be a good time to take 
ad/antage and ask that the bones that were 
di,3covered be buried in the Catholic cemetery 
[ s Lc]. The way he said it was very negative and 
it hurt me. I think Roy and Mr. Plomondon are 
some of the hardest working, most active members 
we have and I sincerely appreciate all their 
efforts. I don't think they realize how what they 
sat affects some of us. 

The fact is the Catholic Church has 
ap':>!ogized and we as a tribe need to say your 
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[ s iel forgiven and go on with living. Every time 
the old hurts are [dredge~ up it brings us down 
and robs us of our joy. A joy that God wants to 
qj. ve us to share with one another [ s icl (Chris 
Johnson to Tribal Council, n.d., Petition A-2373 
2374) • 

Christine Johnson is a Cottonoire descendant, and thus ~ 
m~tis descendant related to Boisfort/Peell. Many of th~ 
m~tis descendants, as noted above, were Catholic converts 
from the missions in the area. 

The Tribal Council members who agreed more with Roy Wilson 
expressed discomfort with what they termed religious 
expressi<)ns, both by the Catholics and by those promoting 
the swea 1: lodge. For example, Sonny Aalvik considered a 
Christian prayer by Katherine Iyall Vasquez to be 
inapprop:~iate . 

A dE~ar lady, Catherine lyall-Vasquez. . volun-
teer'9d to have opening prayer at a Council 
meeting. And I said OK, Katherine. And she 
proc<2eded with a total Christian prayer! It 
embarrassed me. I don't mind saying it. I love 
her; she's a beautiful lady, but this was a Native 
AmeLLcan council meeting! And at that you need to 
havE~ the Native American spirituality approach. 
Pray to the north, and to the east, and to the 
south, and to the west -- grandfather. Addressing 
God as Grandfather is totally A propos, in my way 
of thinking.. . And, I love to hear Roy do that 
(Sor.ny Aalvik, BlA Interview 7/25/1995). 

According to John Barnett, Greg Grove did not use Roy 
Wilson's approach. Instead, he would preach at the Council 
meetings and at other gatherings about spirituality, and not 
do so ritualistically. 

He rebels against the ways things were being done. 
And sometimes just for the sake of rebelling. And 
the way he conducted himself: when he was called 
upon several times to give the spiritual message, 
when Roy could not be there through sickness or 
whatever the reason -- and one of the times was at 
the dedication of .. Taitnapam Falls Park --
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and Greg's interpretation of giving a spiritual 
message is to get up there and just say what he 
thi~ks. You know, his impression of things. 

And I'm not saying that his impression is 
wro~g or that I'm disagreeing with what he says. 
But to me it's not a spiritual message in the old 
Indian way. To me it's more like going to chur9h 
on Sunday and sitting in a pew and listening to a 
preacher give his sermon (John Barnett, BIA 
Interview, 8/4/1995). 

Sonny Aalvik made a similar observation. They disagreed not 
with the content but with the style. 

By presentation I mean the way that you bring in -
-- antics, for [ lack of a] better word -- to 
~llustrate what you are talking about. Like the 
sm~dging ceremonies. That's no different than 
giving thanks and cleansing your body to that 
smudging so that you speak with honesty and 
truthfulness, as Greg standing up there and saying 
we have to honor our grandfathers and do things 
the same way he did. Except that it's done in a 
different way (Sonny Aalvik, BIA Interview, 
"7/25/1995) • 

Wendy Kinswa and David Burlingame suggest that the reluc­
tance of the CIT Tribal council leadership to be involved 
actively either in the sweat lodge activities or to promote 
further the elders dinner was both because they were 
uncomfortable and were worried about what the Catholics 
would think. 

DB: I think it's a fear of the unknown. 
They've never done it, and are afraid -- or very 
much intimidated -- because they don't know what's 
90in9 to happen. 

WK: Plus, on the council there are some 
me~~ers who are Christians. And it really inter­
feres with their religion. The things that are 
talked about -- sweat lodge -- when you talk about 
all living things having a spirit it goes against 
their religion. So there's a little of a division 
there, too, because of the religion factor (David 
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Burlingame and Wendy Kinswa, BrA Interview, 
7 / ~~ 'j / 1 995) . 

CharactE~:ristically, then, some of the metis descendants 
tended to adhere with the Catholics. Other metis sided with 
the adapted Methodist Christianity of Roy Wilson. The 
Kinswas, as Upper Cowlitz, adapted a more revitalized Indian 
religiorl. obtained through relatives who had Shaker 
connecti.ons. The Wannasseys, with earlier connections to 
the Sha~:ers, appeared to support the sweat lodge activities. 
Only Katherine lyall appeared to side with the Catholics, 
despite the history of Iyall Wahawa's Shaker activities at 
the turr of the century. However, as noted above, some of 
the Iyalls had converted to Catholicism in the 1950's or 
1960's. 

The CIT Tribal Council attempted to reconcile what they saw 
as fundamental differences in religious approach by 
arranging for Greg Grove to be a spiritual apprentice to Roy 
Wilson. Greg Grove declined the apprenticeship after less 
than a year. BrA research did not reveal the reasons for 
Greg Grove declining the apprenticeship, nor did it reveal 
the nature of this apprenticeship. Nevertheless, the May 
1995 Yoo~~,olah Newsletter thanked: 

Spiritual apprentices Greg Grove, Randy Cottonware 
and Michael Hubbs, [wh~ under the direction of 
tribal spiritual leader Roy Wilson, have erected 
the sweat lodge on our tribal land. They 
initiated the lodge with a sacred sweat, and the 
swe~t lodge will be available at the event of the 
01.,m,= meeting (Yooyoolah 5/1995, 2). 

However, Wendy Kinswa observed that she did not like the way 
the News.letter gave Roy Wilson credit for overseeing the 
construc":Ion of the sweat house. Equally important, 
however, is her observation that the guidance for 
construc":ion of the sweat house came not from the 
predominantly Christian based ceremonialism of Roy Wilson 
and the Tribal Council, but from Ross Davis, of Chehalis. 

I don't Ii ke that, because he [ i. e. Roy Wilson] 
wasn't even there. And I don't think he's even 
been down to the property. I don't like the idea 
that they said "under his guidance this was built" 
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because it wasn't under his guidance. It was 
unjer Ross's. Because Roy's too busy and his 
health's been bad. I understand that. Sometimes 
pe8ple ca~'t do ever~thing they want to do, and 
he's not getting any younger. And at that time I 
kn8w he's having health problems, and he couldn't 
Eave been there. So it shouldn't have been 
written in the way it was written, like he was 
telling these guys how to construct the sweat 
lojge, and all that kind of stuff. That irritates 
me (Emphasis original, Wendy Kinswa, BIA 
Interview, 8/2/1995). 

Mixed in with the religious differences were other issues. 
One of them simply involved giving credit where credit is 
due. 

When we were building that sweat lodge, almost all 
of us had a little part in building it because, we 
said "well, everybody has to be here, even if you 
just come here and hold a couple of poles or do 
so:nething like that, it shows you had a part." 
Anj most of our families got together and donated 
blankets for covering. Even my mom (Wendy Kinswa, 
BI,~ Interview 8/2/1995). 

Signifi:antly, then, m~tis were conferring with Upper 
Cowlitz in how to build this sweat house. The Upper 
Cowlitz, as stressed before, were connected with the 
Shakers. As shown in 2.1.1, while the Ike Kinswa family may 
or may .10t have been practicing Shakers, they maintained 
close contact with Yakima and Chehalis relatives and friends 
who did. Thanks to these connections, maintained Wendy 
Kinswa, those constructing the sweat lodge had access to 
cultural knowledge that the other Tribal Council members did 
not. 

But you know, the problem was, that other council 
members didn't know how to construct it. I know 
that Greg and Randy both talked to my uncle [i.e., 
David Ike 68] about it. And I know he gave them 

68See 2.1.1. David Ike was considered the last of two 
speaker,:) of Sahaptin Cowlitz. He is 60 years old and 
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sone information on how a sweat lodge was built ' 
when he was a young man -- when he used to go. So 
they combined the information from my uncle -- and 
alJng with the help from Ross Davis -- to 
co~struct the sweat lodge and to do the first 
ceremony there, and how to build the pit, the 
altar, everything (Wendy Kinswa, BIA Interview, 
7/2/1995) . 

Dispute.3 involving religious differences broke out at s~me 
of thE~ meetings, when the CIT maintained that Greg and Randy 
had excl:!eded the bounds of respect, particularly toward Roy 
Wilso~. As Sonny Aalvik explained: 

We were sitting here . . . Roy Wilson was sitting 
he:::-e, Greg Grove was here. Greg wanted to say 
something. I would not allow him to say anything, 
because the teacher was sitting right here. The 
student needs to sit there and listen to what the 
teacher has to say. He don't have anything to 
volunteer that's going to be as important as what 
the teacher has to say. And maybe I'm not very 
tactful at times -- his feelings got hurt. And 
hi~3 big brother -- I mean Greg -- He's a typical 
biq brother. 69 He jumped up to Greg's defense. 
"Why did you do this to Greg? Why did you do 
that? You hurt his feelings" (Sonny Aal vik, BIA 
Intl::rview, 7/25/1995). 

Behind th~= religious differences and Tribal Council 
involvement lay two other issues. The first was the 
influenc~= of Gerald Bouchard. As described in the previous 
section, Bouchard had led an attempted takeover of the 
Tribal C:ouncil in 1992. Meeting Minutes (CIT Tribal Council 
Meeting Minutes 4/6/1991) show that Bouchard was an avid 
supporter of constructing a sweat lodge on the CIT land. 
John Barnett and others maintained that Wendy mistrusted the 

maintains the Ike Cemetery. 

69The two are not genealogically brothers, since Greg Grove 
is from the Ladue line and Randy Cottonware is from the 
Cottonoire line. while not probed during BIA research, the 
"big brcther" is probably a role. 
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council to some degree, and he expressed concern about the 
poss~ble influence of Bouchard. Wendy Kinswa and David 
Burl~ngame disagreed: 

I jon't think so. It all comes back to the same 
ol:l thing. There are council members who haven't 
~la~~ an attempt to join in the sweat lodge. S0rT\e 
of them -- whether it's for religious reasons or 
for their own preference -- I don't know. And I 
think that a lot of them are afraid of what they 
don't know. And I don't know what it is that 
possibly may happen to them if they came down 
there for a sweat (Wendy Kinswa, BIA Interview 
El/2/1995) . 

The seccnd issue involves fallout from the imposition of the 
minimum 1/16 blood quantum requirement. Greg Grove was less 
than 1/16 Cowlitz according to the standards and 
documentation used by the Tribal Council's Membership 
Comm:. ttee. 70 Other members mentioned, however, that one of 
the othe.r Council members had a similarly low quantum, but 
stil: got to serve on the Council because the ancestry, 
while not Cowlitz, was Indian. On or about 9/17/1994, both 
wrote letters to the Enrollment Committee (Greg Grove, 
9/17/1994; Randy Cottonware n.d.). The Tribal Council 
MinutE:s 5/6/1995 showed that arguments about their blood 
quantum had emerged at the meetings. 

7°John Earriett maintained Grove's status as follows: 

I knew his mother Marya long time; she was one of 
plaintiffs in the Cowlitz fishing case way back 
when in the '70's, so she's been around a long 
time -- and I like Mary as a person and a tribal 
merr~er, and here was her son coming back and 
getting involved with the Cowlitz Indians. And 
[18.23] because of our current enrollment 
requirements he's not eligible because of blood 
qua.ntum to be a voting member of the tribe. He's 
a member of the tribe but he's not a voting 
merr~er, as per our constitution, as it stands 
right now (John Barnett, BIA Interview 8/4/1995) . 
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GrE~9 first apologized to tne council for the angry 
wa~l' he has sometimes acted with Council members at 
pa~;t meetings. He also apologized directly to 
StE!Ve Barnett for the incident involving his 
qUE!!stioning of Steve's blood quantum. Steve 
accepted his apology and apologized himself for 
hi~; angry reaction at the time (CIT Tribal Council 
:1eE:t:l.ng Minutes 5/6/1995). 

The minutes and other information suggest that both the 
Tribal Council and sweat lodge builders attempted 
reconcil iation. for example, Tribal Council meeting notes 
show thc.t "Roy and Greg discussed the availability of the 
lodge, the dress expectations, and the need for a fire 
keeper and spiritual leader to lead the sweat" (Minutes 
5/6/l99~, 2). Also, subsequent phone conversations between 
BIA resEarchers and petitioner members show that a three-day 
get-togEther was held, and was attended by over 100 people. 
In addition, the sweat lodge was used throughout the summer 
of 1995. Individuals such as Carolee Morris, who had not 
attended, were reported subsequently to have done so (Wendy 
Kinswa, 3/3/1996). Some of the dissension appeared to have 
subsided (Wendy Kinswaj Phone conversation with Mark 
Schoepfle, 3/11/1996). 

However, 
flared. 

other evidence shows that the disputes later 
The CIT Newsletter reported that: 

At the January 27, 1996 Cowlitz Tribal Council 
meet.ing Cowlitz member Greg Grove presented the 
Council with a two-page statement from the 
" Co .... 'li tz Indian Peoples Coalition." Contact 
persons listed at the end of the paper were Greg 
Grove, Wendy Kinswa, and Patty Donaldson (Kinswa). 
Wemcly is a member of the Cowlitz Tribal Council 
:~~o~1:0olah 5/1996, 2). 

The report's writer, Marsha Williams (Cascade), emphasized 
that this organization, whatever its nature, was not 
supported by the Tribal Council: 

The motives and interests of this group and its 
members will be revealed in its actions over time. 
Mention is made of it here in order to inform 
members and friends of the Cowlitz Tribe that the 
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~~~~?li tion is not aff iliateti in any off icial way 
wit:1 the Cowlitz Indian Tribe and does not 
!~~~esent or speak for the Cowlitz Tribe. The 
COHUtz Tribal Council and General Council 
eXE!cutive officers represent the interests of the 
Tr:JJe as a whole in all matters pertaining to the 
Tr:.l:H:, whether day-to-day business or more visible 
is~;ues such as proposed land developments, federal 
acknowledgment, hunting rights, and others 
(Yc~~ioolah 5/1996, 2). 

Again, thE: specter of Gerald Bouchard's attempted" coup" was 
raised, thus implying concerns about the Tribal Council's 
ability to maintain an orderly 'process among the general 
membersh.i.p. 

Clarifying the lack of association between the 
Covl.Litz Tribe and the coalition is essential due 
to our experience as a tribe in 1991 when Gerald 
Bouchard attempted to transact business in the 
name of the Tribe without the knowledge of either 
thE! General Councilor the Tribal Council 
(Y(~)~iOolah 5/1996, 2). 

Wendy Kj.nswa responded that these were "paranoid statements" 
and that "we will explain [them] further" (Wendy Kinswa, 
written comments on Yooyoolah 5/1996, 2). 

Time linlitations did not allow BIA researchers to interview 
Greg Grove or Randy Cottonware, or- to pursue further the 
relative merits of this issue. Thus, a clarification of the 
disagreernE:nts discussed above is beyond the scope of this 
evaluatj.on. However, the information presented here shows 
that different segments of the Cowlitz tribe banded together 
without ~irect CIT Tribal Council insistence to undertake a 
religious revitalization activity. It also shows that the 
ensuing disputes spilled out beyond simply the Tribal 
Council and caused the Tribal Council considerable concern. 

3.2.5 The Quinault Allottees Association arid u.s. v. 
Mitchell 

Neither contemporary nor later documentation shows that 
either t.hE= CIT, the Quinault Tribe, or another recognized or 
non-recoqnized group gave political support to the Allottees 
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CommittEe during the 1970's. Two events concerning the 
QuinaJlt were occurring. The first was the organization of 
objecticns to the 1979 Taholah Land Use Plan. The other was 
the pursuit of U.s. v. Mitchell, initiated by both the 
Quinault Tribe and the Quinault allottee land holders. 

3.2.5.1. Quinault Tribe and the Quinault Landholders: 
Opposition to Regulation 

On May 13, 1978, the Allottees Association "presented a l 
petition to the Secretary of Interior asking that [the~ be 
allowed to organize under the 1934 Indian Reorganization 
Act" (Yooyoolah 1978, 3). According to Dan Van Mechelen, 
Assoc~ation President, 

of the ninety or so petition signers, at 
least 24 are presently voting Quinault Tribal mem­
bers, 2 are Shoal water Bay, at least 3 are 
Chehalis Tribal members. Of the remainder, 23 are 
1/4 degree Indian blood or greater. That means 
that 52 are either members of a Federally 
re~cJgnized tribe, or are eligible for membership 
i.n Jne. 

The petition signatories include 11 full 
blood Indians, two 7/8, two 3/4, thirteen 1/2 , 

5ev,=n 3/8, and fourteen 1/4. The remaining 
signatories are without exception eligible for 
adoption into the Quinault Tribe, contingent on 
app:::-oval of the general Council. Without 
exception, the signatories are original Quinault 
Allottees who were recognized as legal Quinault 
Indian voters in 1935 (Indians of the Quinault 
Reservation Newsletter 9/1979, 3). 

In July :.9, 1979, an organization known as the Indians of 
the Quinilult Reservation appeared. Barnett and Van Mechelen 
both maintained that the organization was open to "all 
original Quinault Allottees, their descendants and blood 
heirs. ~1.=mbership in the Quinault Tribe is not." The 
organizat:ion's principal complaint hinged around the 
observation that 

... the BIA.3 in the final stages of a contract 
with the QU.lnault Tribe for management of the 
Taholah Logging Unit. It is our experience that 
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our objections are very seldom responded to, but 
we have some direct questions and would appreciate 
direct answers (Dan Van Mechelen and John Barnett, 
Indians of the Quinault Reserv·ation to Vincent 
Li:tle, 7/19/1979). 

The BlA and the Quinault Tribe had been developing some kind 
of 12.r.,d use plan (Assistant Area Director, Economic Dev€lop­
ment to Van Mechelen and Barnett, 8/17/1979). On September 
27, 1973, the Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Quinaultl 
Nation issued a four-part memorandum of understanding that 
ini tiat,=d the Taholah Land Management Plan. Its stated 
purpose was 

to provide for comprehensive management and use of 
those lands comprising the Taholah Logging Unit to 
wh.Lch the United States has a trust 
re:,ponsibili ty, notwithstanding di fferences in the 
ownership of beneficial interests in such land 
(Memorandum of Understanding 9/27/1979). 

Later known as the 1979 Taholah Land Management Plan, the 
Memorandum of Understanding explicitly separated the 
interests of the Quinault Reservation from other, so-called 
"allottee-landholders" but made the interests of the latter 
subject to regulations governing land use, environmental 
protect:.on, and contract· supervision. In the event of a 
dispute between the allottee-landholder and the Quinault 
Tribe, " final determination of obligations of the parties, 
will be made by the Superintendent" (Memorandum of 
Understanding 9/27/1979, 16) ~ 

In February and March 1980 the Quinault Allottees 
Associat:ion, with Helen Sanders Kirschling, continued to 
voice ot>jections to the BIA and the Quinault Tribe granting 
powers of attorney to individual landholders, per the 
Taholah Land Use Plan. In March 1980, the association 
approved a resolution 

din:cting [Wilkinson, Cragun and Barker] to file 
an injunctive action against the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to prevent them from processing the afore­
mentioned powers of attorney until such time that 
thE! Quinault Allottees Committee is confident that 
thE! Indian landowners have adequate and sufficient 
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information to make a knowledgeable judgment on 
the:.r own behalf (Quinault Allottees Association 
Resolution No. 80-01, 3/8/1980). 

The Association's letterhead shows that six out of its 11 
Committee members were also Directors of the 1979 Indians of 
t'he Quinault Reservation. With the exception of Helen 
Sanders John Barnett, BIA Interview, 8/4/1995), the 
officers on both were identical. Barnett maintained that 
Sanders did not support Van Mechelen's attempt to form a 
separate tribe under the IRA, and was not part of the 
Indians ()f the Quinault. Barnett added that she returned to 
the Allot.tees Association as soon as the Indians of the 
Quinault ceased to function in whatever form it had assumed 
(John Barnett, BIA Interview 8/4/1995). 

On April "1, 1980, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs wrote 
Dan Van rv'.E~chelen, informing him that the Associate Solicitor 
for Indian Affairs concluded that "the Secretary lacks legal 
authority to call an election such as you have requested in 
your pe~itions" and denied the request for an election. 
There is no further indication that the Indians of the 
Quinault existed after 1980. 

On August 14, 1980, the BIA wrote to John Barnett informing 
him that at "Committee to review the Taholah Management 
Agreement for the purpose of identifying areas of concern 
for the la,ndowners and recommending solutions to these areas 
has been established." It listed Helen Sanders Kirschling 
and John Barnett as approved members. 

A letter dated April 3, 1981, from the Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
documents show that the CIT Tribal Council responded to a 
request from Portland Area BIA Forestry Robert O. Wynecoop, 
to select a delegate to attend a Forest Management Plan Task 
Force Comnittee meeting. The letter said that they had 
selected John Barnett "as the delegate from the Cowlitz 
Tribe tC) ~ttend the Task Force Committee meeting on April 
15, 1981." The letter added that "John is a trust land 
owner wit:1 full authority to speak for other tribal members" 
(Roy Wi.ls')n to R.O. Wynecoop, 4/3/1981). 

While the letter provided no further clarification, BIA 
researche:~s concluded that Barnett attended these meetings 
on behalf of the General Council and reported regularly to 
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the Tribal Council. However, Evslyn Bashor Byrnes, also a 
landholder in the Quinault, maintains that the CIT never had 
an official role. 

I've been to some of the Quinault meetings, and 
I'll be going to the one on June 24th to discuss 
~te lawsuit. Individual Cowlitz of Quinault 
allotments, not the Cowlitz Tribe, are involved in 
tte lawsuit (Evelyn Bashor, Irwin Affidavit 
12/29/1989 and 611311989, Petition A-2366) . 

Thus, ~hile documentation shows that Barnett was designated 
officially as a delegate for the CIT, the documentation does 
not ShCYI how many of the CIT general membership were 
involved, or how they were involved. 

Other letters from the Quinault Tribe announced meetings to 
the ell "with representatives from the tribes and Allottee 
groups" to discuss a proposal to develop an Intertribal 
Plannirq Group Committee (Guy McMinds to Roy Wilson, 
9/2/1981). A letter from the BIA to Roy Wilson, CIT 
chairman, asked for "a Tribal Resolution" supporting the 
establishment of a forestry advisory board "for the purpose 
of obtaining input and dissemination of information 
concerring forestry matters on the Quinault Reservation 
(Director, BIA Portland Area Office to Roy Wilson, 
9/19/1SEll) . 

Correspondence from the Quinault Allottees Association shows 
that tf:.e Quinault Allottees Committee continued functioning, 
holdin~ annual meetings (Quinault Allottees Association 
Me~ting Notice 2/15/1988) . 

In March 16, 1991, BIA research documents show that a 
special Allottees Association Meeting was called because: 

It is the feeling of a large number of allottees 
on the Quinault Reservation that the group should 
net stop meeting to share common problems and to 
be better informed of issues that pertain to your 
land after the conclusion of the Mitchell case, 
wtich is almost completed Special Meeting 
Ar.nouncement, 3/16/1991). 
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Documenta"::Lon shows that in August 13, 1993, the Portland 
Area Offi.ce BIA refused to "recognize the newly-formed 
'A...Zl..&AT' l i;llottees Association and Affiliated Tribes] as 
'the govE!::ning body of the Reservation'" (Portland Area 
Director, 8/13/1993, to Gloria A. Reed Brown) . 

The Allottees Association and Affiliated Tribes of the 
Quinault Eeservation continued to communicate concern's to 
the BIA that the Quinault Tribe was attempting to take bver 
individua: land. That is, they maintained that the Qui~ault 
Tribe 'N<3.S attempting, through the land use planning and 
environmental regulation, to control increasingly the kinds 
of decisions landowners could make. These decisions, the 
members concluded, would allow the Quinault Tribe to assume 
gradual cwnership of the lands. The BIA, they maintained, 
supported the Quinault efforts (John Barnett, BIA Interview 
8/4/199~)). The BIA dismissed the concerns as "broad 
accusations" (Crowell to Superintendent, Olympic Peninsula 
Agency, 8/24/1993). 

3.2.5.2. U.S. v. Mitchell 

On April 15, 1980, the United States Supreme Court found 
against: Helen Mitchell and returned the case to the Court of 
Claims to consider law other than the General Allotment Act 
upon whi.ch to base the claim (Mitchell et al. Certiorari to 
the Unitej States Court of Claims. No. 78-1756. Argued 
December 3, 1979 -- decided April 15 1980). (10-11) 

On Octobe~ 21, 1981, The Court of Claims, upon 
reconsideration, found that 

The ':imber management statutes . reflected 
cong:ressional intent to maximize Indian revenues 
fer ":he long term. The court could see no room to 
ques~:ion that an action could be maintained to 
compt~l the United States to disgorge the actual 
proct~eds of timber sales 

In 1989, the Federal government agreed to pay the allottees 
for damage's (Hobbs to Capoeman-Baller 5/23/1994), and the 
Quinaul t }U,.lottees Committee accepted a compromise 
settlement. 
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On July 31, 1990, the Quinault Allottees Association distri­
buted a report to its members "detailing the award to be 
made to you as a plaintiff in this case" (Gloria Reed Brown, 
Memo 7/31/1990), and solicited objections which would be due 
September 10, 1990. Later correspondence showed that: 

According to the Allocation Plan, flat Awards are 
to be distributed to all heirs of any. deceased , 
plaintiff equally, and not according to any 
percentages or shares that might be specified in 
or follow from the terms of the probate order. So 
long as the heir is listed on the probate order as 
having inherited something, that person will share 
equally in the Flat Award (Hobbs 10/1/1990). 

Hobbs explained that any other kind of distribution would 
require evaluating the merits of individual wills. This 
task, implied the letter, was beyond the scope of what the 
law office could do, since it would involve the law office 
in arbitrating individual family wills (Hobbs 10/1/1990). 

3.2.5.3. Discussion 

John Barnett reported that, during this time, he maintained 
contact with CIT members who were Quinault allottees. Among 
the 57 listed as allotted with the Quinault in the 1950's, 
Barnett recalled Evelyn Byrnes, her daughter Lorraine 
Newberg, and Charles Forespring: 

in all those years, I had not only represented 
myself, as a landowner on the reservation, but I 
represented all the other Cowlitz people that 
owned land on the Reservation -- Evelyn Byrnes, 
Charles Forespring -- there's a whole host of 
thE!m, but those are two examples of people that 
have allotments -- Lorraine Newberg -- on the 
reservation. And these people would come to me 
for advice, as to what to do in terms of signing a 
poY-rer of attorney, to the Bureau to sell timber, 
or whatever it happened to be. Forestry advice 
(John Barnett, BIA Interview, 8/4/1995). 

Both Pearl Capoeman Baller, Quinault Chairman, and John 
Barnett, CIT General Council Chairman, agreed that neither 
the Quinault Allottees Association nor the Indians of the 
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Quinau:t Reservation exist today. However, Barnett main­
tains that the present Quinault Allottees Association 
membership have created a third organization, i.e., 

. an allottees association and affiliated 
tribes. And this was an organization that was not 
inv~lved with the Quinault Allottees Association, 
was not part of the Indians of the Quinault 
Reservation, but it did consist of the same 
peo~le, basically. And they formed this 
org3nization for the same protection that the 
Indians of the Quinault Reservation had formed 
for protection of their personal trust property 
and their rights as Indians, many of whom were 
me~)ers of other tribes, like Chehalis or Dan 
Mec:1elen being a Chinook -- although he's also 
enrolled at Quinault he's also a Chinook. And 
thi:s organization persists today. And what we did 

. maybe 4 or 5 years ago, is challenge the 
jur.Lsdiction of the Quinault Nation to have exclu­
sive government at Quinault (John Barnett, BIA 
IntEHview, 8/4/1995). 

While not confirmed during the interview, the organization 
to which he refers is most likely the "Allottees Association 
and AffL.iated Tribes" described in 3.2.5.1 above. BIA 
researchE!rs did not interview Helen Sanders or others 
regardinq !'1itchell v. United States. 

There is no evidence of widespread involvement by the CIT in 
poli tical :i.ssues regarding the Quinault. 71 However, as 
mentioned briefly above, some CIT members are concerned that 
the preSE!nt leadership of CIT may be using their leadership 
position within CIT, and the Federal acknowledgment process, 
to obtairL leverage in land use decisions within the Quinault 

. (Steve I~E!yE~rs, BIA Interview 7/29/1995). 

71However, Petition documentation and BIA research shows 
that CIT still is involved in the disposition of Quinault 
lands. F.obin Torner (BlA Interview 7/28/1995) has continued 
to advocate for landholder rights. 
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3.2.6 Fishing Rights 

The CIT petition emphasized the topic of fishing rights. 
Acc:ordi.ng to John Barnett, the CrT joined in the fishing 
rights case along with the Wahkiakum Chinook band, The 
Wahkiakum Band of Chinooks v. Bateman, in 1978. In 1980, 
STOWlA' L:iwyer Dennis Whittlesey filed for an injunction 

to restrain the defendants from restricting and 
violating exercise of their aboriginal and 
Federally guaranteed rights to take fish. 
Pldintiffs have no adequate remedy at law and will 
suffer further irreparable injury unless the 
injunctive relief sought is granted by this Court 
(P,:tition A-1536-37). 

Cowlitz plaintiffs included John Barnett, Norman R. Monohon, 
Roger N,:lson, Mae E. Purcell, Carolee Green, Nadine 
McKi~~e{, Mary L. Wetzel, Joseph E. Cloquet, Richard lyall, 
David I<e, and Linda Foley. Plaintiffs included both metis 
descer:.ddnts such as Monohon, Nelson, Purcell, Green, 
McKi~~e{, Wetzel, and Cloquet. Upper Cowlitz descendants 
inclcde,j Ike, and Lower Cowlitz descendants such as Iyall. 

To fund these lawsuits, John Barnett asked for CIT Tribal 
Council members to sign a petition offering to pay lawyer 
costs by paying a percentage of what they would be paid from 
their D,)cket 218 claims funds. A total of 36 signed 
(Petiti<:m A-1922). 

As far' .:is crT involvement is concerned, John Barnett main­
tained that the crT members did not have commercial fishing 
interests. No documentation has been found indicating that 
they did. Instead, Barnett refers to "attachment to the 
river a1d its resources" 

Not that fishing is going to be a big issue with 
the tribe, but there are a lot of people that are 
interested in it. They resent the fact that they 
ca1't fish as Indians in their own rivers. This 
re:llly bothers them. Some more than others. I 
think -- well, my Uncle Joe Cloquet, myself, 
presently people like Mike Hubbs, Randy Cottonware 

They have a real attachment to that river, and 
to the resources in it, and they have a real 
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feeling that they have that right to fish as 
CO\oJl it z Indians (John Barnett, BIA Interview, 
8 I 'i / 1 9 9 5) . 

This attachment is limited to ceremonial interests and no 
longer :.nvol ves subsistence. Randy Cot tonware negotiated 
with the State Fisheries Department to obtain fish for use 
in revi tali zed ceremonies (See 3.2.4 ff above, Kinswa, 'BIA 
InterviE!IIlS 7/25/1995, 8/2/1995). I 

Before pursuing larger-scale commercial fishing rights, the 
CIT has decided, according to John Barnett, simply to wait 
until acknowledgment has been decided (John Barnett, BIA 
Interview, 8/4/1995). Not all CIT members were in favor of 
the fis~.ing rights involvement. For example, Evelyn Byrnes 
maintai~ed that the effort distracted the CIT from what its 
primary efforts should have been -- Federal acknowledgment. 
When she objected, she reported, she was voted down: 

Well, there were too many voting for it. . I 
was the only one voting against it . . . and then 
when they had this fishing business going on. 
~hey had that hearing in Portland on fishing. I 
told them at the meeting in Olympia. "It donlt do 
you any good because you canlt get fishing rights 
without being recognized." They went ahead anyway 
(Evelyn Byrnes, BIA Interview, 7/28/1995). 

CIT involvement in fishing rights did not involve CIT mem­
bershi.p !'lith an interest in commercial fishing, either on 
the Cowlitz River or elsewhere. Present involvement is 
ceremor..i,,,l and is negotiated informally with the State 
Department of Fisheries, and does not involve the wider 
membershIp directly. 

3.2.7 Adoption Proceedings 

Meeting rrrinutes show that the CrT became involved in child 
adoption proceedings initially through solicitation for 
involvemEmt from the Washington Department of Social and 
Heal th SE!.rvices. CIT member Dianna Smalley (Kinswa) 
maintained contact with these agencies. CIT Tribal Council 
meeting minutes reveal the first such involvement arose in 
1989. Th!: Department informed the CIT that they II would 
like to receive word from the tribe as to our desire for 
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invol vene:1.t in future adoptions of [two] children of Cowli tz 
her i t agE:." The minutes continue to explain: 

Fc':~lowing discussion, John Barnett moved that we 
notify this agency that the tribe wishes to 
re!5erVe the right to approve the adoption of these 
ch~Lldren, and his motion also included enrolling. 
the [two] children . . . in the tribe (CIT Tribal 
Council Meeting Minutes 7/15/1989). 

The ~ot~Lon carried. Tribal Council meeting minutes for 
October 14, 1989, reveal that 

An Indian-based group has intervened, requesting 
that they be removed from their present foster 
home and be adopted by an Indian family. The 
COlvlitz Tribe, however, continues to support 
adoption by the present foster family (CIT Tribal 
Council Meeting Minutes 10/14/1989). Minutes show 
that on January 23, 1993, the Tribal Council again 
di:5cussed issues of adoption. The minutes do not 
ma(e clear exactly what issues were involved, but 
"vote was taken by secret ballot due to the 
controversy expressed within the group, and 
re:5ul ts given later were . . . 6 for and 9 
against, 2 abstentions" (CIT Tribal Council 
r.!lef=ting minutes, 1/23/1993). 

Documen':ation for this case is lacking, but CIT members 
maintained that the controversy involved a lesbian couple 
adoptinq a child of Cowlitz descent (Burlingame, BIA 
Interview, 8/2/1995). As Carolee Morris explained: 

Tha people that wanted to adopt it was not a woman 
and a man couple; it was two women. One of the 
wanen was Nez Perc~. And she brought the baby to 
a. ,:ouncil meeting and asked for permission for 
adoption. And our council voted against the 
adJption, because it was . . . a Lesbian couple, 
a~Jarently. And the couple won!72 (Carolee Morris, 
BIA Interview, 7/24/1995, footnote added). 

72That is, the couple kept the child. 
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Another case, however, involved 'CIT families who came to the 
CIT Trital Council for intervention on their behalf. A 
Califorria-based adoption agency had asked the CIT for a 
"release from the tribe to place the soon-to-be-born child 
for adoJ;tion" (Chaska to Carolee Morris, 12/2/1994). 
According to Michael Hubbs, CIT Tribal Council Enrollment 
Commit:tee Chairman: 

It was simple, I got contacted through an agency 
that the child was up for adoption. So I checked 
Int:o it, and it turned out to be my cousin. So I 
called the grandmother of the child that was to be 
born, and it was my first cousin. She informed me 
that her daughter had had an accident, was 
pregnant, [an~ was due in a few months. So I 
talked with her; she said she would keep me in 
mind -- she had basically picked a family already 
-- but that it was still not anything written in 
concrete she could always change her mind. And, 
hell, we pursued it -- I kind of let it fall to 
the side at first ... because I didn't get a 
reaction from my wife. I guess I understood her 
reaction of just quietness as being "no." And so 
fin~11y, I just took it on my initiative again, 
and I pursued it a little more. I found out that 
the girl had left to go to California. My second 
Cousin. And that's when the big fight started 
(Mi=hael Hubbs, BIA Interview, 7/24/1995). 

John Ba.r:"let t, CIT General Council Chairman, then contacted 
the Quil,=ute Tribal Council, .asking them to intervene on 
behalf oI CIT member Mike Hubbs. The Tribal Council 
responded that 

The Quileute Tribal Council has considered your 
request to assert jurisdiction . . . We have 
ins~:ructed the Quileute Tribal Court to take what­
eve:~ steps necessary to accomplish this (Woodruff 
to Barnett, 4/20/1995). Legal documentation shows 
thaI: after a hearing 6/12/1995, the Superior Court 
of the State of California, San Mateo County, 
dec:.ded that the State of California has 
jur:.sdiction over the child, and that the Indian 
ChL.d Welfare Act does not apply. While further 
documentation in the case was not available, the 
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CIT members maintained that after the two court 
decisions, the Quileute had to drop the case 
because they lacked the resources to continue 
(John Barnett, BIA Interview, "8/4/1995). 

The ~nfcrmation presented above shows that the CIT became 
lnvolved in adoption issues as a result of various 
officj.als' interpretation of the American Indian Child 
Welfare Act's Federal consultation requirements. There is 
some evidence, however, that individual CIT members became 
interested in adoption issues on their own, and that the CIT 
has intervened and advocated on their behalf. As this 
individual adoption has propelled the CIT Tribal Council 
into an advocacy role, they eniisted the assistance of other 
recognized tribes. 

4 . WHERE ARE THEY ALL NOW? 

A total of 1,030, or 65 percent, of today's 1,577 total CIT 
votin9 and non-voting membership reside in Washington State. 
The other states where most of the CIT membership reside 
include Oregon (184, or 11.7 percent) and California (120 or 
7.6 percent). There are 85, or 5.4 percent, whose addresses 
are unknown, and 158, or roughly 10 percent, who reside in 
other states. The following table summarizes for states 
overall. In the following analysis, and all other analyses 
in this subsection, no distinction is made between voting or 
non-voting members. 

STATE 

Unkno ... rn 
Washington 
Oregon 
California 

COUNT 

85 
1,030 

184 
120 

Percent 
of National 

total 

5.4% 
65.3% 
11. 7% 

7.6% 

The most populous of these other states include Nevada, 
Wyoming, Texas, and Alaska, with 17, 15, 14, and 12 
respectively. The remaining states include Alabama, 
Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Florida, Georgia, 
Idaho, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, 
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Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, New Jersey, New York, North Dakota, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota, Utah, Virginia, and West Virginia. 

Of the 184 who live in Oregon, 114, or 70 percent, live in 
the cities of Portland (32), Newport (15), Milwaukie (12), 
and Madras (11). The remainder are scattered throughout 52 
other cities. Portland has by far the largest concentration 
of cr? members, and is only a 30-mile, or 45-minute driVe, 
at most, from Kelso, Washington. 

Of the 120 who live in California, the largest number live 
in Sacra~ento (19 or 15 percent), with nine (7 percent) 
residing in Eureka. The remainder are scattered throughout 
52 other communities. 

Within W,3shington State itself, by far the largest 
propor-tion reside in Tacoma (153 or 14.9 percent), Olympia 
(78 or 7.6 percent), Seattle (68 or 6.6 percent), and 
Longview (42 or 4.1 percent). The total of 341 is 33.1 
percent of the total Washington Cowlitz population. Another 
22.9 percent, or 236, are scattered through communities 
containin9 from 20 to 39 crT members. These communities are 
summarizE~d in the following table. 

CITY 

Cas'tle Rock 
Roy 
Puyallup 
Spokane 
Friday Hc_rbor 
Chehalis 
VanCOUV1eI­
Yakima 
Spanaway 
Centralia 

Number 

33 
29 
27 
23 
22 
21 
21 
20 
20 
20 

Percent Subtotal 
of total 

Washington Residence 

3.2% 
2.8% 
2.6% 
2.2% 
2.1% 
2.0% 
2.0% 
1. 9% 
1. 9% 
1. 9% 

236 

Finally, another 401, or 38.9 percent are scattered 
throughout 119 other communities in Washington. Each of 
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thesE~ communities varies in number of CIT members from 1 to 
19. The following table lists these communities. 
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Resjdual Modern Day Cowlitz Population Distribution: 

Graham 19 
Kelso 1E 
Federal viay 17 
Tumwa~er 16 
Raymond J.:i 
Shelton l:i 
Lacey 14 
Winlock 14 
Everett 12 
Aberdeen 10 
Anacortes 10 
Bellin9ham 10 
Gig Harb:Jr 10 
Toledo 1:1 
Yelm l,O 
Port TOWlsend 9 
Bremerto:i 8 
Vader 8 
Arlington 7 
Bothell '7 
Hoquiam "7 
Port Angeles 7 
Kent 6 
Morton 6 
Oakville 6 
Randle 6 
Stevenson 6 
Toppenish 6 
Westport 6 
Copalis Crossing 5 
Long Be,~C'h 5 
MarysvillE~ 5 
Onalaska 5 
Renton ~S 

Eatonville 4 
NapavinE~ 41 
Auburn :3 
Battle Ground 3 
Belfair 3 
Clarkston 3 

Washington State 

Forks 3 
Orting 3 
Sedro Woolley 
Sequim 3 
Springdale 3 
Sumner 3 
Wauna 3 
Allyn 2 
Bellevue 2' 
Buckley 2 
Burlington 2 
Edmonds 2 
Fife 2 
Grayland 2 
Hoodsport 2 
Keyport 2 
Kingston 2 
Mead 2 
Monroe 2 

3 

Mount Vernon 2 
Nine Mile Falls 2 
Port Orchard 2 
Redmond 2 
Silvana 2 
Snohomish 2 
Steilacoom 2 
Walla Walla 2 
Ashford I 
Bold Bar 1 
Brinnon 1 
Camas 1 
Carlsborg 1 
Carson 1 
Cathlamet 1 
Chattaroy 1 
Copalis Beach 1 
Custer 1 
DuPont 1 
Elma 1 
Ethel 1 
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Granite Falls 1 
Grapeview 1 
Gresham 1 
Hansville 1 
Harrah 1 
Kalama 1 
La Center 1 
La Conner 1 
La Grande 1 
Lake Stevens 1 
Lynnwood 1 
McCleary 1 
McMillan 1 
Milton 1 
Montesano 1 
Montlake Terrace 1 
Moses Lake 1 
Mossyrock 1 
Moxee 1 
North Bend 1 
Oak Harbor 1 
Palmer 1 
Port Ludlow 1 
Prosser 1 
Rainier 1 
Ridgefield 1 
Ryderwood 1 
Silverdale 1 
Snoqualmie 1 
South Prairie 1 
Stanwood 1 
Taholah 1 
Tenino 1 
Tracy town 1 
Union 1 
Union Gap 1 
White Salmon 1 
Winthrop 1 
Zillah 1 
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It ShOl1::"el be emphasized that presenting this summary in 
bands IJf 1-19, 20-39, and 40+ is for ease of summarizing 
only, ,mel is not of itself indicative of sociological 
sigr.i f.Lcance. 

This n~sidency distribution, analyzed at this level 'of, 
generality, does not show the presence of any 
geograqhically-defined community. It shows that in recent 
times :hat a large proportion of the CIT membership has 
resided in communities located in the western half of the 
State ·Jf Washington. 

Some i.1dividual CIT members distinguished between where they 
presently resided and their family homes. The latter, they 
maintained, were near the residences where one of the 
relati~es who maintained a family cemetery. Those who made 
this distinction sometimes said they planned to be buried in 
these :emeteries (Wendy Kinswa, BlA Interview 7/29/1995; 
Marsha Williams, BIA Interview 7/24/1995). Others, such as 
the ~la1nassay members, maintained that their ancestral horne 
was ne~r the land they claimed, near Squaw Island, in Kelso. 

The following information from the 1919 Roblin Rolls shows 
that t~e petitioner membership has resided in the above 
dispersed pattern throughout the 20th Century. The 
following table summarizes the distribution by state 

149 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 368 of 555 



Anthropc)logical Technical Report - Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Cowlitz Roblin Roll Distribution: Nation-Wide 

State 

Unkno",..,n 

Washi:19ton 
Oregon 
Cali fO.rr. ia 
Alaska 
British Columbia 
Montani3. 
Alberta 
Nebraska 
Kansas 
Idaho 
Massachusetts 
Mexico 
Minnesota. 
New York 
North Dakota 

TOTAL 

Number 

209 

583 
51 
12 

7 
6 
5 
4 
4 
3 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

891 

Percent 

23.5% 

65.4% 
5.7% 
1. 3% 
0.8% 
0.7% 
0.6% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.3% 
0.2% 
0.1% 
0.1% 
0.1% 
0.1% 
0.1% 

100.0% 

The prop~rtion between those who live in Washington, as 
opposed to elsewhere, is very similar to the present. The 
three most populous states are, again, Washington, Oregon, 
and California. 

Withi~ the state of Washington, the towns of residence are 
again scattered primarily throughout the area west of the 
Cascade-s. The following chart summarizes the towns with 
largest concentration (i.e. 20 + people living in them). 
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Cowlitz Roblin Distribution Within Washington 

Town Number Percent 

Friday -!arbor 74 12.7% 
Winlock 42 7.2% 
Seattle 39 6.7% 
CastlE! ~ock 35 6.0% 
Roy 35 6.0% 
Tacoma 27 4.6% 
Vader 22 3.8% 
Alpha 21 3.6% 
Centralia 21 3.6% 

The following table summarizes the distribution for 
residen:es with fewer than 20 people. 
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Residual 1919 Roblin Roll Cowlitz Population Distribution: 

Cathlarne: 19 
Roche Ha.rbor 15 
Silver C.reek 14 
Chehalis 11 
Puyallup 10 
South Bend 10 
Randle 9 
Teninc 9 
Bremer 8 
Orting 8 
Charleston 7 
Harrah 7 
Nesika 7 
Oakville 7 
Rochestel: 7 
Yelm 7 
Aberdeen 6 
Humptulips 6 
Cispus 5 
Eatonville 5 
Moclips :, 
Munroe 4 

Washington State 

Olympia 4 
Yakima Allotment 4 
Auburn 3 
Carson 3 
Ceres 3 
East Sound 3 
Forest 3 
Gate 3 
Toledo 3 
Vancouver 3 
West Sound 3 
Anacortes 2 
Bay Center 2 
Bellingham 2 
Cosmopolis 2 
Ethel 2 
Hartline 2 
Lewis 2 
Mossy Rock 2 
Nisqually 2 
Olequa 2 
South Tacoma 2 
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Spanaway 2 
Union Mills 2 
Wildwood 2 
Battle Ground 1 
Brown's Pt 1 
Delphi 1 
Hoquiam, 1 
Little Rock 1 
Lyndon 1 
Milton 1 
Onalaska 1 
Oysterville 1 
Ridgefield 1 
Sequin/Dungeness 1 
Spokane 1 
Stevenson 1 
Sumner 1 
Toppenish 1 
Waldron 1 
Westport 1 
Wichersham 1 
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Of a total of 583, 188, or 32.2 percent reside in groups 
smal:er than ten, in towns throughout the Washington State 
area. 
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"Amon,~ strangers, they would be asked, as Coyote was, 
'Why are you here?' and 'Where are you from ' (Jacobs 1934, 112). 
As Joycie Eyle said, the next question might be, 
'How are we related?'W (Irwin 1995, 12-13). 

GENEALOGICAL TECHNICAL REPORT 

COWLITZ INDIAN TRIBE 

SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE. 

Govel:'n.lng documents and Enrollment Criteria. The 
petitioner, the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (hereafter cited as 
CIT), :mbmitted copies of the current (1993) constitution, 
the 19'74 constitution, and the 1950 constitution. Records 
indicated that the group had a written constitution between 
1912 and 1950, but if so, the CIT has no copy in its records 
and n011<e was located by BAR researchers. 

The petitioner submitted a current (1994) membership list 
that contained all data requested for evaluation under the 
25 CFR Part 83 regulations, and copies of all extant prior 
memben;hip lists. These were dated to 1915/17 (partial), 
1921 (Yakima Cowlitz only), 1952/53, 1966/69, and 1978. The 
CIT alElo provided a typed list of "Yakima Cowlitz Signers" 
attributed to approximately 1921, and an attendance list for 
the 19~;4 annual meeting. Then-current membership rolls with 
ancestry charts also accompanied the 1983 and 1987 CIT 
petitions for Federal acknowledgment. It is known that one 
importclIlt: prior list, a ledger containing a record of dues­
paying rnE~mbers from the formation of the Cowlitz tribal 
organi2ation in 1912 through the 1960's, was destroyed in a 
fire at the home of a former secretary of the tribal 
organi2ation. The minutes of the CIT annual meetings since 
1950 ''''Ere of some assistance in filling the gaps, as it was 
customa.ry each year to name and keep a moment of silence in 
rememl::>:t:'clnce of those members who had died wi thin the 
previ(::>uf:1 twelve months. 

Descent from the Historical Tribe. Based on data in Federal 
censuses, BIA censuses, BlA reservation rolls, Washington 
state vital records, and church records, all of the 
petitioner's members are of Indian descent. The question of 
descent from the historical Cowlitz Indians is somewhat more 
complex. 
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Histori=ally, the Cowlitz Indians were essentially those 
Indians living in the Cowlitz River Valley in the areas 
which are now Lewis County and Cowlitz County, Washington. 
These i~cluded primarily two separate groups, the Lower 
Cowlitz (Salish) and the Upper Cowlitz (Sahaptin), which 
combined during the second half of the 19th century. 

Since 1374, the petitioner's constitutional requirement for 
votins:r membership has been 1/16 Cowlitz descent, with no 
dual en.rollment permitted. For practical purposes, the 
petitialer uses identification of an ancestor as Cowlitz on 
the 1913 Schedule of Unenrolled Indians in Western 
Washing·:on compiled by BrA Special Agent Charles Roblin 
(Roblin 1919a, hereafter referred to as the Roblin Roll) as 
the fundamental membership standard. Known, documented, 
Cowlitz families who were enrolled on reservations in 1919, 
and the:::-efore not included on the Roblin Roll, are eligible 
for CIT membership if not now enrolled elsewhere. The 
petition included a map of Cowlitz membership distribution 
in 1919 based entirely on the Roblin Roll (CIT Pet. Narr., 
182) . 

Most of the enrolled CIT members (64 percent) are documented 
to be 0:: either Lower Cowlitz or Upper Cowlitz descent on 
the bas:Ls of 19th-century BIA records (pre-Roblin Roll), and 
meet the constitutional 1/16 Cowlitz blood quantum on the 
basis oj: the petitioner's own computational standards. 
These standards are necessarily somewhat arbitrary in the 
context of the history of Indian population in the Pacific 
NorthweBt. 

In accordance with Pacific Northwest cultural patterns, 
considera.ble documented intermarriage took place among the 
v~rious tribal groupings in southwestern washington State 
throughout the 19th century. Identification of an 
individua.l as "Cowlitz" by explorers, neighbors, and/or 
Bureau of Indian Affairs officials was more a matter of 
his/her residential location and primary social ties than of 
his/her bilateral genealogical origin. Therefore, an 
individual who was counted as "4/4 Cowlitz" by Charles 
Roblin in 1919, and is consequently counted as "full blood" 
by the CIT in determining the blood quantum of current 
membership applicants, may well, in fact, have had a Yakima 
or Chinook grandmother or grandfather, or a Haida or 
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NisquaJ.ly great -grandmother or great-grandfather. 1 Many of 
the hiEitorical Cowlitz families identified by Roblin do not 
have dE~scendants in the current membership of the CIT! but 
do have descendants on Federal reservations or in the wider 
society, tribally unaffiliated. 

A portion of the CIT's members (35 percent) descend from 
non-Col,071itz ancestresses from other Indian tribes who were 
brought. to Cowlitz Prairie by fur trader husbands prior to 
the 18~,5 Chehalis River Treaty Council negotiations. These 
women, along with their children, became associated with the 
cowlit:z: Indians during the first half of the 19th century. 
Many of· their children and grandchildren intermarried with 
Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz families. These 
"associ.ated" families have functioned as Cowlitz Indians 
since before the date of prior unambiguous Federal 
acknowledgment (1855) used for this proposed finding. BIA 
Special Agent Charles Roblin categorized them as Cowlitz in 
1919. At least one of these extended families has been 
legally defined as Cowlitz for purposes of allotment by a 
Federal District Court decision. 

A few CIT members (approximately 1 percent) have not shown 
Cowlitz ancestry, and appear to be descended from other 
tribes not historically associated with the Cowlitz. At 
least cne of these families, which had been enrolled by the 
Cowlitz Tribe of Indians in 1964, was rejected by the CIT 
membe:r-ship committee during the 1970' s on the basis of 
inquiries to the BIA (Van Risswick to Cloquet, March 7, 
1974), but has been re-accepted within the last five years 
(see United States. Bureau of Indian Affairs. Area Office, 
Portland, Oregon. Folder Cowlitz Tribe (Family Research 
Info.) . 

F'c,r example, in 1917, Lucy Petewaw deposed that she was born 
about 18-1:3. Her father, Ched-dalth-che, was a "full blood of the 
Cowletz and Chehalis tribes" and died at Muck in Pierce County, 
washinsrtc)]1., about 1852, aged about 50. Her mother, See-yahl-klas, who 
died at 111.lc:k, Pierce county, Washington, about 1862, had a Yakima father 
and a Skil9it mother. Lucy Petewaw's first husband was a "Cowletz and 
Yakima." Then she went on to say that his mother was an "Upper Dalls" 
Indian and his mother'S father was a Yakima (Roblin Enrollment 
ApplicaLt.:.cms, NARS M-1343) • 
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INTRODUCTION 

Current Membership. The 1994 membership list of the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribe (CIT) contains 1,410 "green card holders" who 
meet the constitutional requirement for voting membership. 
This list includes both adult members and children under 18 
years oE age. The current membership of the CIT resides 
primarily in southwestern Washington State, with the 
majority of the remaining members living in the Pacific 
Northwest. For a more detailed analysis of the petitioner's 
contempJrary geographical distribution, see the 
AnthroPJlogical Technical Report to this proposed finding. 

Impact ~f Section 83.8 on coverage in the Genealogical 
Technical Report. This report has been completed under the 
provisiJns of 25 CFR 83.8. Section 83.8 modifies some of 
the provisions of 25 CFR 83.7 in the cases of those 
petitioners who can demonstrate the existence of prior 
unambig..1ous Federal acknowledgment. In 1855, the Federal 
government negotiated a treaty with the historical Cowlitz 
tribe oE Indians as it existed at that date. Some of the 
Cowlitz who participated in those treaty negotiations can be 
demonstrated to have represented structural predecessor 
groupsJf the petitioning organization (see the Historical 
Technic~l Report for further information) and to have been 
genealo'3'ical ancestors of some of the petitioner's 
membership. 

While Section 83.8 does not directly modify the requirements 
of either criterion 83.7(d) or 83.7(e), which are the 
criteri~ primarily addressed by the Genealogical Technical 
Report., its general provisions have been taken into account 
where a?plicable. 

THE COWLITZ HISTORICAL POPULATION 

A discussion of the historical Cowlitz population has been 
placed:it this point in the report because much of the 
materi.al on enrollment and membership criteria cannot be 
unden:lt'::>od without some perspective on the petitioner's 
development. The historical Cowlitz Indians had, 
traditi'Jnally, a dispersed residential pattern. From the 
earlies: descriptions of explorers, the historical Cowlitz 
Indians lived mainly along the length of the Cowlitz River, 
from slightly above its mouth, or juncture with the Columbia 
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River, as far upriver as the area of Randle, Washington. 2 

This was a distance of some 80 miles. There were also 
villagE!s and/or hunting camp sites along other nearby rivers 
such as the Toutle and the Lewis. The historic population 
was dispersed in comparatively small groups, which rarely 
contained more than ten households (see the more detailed 
demographic estimates contained in the Historical Technical 
Report). A few such residential groups can be clearly 
identified as late as the 1880 Federal census. 

Omissicln of the nMountain Cowlitz" or "Kwalhiokwa n from 
Genealogical Consideration. One supposed ancestral group, 
the "Mountain Cowlitz" or Kwalhiokwa, discussed by Dr. Verne 
F. Ray in his work for the Indian Claims Commission (ICC) 
(Ray 1966, Ray 1974) has been omitted from the genealogical 
discussion in this technical report because no genealogical 
information on it was submitted by the petitioner or located 
by BIA researchers. The "Mountain Cow-lists" were mentioned 
as tra:Hng at Fort Nisqually in the 1836-1838 time period 
(Carpenter 1986, 93), but it could not be determined by the 

BIA researcher whether this reference was to the Kwalhiokwa 
or to the Taitnapam. The Kwalhiokwa had essentially ceased 
to have an independent existence prior to 1855, the date of 
prior_mambiguous Federal acknowledgment used for this 
propos,ed finding. It had no separate representation at the 
1855 C:1ehalis River Council. Rather, the Kwalhiokwa were 
alreadf associated with the Chehalis and the Cowlitz (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A- 931) .3 

"In 1820 the Lower Cowlitz occupied the drainage of the Cowlitz 
river frolTl approximately where Mossy Rock stands today to within a few 
miles of its juncture with the Columbia. In the period between 1820 and 
1850, thE! Cowlitz moved onto the Columbia itself in the region 
immediat.E!ly north and immediately south of the mouth of the Cowlitz-­
they thE~re intermarried with the remnants of the Chinookan people who 
had pred:c1usly occupied the region. The Taidnapam occupied the drainage 
of the l..lpper Cowlitz from the area about Mossy Rock to the various 
headwatE~rs of the Lewis River on the other side of the watershed. The 
Taidnapc.m ranged as far north westward as the drainage of the Newaukam 
and as fclr north as the watershed between the Cowlitz River and the 
Nisqually River" (Taylor n.d., 2 cont.). 

l1a:r:ch 1, 1855. Yowannus (identified as head chief of the Upper 
Chihalis on A-914]. "Last night we came to this conclusion and now only 
ask for & small piece of land. We are glad to have united. We are 
afraid cf being driven among different people whose languages we did not 
understar.ld. We have finally settled on a place for these five bands, 
the Cowlitz, Upper Cowlitz, Upper Chihalis, Satsop, and Mountain Indians 
(a remnant of the Kwalkwi 0 quas.). We have heard all our Father has 
said patiently. It is all good except the place he proposes as our 
reserve. We don't like the idea of going among other people speaking a 
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The Hintorical Lewis River Band. The Lower Cowlitz were 
describl::d in 19th century documents as having had a close, 
if not always amicable, relationship with the Lewis River 
Klickitats to the east. It has not been possible for BIA 
researchers to determine clearly from extant documentation 
whether or not the mid-19th century Lewis River chief Umtux 
and hi:; band were actually Taitnapam Cowlitz, as claimed by 
Verne F. Ray (Ray 1966, 37). No original source material 
was located that supported his contention. Most of the 
original documents indicated that the Lewis River band was 
probab:.y Klickitat, or, according to the 1915 statement of 
one of Urntux' daughters, "Cathlapoodle" Chinook (~ 
extens:.vE: discussion of the issue of his identity in the 
Histor:.cal Technical Report). Several families that 
origina1:ed in this band were still residing in Clark County, 
Washin~p:on, at the time of the 1880 Federal census: some 
were still there as late as 1910. 

The petitioner's membership contains very few descendants of 
the Lewis River band, whether it consisted of Lewis River 
Cowlit:;; or Lewis River Klickitats or Lewis River Chinook. 
The ma:ority of the identifiable Lewis River area families 
were allotted on the Yakima Indian Reservation during the 
1890's and are currently enrolled at Yakima. 

The HiEltc)rical Lower Cowlitz. The historical Lower 
Cowlit:;; /4 who were of Salish language and culture,S were 

different language" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-931). 

In 1853-54, George Gibbs stated that, "The Willopahs, or, as called by 
Capt. Wilkes, Qualioquas, may be considered as extinct, a few women only 
remaining, and those intermarried with the Chinooks and Chihalis" (Gibbs 
p. 428; cited in Ray 1974, 305). In 1856, Gibbs stated: "Of the 
Willop,ah (Kwalhiokwa,), or, as they call themselves, Owillapsh, there 
are yet, it appears, three or four families living .... " (Gibbs p. 171; 
cited .in R,ay 1974, 305). About 1910, Curtis stated that, "Only two 
descendants of the Willapa survived in 1910--Tonamahl, a woman on 
Nisqualli reservation, and her aunt Saishimulyut, residing near 
Rochester, Washington" (Page 154; cited in Ray 1974, 306). ' 

l~cc:ording to Taylor and Hoaglin, the historical "Cowlitz" 
discussed in their article were: 

,~ Salishan-speaking group now known as the Lower Cowlitz, 
'~ho around 1820 lived on the Cowlitz River, from about the 
present town of Mossy Rock, Lewis County, Washington, to a 
few miles above the juncture of the Cowlitz and Columbia 
Rive:rs. The term specifically does not include the 
Sahaptin-speaking Taidnapam, now known as Upper Cowlitz, who 
live on the upper reaches of the Cowlitz River, nor does it 
include the Chinookan-speaking Skillout (Kreluit) who lived 
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greatly reduced in population by an epidemic of 
"intermittent fever" which began in 1829 and continued 
endemically through the early 1840's (Taylor and Hoaglin 
1960, :1). On October 11, 1830, Dr. John McLaughlin, Chief 
Factor of the Hudson's Bay Company at Fort Vancouver, wrote 
that the intermitting fever had appeared and carried off 3/4 
of the Indian population in the vicinity (Taylor and Hoaglin 
1960, 11-12). The Lower Cowlitz component of the modern 
petitioner can be documented to descend from this greatly 
reduced tribal stock,6 as it existed when Roman Catholic 
missionary activity began among the tribe in 1838. 

The Hil!torical Upper Cowlitz (Cowlitz Klickitats or 
Taitn,apam). In the course of the 19th century, the Lower 
Cowl i t:~ moved from a relationship of antagonism to one of 

at, the mouth of the Cowlitz River. The Skillout are 
st~)sumed under the term Chinook (Taylor and Hoaglin 1962, 
1E ].; quoted in 21 Ind. Cl. Comm. 143, 164; reproduced 
Cc, ... ,litz Pet. 1975, 50). 

Paul Kane, Canadian artist and explorer, was speaking only of 
the Lowe:r Cowlitz when he wrote in 1847. "We landed at the Cowlitz 
farm, wl'd.ch belongs to the Hudson's Bay Company . . . Here I remained 
until the~ 5th of April, and took the likeness of Kiscox, the chief of 
the Cowlitz Indians, a small tribe of about 200. They flatten their 
heads ar,d speak a language very similar to the Chinooks" (Cowlitz Pet. 
Narr, 1~e17, 6). See also Taylor and Hoaglin 1960, 9-10. 

April 24, 1840. Sir James Douglas, under marginal notation 
Cowelitz Statisticks, in Private Papers, Second Series 
(Bancroft Collection) : 

"The inhabitants of the Cowelitz River were at one 
time numerous; but are now reduced to something less than 60 
men principally occupied in fishing: few of them evincing a 
desire to become hunters by courting the noble elevating and 
more arduous exercises of the chase. 

The decrease of population cannot be clearly traced to 
anyone cause in particular -- it with more probability 
proceeds from a union of evils. The whites best acquainted 
with the former and present state of the River. and the 
Natives themselves. however ascribe it with one voice to the 
~. as it is only since the appearance of that incredibly 
destructive visitation among them that they have wasted away 
to a shadow of their former numbers. 

Plomondo says that in 1830 the first ague summer, the 
living sufficed not to bury the dead. but fled in terror to 
the sea coast abandoning the dead and dying to the birds and 
beasts of prey" (quoted in Taylor and Hoaglin 1960, 9). 
"Douglas' estimate of 60 'men' in 1840 would suggest a total 
Cowlitz population of 200 or so at that time" (Taylor and 
Hoaglin 1960, 9). 
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allianCE: and intermarriage 7 with a band of Sahaptin­
speakinsr Klickitats (or Taitnapam)8 who had settled on the 
upper rE:aches of the Cowlitz River after 1829 (Fitzpatrick 
1986, 144; citing Teit 1928:99). These Taitnapam also had a 
continujng close relationship with the Yakima on the east 
side of the Cascade Mountains. Oral tradition indicates it 
was, in fact, the Yakima Ow-hi's son or grandson Wi-an-ash­
et,9 knofJ'n as "Captain Peter," who was recommended to the 
OIA as chief of the Taitnapam on the upper reaches of the 
Cowlitz River in 1878 (Iyall 1995). During the second half 
of the 19th century, Bureau of Indian Affairs officials 
moved from describing the Taitnapam group as "Klickitat," to 
"Cowlil:z Klickitat," and finally to "Upper Cowlitz." 

"1heir Chief At-win (preferably Antoine) (See Report Corns. Ind. 
Affs. fc)r 1870, p. 18), is considered a reliable and trustworthy man. 
His peopl!! and said band of Klickatats made peace some ten years ago and 
are inte:rnarried and bands of them live with At-wain on Mr. Huntington's 
land" (r-li:.l~c)y to Hayt, 1/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 219, 92). 

"The Cowlitz, as they are currently known, were 
not in aboriginal times one tribe but two. 
These tribes were different in language, 
linguistic family, linguistic stock and culture. 
The Indians occupying the Lower Cowlitz drainage 
were Cowlitz proper who spoke a coast Salishan 
language of the Salishan linguistic stock. They 
had a typical riverine, lower Northwest coast 
culture depending primarily upon fishing and 
secondly upon hunting and gathering for their 
subsistence. They were not normally politically 
united although occasionally for purposes of war 
and negotiation they banded together under one 
of their more powerful chiefs or head men. In 
normal times the lower Cowlitz villages were 
quasi-autonomous, however, they were an 
identifiable ethnic unit. Hudson's Bay Company 
officials, missionaries and early historians all 
refer to them as the Cowlitz or Lower Cowlitz 
Indians. They all spoke the same language and 
had a collective name for themselves--the 
Stlpulimuhkl. 

The Indians inhabiting the upper reaches of the 
Cowlitz were Plateau in cultural tradition and Sahaptin in 
linguistic stock . . . These Indians were called 
'Taidnapam'. They were recent immigrants into the region 
from the headwaters of the Lewis River across the Cascades" 
and there is no proof they had moved in before 1820 (Taylor 
n.d., 2; included in Cowlitz Pet. 1975). 

;Z~ rniall with a very similar name, Weyanoshat or Wayanoshat, had a 
daughter baptized at Vancouver in 1839: he was described as "Tlikatat 
infidel" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 24:B7). 
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Hist()rical Relationship between Lower Cowlitz and Upper 
Cowlitz. After the epidemic period, the Cowlitz population 
seems to have stabilized. Throughout the later 1840's, the 
1850's, and 1860's, official population estimates of the 
Cow:itz consistently remained at between 150 and 350 for the 
Lower Cowlitz, and between 75 [men] and 250 [total] for the 
Upper Cowlitz. From 1840 to 1880, there was an excess of 
births over deaths among the Cowlitz. However, spin-offs 
(the movement of Cowlitz families onto established 
reserv~tions at Yakima, Nisqually, Puyallup, Chehalis, and 
Quinault, where they became socially identified as part of 
the reservation tribes) counterbalanced the natural 
population increase (see Historical Technical Report to this 
proposed findings for details of the demographic 
develo~'ment) . 

ThoU9h the Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz were identified 
by non-Indian neighbors and BIA officials as separate bands 
with separate chiefs as late as 1878 (NARS, RG 75, M-234, 
Roll 918, get cite for pages), by 1919 BIA Special Agent 
Charles Roblin categorized families descended from both 
bands simply as "Cowlitz." Because of intermarriage since 
1870, 20th-century members of the petitioner have been able 
to shoN' both Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz ancestry. An 
excellent example was Mary (Yoke) Kiona. Members of the 
petiti~ner tend to classify her as having been Taitnapam 
because of the language she spoke (Beckham 1991, 34-35), but 
her mother, Lucy (Quil-a-nut), was a Lower Cowlitz woman 
from near Kelso at the mouth of the Cowlitz River. 

The merger of the linguistically and culturally distinct 
bands ~f the Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz that took place 
during the second half of the 19th century was not in any 
way co~trary to Federal Indian policy in the Pacific 
Northw,est during the period in which it was occurring. In 
most W,3.ys, it was a product of that policy. Many Federal 
reserv3.tions established in the region (Yakima, Tulalip, 
etc.) :ombined several distinct bands into what are now 
federally recognized Indian tribes. Had the Cowlitz Indians 
obtain,ed the treaty provisions they proposed at one point 
during the 1855 Chehalis River Treaty Council, they would 
have a9reed to become part of a combined reservation 
includLng the Cowlitz, Upper Cowlitz, Upper Chehalis, 
Satsop, and Mountain Indians (CIT Pet. Ex. A-930 -
A-93l, A-936), though they still drew the line at being 
amalg~nated with the Quinault. As Governor Isaac Stevens, 
in encouraging the delegates to accept any reservation 
place:m.~nt determined by the Federal Government, said to the 
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delegclt:s in response to the desire of each tribe to remain 
within its own traditional territory: 

I 'f/ant you to agree to a paper which will be good 
for you, and that the Great Father shall select 
this Country where twice as many used to live and 
",,'here all of you now shall. You say you speak 
di::ferent languages. We know it but I have told 
you how many children the Great Father has, and 
Indians speaking different languages are often 
plae,ed together (CIT Pet. A- 934) . 

Stevens referenced both Federal policy towards the Puget 
Sound Indians (CIT Pet. A-934, A-936) and that which had 
been pUJ~sued with the California Indians, according to which 
unrelated groups were involuntarily moved on to reserves 
(CIT Pet. A-935, A-938). 

Impact o:f the Fur Trade: Development of Metis Families. 

Ye~l, I am basically saying that those who 
dew::ended from the Cowlitz/French-Canadian 
marriages, make up, for the most part, the 
present-day Cowlitz Tribe" (Byrnes Affidavit 1989, 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-2366). 

Definitjj)n. For the purposes of this report, the word 
"metis" is defined as those descendants of French Canadian 
fur tradE~rs and American Indian women who existed in 
sufficie:nt numbers at a given time and place to form a 
society that was, to some extent, distinct from both parent 
societies--formally Roman Catholic in religion, and speaking 
both French and Indian languages. In the context of the 
Cowlitz, this metis society ·was centered at Cowlitz Prairie 
in the 19th and early 20th centuries. The majority of the 
male anCE!Sltors were former employees of the Hudson's Bay 
Company. 

DeveloRrrs!nt of Cowlitz Metis Families. In addition to the 
distinction between the Salish-speaking Lower Cowlitz and 
the Sahaptin-speaking Upper Cowlitz, the 19th century 
developmemt of the historical Cowlitz tribe was affected to 
a ver-./ si.gnificant degree by the presence of fur traders, 
who arrive,d in the. region between 1800 and 1820. About 
1820, Simon Plamondon, Sr., a French-Canadian employee of 
the North West Company, married Thas-e-muth, a daughter of 
the Lower Cowlitz chief Scanewa (Plamondon 1953, 41), who 
was known. according to family tradition by the Europeanized 
name Veronica (Roblin Enrollment Applications, ·Statement of 
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John Baptiste Plamondon, CIT Pet. Ex. A-1663; Statement of 
Daniel A. Plamondon, CIT Pet. Suppl. Ex. A-3309). Veronica 
died rE~latively young, about 1827/1833. Scanewa was killed 
in a cO::1:Elict with the Clallam in 1828. However, Simon 
Plamoncion remained in the Cowlitz Valley. His four children 
by Scanewa's daughter were baptized by the Catholic 
missicnaries at various times between 1838 and 1843 (Warner 
and Munnick 1972, 19:B201, 20:B203, 71:B859, 74:B881), but 
the church records referred to the mother only as a "woman 
of the country, infidel" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 19:B201) 
and as a "Cowlitz woman, now dead" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 
71 :B859) . 

Non-Co\!litz Metis Families at Cowlitz Prairie. The Hudson's 
Bay C~~pany established a depot and farm at Cowlitz Landing 
in 1839 (Hajda 1990, 514). Numbers of HBC French-Canadian 
servants retired there, in due time becoming naturalized 
American citizens and receiving Washington Territory 
donation land claims (NARS M-815, Oregon and Washington 
Donation Land Files 1851-1903. Rolls 93-108, Washington 
Territory). Several of these men married Cowlitz women and 
establ:.shed families. 10 Others of the fur trade employees 
brought with them, when they settled along the Cowlitz 
River, Indian wives from a wide variety of Canadian, eastern 
Washin~rt':)n, other western Washington, and Oregon tribes 
(Pollal~d 1982, 121, 128) (see the more detailed discussion 
below :.n this report). 

By the time that BIA Special Agent Charles Roblin completed 
his 19:.9 listing of unenrolled Indians (Roblin 1919a), the 
Roblin Roll, he categorized numerous persons from this 
Cowlit:~ Prairie settlement as "Cowlitz Indians," even when 
they tll<::msel ves, in their affidavits (Roblin Enrollment 
Applications), specifically described their actual, non­
Cowlit:~, tribal ancestry (Roblin 1919b). The petitioner, 
the Cml11itz Indian Tribe, contains some member families 
which trace ancestry only into these "associated" families. 
The i~)act of this association on the petitioner's 
memberBhip structure is analyzed below. 

Metis ~2.pciety. During the 19th century and the first 
quarter of the 20th century, the Cowlitz metis and Cowlitz-

1(1 FClr example, Louis Leclerc m. 1843, Susanne Cowlitz (Warner and 
Munnick 1972, 76:MS) i Louis Ledoux m. 1843, Marguerite Cowlitz (Warner 
and Munr..ick 1972, 76 :M6) . 
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associated metis families married mainly among one 
another 11 or with pioneer families of non-French-Canadian 
European ancestry,12 but some married back into full-blood 
Cowlitz families. An excellent example of "all of the 
above" marriage practices among the metis families is found 
in the 1918 Roblin Enrollment applications filed by the 
daughters of Angelique (Plamondon) Gill. Annie Gill­
Sullivan-Julius stated that she was 1/8 Indian; her mother, 
Angelique Plamondon was 1/4 Indian [Cree, associated metis] , 
a dau9tt:er of Simon Plamondon and Emilie Finlay. Annie 
Gill's father, Simon Gill, was white [French-Canadian]; her 
first tusband, Mike Sullivan, was white [Irish]; her second 
husband., James Julius, was 1/2 Chinook [and, though she did 
not say so, he was the widower of Susan Quatanna, a full­
blood Cowlitz woman whose first husband had been French­
Canadian] (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3277). Lucy Gill-Lozier­
McKinney stated that her first husband, Adolph Lozier, was a 
mixed-blood Indian allotted on Yakima; her second husband 
was white (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3294). 

The metis families maintained a certain continuing level of 
identification as Cowlitz. Of the 23 "undersigned citizens 
residirg in the Valley of the Cowlitz River" who in January 
1878 signed one petition to the BIA because they had heard: 

tr.at their is Some Talk of the Government Removing 
tr~ Indians residing in Said Valley to Some 
reservation and knowing Said Indians to be 
Pe~aceable and well disposed and Generally usefull 
to the whites Settlers as Laborers Respecfully 
Pe,t:ition and ask that they be Permitted to Remain 

11 'I'his sometimes invol ved extensive cousin marriage. Jane Gill, 
granddiaughter of Simon Plamondon Sr. and Emilie Finlay, was married 
first to her 1/2 first cousin Peter St. Germain, and second to another 
1/2 first cousin, Simon A. Plamondon. Her two husbands were full first 
cousin:9 (Roblin Enrollment Applications, CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3325). 

:Sim.ilarly, John St. Germain, son of Joseph St. Germain and Marie 
Anne Plamondon (a daughter of Simon Plamondon and Veronica), married in 
1882, Cowlitz Prairie, WA, Louise "Laloot" Plamondon, daughter of Daniel 
Moise/l~ose Plamondon (a son of Simon Plamondon, Sr. and Emilie Finlay) 
and of Elizabeth Jarvis, Umatilla. 

12 Since the records of the St. Francois Xavier mission at Cowlitz 
Prairi,e for the period 1844-1902 burned, it is necessary to rely upon 
public vi t.al records and BIA records for the marriages, and census 
record;s for the births. While these are useful, they do not give the 
extensive insight into interaction that is provided by the sacramental 
records that include sponsors and witnesses. 
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where they are undisturbed (NARS M-234 Roll 919, 
105) , 

at least 11 were either married to Cowlitz women or were 
themselves metis. 13 Cowlitz metis children were often sent 
to EIA schools such as Chemawa (NARS Seattle. RG 75. 
Records of Chemawa Indian School) . 

Anothe!:' aspect of the "metis" issue in analyzing the 
petitiJner's membership through time is that until the 
constitutional changes in 1974, many Cowlitz metis families 
that h~d continued to live in Lewis and Cowlitz Counties, 
Washin3ton, remained consistently active in the Cowlitz 
tribal organization, even when their genealogical tie to the 
tribe =ame through a remote ancestress and all subsequent 
marria3es in their family lines had been to non-Indians. 
When the requirement for 1/16 Cowlitz blood quantum was 
adoptej in 1974 and subsequently enforced in practice, the 
struc:t.ue of Cowlitz membership changed significantly (~ 
discussion below) . Several locally resident Lewis County, 
Washin3ton, and Cowlitz County, Washington, family lines 
that h~d heretofore been active in the affairs of the 
Cowlitz organization were no longer eligible for voting 
membe~rship. The post-1974 Cowlitz membership lists differ 
dramatically from the 1968 and prior lists not only because 
of the exclusion of the "Yakima Cowlitz" families by 
forbi.dding dual enrollment, but also because of the removal 
of many metis family lines from voting membership. 

Ties t,::> the Yakima Indian Reservation. It was mainly 
througn the Lewis River Klickitats and the "Cowlitz 
Klickitats," that the historical Cowlitz tribe maintained 
close~ '3enealogical ties to many persons who received 
allotm~nts on the Yakima Indian Reservation, east of the 
Cascad~ mountai,n range, during the period 1892-1914. 14 

13 The signers were William Pumphrey, Gas Clookie [Auguste 
Cloquet]" Robert Stead, James Lorma, Edward Cottinoir, David Cottinoir, 
Basil Bm:'cier, Simon Gill, John H. Pumphrey, Frank M. Pumphrey, B. S. 
Plamondon, James Wilson, L. D. Dubeau, J. B. Plomondon, James McDonald, 
William GI"iffin, Christian Reitzig, J. Barton, Chas. L. Reed, S. W. 
Parsons, Jim Julious, John C. Cantwell, and William Whittle (NARS M-234 
Roll SIl~'" 105-106). 

14 These ties, in fact, existed much earlier, and may have 
included t:he Lower Cowlitz families as well as the Taicinapam. In the 
pre-treat:}' period, the high-status families of the southwestern 
Washingt:c)f.l area established intermarriage networks equivalent to those 
of Europt!an royal families. 
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However, Lower Cowlitz families such as the Iyalls and 
Wannassays also, through intermarriage with Klickitat and 
Yakima 'domen, qualified for and received allotments on 
Yakima: numerous members of such families enrolled there. 

In 1946, eligibility for enrollment in the Yakima Nation was 
determiw:d by Federal statute (60 Stat. 933, pp. 968-969, 
August ~~/ 1946). By virtue of this act, a number of Cowlitz 
familieEl that had been allotted on Yakima were no longer 
eligiblE~ for enrollment there, as they did not descend from 
the 14 bands originally combined on the Yakima Reservation 
(the ConfE:derated Tribes and Bands of the Yakima Indian 
Nation 'I,hich was a party to the Yakima treaty of 1855, 12 
Stat. 9:;1).15 Other Cowlitz families / such as Iyall and 
Wannassay, ended up split, with the older members enrolled 
at Yakin~ under a grandfather clause, but younger siblings 
born aftE:r the date of approval of the Act no longer 
eligiblE~ for enrollment there. 

Since thE~ ICC judgment award and the resulting membership 
eligibility changes instituted by the Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
in its 1.974 constitutional revision, a complex and often 
antagoni.stic relationship has developed between the 
petitionE:!r and the "Yakima Cowlitz" descended from the Lewis 
River CO\IJlitz and Upper and Lower Cowlitz families allotted 
on Yakin~. For additional details on these developments, 
see the constitutional discussion below and the Historical 

The family tree submitted by the Iyall family showed Iyall Wahawa 
as the descendant of Scanewa, the Cowlitz chief who died in ~828, by a 
Yakima wiEe. (Scanewa is said to have had seven wives, another of whom 
has been i.dentified as Haida.) Iyall Wahawa, in turn, married Margaret 
Powety, w::l·o was identified as "Nisqually." Margaret's mother, however, 
was shmm. OIl the Iyall family tree as the daughter of a Nisqually father 
and of Cl Yakima mother: through her mother, Margaret (Powety) Iyall was 
describE!d al~ a first cousin of the Yakima war chief, Kamiakin. 

15 The treaty listed: Yakima [Yakama], Palouse, Pisquouse, 
Wenatshclp.:l1Ill .. Klickatat, Kinquit (Klinquit] / Kow-was-say-ee [Know Was­
say-eel I' ::..i··ay-was, Wish-ham [or Wishram], Skyuks (Shyiks], Oche-chotes, 
Kah-milt-p.ay [Kah-milt-pah), Se-op-cat [Se-ap-cat), and Skin-pah. The 
U.S. v. W.!..shington report identified these by modern names as: (1) 
Salish-sp,!.aking, Chelan, Entiat, Wenatchee, and Columbia; (2) Sahaptin­
speakin9 :Uttitas, Yakima, Klickitat, Wanapam, Palus/Palouse, and Skeen; 
(3) Chinol)kclIl- speaking, wishram, totalling approximately 5,000 Indians 
(BAR File:3) . 

In 1.9!50, Darrell Fleming of the Yakima Indian Agency stated that 
in the course of the enrollment work resulting from the 1946 Act, none 
of the applicants claimed to be descended from the Pisquouse, Klinquit, 
Kaw-was--sily··ee, Ki-ay-was, Shyiks, Ochi-chotes, Kah-milt-pah, or Se-ap­
cat bands (Fleming to COlA, February 28, 1950, 1). 

14 

United States Department of the Interior. Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 391 of 555 



GenealogL,:al Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

Technical Report to this proposed finding. The "Yakima 
Cowlitz" are not part of the CIT membership evaluated for 
purposes of this petition. 

Ties to the Quinault Indian Reservation. During the 19th 
century, the Lower Cowlitz also interacted extensively with 
several of the Salish tribes to the west (Chehalis, 
Nisqually, Puyallup, etc.). In the early 20th century, 
several peripheral Lower Cowlitz families received 
allotments on the Quinault Reservation (Roblin 1919c). In 
the :930's, as the result of an eligibility decision 
rendered by the u.s. Supreme Court on June 1, 1931, in 
Halbert_et al v. The United States, 16 several current CIT 
fami:ies were allotted on Quinault (Roblin to COlA, 
6/16/1932; CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2289), although they were not 
eligible for enrollment with the Quinault Tribe (see the 
Histori:al Technical Report and Anthropological Technical 
report. to this proposed finding for details). Consequently, 
several current members of the CIT have been active in the 
Quinault Allottees Association, although they are not 
enrolled in the Quinault Tribe. Some Cowlitz descendants 
did enr'Jll at Quinault (1932 Annual Statistical Report 
Quinaielt Reservation, CIT Pet. Ex. A-467; Quinaielt Legal 
Voters, 1935 Census; CIT Pet. A-1459 - A-1473), but these 
familie,3 are not now CIT members. 

GOVERNING DOCUMENTS 

Current governing document. The Cowlitz Indian Tribe is 
curren.tly governed by a constitution revised in 1993 (CIT 
Pet. Suppl. Ex. A-2662 - A-2669). The General Councip7 
adopted the revisions on June 5, 1993, at the Annual 
Meeting. A copy of the constitution as revised in 1993 was 
submitted to the BIA as part of the supplement to the 
cowlitz petition for Federal acknowledgment. The current 
constitution is supplemented by the "By-Laws of the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribe." A copy of these by-laws, with revisions 
enacted by the General Council on June 5, 1993, was 
submitted to the BIA as part of the supplement to the 

16 Se!e the Historical Technical Report to this proposed finding 
for a dletailed discussion of this case. 

17 The General Council consists of all duly enrolled members of 
the Cowlitz Indian Tribe, Article III, Section 2 (A-2664). Voting 
membership I::onsists of "all enrolled members of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
at leaslc ei9hteen (18) years of age who are of one-sixteenth (1/16) or 
more bloo:i degree and who hold a green membership card," Article V, 
Section 1 (A-2664). 
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Cowlitz petition for Federal acknowledgment (CIT Pet. Suppl. 
A-2670-:2676) . 

Adoption of the 1993 Constitution. In 1993, the CIT 
proposed revisions to the 1974 constitution, particularly as 
they applied to the "1/16 Cowlitz blood quantum" membership 
requirement, but after extensive discussion, no changes were 
made to the 1/16 requirement (see extensive discussion below 
in the :;ection on current membership criteria). This issue 
had be:en under consideration for quite some time. At the 
Octobe:r 19, 1991, meeting of the Tribal Council,l8 there 
was ext/:msive discussion of the situation at the time the 
1/16 requirement was originally adopted: it was moved and 
carrie:d that a "proposed amendment to change blood quantum 
requir'ement be presented to the General Council" (CIT Pet. 
Suppl. A·· 2593) . 

This mO':ion was extended at the Tribal Council meeting of 
January 11, 1992, to "clarification of the tribal 
Constit11tion" (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2613). It was moved and 
carrie:d that a committee of seven persons be established "to 
propose changes or amendments to the Constitution and By­
Laws" .(CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2613). The Tribal Council elected 
this committee from among its own members (CIT Pet. Suppl. 
A-2614-2615). At the Tribal Council meeting on August 15, 
1992, i': was mentioned that, "the finalized draft with 
suggest,=d revisions will be completed to present to the 
Genera.l Council in November" (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2639) On 
October 24, 1992, 

Ge:1eral Council Chairperson [sic, actually Vice­
Chairman] Marsha Williams next gave her report. 
In relation to the Cowlitz Constitution rev1sions 
th.:it were proposed in June, she expects General 
CO~lncil action to implement the changes at the 
Nmrember meeting. She requested that any other 
ch.:inges be brought to her attention prior to that 
time for inclusion in the final draft. She asked 
fo:r and obtained input as to how to best present 
th~ changes to the general body (CIT Pet. Suppl. 
)\.- ,2 642) . 

The pe:titioner submitted, together with the 1994 supplement, 
copies /)f the minutes of most Tribal Council and General 
Council meetings from 1987 through August 7, 1993 (CIT Pet. 

18 See be:.c)w for a discussion of the functions of the Tribal Council 
vis-a-vis the Gemeral Council. 
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Suppl. A-2501-2660). Specifically, these included the 
minuces of the June 5, 1993, General Council meeting at 
which the constitutional revisions were adopted (CIT Pet. 
Suppl. A-2651-2654). According to the minutes of the June 
5, 1393, General Council meeting, the 1974 constitution and 
1974 by-laws and the proposed changes had been presented to 
the membership at the June 1992 General Council meeting 
(minutee. not contained in the supplement), at a November 
1992 meeting (minutes not contained in the supplement), and 
had been reviewed in the tribal newsletter. They were 
reviewed orally at the June 5, 1993, General Council 
meeting. Although "some of those in attendance expressed 
conceJ:-n a.t having so little time to study the document," a 
motion to take the ballot passed by a vote of 55 aye, 12 
nay. The revisions themselves were adopted by a hand vote 
of 55 aye, 8 nay (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2653). A description of 
the current constitution, as revised in 1993, follows. 

Content§ of the 1993 Constitution. The 1993 constitution 
and by-laws describe how CIT governs its affairs and its 
members. They contain primarily conventional constitutional 
provisi=ns, in that they specify the constitutional offices, 
qualifi::::ations for office, terms of office holding, election 
procedures, etc. 

Article I: Name and Jurisdiction defines the name of the 
petitioner as the Cowlitz Indian Tribe (it has previously 
been, on legal documents, the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians). It 
generally claims "maximum jurisdiction possible under tribal 
and FE~ct.~ral law" over their aboriginal lands and natural 
resourc,~s therein, fishing rights, etc. Specifically, it 
states :hat the Cowlitz Indian Tribe "shall have 
j urisdil:tion over land designated by the Indian Claims 
Commiss.ion as the Cowlitz ab6riginal lands in claims docket 
218" (C[T Pet. Suppl. Ex. A-2263). 

For Article II. Membership, see the detailed discussion of 
provisions below in the section on membership criteria. 

Article III establishes the General Council; Article IV the 
Tribal Council. Electoral qualifications and election 
procedu::-e are defined by Article V. Article VI covers 
vacanci!~s and recall; Article VII establishes a referendum 
proceduJ:-,e . 

Article VIII: Powers of the Cowlitz Tribal Council 
specifies that, "subject to all applicable laws of the 
United :,tates and this constitution," the Cowlitz Tribal 
Council shall conduct the business of the tribe; purchase, 
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buy and accept any land or other property for the tribe with 
final approval of the general membership; take and accept 
land in trust; negotiate and communicate with the Federal, 
state, ()r local governments and their agencies; administer 
funds 0::- property held by the tribe and make expenditures 
for pub:Lic purposes; administer charity; manage all economic 
affairs of the tribe consistent with the constitution and 
articles of incorporation; charter or authorize tribal 
corporations, etc; employ or appoint legal counsel, etc. It 
may also exercise powers delegated to it by the General 
Council: any powers not expressly referred to are reserved 
by the Cowlitz Indian Tribe. 

Article IX is a Bill of Rights; Article X covers amendment 
procedure (see detailed discussion below); Article XI 
reserveB inherent powers to the Cowlitz Indian people; 
Article XII provides for the enact ion and revision of by­
laws. hccording to Article XII, Section 3, proposed by-law 
revisions must be submitted to the General council at a 
regularJ.y scheduled meeting and voted on at the following 
regularly scheduled meeting. These also require approval by 
a 2/3 majority vote of the voters casting ballots, with at 
least SCI E~ligible voting members participating in the 
election (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2669). 

Current amendment procedure. The revised 1993 constitution, 
Article X. provides for an amendment procedure: 

(a) The Tribal Council may by a majority vote 
sut~it a proposed constitutional amendment or 
revision to the General Council for approval. 
(b) Any proposed constitutional amendments or 
n:!visions must be submitted to the General Council 
at a regularly scheduled meeting and voted on at 
the following regularly scheduled meeting. 
(e) The eligible voters of the Tribe must approve 
the constitutional amendment by a two-thirds (2/3) 
vote of the voters casting ballots. At least 
fifty (SO) eligible voting members of the Tribe 
must participate in the election (CIT Pet. Suppl. 
A-26E;9) . 

Former Gc)verning Documents. The 1993 CIT constitution was 
an outgrowth of several prior constitutional documents. 
These are discussed below in reverse chronological order, 
beginning with the most recent. 

1974 Con§titution. The 1993 revised Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
constitution is based on the constitution which was adopted 
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on NovEmber 2, 1974 (CIT Pet. 1030; CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2669). 
The 1974 constitution was passed at a general membership 
meeting by a vote of 47 yes and 3 no votes (CIT Pet. Suppl. 
A-266:2 .' A-2669), and was accompanied by a set of by-laws 
(CIT Pet. A-I031 - A-I036). Copies of the 1974 constitution 
and bylaws were submitted to the BIA as part of the Cowlitz 
peti~icn for Federal acknowledgment in 1983 and 1987 (CIT 
Pet. A-1023 - A-I036) . 

The 1974 constitution (CIT Pet. A-I023 - A-I030) established 
an lS-person Tribal Council as the governing body, headed by 
the Chairman. It contained a preamble, the section on 
membership, a section defining the Tribal Council and 
officers, and sections on elections, vacancies and recall, 
referendum, powers of the tribal council, and "ordinances, 
resolutions, and rules." There was a Bill of Rights 
(Article VIII), followed by sections on amendments, inherent 
powers, and by-laws. 

1950 Constitution. The 1974 constitution, in turn, was a 
revision of a prior constitution that had been adopted in 
1950. On May 13, 1950, the "Cowlitz Tribe of Indians' held 
a "reorganization meeting" at the Cowlitz Prairie Grange 
Hall. On one called vote, there were 34 aye and 39 nay 
votes, g'i ving a minimum number of 73 persons for adult 
attendees (CIT Pet. A-1146). 

According to the minutes of the May 13, 1950, meeting, in 
addition to setting up a dues schedule and requesting that 
in order to bring the enrollment up to date, all names, 
ages, and ancestors were to be sent to the tribal secretary, 
"a motion was made and seconded that the officers be -
authorized to draw up the constitution and a meeting later 
to' pass on constitution. Seconded-by Brooling. Motion 
carried" (CIT Pet. A-1147). The petition contains copies of 
the minutes of both meetings at which the 1950 constitution 
was dis:ussed and approved (CIT Pet. A-1146 - A-1149). 

On July 1, 1950, the Cowlitz met again at the Cowlitz 
Prairie Grange Hall. The constitution and by-laws were read 
by Manu~l L. Forrest, President. Provisions included that 
the officers were to be the President, Vice President, and 
Secretary-Treasurer; these, together with a member chosen by 
the trLJe, would constitute an Executive Committee. It 
prescri:Jed the date and place of annual meetings, set a 
quorum Eor the transaction of business, and provided for 
election and amendment procedures (CIT Pet. A-101S - A-
1022) . 
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Minutes of the July 1 meeting at which the 1950 constitution 
was adopted indicate that several amendments were offered 
from the floor, including one to combine the offices of 
secretary and treasurer (carried) and another to elect a 
member from the floor to fill the vacancy on the Executive 
Committe,= that would be left by the combination (carried). 
An "Obit:uary Committee" was added to the list of committees. 
The amended constitution and by-laws were adopted 
unanimously (CIT Pet. A-1148). 

In 1973, a BIA officer wrote: 

There is also a tribal Coun9il [sic] with 14 
meriliers not provided for in the constitution. The 
council shares the responsibility with the 
EXE!cl.ltive committee [sic] in handling tribal 
business and making various proposals for 
consideration. It is possible that the 
constitution may have been amended to provide for 
these changes in the governing body but there is 
no record of it (Irene I. Day, Western Washington 
Agemcy Acting Superintendent, to the Area 
DirE=ctor, Portland Area Office, 10/2/1973). 

Pre-195C~ constitution. The 1950 stated that, "This 
Constitution and By Laws shall supersede and replace the 
Constitution and By Laws heretofore governing the Cowlitz 
Tribe of' Indians" (CIT Pet. A-1022). This statement 
indicate~s that there were prior written governing documents. 
However, none were submitted with the petition. 

Membership Criteria 

Former lI~embership cri taria. Specific membership 
requirerr~nts were not spelled out in written documents prior 
to the adoption of the 1974 constitution. However, from the 
beginnin9 of the formal tribal organization with elected 
officers, the Cowlitz realized the importance of determining 
membership and appointed "recognition" committees to oversee 
enrollment. For example, in 1915, Sam Williams of The 
Dailes, Oregon; Charles Pete of Castle Rock, Washington, 
Mrs. Mary Longfred of Roy, washington, Mrs. Annie Hiten of 
Tenino, ~1ashington; and Mrs. Frances Northover of Wapato, 
washin9tcm, were named as "a committee whose business it 
will be to make up a certified and absolutely accurate roll 
of all of the surviving members of the Cowlitz tribe 
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(CheLlalis Bee-Nugget, Chehalis, Washington, September 17, 
191=,; CIT Pet. A-847) 19 

In 1913, there was not unanimous agreement as to the 
identi':y of "all surviving members of the Cowlitz tribe." 
Evelyn Byrnes, a member of the petitioning group who 
forme~rLy served as tribal secretary, stated that about that 
year S:1e had attended a Cowlitz meeting in Olequa, 
Washiw;ton, with her parents. She stated that it had been 
held i;1 George Bertrand's store. In an interview with an 
anthropologist during the 1980's, she recalled: 

T:1e first meeting I ever went to I was about six 
~~ars old and that was the first meeting they had 
on the Cowlitz Tribe. It was a knock-down-and­
d:~ag-out I will tell you. They fought about who 
~iS Cowlitz and who wasn't. They were all Cowlitz 
that were there. Some didn't want the others in 
there. That's because they all lived in that 
a:~ea: Cottonwares, Bouchards, Petersons, 
Plamondons, Charlie Plamondon, Catlins, Petes, St. 
Gf:rmaine, Bertrand (quoted in: Fitzpatrick 1986, 
613, without source citation) . 

In her 1986 doctoral dissertation, Darlene Fitzpatrick 
commented that Byrnes had: 

l!J To the honorable Cato Seills, commissioner of 
Indian affairs Washington. Dear Sir. We are 
Members of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians and 
committee of the Low Cowlitz Indian our delegate 
is Frank Iyall is in Washington D.C. again for 
our Claim. Executive Committee Cha~lie Peter, 
Sam Wallison, Mrs. Joe Northover, Mrs. Annie 
Hayton, Mrs. Mary Longfred. We are the 
Committee of the low Cowlitz of Indians. We are 
the oldest full blood Indian and we are only 
received the membership of the Cowlitz Indian we 
Take in only this People we know there farther 
and Grand farther and there morther 
Grandmorther. The silver Creek Indian up the 
Cowlitz River the ta1tse Ineffrenee [?] and low 
Cowlitz Indian. Just inform you that we has 
received the member of the Cowlitz Indians the 
father or morther or Grand morther belong to the 
low Cowlitz Indian. Hoping to hear soon I am 
your friend 
Mary Longfred (Mary Longfred to COlA, received 
January 25, 1917; 8387, 1917, CUshman, File No. 
260; Nisqually Response to Steilacoom Petition) . 

21 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 398 of 555 



Genealogica,l Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

mentioned, in her remarks, only Lower Cowlitz 
families of mixed blood. No mention is made of 
families such as lyall, Kalama, Kiona, Ike or 
Wan:1assee who are Upper Cowlitz and except for 
Kalama and Ike are Yakima enrolled. These are 
rivals or opposed groups in the matter of being 
Cowlitz as will be shown to be the case throughout 
this dissertation (Fitzpatrick 1986, 68). 

Fitzpatrick's commentary was not strictly accurate. The 
Iyall an~ Wannassee families were, in part, enrolled at 
Yakima. However, their lineage was Lower Cowlitz. The 
Kiona fall,ily was mixed Upper Cowlitz and Lower Cowlitz. The 
Kalama family was not Cowlitz at all, but Nisqually with 
some Cowlitz in-laws and step-relations. 

Every fanily line listed by Byrnes in the above recollection 
still is represented in the petitioner's current membership .. 
All represented Cowlitz metis families. By contrast, most 
of the members appointed to the 1915 "recognition committee" 
were Cowlitz Indian descendants who were enrolled on Federal 
reservations (usually by virtue of having married Indians 
who were members of those reservations). Williams was at 
Warm Springs, 20 Hiten at Puyallup (BIA Census Rolls, NARS 
M-595, R~ll 407, 1888, No. 334 [Hyton)) ,21 Longfred at 
Nisqually' (BlA Census Rolls, NARS M-595, Roll 93, 1912, No. 
28) ,22 and Northover at Yakima (BIA Census Rolls, NARS M-
595, Roll 672, 1898, No. 1042-1047) .23 Of the 1915 
"recognition committee ll members, only Charles Pete was 
ordinarily identified as a IICowlitz Indian, 11 and only 

20 #'/3. SW-NW Eo Lot 4, Sec 4, Twp 3N, Range 10E, 79 30/100 A. 
Samuel Williams for minor Georgia Williams, age 11. Cowlitz. Allotted 
16 May 19N); patent 14 December 1908 (NARS Regional, Seattle, WA, RG 75, 
Box ~~3: Box 113. RG75. BlA Yakima. Vancouver Allotments 1893 -
6/19/10 (.~ilioxed). List of allottees of lands outside Yakima Res. but 
under Yakima. jurisdiction. Washington Territory, Vancouver Land 
Office) . 

a Hmr Quinault affidavit indicated that her parents were Cowlitz 
and she We,!1 born on Cowlitz Prairie in 1838; her husband was Puyallup, 
although. ClE!scribed as a "relative" of the Cowlitz chief Scanewa's son 
Tyee Dick. 

22 A descendant of a sister of the Cowlitz chief Scanewa, who 
prior to· lEI36 had married a Nisqually chief. 

23 SE~~ discussion below of the ancestry of the major IIYakima 
Cowlitz" fclmilies. Family tradition said that Northover's daughter 
Annie GUYE!t:te was a "cousin" of Sam Williams. 
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Charle13 Pete has descendants among the petitioner's current 
member13hip. This is in conformity with other data that the 
meml:en3hip of the modern crT descends from those Cowl i t z 
rndian13 who retused to go to reservations which had been set 
apart J:o:r- other tribes. 

On Febl~uary 20, 1922, Frank ryall, the delegate representing 
the Co\.l:itz attempt to get claims legislation in Washington, 
D.C. wrote to the Chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian 
AffairB that: 

the identity of the members of the Cowlitz tribe 
i"1 so definitely fixed that I feel justified in 
saying to you that our tribal council has a record 
which will give the names of at least 20 [?] of 
thE~ living Cowlitz Indians who are descendants of 
the members of the Cowlitz tribe with which 
Governor Isaac Stevens negotiated about the year 
H:~:;S. . at the present time there are, all 
told, probably from 800 to 1,000 members (Wilson 
PeLpers, BAR Files) . 

1950 cc~stitution. According to the 1950 constitution: 
"ArticlJLL 1. The membership shall consist solely of 
Cowlit2 Indians and their descendants" (CIT Pet., A-1018) 
Neithez' the 1950 constitution nor the 1950 by-laws specified 
how "Cclwlitz Indians and their descendants" were to be 
deteimined. On May 13, 1950, at a Cowlitz "reorganizational 
meetins'" at the Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall, a 
representative of the BlA's Hoquiam Agency talked about 
claims procedures: "In order to bring the enrollment up to 
date - all names are to be sent to the Secretary. Also send 
name of ancestors. Also ages" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1146, Minutes 
13 May 1950) . 

It is clE!ar from Cowlitz records that some formal enrollment 
procedures were followed. The minutes of the annual meeting 
held on May 13, 1952, read: 

N'cmi.nated from the floor to be a member of the 
recognition committee: Mr. C. C. Eynard,24 Frank 
Thomas,25 Mrs. Mary King,26 James McAllister, and 

r..adue/Cloquet family line. 

Thomas family line. 

?lamondon/Farron family line. 
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Agnes Dobbs. 27 Mrs. Mary King is to be the 
mE~m::ler from the floor. Mrs. Mary Eyle28 was the 
mem::ler appointed by the president (Tribal Minutes, 
May 13, 1950; CIT Pet. Ex. A-114B-1149). 

The minutes of Cowlitz Meeting, Saturday, June 5, 1954, at 
Cowlitz ~rairie Grange Hall, listed the Recognition 
Commi t te e as: Mary King, Vader, Washington i Joe Peter, 29 

Wapato,~ashingtoni and Frank Thomas, Oakville, Washington 
(BIA Portland, Meeting Minutes). Minutes of the June 2, 
1962, ann.ual meeting listed the Recognition Committee as: 
John Eyl e, 30 Norbert Bouchard, 3l Mayme Peterson, 32· and 
Delia Sc arborough33 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-lIB 9, Tribal Minutes) . 

1974 con§titution. The 1974 constitution, adopted after the 
ICC clains judgment award, was much more specific on the 
topic of membership qualifications: 

ARTICLE II - MEMBERSHIP 

SECTION 1. Membership in the Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
shall be open to the following persons provided 
they do not denounce [sic] such membership or hold 
membership in another tribe except as provided for 
under the provision for honorary membership: 

(1) All children born to any member of the 
tribe and who are one-sixteenth (1/16) degree or 
more of Cowlitz Indian blood. 

(b) Corrections may be made in the tribal 
mE~mbership roll by the tribal council. 

27 PlcllTlondon/St. Germain family line. 

21 NE!E~ Thomas family line; married Eyle family line. Newspaper 
coverage d' the meeting stated, "The oldest living member of the tribe, 
Mrs. Mary E:yle, of Oakville who is 100 years old, was honored as 'tribe 
mother' at the meeting. She is a member of the group's recognition 
committee" (Wannassay Papers 1950). 

29 "Cclptain Peter" family line. 

30 Eyle and Thomas family lines. 

31 P 1 clmondon/ Farron family line. 

32 P 1 cllTlondon/ Finlay family line. 

33 PlmTlondon/St. Germain family line. 
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(c) Only spouses of tribal members shall be 
eligible for honorary membership but honorary 
members cannot hold tribal office or vote (CIT 
Pet. A -1024) .34 

The implementing by-laws for the membership provisions in 
the 1.974 constitution were quite elaborate: 

TITLE I - MEMBERSHIP 

S:~CTION 1. The Cowlitz Tribal Council shall set 
u:? a tribal membership committee to review and 
e"J'aluate applications for membership in the 
O)wlitz Indian Tribe. 

(a) The tribal chairman shall appoint, with 
the approval of the tribal council, a chairman of 
the tribal membership committee. 

(b) The Chairman of the tribal membership 
committee shall appoint twenty-one (21) tribal 
ml:mbers to the tribal membership committee. 

(c) The tribal membership committee shall 
nl:ed a. quorum of ten (10) members to conduct 
committee business. 
Sl~CTION 2. All determinations and decisions of 
th,e tribal membership committee shall be made by a 
majority vote of committee members voting. 
SI~CTION 3. All determinations and decisions of 
th,e tribal membership committee are subj ect to 
review by the tribal council. 
SI~CTION 4. The Cowlitz Tribal Council shall have 
th,= sole power to vest tribal membership by a 
majority vote of tribal council [capitalization 
s:J~] membe.rs voting. 
SECTION 5. The Cowlitz Tribal Council may deprive 
any person of tribal membership if they fail to 
meet the constitutional requirements. 

H On January 23, 1993, the Tribal Council discussed the 
possibility of bestowing honorary membership on Dr. Mike Roe to express 
"appreciation for his numerous voluntary hours of service to the Tribe" 
(Cowlitz Pet. Suppl. A-2649). The minutes gave no indication that this 
limitation on honorary membership in the then-effective constitution was 
taken into consideration during the discussion. 
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TITLE II - HONORARY MEMBERSHIP 

~EC~r:rON 1. The tribal membership committee shall 
recf=i ve all applications for hc;morary membership 
in the Cowlitz Indian Tribe. 
~EC~r:rON 2. Only the tribal council may vest 
honorary membership in a person by a majority vote 
of '::.he tribal council members voting (CIT Pet., A-
10]1) . 

The mention of "complimentary membership" in the tribal 
minutes of June 2, 1984, was apparently equivalent to the 
"honorary" membership described in the constitution, 
although the term "complimentary" could be interpreted to 
mean non-dues-paying membership (Tribal Minutes, June 2, 
1984: CIT Pet. Ex. A-1941). 

The minutes of the "Cowlitz Tribal Council & Cowlitz 
Enrollment Committee" of March 23, 1974 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1880 
- A-1890) showed that at that juncture, the CTI was paying 
close attention to membership eligibility. Mary Cloquet 
reported that 532 enrollment applications has been sent out; 
33 had bleen returned as undeliverable, and 250 were awaiting 
action :CIT Pet. Ex. A-1884). Action was taken as follows: 
Accepted, 112; Accepted, but More Information Needed, 4; 
Rejected, 15; More Information Needed, 56; No Answer on 
Tape, 2. However, the majority of the council minutes for 
the 1970's contained no votes on accepting members. A vote 
was take:n on February 2, 1980, accepting six persons (Tribal 
Council Minutes, CIT Pet. Ex. A-1930); on February 8, 1981, 
nine aPI)licants were accepted (Tribal Council Minutes, CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-1933). The minutes for the General Council 
meeting o:f June 5, 1982, noted that 28 new members had been 
enrollee! since the last general meeting (General Council 
Minutes,CIT Pet. Ex. A-1934). The Tribal Council Minutes 
of June .2, 1984, accepted eight new members and 14 
"complin,entary" members: one person was to be contacted for 
more information (Tribal Council Minutes, CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1941). Among the committees of the tribal council listed on 
August 10, 1984, were "Membership Application Committee," 
which co:nsisted of Jim Holycross and Lenore Monohon (CIT 
Pet. Ex, A-1939). 

Current Membership Criteria. 

Constitl[tional provisions. The Cowlitz Indian Tribe's 
current fc)rmal membership criteria, as stated in Article II 
of the 1974 revised constitution, comprise the following 
requirem,ents: 
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~~hTION ~ Membership in the Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
s~all be open to the following persons provided 
t1ey do not denounce [sic] such membership or hold 
m,=mbership in another tribe except as provided for 
u:1der the provision for honorary membership. 
(a) Individuals who can verify that they are one­
sixteenth (1/16) degree or more of Cowlitz Indian 
blood shall be granted a green card with full 
voting privileges and the right to share in the 
land claim judgement [sic] fund under Docket 218. 
(})) Individuals who can verify that they have 
S(J:ne degree of Cowlitz Blood, but who are less 
than one-sixteenth (1/16) degree of Cowlitz blood 
shall be granted a red card35 designating non­
voting privileges. They shall not share directly 
in the land claim judgement fund distribution 
under Docket 218. 
(e) Corrections may be made in the tribal 
membership roll by the Tribal Council. 
Incli viduals who are found to be enrolled in 
anClther tribe as well as the Cowlitz Tribe will be 
given the opportunity to choose between the two 
mE~rnberships . 
(el) Honorary membership in the Cowlitz Tribe may 
bE~ 9ranted by the General Council, but honorary 
111E~mbers cannot hold tribal office, vote or receive 
lc.ncl. claim judgement [sic) funds except through 
irberitance or probate. 
(el The holding of any elected position with the 
Cc,~d.itz Indian Tribe shall be reserved to those 
lTlembers of one-sixteenth (1/16) or more degree of 
Ccwlitz blood (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2663 - A-26641. 

Implernerlting by-laws. Implementation procedures for the 
membe;~shi.p criteria in the 1993 Cowlitz Indian Tribe 
constitution are contained in TITLE I, Membership (CIT Pet. 

35 The petition provided no count of red card holders as of 1994. 
However, tribal minutes from 1987 through 1993 indicated the following 
breakdo~l of persons whose names were submitted by the membership 
committel! : 

1/8 or m()J~e 3631 
3/32 
1/16 40 

79 applicants qualified for voting membership 

3/64 61 
1/32 47 67 applicants not qualified for voting membership 
1/64 15 
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Suppl. A-2670). For a discussion of these provisions, see 
below in the section on enrollment procedures. 

Adoptioll. The Cowlitz Indian Tribe's current constitution 
makes no provision for the adoption of members, whether 
adults or children. Analysis of the 1994 membership list 
indicates that the petitioner does not currently have any 
adopted members. Therefore, the issue of adoption of 
members into the tribe is not a concern in the analysis of 
this petition. 

Enrollmlmt process. 

Application forms. Since the late 1960's, at least, the 
Cowlitz Indian Tribe has required that applicants for 
membership complete a formal application. This form is 
normally completed by the applicant, or parent in the case 
of minor children. Some of the earlier applications still 
on file (which were completed in the 1960's and 1970's) 
indicate that in some cases, one family member completed 
most of the forms for an entire extended family. 

Each application form is accompanied by an ancestry chart 
(see be:.ow for a more detailed discussion). The application 
form mUB't be completed and submitted before the potential 
member :.:3 considered by the enrollment committee and acted 
upon by the tribal council. According to the tribal 
genealogist, the applications are usually filled out at home 
and mai:.ed in. Sometimes applicants come to the tribal 
office and fill the form out on the spot. 

Copies o:E the application forms and ancestry charts for 
nearly all of the petitioner's members were submitted to the 
BIA as exhibits to the petition for Federal acknowledgment. 
The misEling forms were identified by the BIA researcher 
while preparing the historical membership data base. The 
Cowlitz tribal office then supplied copies of these in July 
1995 in order to complete the documentation. 

Applicat~ion of formal membership criteria in practice. 
During t.he field visit by the BIA researcher to the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribe's office in Longview, Washington, there was 
extensi\'e consultation with the tribal genealogist and the 
office manager about the procedures in use for applying the 
petitioner's official membership criteria in the case of new 
applicarlts for membership. The membership requirements 
contained in the constitution are, in fact, enforced. The 
proceduI'E~s used for enforcing them are simultaneously (1) 
usually and ordinarily very informal, and (2) usually 
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effectLve in spite of their informality. The BIA researcher 
found ':hat the conclusions reached by the enrollment 
commi t~:ee were usually accurate and matched the BIA review 
of sa.mple cases. 

In the case of applications that cannot be evaluated 
informally, the Cowlitz Indian Tribe does use more formal 
procedures, which include inquiries sent to federally 
recog'n.Lzed tribes and to the BIA, and requests sent to the 
applicant for complete documentation through vital 
statis':ics records. During field work undertaken in July 
1995" ':he BIA researcher saw examples of such inquiries from 
the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians to the BIA concerning the 
genea.logy of applicants, dating as early as the 1960's, in 
the r'ecords of the BIA Area Office in Portland, Oregon (BAR 
Files) . 

Triba!l membership records. At the Cowlitz tribal office in 
Longview, Washington, the tribe maintains full membership 
record::;. Folder's are maintained in three categories: 
active members, deceased members, and "other tribes." The 
folder::; for active members are coded as to whether or not 
they a:::-e "green card holders" or "red card holders" (persons 
with h~ss than 1/16 Cowlitz blood quantum, not eligible to 
vote 0:::- hold office). The "other tribes" folder contains 
the records of persons who are of Cowlitz descent, but 
ineligible for membership because of the prohibition on dual 
enrollment. 

The folders in the "other tribes" and "deceased members" 
catego:::-ies are originals, many of which were set up in the 
mid-1960's and early 1970's. The folders for active members 
were stolen from the tribal office in 1992 (Newsletter 
cite). These folders have been reconstituted by the tribal 
gehealc,gist and office manager, as far as possible, from the 
genealogical records collected in connection with Docket 
218. Copies of these had been submitted with the petition 
for Federal acknowledgment in 1987. The stolen folders are 
appa.rently held by someone who is aware that the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribe's petition is currently under active 
considf~ration. The BlA received, anonymously, during August 
1995, copies of the contents of the original membership 
folder:3 for current members of the tribal council. In many 
cases, these contained correspondence and notations going 
back to the 1960's and 1970's in addition to the 
genealc"gical records (Cowlitz Folders, BAR Files) . 

In add:Ltion to the system of folders, the petitioner now 
also maintains computerized membership and genealogical 
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records. The genealogical records are as full as possible, 
including many known Cowlitz descendants who are not 
eligible for tribal membership, and eligible persons who 
have never completed applications for membership. 

Verif.i ca tion procedures. The enrollment committee and 
tribal council's review of applications has not ordinarily 
required the submission of birth certificates, marriage 
certificates, and other legal documents verifying the 
applicant's genealogy back to the qualifying Cowlitz 
ancestcr--in most cases, to someone listed on the Roblin 
Roll (see discussion of the Roblin Roll elsewhere in this 
report). Rather, as the tribal genealogist put it, 
"someon.s~" on the Tribal Council is "bound to be related" to 
any qualified applicant and know him/her. If there's any 
questicn about an application or problem in understanding 
it, the committee just, "calls his grandfather, or his 
uncle, or somebody else who lives right around here" 
(DeMaree, Field Notes on CIT office genealogical files, July 
19, 1995). In fact, the folders containing recent new 
applications were peppered with small, yellow post-it notes 
indicating that so-and-so had called so-and-so on a given 
date. 

The BlA researcher pointed out to the tribal genealogist 
that it '.\7ould be desirable that the petitioner require the 
submission of formal genealogical documentation with 
applications. He indicated that he had previously suggested 
this procedure to the Tribal Council, and that 
implementation was beginning for new applications (DeMaree, 
Field Notes on CrT office genealogical files, July 19, 
1995). The BIA researcher also suggested to the chairman 
durin9 t:he field visit in July 1995 that formal 
documentation of ancestry would be desirable. The 
petitioner was very responsive when BAR pointed out this 
deficiency. As a beginning for the documentation project, 
the petitioner agreed to obtain promptly and submit to the 
BIA prior to the publication of the proposed finding, such 
documE~nt:ation for all current members of the Tribal Council 
(who represent most of the major Cowlitz ancestral lines) 
and fen a limited sample of the membership to be generated 
by the EllA researcher (DeMaree, Field Notes, July 22, 1995). 
Full documentation for eighteen council members to the 
Roblin Roll was submitted to the BIA on March 29, 1996, 
representing the major descent lines of Skloutwout/Gerrand, 
Wahawa/LaDue, Kinswa, Cottonware/Lozier, Scanewa/Plamondon, 
Wahawc:t/lyall, and Iusemuch/Sherlafoo. 
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Proceddres for applying membership criteria. The By-laws of 
the CO'~litz Indian Tribe, Title I, Membership, provide that 
the CO'~li tz Tribal Council "shall set up an enrollment 
commit:ee to review and evaluate applications for membership 
in t.he Cowlitz Indian Tribe" (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2670). The 
Triba.l Council chair appoints the enrollment committee with 
the a.~?roval of the Tribal Council: it shall have a minimum 
of t.hr,=e members (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2670). Section 2 
provid,=s that, "AII determinations and decisions of the 
enrollment committee shall be made by a majority vote of 
commit:ee members voting" (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2670). 

Beyond the work of the enrollment committee, the By-laws 
also provide for the active participation of the Tribal 
Counc:i L; 

S:~~TION l...:.. All recommendations of the tribal 
enrollment committee are subject to ratification 
~{ the Tribal Council. 
S]~~TION ~ The Cowlitz Tribal Council shall have 
the sole power to vest tribal membership by a 
majority vote of tribal council members voting. 
Sl~~TION ~ The Cowlitz Tribal Council may deny 
any person tribal membership if he/she fails to 
m!!et the constitutional requirements (CIT Pet. 
Sl1ppl. A-2670). 

Comput,!,tion of Cowlitz blood quantum. The Federal 
acknowledgment regulations under 25 CFR Part 83 do not 
includf~ a blood degree requirement. The BIA evaluates the 
application of such a requirement only in the light of a 
petitioner's own enrollment criteria. 

The constitution of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe does require a 
1/16 Co'wlitz blood quantum as a qualification for voting 
memberBhip. Tribal Council minutes indicate that when the 
enrollment committee presents names to the Tribal Council 
for approval, these names are accompanied by computation of 
the individual's blood quantum by fraction (CIT Pet. Suppl. 
A-25l6., A-2540, A-2541, A-2SS3). The validity of the 
computations are, upon occasion, subject to council 
discusBion (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2502, A-2647). Membership 
applications have been denied by the council if the 
genealo,:r.Y' could not be confirmed (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2523), 
and upon occasion the council directs that further 
investi'3'ation be undertaken (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2541). One 
questionable line, which had been denied during the 1970's, 
has since been accepted by the Council (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-
2657) . 
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The comlJutation of Cowlitz blood quantum by the enrollment 
committee and tribal genealogist is based primarily on the 
1919 Roblin Roll. The majority of the ancestry charts that 
accompany membership applications trace the applicant back 
to an iIldividual listed on the Roblin Roll, with notation of 
the blood quantum of the qualifying ancestor as given by 
Roblin. For families which were listed on the Roblin Roll 
in 1917, Roblin's attribution of blood quantum is ordinarily 
accepteci. The majority of the members trace their ancestry 
to famL.ies on the Roblin Roll. 

In the case of applicants descended from historical members 
of the Cowlitz tribe who were not listed at all on Roblin's 
list of unenrolled Indians in Western Washington, or who 
were' not: listed as "Cowlitz" on Roblin's list of unenrolled 
Indians in Western Washington, the petitioner uses other 
sources of documentation. The value of these varies. 
Cowlitz membership applications from the Wannassay family, 
whichwcls not included on the Roblin Roll because the 
ancestol'S alive in 1919 were Yakima-enrolled through their 
maternal line, were accompanied by a 1935 letter from the 
Washingt,on State Department of Fisheries that identified 
Frank I~c,nnassay as a Cowlitz Indian (CIT Pet. 1983, Ex.). 
By itse],f, this would be" evaluated by the BIA as a very weak 
form of documentation: however, the identification of Frank 
Wannassa,y's father as Cowlitz was easily verifiable by the 
BIA researcher back to the 1878 BIA census of the Lower 
Cowlit:z (NARS RG75, M-234, Roll 1919, 454-455) and the 1900 
Federal census special schedules for Indian population in 
Cowlitz County, Washington (U.S. Census 1900b, 121A, #309). 

A few aFplicants have submitted as verification of Cowlitz 
ancestry only affidavits made during the 1950's. The 
enrollment committee during the 1970's investigated these 
families through the BIA Area Office in Portland, and 
refused mE!mbership in most cases. Recently, however, some 
individuals have been accepted on the basis of these family 
lines, even though they have submitted no adequate 
documentalt.ion of Cowlitz ancestry. In some cases, BIA 
record~~ indicate that the actual Indian ancestry of these 
familiE~s, none of which has been historically associated 
with the Cowlitz River valley, was from Oregon, from Puget 
Sound, etc. This line accounts for 8 of 1,400 members, or 
less than 1 per cent of the CIT membership. 

Dual EnrQllment. The issue of affiliation with other 
federally recognized tribes and unrecognized groups is 
addressed in the petitioner's governing documents: it is 
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prohibj.ted by the constitution. There is substantial 
evidenc:e that the policy is applied. 

Dual (j.e., concurrent) enrollment is not permitted, nor 
does the petitioner enroll persons who are enrolled in 
another' tribe. This issue is investigated at the time a 
memben:hip application is received. The application 
contair.s a question asking whether the applicant is enrolled 
elsewhe:re; also where the applicant's parents are enrolled. 
If the' application indicates that the applicant or family 
members are enrolled elsewhere, the office manager or tribal 
genealC>9J.st calls the other tribe to confirm the 
informa.tion. 

If enrc,llment elsewhere is confirmed, the applicant is given 
the option of choosing which tribe he/she wishes to 
affiliate with, as exemplified by the Tribal Council minutes 
of July 15, 1989. When the Tribal Council considered 
enrollrrlE!nts proposed by the enrollment committee, it was 
mentio~ed that, ~The last five individuals named are former 
members of the Steilacoom Tribe and have supplied proof in 
the form of a letter from that tribe that they have 
relinquished membership II (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2541). 

Membership Lists 

CurreJ:lt (1994) membership list. The current membership list 
of thE:! Cowlitz Indian Tribe being used for purposes of this 
Genealcgical Technical Report is dated 1994. It was 
submitted to the BIA as part of the supplement to the 
group's petition. It has been certified by the petitioner's 
governing body. 

The 1994 list cbntains 1,410 persons. This includes all 
persons whom the group recognizes as voting members, plus 
all persons under age 18 who will be qualified as voting 
members when they reach age 18. It was prepared by the 
petitioner with technical assistance from STOWW. It 
provides the full name of each member. For the great 
majorit~' of members, it includes the maiden name of women; 
the mailing address, and the date of birth. The petitioner 
is attempting to complete the missing items. 

At the~ request of the BIA, the petitioner undertook, during 
the summer of 1995, a survey to ensure that the mailing 
addresses of a selected group of members validly reflected 
their mailing addresses. This was done in those cases were 
severa! mature adults were listed at the address of a parent 
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or a si.bling. The corrections were provided to the BIA by 
the pet.itioner in 1995. 

The pet.itioner's current membership list goes through a 
constant process of updating. The petitioner maintains 
computE!rized membership records. In addition to submissions 
from mE!rnbers, the office manager watches the local newspaper 
for dai.ly birth announcements, obituaries, etc. 

Former Inembership lists. The past membership records of the 
petitionE~r are comparatively extensive, but not complete. 
In both 1983 and 1987, the petitioner submitted complete 
member~:hip lists, current as of those dates, with versions 
of the pE~tition for Federal acknowledgment. The petition 
also included a map showing geographical distribution of the 
memben:hip in 1984 (CIT Pet. Narr., 183). 

Additionally, during the field visit in July 1995, the BIA 
researc:hE~rs obtained several earlier membership lists, which 
are :J.iE:cussed in detail below. BAR staff combined the 
current and all prior membership lists into a single data 
base for purposes of correlation. The BAR researchers 
believE that they obtained copies of all former membership 
lists known to the CIT council and officers. It is possible 
that some pertinent membership records might still exist in 
the pen;onal papers of James E. Sareault, who served as 
tribal attorney until his death in 1963 (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-
3446), but these were not made available either to the CIT 
or to t hE~ BAR researchers. 

In 1919, BIA Special Agent Charles Roblin wrote in his 
repor11: : 

Tte present representatives of this tribe are 
active in the work of the Northwestern Federation 
of American Indians, and they have prepared lists 
of members, one of which was forwarded to your 
Office, I am informed, by the late Dr. McChesney, 
Supervisor.36 I know from my own knowledge of 
the Yakima allotment schedules that this list 
ccntains the names of many Yakima allottees. It 
is very difficult to get accurate or dependable 
information about the membership of this tribe. 
ThE! prospect of a fat payment has brought forth a 
hcrde or claimants, many of whom have been 

16 This list may have been compiled in connection with McChesney's 
investig,ition in 1910 (~ the Historical Technical Report). 
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allotted or are enrolled at some of the Washington 
aqencies, but who can probably establish the 
possession of some Cowlitz blood. I have tried to 
eliminate all those from the schedule submitted, 
a:3 well as I could (CIT Pet. Ex. A-959). 

The pel:itioner did not submit and the BIA researcher did not 
locate this list which McChesney had sent to the COlA. 

The of:: icial membership records, maintained in a "ledger" 
which. :~ecord.ed the receipt of dues from at least the 1930' s 
through the 1960's (possibly from ca. 1912-ca. 1973)., were 
apparently destroyed in a fire at the house of one of the 
secretaries of the tribal organization, although she 
maintained that she had transferred the ledger properly to 
her successor (Hill 1986). In 1956, the tribal organization 
issued ffilembership cards to all members, signed by tribal 
secretary (Tribal Minutes, CIT Pet. Ex. A-11B3 - A-1184); 
see alBo statement of Emma Mesplie, 24 June 1986; BIA Claims 
File, Docket 218, #2).37 There is no extant list of the 
individuals to whom these cards were issued, but some people 
still have their originals. 

Enumer,~tion and purpose of extant former membership lists. 
Some 0:: the prior membership lists were dated; the remainder 
could b,e dated within a few months by internal evidence. 

SpenC'e;~ .list, 1915/1917. The BAR researchers were provided, 
during field work, by former secretary of the CIT, with a 
copy oj: a 1915/17 list "Descendants of the Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indian!;" (Spencer 1917), which represented a list of persons 
paying dues to the organization founded to pursue Cowlitz 
claims (possibly inspired by Bishop's Northwestern Indian 
Federat:ion). This list, which was apparently a partial 
list, \i,aS maintained by J. F. Spencer, Secretary of the 
Cowlit;~ organization and seems to consist mainly of Cowlitz 
descendants enrolled at Yakima (Spencer 1917, BAR Files). 
The Spencer list was to some extent confirmed by the 
submisBi(:m by the Wannassay family of copies of the 1916 
dues receipts issued to Frank and Annie Wannassay (Wannassay 
Papers 1916). The Wannassay family also submitted receipts 
for 19:!(l and 1921, signed by Mrs. Henry Senn. 

3" II In 1956, they gave us enrollment cards and all the Northover 
family re:ceived their cards. My enrollment card No. is 783, and I 
received it on May 3, 1956. It is signed by Jackie Hill, the secretary 
and treas;urer" (Statement of Emma Mesplie, 24 June 1986; BIA Claims 
File, Dcc:ket 218, #2). 
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Yakima Cowlitz Signers list, ca. 1921. The petitioner 
submitted an undated typed list, said to be dated 
approximately 1921, of "Yakima Cowlitz signers" (CIT Pet. 
Enrollment Forms and Ancestry Charts) .38 The petition 
supplieci no provenance for this list or indication of a 
basis for the ascribed date. It was not a precise 
duplicate, in content, of the 1915/17 list of "Descendants 
of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians" (Spencer 1917). Ms. Judith 
Irwin, a local historian who has done extensive research on 
the Cowlitz, provided the BIA with a photocopy of the 
origina:L of the "about 1921" list, which contained 162 
individu,al names, of which eight were identified as minors 
(Yakima Cowlitz Signers n.d.). Some individuals paid for 
additional unnamed persons, as "Sam Ashue Paid for seven 
3 .50" (~:akima Cowlitz signers n.d., 4). The heading 
mentiom~d : 

thE~ undersigned members of the CoWlitze [sicl 
Tr:.be of Indians, residing on the Yakima Indian 
Renervation. . do hereby appoint as our Special 
De:.egate, Mr. Lancaster Spencer, to accompany our 
re~fular Delegate Mr. Frank [sic] Iyall and other 
De:.f:gates to Tacoma for the Purpose of securing 
le9islation in the interest of the Cowlitze Tribe 
(Yakima Cowlitz Signers n.d, 1). 

Roblin RO.I1. The 1919 Roblin Roll, discussed elsewhere in 
this report, was neither a list of Cowlitz descendants nor a 
list of members of the Cowlitz tribal organization. It was 
a list compiled by a BIA special agent of unenrolled Indians 
in western Washington. It is discussed extensively 
elsewhen~ in this report. In talking with CIT members and 
CIT conmlltants working on the Federal acknowledgment 
petitiorL, it appeared that there was considerable confusion 

38 List of Cowlitz-Yakima signers (no date "about 1921," no gen. 
data), "'o::lly 7\ or 85 applicants [for membership in the CIT] declared an 
ancestolral [sic] link to ·the signers of that petition" (Cowlitz 
Acknowll!d':;ernent Petition, Enrollment Forms and Ancestry Charts . . . as 
of Januarf 1, 1987). 

The surnames contained on the 1921 list were: Abraham, Andy, 
Appeson" Ashue, Arquette, Aylie, Billie, Bob, Boone, Butler, Carlson, 
Chelems" ':olfax, Charlie, Cree, Cleparty, Dick, Dixon, Farron, Franklin, 
Foster, French, Guyette, Gilbert, Harrison, Hashneth, Henry, Howart, 
lyall, ~Ta,::kson, John, Johnson, Klickatat, Lee, Lewis, Lumley, McGinn, 
Mesple, Miller, Northover, Olney, Peter, Peters, Pollon, Rueben, 
Richards, :R:Lddle, Sam, Shike, Sohappy, Spencer, Smith, Stamill, 
Tannawash,!,r" Tohigh, Tom, Tow-yash-noon, Umtuch, Vivian, Wachano, 
Wapanno'~il, Wasseegum, Wesley, White, Whitefoot, Wa-pan-nan Ya, and 
Yoke. 
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abo~t Eunction of the Roblin Roll in relation to determining 
the modern CIT membership. 

Fishinq Rights petition, 1934. The CIT petition for Federal 
acknowledgment contained one document which was not a 
membe:n~hip list, but which nonetheless provided information 
about individuals who considered themselves to be "members 
of the Upper Cowlitz and the Lower Cowlitz Indian Tribes l1 : 
a 1934 petition defending Indian fishing rights (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A.-~351 - A-552). It contained 64 signatures, 28 of which 
were f:~om full-blood Cowlitz Indian families (Eyle I 

Cheholt:z, Castama, Phillips, Kiona, Yoke, Suterlick, Ike, 
lyall, Wannassay, Lewis) and the remaining 36 from Lower 
Cowl i t:~ metis families, indicating a fairly even membership 
distribution at that date. However, all of the metis 
signen; appeared to be from the various Plamondon 
descenciancy lines, there being none from the Ladue/Cloquet 
or Sklm.ltwout/Garrand/Weaser lines which are prominent in 
the menbership of the current petitioner. 39 There were no 
major "Yakima Cowlitzl1 families on this list, although the 
Cowlit.: l~annassay extended family, allotted on Yakima, was 
represented with 6 members. 

1942 lE!tters. The CIT petition contained two letters dated 
August 13, 1942, from "Jas. E. Sareault, Pres., Cowlitz 
Tribe e)f Indians," one to Otis Cottonware of Castle Rock, 
Washinsrtc:m, and the other to Jesse Pete of Ryderwood, 
Washinsrtc:m. Each stated that "an examination of the records 
of thiEi tribe show that you are a member but you are not, as 
far as the records show, a ward of the government" (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-979, A-980). This. indicates that the group was, in 
fact, maintaining informative membership records as of 1942. 

1952/5~1 mailing list. In 1987, the petitioner submitted a 
I1Cowlit.z Tribe of Indians - Mailing List l1 which was believed 
at that time to date to about 1945 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1961 - A-
1985). Investigation by the BIA researcher on the basis of 
interna.l evidence, with cooperation of the CIT office 
manag4~I', was able to date the list more precisely to 

J' The fact that these families did not sign the petition does not 
necessarily indicate that they were not active in the Cowlitz tribal 
organi:~a I:ic:m in 1934. Newspaper coverage of the October 13, 1934, 
meetinH 'J! the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians at Chehalis, washington, named 
the foll'Jwing members of the Skloutwout!Gerrand descent line who were 
present:: llJrs. Lucy Duprey, age 67; Mrs I Celeste Nelson and Mrs. Lucy 
Purcell, ,as well as Miss Laura Purcell, and a sister of Mrs. Duprey, 
Mrs. Lou.ise West, all of Onalaska and all described as "relatives" of 
Frank ~van;nassay of Kelso (Wannassay Papers 1934). 
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1952/53. The purpose is unknown: it was perhaps a mailing 
1 ist pu·: together in connection with Docket 218, ICC Claims 
act i vi t:r. The preparer is also unknown. One of the 
documenl:s which assisted in dating the above list was a list 
of attendees at the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians annual meeting 
on June 5, 1954 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1177 - A-1179) . 

1966/69 list. Also included in the 1987 petition was a 
typed, undated list (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1986 - A-2116). The 
list Wa!3 roughly alphabetical, with children listed under 
the namE~ of the parent as well as, sometimes, independently. 
For the surnames beginning with "A" and "B", this li~t 
containE~d handwritten notes sorting out persons who were no 
longer qualified for membership after the 1974 
constittltional changes. During the field work conducted by 
the BIA researcher in July 1995, with assistance of the CIT 
office manager, it was determined that this list was from 
records maintained by Mary Cloquet when she served as 
busines~; manager for the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians. Internal 
evidenCE! indicated that it must be dated between late 1966 
and early 1969 (CIT Membership List 1966/69, BAR Files). On 
the basis of comparison of data, it appears that this 
1966/69 list had been compiled from the individual 
information forms and ancestry charts submitted to the CIT 
in the late 1960's for persons who wished to participate in 
the penc.ing ICC judgment award to the Cowlitz Indians (see 
CIT Pet. 1983 and CIT Pet. 1987). 

1978 meml)ership list. Additionally, during the field work 
undertaken in July 1995, former CIT chairman Roy I. Wilson 
furnished the BIA researcher with a typed list of "Cowlitz 
Enrollment" dated July 1978. This alphabetical list 
contained names and addresses, with numerous handwritten 
corrections, but no genealogical information. Numerous 
addresses: were missing (CIT Membership List 1978, BAR 
Files) .. 

Summary of former membership lists prior to 1983. The 
purposes for which these former membership lists were 
prepared varied. The 1915/17 was a list of those persons 
who had paid dues to support a claims suit: it mayor may 
not be t.he same as the full membership of the Cowlitz tribal 
organization that existed at the same date, but it appears 
to be partial. The "about 1921" list was specifically of 
Cowlitz descendants on the Yakima reservation who had paid 
50 cents each to support the sending of delegates to obtain 
enabling legislation. The 1952/53 list seems to have been 
essentially a mailing list, but may also have been 
associated with ICC claims activity. There is no indication 
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that eLther of these two lists had been reviewed and 
acceptt:d by the group's governing body. The 1966/69 list 
and tht: 1978 list were obtained from the records of former 
office:::-s of the tribal organization (duplicate copies which 
had bet:n kept by a former business manager, Mary Cloquet, 
and a:ormer Tribal Chairman, Roy I. Wilson). 

Lists .:lssociated with the Federal acknowledgment petition. 
Bot~ the 1983 Federal Acknowledgment petition submitted by 
the CIT and the 1987 Federal acknowledgment petition 
submi tl:ed by the CIT contained properly certified membership 
lists Il7hich were backed up by multiple volumes of personal 
family information sheets and ancestral charts for members. 
The li::;t in the 1987 petition represented the CIT membership 
as elf 1986. Most of these had been filled out during the 
late 1:360 ' s and early 1970's. 

Judamellt rolls. There are no BIA-approved judgment rolls 
applica.ble to the case of this petition. The 1973 ICC 
judgment award was never distributed. However, in the late 
1960's and early 1970's, Cowlitz filled out applications in 
anticipation of an upcoming judgment award: these forms 
still dpparently serve as the starting point and fundamental 
basis of the modern enrollment system. 

There is no evidence of confusion on the part of the CIT as 
to the difference between these judgment award applications 
and the CIT's actual membership list. If the 1973 judgment 
funds are eventually awarded per capita, recipients will not 
autcm.atically qualify for membership in the Cowlitz Indian· 
Tribe. Membership is determined by the enrollment 
eligibility provisions in the CIT constitution. 

Coinpar:L.son of current and former membership. For the 
approach used by the BIA researcher in handling the various 
memberBh.ip lists, see the discussion below under 
"Metho(k)logy" in the section on Genealogical 
Select:.on/Documentation. Analysis indicates that each 
availabl.e list from 1915/17 to the present contains ~ 
individuals from each subgroup that contributed the ancestry 
of the modern petitioner. However, the proportions varied 
widely from list to list. Since some of the surviving lists 
may represent only an incomplete enumeration of the 
memberBhip at that date, no conclusions could be reached on 
this basis. 

The ma:it:>r fluctuation in the size and composition of the 
petitioner is the contrast between the CIT's pre-1973 and 
post-19'7'1 membership rolls. At the June 2,1973, annual 
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meeting, the CTI membership voted to exclude from receipt of 
judgment fund awards those persons who had up to that time 
been CTT members, but who fell into the following 
categories: (1) persons previously allotted land or 
receiving funds from other tribes; (2) persons currently 
enrollej elsewhere (these applied primarily to the "Yakima 
Cowlitz"); and (3) Cowlitz descendants with less than 1/16 
blood quantum (because of provisions of Public Law 9358) . 
These provisions were incorporated into the 1974 
constitution, as discussed above, resulting in a significant 
change in the enrolled membership. 

A special meeting of the Cowlitz Executive Board and the 
Cowl:'..tz Enrollment Committee was held on October 13, 1973, 
with Chester J. Higman, BIA Tribal Operations Officer, 
Western Washington Office, Everett, Washington (Minutes 
October 13, 1973; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1S77 - A-1879) to clarify 
the meaning of the resolution passed on June 2. These 
issues we:re further discussed with Higman and with BIA 
Portland Office representative Paul Weston at the March 23, 
1974, meeting (Minutes March 23, 1974; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1S80 -
A-18a3). 

GENEALOGICAL SELECTION/DOCUMENTATION 

The basic question to be answered for evaluation of a 
petitioner under criterion 83.7(e) is: Do the petitioner's 
members descend from the historic tribe, or from tribes 
which amalgamated historically? In the case of this 
petitione~r, the answer is affirmative in the context of 
Cowlit:z history. Over 98% of the petitioner's members have 
at lea.st~ 1/16 documented "Cowlitz" ancestry. The definition 
of "Cowlitz" is that an individual (an ancestor of the 
contemporary person on the petitioner's membership list) was 
socially/politically identified as Cowlitz in historic times 
and was so recorded on historical documents and records. 
Under this definition, a qualifying ancestor officially 
defined as 4/4 Cowlitz for the purpose of calculating the 
blood q~lantum of his or her descendants may well have had 
non-Cc)v;'litz Indian ancestry dating to the pre-treaty period. 
In fact, given the marriage customs of the tribes of the 
Pacific Northwest, such persons almost certainly had non­
Cowlit:z ancestry. All of the petitioner's members have 
documl:nted North American Indian ancestry from the Pacific 
NorthweElt, and have been associated with the Cowlitz Indians 
since prior to the 1855 date of prior unambiguous Federal 
acknowlE!dgment used in this finding. There is supposedly 
only OnE! living "Cowlitz fullblood, n but many members are 
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4/4, 3/4, or 1/2 American Indian, counting other neighboring 
tribes. 

Methodclogy. In preparation for making the following 
analysis, the BIA researcher took a two-pronged approach. 

First, one procedure worked from the present to the past. 
The BIA. researcher used the petitioner's 1994 list of "green 
card" tnlders as the foundation of a data base, which was 
expanded into a "historical membership data base" to which 
were a~~ed all persons who had appeared on the 1986, 1983, 
1978, 1966/69, 1952/53, and 1915/17 lists, which al~owed a 
comparison of the membership structure over time. The BIA 
res~archer found that it was not possible to use the 
"ancestral family" category as it existed on the 1994 
membership list for analytical purposes, as these family 
names t.ad been entered inconsistently: sometimes using the 
original ancestral family name, but sometimes using the name 
of a mc,re recent ancestor with a different surname. 
There:Ecre~, this category was revised and made consistent on 
the "historical membership data base." This allowed 
analysis of the structure of the petitioning group by 
ancestral line(s). 

Second, using other documentation, the BIA researcher 
produced a descendancy file (Cowlitz GTKY, BAR Files) which 
began with the earliest individuals mentioned as members of 
the h.istorical Lower Cowlitz and Upper Cowlitz tribes in the 
historical records, tracing the descendants of these 
historical Cowlitz families from the past to the present. 
Included in this procedure was an attempt to identify the 
family antecedents of all persons who were ever, at any 
time, identified as "Cowlitz" in BIA records, Federal census 
records, state vital statistics, newspaper articles, local 
histo:r-)i' books, and other documentation included in the 
petiticn and obtained by the research of BAR staff members-­
even if these persons did not now have descendants on the 
petitic,ner's membership list. The purpose of this was to 
defim:~ the structure of the historical tribe over time. 

Recorc:ia Utilized. One major function of the Genealogical 
Technical Report is to analyze how the ancestors of the 
petitic,ning group were identified in the records. The first 
questic'n is whether they were identified as North American 
Indians; if so, secondly, whether they were identified as 
members of the historic tribe claimed as the predecessor of 
the petitioning group; and if so, thirdly, whether they were 
identified as members of earlier tribal organizations which 
served as predecessors to the petitioning organization. In 

41 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 418 of 555 

1 



Genealogical Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

the cur;~ent case, the following maj or record groups were 
used. 

Roman Catholic missionary and church records. In April, 
1839, m:~ssionary priests Norbert Blanchet and Modeste Demers 
formally established the St. Francis Xavier mission on 
Cowlitz Prairie (Cowlitz Pet. Narr. 1987, 130). The 
sacrament.al records of this mission (baptisms, marriages, 
and bur:.als) survive in the church registers of St. James at 
VancouvE~r, Washington, for the period 1839-1844 and have 
twice bE~\en published in abstracts (Nichols 1941; Warner and 
Munnick 1972). The later 19th-century records of the 
mission, prior to 1902, were unfortunately destroyed by 
fire, but some of the later registers from Vancouver, 
Washington, and St. Paul, Oregon, contained material 
pertain:.ng to CIT ancestors (Warner and Munnick 1972; 
Munnick and Warner 1979). The relevant material is utilized 
below. 

Federal Census Records, 1850-1920. 40 The petition included 
a limitE~d number of' copies and abstracts of Federal census 
records as exhibits (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1292 - A-1322). The BIA 
researchter expanded this material by consultation of 
microfi:.med copies of all available relevant Federal census 
records, 

Concernj.J19 the 1880 Federal census of Washington Territory, 
BrA SupE~rintendent R. H. Milroy wrote to the COlA that: 

ThE! enumerators of the census of 1880 of the 
whites in this Territory were instructed to 
include in such census all Indians who were taxed. 
Many Indians belonging to tribes on reservations 
livE:! off the reservations, around among the 
whites. Some of these have taken homesteads; some 
have purchased a few acres from white men. In 
bot.h cases they pay taxes. Others have leased 
lands from the whites and own a few horses and 
cat.tle for which they are taxed. Others, again 
being simple and ignorant often pay taxes when 
called on by the tax collector, when not legally 
li~~le. The enumerators of the white census, 
being paid per head, were anxious to swell the 
numbers enumerated, and therefore included every 
Indian, old and young, male and female, on the 

40 Almost all population schedules of the 1890 Federal census were 
destroyE~d by fire. 
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~;lightest pretext . The Indians belonging to 
~;aid seven bands being all surrounded and mixed up 
"'ith the whites, were of course gobbled up to a 
much greater extent in proportion to their numbers 
by the census enumerators of the whites than were 
t:hE~ reservation tribes (Milroy 1881: 165 -165; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-1352 - A-1353). 

While General Milroy found this distressing, the inclusion 
of thE~ Cowlitz fullbloods on the 1880 Federal census proved 
useful. When the names on the census were correlated with 
the lE1713 census of the Cowlitz bands taken by Milroy, the 
BIA re:5earcher could determine the residential locations of 
the Cowlitz fullbloods. This enabled the BIA to determine 
their geographical relationship to the Cowlitz metis 
famili.es that Milroy had omitted from the 1878 census of the 
bands. 

The overwhelming majority of the Upper Cowlitz, Lower 
Cowlit.z, and Cowlitz metis families were in Lewis County, 
Washir~ton, in the Cowlitz River valley. This county 
includE~d over 80 per cent of the Cowlitz population in the 
1880 c.nd 1900 Federal censuses (refer to the map 
suppl€~rn.ent) . 

Lewis County, Washington 

Lewis County, formed in 1845, was one of the original 
administrative counties of the Oregon Territory. Its 
existence actually preceded that of Oregon Territory, which 
was or·ganized in 1848. Washington Territory was separated 
from Oregon Territory in 1853. Washington became a state in 
1889. 

Lewis County, Oregon Territory. 1850 Federal census. Moyer 
includ.ed the 1850 Federal census for Lewis County and Clark 
Count.y, Oregon Territory, including the ethnic designations, 
in hI:!! typed version of the 1860 census of Washington 
Territory (Moyer 1931-1932). A surname-indexed typed 
versicn of this census, which omitted almost all ethnic 
designations, is available (Index. First Federal Census of 
Oregon, n. d . ) . 

The CIT petition narrative stated that in the 1850 Federal 
decennial census of Lewis County, Oregon Territory (U.S. 
Census la50a), a number of the Cowlitz metis families were 
enumerated as "mulatto," including Bercier, Bernier, St. 
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Martin, Laramie, Latour,41 Cottonoire, Pumphrey, Bastian, 
Provoe, Riel, Gill," St. Germain, and Ferron (CIT Pet. Narr. 
1987, 7~); CIT Pet. Ex. A-1292 - A-1298). Moyer indicated 
that on this census, "M" designated not "mulatto," but 
"mixed-blood" (Moyer 1931-1932, 14). Cowlitz families 
headed by Indian men or women were not included on this 
census. 

Lewis County, Washington Territory. 1860 Federal census. 
Washington Territory was separated from Oregon Territory in 
1853 . 1~ "typed version of the Lewis County census is 
availab:~e (Moyer 1931-1932), as well as two general indexes 
for Washington Territory (Stucki 1972; Jackson 1979a) . 
Seve~al Cowlitz metis families were listed (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1299 - 1~-1302). Ordinarily, the husband was enumerated as 
white and the wife as Indian (U.S. Census 1860a, 234, #466, 
#467, 471). In instances where the head of household was 
himself metis, he was listed as Indian (U.S. Census 1860a, 

41 FClr example, consider the following testimony in a Quinault 
Adoption ca.se (Quinault Adoptions, NARS M-1344, No. 38), in which 
Cowlitz descendants had become identified as Nisqually. The deponent, 
Rose An,jrews, born May 14, 1864, wife of Henry Andrews (a white man) , 
stated that: 

Louis Latour, a French-Canadian, had married Betsy (Yalulitza, 
daughter of Hotassa, a Cowlitz woman, and a Nisqually father)" Betsy 
was a "full blood Cowlitz-Nisqually." This marriage to "Betsey 
Nesqually" is elsewhere recorded as having taken place on September 10, 
1839, during a mission to Fort Nisqually (Warner and Munnick 1972, 
51:M69). Betsey Nesqually was. baptized the same day, age 17, "born of 
infidel parents of Nesqually" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 51:B205). An 
Indian woman named Hotassa was mentioned in the early missionary records 
as the '",ife of "Stomeloh" or "Stomelouh" at Vancouver, but was 
identif:iej as Klickitat (Warner and Munnick 1972, 52:B113, 57:B178). 

Ac:c:lrding to the deposition, Ellen Latour, daughter of Louis and 
Betsey, was born at Latour Place in Pierce County, Washington, and died 
November 20, 1870 (Quinault Adoptions, NARS M-1344, No. 38). However, 
on December 16, 1838, "at the Cowlitz," Father Blanchet had baptized 
"Helene, aged 3 years, natural child of Louis Latour, engage, and of a 
woman o:E the country" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 19 :B199), while Louis' 
marriag4! to Betsy recognized "as his legitimate child, issue of another 
woman, Helene aged 3 years" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 51:M69). 

R4!tl.lrrling to the deposition, Rose Andrews stated that Ellen had 
married (1) Kaidadolght [Kaidedolgha], a full-blood Nisqually, who died 
May 20, 1864: these were Rose's parents; Ellen had married (2) Asa 
Sears, iii. "'hi te man . 

. Additionally, said Rose, Mrs. Mary Longfred was a first cousin of 
her mothe~'s, Mrs. D[anielJ Mounts was related to her through her 
grandmo1:h!r [both of these women appear in later records pertaining to 
the petitioner and the Mounts family has descendants in the current CIT 
membershi:;» " Chief Mason at Quinault was a first cousin of her great­
grandm01:h!r Hotassa, and Mrs. Lucy Hall at Quinault was related to Rose 
through L'Jcy's father, Jack Skamink. 
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23 0, #~ 2 6/4 2 6; 233, # 4 55 , # 456, # 458, # 459 , # 462; 234, # 469 , 
for e:x,3.mples) . 

Lewis :'ounty, Washington Territory. 1870 Federal census. A 
general all-name index of the 1870 F-ederal decennial census 
is available (Jackson 1979b). No Lower Cowlitz or Upper 
Cowlitz fullblood families were included on the 1870 Federal 
census of Lewis County. In Cowlitz Prairie Precinct, Lewis 
County, Washington Territory, enumerators identified some 
Cowlitz metis, particularly women, as "I" or Indian, while 
their ~hildren were listed as 1/2, often written over as 
whitE! (CIT Pet. Narr., 75; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1303 - A-1310). 
Several metis family heads were either originally counted as 
white, or written over from 1/2 to white (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1303, 1t843/777, #844/778). The majority of the metis 
families were in Cowlitz Prairie Precinct (U.S. Census 
1870a, 149-151), while a few were in Newaukum Precinct (U.S. 
Census 1870a, 151r-153r). 

Lewis County, Washington Territory. 1880 Federal census. 
The petition presented very limited excerpts from the 1880 
Fedel:,'al census of Lewis County, Washington (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
1311 - A-1315). The petition narrative stated that 
enumerators used both "M" and "I" designations and 
frequently identified children as 1/2 (CIT Pet. Narr., 75). 
As it io\l'as almost impossible to identify whether the limited 
numbE!r of partial-page photocopies submitted represented 
Cowlitz County or Lewis County records, the BIA researcher 
did not use these copies, but consulted the microfilmed 
census directly. This census has a published index 
(Smeltzer 1973) . 

The majority of the metis families such as Bernier were 
identified as white (U.S. Census 1880a, #99/98, #100/99, 
#107/106, #166/165, #167/166, #220/219, #223/222, #233/232, 
#244/243). Among these was the family of August Clucky 
[Cloquet] (U.S. Census 1880a, #257), which in 1885 would be 
counted on the Puyallup Reservation roll. At least one 
family which had been shown as metis in 1870 was counted as 
white in 1880 (U.S. Census 1880a, #231/230). 

Indian households, such as that of Marcel Thomas (listed 
with the names reversed) and Gilless LaQuass, were listed as 
Indian (U.S. Census 1880a, #96/95, #117/116). Indian 
settlements were listed together (U.S. Census 1880a, 
#132/131 - #145/144, #178/177 - #178-177, #186/185 -
#188/187). The family of Jack Wannassay was identified as 
Indian (U.S. Census 1880a, #206/205). Several individuals 
identified as Indian on this census could not be connected 
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to the Jetitioner's ancestors (U.S. Census 1880a, #253 -
#255) .·Some were apparently working as laborers (U.S. 
Census l880a, #70, #106, #110, #117). Other names appeared 
to be Chehalis (U.S. Census 1880a, #148 - #152). 

Lewis C:::;unty, washington. 1900 Federal census. The 1900 
Federal census of Lewis County, Washington, copies that were 
submitted by the petitioner listed some Cowlitz on the 
special schedules of the "Indian Population" (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-131Ei - A-1322). The petitioner stated that in Lewis 
County, the Cowlitz so listed resided in Randle, Agate, and 
Tilton ~recincts (CIT Pet. Narr., 75). As the material was 
again very incomplete (CIT Pet. Narr., 173), the BIA 
researcher consulted the microfilmed census directly. It 
proved to have much useful additional information. 

Two families were on the "Special Census, Indian Population" 
schedules for Salmon Creek Precinct (U.S. Census 1900a, ED 
133, 13 #277, #278). These were headed by Atwin Stalkum 
(Chief ~twin Stockum) and by Shehot Slick Waukum. Both 
fami:ies were enumerated as "B", with no further information 
on tribal affiliation, etc. filled out. 

The "Special Census, Indian Population" schedules for 
Harmony Precinct were much more complete (U.S. Census 1900a, 
ED 13~;, 1 #1, #2, #3), on which the Laquash, Ike, and 
SeaniSJan families were identified as Klickitat (not as Upper 
Cowlit:z, or as Cowlitz Klickitat). For Agate Precinct (U.S. 
Census 1900a, ED 123, 13, #1, #2, #3), they showed Sam 
"Ivley" [Eyle) as Yakima, with a Yakima father and a 
Klickitat motheri his wife Mary and her parents were 
Newaukum. Jack Castamia and his wife Sarah were Cowlitz 
(with nC! distinction as to Upper Cowlitz or Lower Cowlitz) , 
with Cowlitz parents. Joseph "Ivley" [Eyle) was Yakima, 
with a Yakima father and a Newaukum motheri his wife Susie 
was Yakima, with Yakima parents. 

In Randle Precinct (U.S. Census 1900a, ED 125, 10 #1, #2, 
#3, #4, #5, #6, #7, #8, #9), the families on the "Special 
Schedule, Indian Population" sheets were identified either 
as Cowlitz or as Cowlitz Klickitat. These included Satanas, 
Tumwater aka Satanas, Kiona, Phillips [aka Sulwal, and York 
[YokeJl . 

In Alpha, Little Falls, Cowlitz, Toledo, and Drews 
Precincts, Lewis County, Washington, in 1900, the Cowlitz 
metis families were enumerated as white (U.S. Census 1900a, 
ED 123, 10 #163i ED 124, 3 #47, #50, #76; ED 132, 1 #9, #10; 
2, #41, #42, #55; ED 133, 4 #86, #88). However, in Salmon 
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Creek Precinct, they were enumerated as "B" (U.S. Census 
1900a. ED 133, 9 #189, #190, #191, #192), as were the 
Cowlitz Indian families on the special schedules for Indian 
population (see above). 

Lewis County, Washington. 1910 Federal census. The 
petitioner submitted no 1910 Federal census records. The 
microfilmed records contained extensive relevant data. In 
most precincts, the Cowlitz metis families were enumerated 
as white, for example the households of Augustus Cloquet in 
Stillwater Precinct (U.S. Census 1910a, ED 126, lOA, #46) 
and John B. Sareault in Cowlitz Precinct (U.S. Census 1910a, 
ED 142, lA, #3). However, in Salmon Creek Precinct, where 
both Indian and metis families had been classified as "B" in 
1900, both categories were now included on the "Special 
Schedule - Indian Population" and identified as Cowlitz 
(U.S. Census 1910a, ED 145, 9A-9B, #23, #63, #64, #65, #66, 
#67). These included the household of Atwin Stakum 
[Stockum], plus the metis households of Eugene Cottonoire, 
Simon A. Plamondon, Simon B. Plamondon, Mary L. Bouchard, 
John B. St. Germain, and Daniel Catlin. 

In Agate Precinct, the Indian Population schedules included 
the Eyle and Satanas families, identified as various 
comb:.nations of Cowlitz, Yakima, and Tumwater, with the 
notation that two elderly women spoke "Chinook" (U.S. Census 
1910a, ED 123, X8, #1). In Randle Precinct, the Indian 
Popu~ation schedules for the Kiona, Pete, and Suterlick 
families provided identification of individuals and their 
parentage as Cowlitz, Cowlitz Klickitat, Warm Springs, and 
Klickitat (U.S. Census 1910a, ED 128, lA, #168, #169, #170, 
#171). In Vorndale Precinct, the "Special Schedule - Indian 
Population" listed the Silweh [Phillips, Sulwa] and Satanas 
families as Chehalis/Cowlitz, Yakima/Cowlitz, and Klickitat, 
with parents as Cowlitz, Chehalis, Yakima, and Klickitat: 
in one instance, "Siwash" was crossed out (U.S. Census 
1910J~f ED 128, 18B, #172, #173) ,42 The Kemphouse [Kimpus] 
household in Cowlitz .Precinct was listed as both 87-year-old 

1910: 
The frustrated enumerator, James A. U1ch, added on May 18, 

I': was impossible to get correct answers as to tribe of 
Indian or Father or Mother. I have lived among them here 
f():r 25 years and never could find out anything except what I 
have written on the Schedules. I had to make three visits 
b,!fore I could find them at home (U.S. Census 1910a, ED 128, 
113J8) • 
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John and his 67-year-old wife Mary being Cowlitz full-bloods 
(U.S. Census 1910a, ED 142, 6A, #1). 

Lewis County, Washington. 1920 Federal census. The 
petitioner submitted no 1920 Federal census records. This 
is the most recent Federal census open to the public for 
research. The majority of the Cowlitz metis families were 
enumerated as white, such as that of John B. Sareault in 
Cowlitz Precinct (U.S. Census 1920a, ED 134, IB #20) . 
However, in Little Falls Precinct, the households of John 
St. Germain and Simon Plamondon were classified as "Mu" 
(U.S. Census 1920a, ED 09, 21 #37/39; 41 #93/95). In Alpha 
Precinct, the household of Frank Ladue was "In" (U.S. Census 
1920a, ED 110, 1B, #21), while in Cinibar Precinct, Lucy 
[nee Bernier], the wife of Vital Duprey, and her brother 
Peter, were also classified as "In" (U.S. Census 1920a, ED 
110, 2B #44). 

Of the Jpper Cowlitz families, all were classified as "In" 
in all the precincts where they appeared: Randle, Cowlitz, 
Eden, Ethel, Sulphur Creek, Klickitat Prairie, and Verndale 
(U.S. Census 1920a, ED 111, 1b #19/20, #20/21; ED 135, 7a 
#52/52; ED 140, 13A, #55/56, #57/57; ED 145, 1A #5, #6; ED 
147, 2B #31, #32; ED 147, 9A, #53; ED 147 Supplement; ED 
148, 7a #134/135). 

Cowlitz County, Washington 

Cowlitz County had not yet been separated from Lewis County, 
Oregon Territory, in the 1850 Federal census. It was 
establi:;hed in 1854. 

Cowli tz County, Washington Terri tory. 1860 Federal Census. 
Although "Indian" was not a prescribed ethnic category in 
1860, this record included the family of William Pumphrey, 
whose w:Lfe was Cowlitz. He was identified as white, and she 
as Indian (U.S. Census 1860b, 145, #513/495). No other 
familiel~ antecedent to the petitioning group appeared on 
this census. 

Cowli tz County, Washington. 1870 Federal Census. A large 
number of Cowlitz metis appeared on the 1870 census of 
Cowlitz County, Washington (U.S. Census 1870b), adjacent to 
the houBleholds of William Pumphrey and Simon Plamondon Sr. 
At that time, the post office address was at Vancouver, 
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washin9t:on.43 Apparently this constituted some type of 
emplo)~ent cluster rather than a permanent residential 
location. 

Cowlitz County, Washington Territory. 1880 Federal Census. 
The lEI130 Federal census of Cowlitz County, Washington, 
showecl numerous families identified as Indian, but not 
identified by tribe (U.S. Census 1880b, 175, 178r, 179, 180-
180r, IB3-183r, 184r, 185-185r, 187, 193r, #244/253 -
#252/;:62). Several of the Cowlitz metis families were 
identj.'fied as "I" for Indian on this census (U. S. Census 
1880b, 183, #31/33; 183r, #39/41; 184r, #71/74; 185, #83/86; 
187r, #131/137; 189, #166/179), but the majority of the 

'metis families and the Indian or metis wives of white men 
were counted as white. 

Cowlic,Z County, Washington. 1900 Federal Census. The 
petit:.(Jn presented no information from this census. When 
consu:.ted, it showed the highest concentration of Cowlitz 
famiL.4:s in Olequa Precinct. Many of the metis families, 
such ellS Bertrand, Gill, St. Germain, and Rabie, were 
enumerated as white (U.S. Census 1900b, 80A, #109, #110, 
#111; ::lOB, #119; 82A, #150). However, in Olequa Precinct, 
several of the other metis families were counted on the 
"Spec:.al Schedule - Indian Population" sheets along with the 
full-bloods: for example, the household of John and Matilda 
(Provc)st) Plamondon was noted as 3/4 white on the special 
Indian Population schedule (U.S. Census 1900b, 84A #2) . 
Along with a French/Klickitat Lozier (U.S. Census 1900b, 84A 
#6) and two white/Cowlitz Cottonoire families (U.S. Census 
1900b, 84A-84B #7, #8), Plamondon was enumerated together 
with ICittie Clover aka Yizeting (Cowlitz/Klickitat), Captain 
Peter aka Wyanashutt (Klickitat with a Cowlitz wife), and 

43 1870 U.S. Census, Cowlitz Co., P.O. Vancouver, WA, p. ???, 
#58/68: Pumphrey, W, 29, m, W, farmer, 11,000/3,700, b. VA; Cecil, 27, 
f, W, b" WA; Louise, 9, f, W, b. WA; Virginia, 1, f, w, b. WA; Lozier, 
J~lia, 17, f, W, domestic servant, b. WA; Plamondon, A, 16, m, W, 
labore):" b. WA; Cottonoir, F, 16, m, W, laborer, b. WA; Reed, C.L., 39, 
m. W, Sluloon keeper, $100, b. MAi Stevens, E.A., 30, m, W, telegraph 
Opera,tm:-, $200/100, b. MA; Plamondon, Simon, 65, m, W, laborer, $300, b. ' 
Canada; McDonald, Terence, 40, m, W, Laborer, b. Ireland; Cottenwire, 0, 
40, lTl, \q, laborer, b. WA; Cottonwire, Edward, 42, m, W, laborer, b. WA; 
Plamondm:l, M, 39, m, W, laborer, b. Wa; Plamondon, John, 25, m. W, 
laborer" b. WA; Plamondon, Bonaparte, 40, m, W, laborer, b. WA; Pratt, 
John, <,0, m, W, carpenter, b. MD; Scott, Frederick, ??, m, W, laborer, 
$100, b" OH; Shostz, Robert, 25, m, I, laborer, b. WA. 

t~!S9/S9: Plamondon, Mary, 30, f, B 1/2 W, keeping, house, b. WA; 
Danie:1. 12, m, B, 1/2 W, b. WA; Leonidas, 6/12, m, B 1/2 W, b. WA. 

f~EiCl/60: Cottonoire, Louise, 30, f, B 1/2 W, keeping house, b. WAi 
Louis:e, 4" f, w, b. WAr 
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Charley Pete (white/Cowlitz). The ethnic complexity was 
demonst::-ated by the entry for Mary Tom aka Wilylely, born 
about 11315, who was Kittie Clover's aunt. Mary was recorded 
as Ccwlitz, her father was Cowlitz and Klickitat; her mother 
was Cowlitz and Nisqually (U.S. Census 1900b, 84A, #3, #4, 
#5) . 

Henry Cheholtz was on the Indian Population Schedule for 
Arkans~~ Precinct. He was age 69, his father Cowlitz and 
Toutle, his mother Cowlitz (U.S. Census 1900b, 83A #1) . 
Several Cowlitz families were counted on the Indian 
population schedules of Monticello Precinct: Mary Pete 
(fathe:r Cowlitz, mother Warm Spring); Frank Wannassay 
(fathe:r Puget Sound [sic, cf. entry for Jack Wannassy, 
below], mother Cowlitz) and his wife Anne (Cowlitz) i Paddy 
and Sus.3.n White (both Cowlitz), and Andrew Lewis (Cascade) 
and his wife Susan (Cowlitz) (U.S. Census 1900b, 160A, #1, 
#2, #3, #4). Frank Wannassay's father Jack Wannassay 
(Cowlitz) and his wife Sallie (Klickitat) were on the 
Special Schedule - Indian Population for Kelso Precinct 
(U.S. Co:nsus 1900b, 121A #309), as were the non-Cowlitz 
Indian :~enry Cluchie family (U. S. Census 1900b, 121A, 
#308) .44 There were also several non-Cowlitz Indian 
families in St. Helen's Precinct (U.S. Census 190Gb, 142A, 
#1, #2, #3, #4). 

Cowlitz County, Washington. 1910 Federal Census. On the 
Indian Population census schedules for Olequa Precinct, 
CharlE~s Pete was shown as Cowlitz i his mother Mary was 
Cowlitz with a Cowlitz father and a Quinault mother; his 
wife Mary [nee Cottonware] was Quinault, with a Yakima 
father and Quinault mother (U.S. Census 1910b, #1), although 
in thEdr own record (see below) these identifications were 
reverse:L Edward Romeo, born in Oregon, was Clackamas; his 
Cowlitz wife Sallie A. spoke Klickitat (U.S. Census 191Gb, 
#2). Included on the same schedule were the families of 
Frank Rabie (Yakima), Captain Peter (Cowlitz), David and 
Delia C::,ttonware (he Quinault and she Yakima), and John and 
Isabell Plamondon (he Yakima with a white father and Yakima 
mother;. she with a Yakima father and Quinault mother) (U.S. 
Census 1910b, #3, #4, #5). 

<4 'Jpon occasion in later years, it was mistakenly assumed that 
the CluchiE! family was Cowlitz because it had resided at Kelso for many 
years. Hc)wever, a letter from E. A. Towner, Attorney, Portland, Oregon, 
to the Superintendent of the Taholah Agency on November 7, 1948, 
indicated specifically that Henry Cluchie's wife, Sophie Wilson, was a 
full-blood Cascade (Towner to Taholah Agency 11/17/1948) . 
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In Monticello Precinct in 1910, Frank Wannassee was 
identified as Quinault, with a Quinault father and a Yakima 
motheri his wife Anna was identified as Klickitat, while the 
household included a nephew identified as Chinook (U.S. 
Census 1910b, #88/91). -

Cowl.itz County, Washington. 1920 Federal Census. In Olequa 
Precinct, the following families were listed as "In": 
Charley Pete, Daniel A. Plamondon, David Rabbie, John 
Plamondon, and David Cottonwire (U.S. Census 1920b, ED 43, 
lA #8; lB, #17/16, #21, #25/21; 1B-2A, #29/24). In 
Monticello Precinct, the Frank Wannassay family was also 
identified as Indian (U.S. Census 1920b, ED 52, 2B #41) . 

Clark County, Washington 

Clark County, one of the original administrative counties of 
the Oregon Territory, was organized in 1844. Originally 
called Vancouver County, the name was changed to Clark 
County in 1849. 

Clark County, Oregon Territory. 1850 Federal Census. Of 
the metis families later identified as Cowlitz on the Roblin 
Roll.. only that of Antoine Gobar [Gobin] was enumerated in 
Clark County in 1850 (Moyer 1931-1932, 1). 

Clark County, Washington Territory. 1860 Federal Census. 
No families antecedent to the petitioner could be identified 
on this: census. 

Clark County, Washington Territory. 1870 Federal Census. A 
typed copy of this census is available (Porter 1983). This 
census includes the important Cowlitz lineal family of Lucy 
(Skloutwout) Garrand Weaser (spelled Weser) (Porter 1983, 
28-29 #284/264), shown living among exclusively white 
neighbc'rs. Of non-Cowlitz Indian families ancestral to the 
pet::.tic,ner's membership, it shows that of Abraham and Julie 
Robie [Rabbie], with Abraham "white," Julie "Indian,1I and 
the children as 111/2B II (Porter 1983, 11 #106/101). None of 
the other numerous metis and Indian families shown on this 
census could be connected with the petitioning group with 
the exception of Simon Gill, who was working as a laborer in 
an unrelated household (Porter 1983, 57 #582/550). 

Clark County, Washington Terri tory. 1880 Federal Census. 
The 1880 Federal census of Yackalt Precinct, Clark County, 
Washin3ton, enumerated nine Indian families totalling 35 
indivijua1s (U.S. Census lSSOc, 31, #50-53 - #57/62), 
several of whom can be identified as IILewis River ll 
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ancesto~s. Other Indian families were enumerated in 
Cathlap'::>odle Precinct (U.S. Census lS80c, 36, #162/171-175 -
#163/175; 36r, #170/184 - #175/188); in Enumeration District 
#23 IU.S. Census lS80c, 41r, 46), and in Enumeration 
District #3 (U.S. Census lS80c, 55). The Indian families 
enumerated in Vancouver City had no names pertinent to 
Cowlitz research (U.S. Census 1880c, 57r). Simon Plamondon, 
Sr. and his third wife were enumerated in Vancouver City, 
District No.3 (U.S. Census lS80c, 56r, #26/41). 

Clark C:::unty, Washington. 1900 Federal Census. The 
families of James Charley and Catherine Kasiker [Cosike) 
were listed on Indian Population Schedules for Eaton 
Precinct. The three Charley men were identified as 
Klickit~t; the tribe of the daughter-in-law was unknown 
(U.S. Census 1900e, 127 #154/154). Catherine Kasiker was 
identified as Klickitat, her husband Sam Jackson as Cowlitz. 
A boarder and one grandson were Cowlitz; another grandson 
and a g~anddaughter were Klickitat (U.S. Census 1900e, 127 
#155/155) . 

Clark C,unty, Washington. 1910 Federal Census. The 1910 
Federal census of Eaton Precinct, Clark County, Washington, 
on the Indian Population Schedules, identified the families 
of both George Charlie, an Umtux descendent, and John Eyle, 
who had married into the Pete family, as Klickitat (U.S. 
Census: 1910e). 

Because the 1920 census provided for no tribal 
identifications and few families associated with the Cowlitz 
Indians resided in Clark County, the BIA researcher did not 
check t::1e 1920 census for Clark County, Washington. 

Chehalis County, Washington 

Federal census records are available for Chehalis County, 
Washing':on, from 1860 through 1880. However, they did not 
appear ':0 contain information pertinent to Cowlitz ancestry. 

Chehali.; County, Washington. 1900 Federal Census. The 1900 
Federal census of Chehalis County, Washington, did not show 
any per:30ns identified as Cowlitz Indians, or as having 
parents who were identified as Cowlitz Indians, on the 
Indian population schedules of any precinct. These Indian 
Population Schedules included the residents of the Chehalis 
Reservation and the Quinault Reservation (U.S. Census 
1900f) . 
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Cheha~~is County, Washington. 1910 Federal Census. The 1910 
Federal census of Chehalis County, Washington, showed three 
famil:.es containing Cowlitz Indians in Oakville Precinct, 
those of David Provoe (U.S. Census 1910d, #7/8), James 
Juliu,; and his wife Susan [Quatanna). (U.S. Census 1910d, 
#9/10;, and Edward and Anna (Reed) Farron, who were listed 
as "NE!d Fern" and family (U.S. Census 1910d, #12/13). David 
PrOVOE! INas identified as a white man born in Canada, but his 
wife "as shown as Indian; Susan Julius was shown as having a 
Cowlit:z father and a Chehalis mother; Edward and Anna Farron 
were bo1:h shown as "Chehalis," with their fathers both white 
and th,:?ir mothers both Cowlitz . 

. Cheha.l is County, Washington. 1920 Federal Census. Because 
the. 19:20 census provided for no tribal identifications and 
few families associated with the Cowlitz Indians resided in 
Cheha:.:is County, the BIA researcher did not check the 1920 
census for Clark County, Washington. 

Yakima County, Washington 

Yakim~l County, Washington, was established in 1865. Federal 
census records prior to 1900 did not indicate the presence 
of a significant number of Cowlitz families. None appeared 
on thE! 1870 or 1880 census, the latter of which has been 
indexE!Cl (Roberts 1971). Unusually, a copy of the 1890 
Feder~ll census of the Yakima Indian Reservation survives in 
the rE!cords of the Yakima Indian Agency at the Regional 
Archives in Seattle (NARS Seattle, RG 75 BIA, Yakima Indian 
Agency, Box 260). It was headed, "Census 1890. Indians. 
Yakama Klickitat and Wasco Tribes. Capt. Chas. wannassay 
the Gn:at." Some pages were enumerated by other persons. 
The census included whites who lived on the reservation. 
Very fl:?'W persons were identified as Cowlitz by tribe: Chas. 
Wannas;say, 29, can speak & write English; Jacon Wannassay, 
5; Oti::: Wannassay, 1; Ida Wannassay, Klickatat, 40; farther 
down on same page, Cowlitz John, Cowlitz, 40, can't speak 
Englis;h/can't read or write English; Sarah, Klickitat, 49, 
can't speak English/can't read or write English. 

Yakimc:l County, Washington. 1900 Federal Census. This 
censusl is available in a published, indexed transcription 
(Yakima Valley Genealogical Society 1980). The Yakima 
Indian Reservation was enumerated separately, and indicated 
the tribe of the individual and the individual's parents 
(Yakima Valley Genealogical Society 1980, 208-241). It 
indicatE~d at least partial Cowlitz ancestry for some 
familJ.E~s who elsewhere are identified with other tribes. In 
the case of the Northover family, for example, Joseph 
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NorthovE~r was shown on this census as having an English 
father and Cowlitz mother. 45 His wife Frances was shown as 
having a Snohomish father and a Cowlitz mother (Yakima 
Valley G,enealogical Society 1980, 211 #45) . 

In ordeJ~ to determine the origins of many Yakima Cowlitz 
familieB, it would be necessary to concatenate this census 
with all other available late 19th and early 20th century 
evidence, including the Yakima realty records discussed 
elsewhe:~,e in this report and the reservation rolls discussed 
elsewhe:~,e in this report. 

Yakima County, Washington. 1910 Federal Census. Like 1900, 
the 1911) Federal census of Yakima County included the Yakima 
reservations, and identified individuals and their parents 
by trib!~, although the great majority of entries had all 
three filled out as "Yakima" with a stamp. Louis La Clair 
was Puyallup, with a white father and a Puyallup mother; his 
wife wa!; Puyallup (U.S. Census 1910c, ED 302 #8/9). Joseph 
NorthcvE~r was Yakima, with a white father and Yakima mother 
(U.S. CE~nSU8 1910c, ED 303, #9/10). Albert Mesplie was 
shown aB Walla Walla (U.S. Census 1910c, #183/207). There 
was no n,ecessary consistency, Frank Iyall was listed as 
Yakima \iith Yakima parents (U.S. Census 1910c, ED 302, 
#32/36), but his sister Louise, wife of Frank Ross, was 
listed iiS Cowlitz with Cowlitz parents (U.S. Census 1910c, 
ED 302, ij61/68), while sisters Susan, wife of Philip 
Olney,46 and Margaret, wife of Frederick Walkechaw (aka 
Fred Saml ,47 were again identified as Yakima (U. S. Census 
1910c, ED 302, #79/88, #83/92). The family of Lincoln 
White, !>hown as Cowlitz in almost every other document, was 

65 By contrast, the Washington Donation Land Claim for 
William Northover indicated that he was born in Dorsetshire Co., 
E:ng1 a:nd, arrived in Oregon Territory on May 25, 1851, and married 
his wife Kitty on June 4, 1854, in Pierce County, Washington 
Territory (NARS M-815, Roll 99, 904-930). . 

Katie (Stolib) Northover was Nisqually, according to Roblin 
(Roblin Roll 1919, 59). 

" Susan lyall's marriage license identified her as 
Nisqually (NARS Seattle, RG 75, Yakima Indian Agency 1901-1917, 
B,::>x 282) . 

47 Margaret was also the widow of Andrew Richards, the son 
of Tyee Dick. 
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here l.Lsted with his father white, his mother "Takelman," 
and hi:; wife Yakima (U.S. Census 1910c, #172/195) .48 

Lancas':er Spencer, whose son would be secretary of the 
Cowl i t:2: claims organization in 1917" was shown as having a 
Klicki .. :at father and a Wasco mother (U.S. Census 1910c, ED 
302, #12/13). The George Waters family, to which numerous 
Yakima Cowlitz families trace, was shown with the husband's 
parent.; Klickitat and the wife's parents Yakima (U. S. Census 
1910c, 132/149); similarly the George Cleparty family was 
shown 'ATith the husband Klickitat and the wife "Toppenish" 
(U. S. ':ensus 1910c, #160/183). 

Yakima Coun ty, Washington. 1920 Federal Census. This 
census (U.S. Census 1920c) provided no information on tribal 
affiliation. It would be of genealogical value for 
determining ancestry and relationships among identified 
Yakima Cowlitz families, but not for determining enrollment 
and tribal ancestry. 

Pierce County, Washington 

Pierce County was established in 1852. Basically, Pierce 
and ThJrston Counties, Washington, lay outside the Cowlitz 
occupancy area. The majority of their territory was 
includ~d in the cessions made by the 1855 Treaty of Medicine 
Creek (Taylor 1974b, 409). Many of the Cowlitz metis 
famili~s that settled in Pierce County had close ties to the 
HBC thr-ough the Puget Sound Agricultural Company's two 
settle:nents at Cowlitz Prairie and at Fort Nisqually, and 
were r~lated to Nisqually metis families. The BIA 
geneal~gical researcher assigned to the Steilacoom petition 
for Fejeral acknowledgment has pointed out that many these 
Cowlitz who settled in Pierce County, Washington, are also 
claimej as ancestors by the Steilacoom petitioner for 
Federal acknowledgment. 

Pierce County, Washington Territory. 1860 Federal Census. 
No families associated with the Cowlitz Indians were 
identified on this census. 

Pierce County, Washington Territory. 1870 Federal Census. 
For famlilies known to descend from Cowlitz Indians, the 
index showed John D. Chalafon [sic, Chalifoux, later 
Sherlafoo] (Jackson 1969b, 46), and the children of Louis 

.8 In 1947, a Yakima enrollment application counted Wilson 
W:lite, son of Lincoln and Mary White, as 4/4 Yakima (BAR Files) . 
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and Betsy Latour (Jackson 1969b, 151), who were categorized 
as "Half breeds not otherwise counted (U.S. Census 1870d, 
184r l • The family of Mary Cottonoire, wife of Joseph 
LeGard, showed Joseph Legard, a white man, in one household 
(U.S. Census 1870d, 190 #31/28), while his wife and children 
were listed separately in the category "Half breeds not 
otherwise counted (U.S. Census 1870d, 185). The six living 
children of Philomene Boscillet, three by J.B. Lapotrie and 
three by Esdras St. Cyr, were also in this category (U.S. 
Census 1870d, 184r). "Mrs. McCloude" was listed as an 
Indian, while Katie McCloude was counted as a half-breed 
(Jackson 1979b, 174). Daniel M. Mounts was listed as white, 
but "Christian" Mounts as a half-breed (Jackson 1979b, 193). 

PiercE~ County, Washington Territory. 1880 Federal Census. 
Several families classified as Cowlitz by Roblin in 1919 
appeare~ on this census. Isaac Bastian was listed as "HB" 
[half-·bl:'eed] (U.S. Census 1880d, 469, #100/105). For 
Dominick Corcoran, the enumerator listed the husband as 
white a.:1d his wife as "HB" (U.S. Census 1880d, 470, 
#112/117). E[sdras] St. Cyr was listed as white, with his 
wife Philomene [nee Boscillet], "I" (U.S. Census 1880d, 
470r, #127/133). Daniel M. Mounts, born in Illinois and 
employed by the OIA, was listed as white: so was his half­
Cowlitz wife [nee Catherine McLeod] and their children (U.S. 
Census 1880d, 468-468r, #79/84). The great majority of the 
metis families listed in Pierce County in 1880 had no known 
Cowlitz connection and were not ancestors of CIT members. 

Summary, Pierce County, Washington. Generally speaking, 
those families of Cowlitz descent which moved to Pierce 
County, 'washington, did so early, by the mid-1860's, and 
remained there consistently. The census showed no evidence 
of a pattern of moving back and forth between Pierce County 
and the Lewis County and Cowlitz County area. Only one of 
the Cow:.itz women whose husbands settled in Pierce County 
has significant numbers of descendants in the CIT 
membership. 

Thurston County, Washington 

Thurston County, Washington, was established in 1852. No 
familie~1 associated with the Cowlitz Indians were identified 
on the 1860 Federal census of Thurston County. The index to 
the 1870 Federal census showed the family of Augustus and 
Cecelia Cluckey [Cloquet] (Jackson 1979b, 52), and also that 
of Isidore Bernier (Jackson 1979b, 20). This Bernier line 
has no dE~scendants in the modern membership, and had 
returned to Lewis County by 1880. The Cloquet family, v.rhich 
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has many descendants on the petitioner's membership list, 
had also returned to Lewis County by the 1880 census and 
remained there in 1900. 

More p:oblematic for the modern petitioner's membership are 
the descendants of Martha (Williams) Simmons (see discussion 
below) . 

Island/San Juan County, Washington 

Islanc.' (San Juan) County, on the Puget Sound, was 
established in 1853. One issue for CIT membership, not from 
the perspective of Cowlitz lineal descent, but from the 
perspective of tribal coherence and continuity, is the 
presence on the current membership roll of several families 
descendE~d from three Cowlitz women whose non- Indian husbands 
had rE!tnoved to the San Juan Islands by the mid-1870's. 
These San Juan Island families apparently did not maintain 
close contact with the Cowlitz River valley after the death 
of thE! original ancestresses, but were identified as Cowlitz 
when Lhe children enrolled at Chemawa (Chemawa Registers) 
and ic3entified themselves as Cowlitz in affidavits submitted 
to thE~ Northwestern Federation of American Indians in 1913 
(Robl:.n Enrollment Applications, M-1343) and subsequently. 
They \-"ere identified as Cowlitz on the Roblin Roll and have 
des.cendants in the petitioner's current membership. 
DeSCeJldants of these families account for many of the CIT 
membe::-s who today live scattered in the urban areas of 
Washington State. No descendants of the San Juan Island 
families now live in the Cowlitz River valley. 

The odginal migration to Island County is apparently 
explained by the fact that the French-Canadian heads of 
these ancestral families were associated with, or worked 
for,::dward D. Warbass, who had lived on Cowlitz Prairie in 
Lewis County at the time of the 1856 Indian War (see the 
Historical Technical Report to this proposed finding), and 
who later, together with his Indian wife, removed to Island 
County'. 

San Jua.n (Island) County, Washington Territory. 1880 
Federad Census. The 1880 census of San Juan County showed 
the descendants of Catherine (Delaunais) LaPlante Verrier in 
a number of households on several different islands. 
Catherine Verrier herself was on San Juan Island (U.S. 
Census 1880f, 8, #197/205), as were the families of J.C. 
Archarr~ault (U.S. Census 1880f, Sr, #135/140) and Charles 
McKay (U.S. Census 1880f, 6, #141/141). Peter LaPlant [Jr.] 
was on Orcas Island (U.S. Census 1880f, 2, #41/42); Charles 
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Wiggins was on Waldron Island (U.S. Census 1880f, 11, 
#260/27fi). The enumerator meticulously recorded individuals 
as "I" ::o:r Indian, "1/2 I," and "1/4 I," with mathematical 
consistency. 

As will be seen elsewhere in this report, children of these 
familie!3 attended Chemawa in the 1890's and early 1900's. 
No famL.ies in this county were identified as Cowlitz on the 
Indian Population Schedules of the 1900 Federal census (U.S. 
Census :.900d). Their descendants were identified as Cowlitz 
on the Roblin Roll. However, there is little evidence of 
continuE~d social contacts between this extended family and 
the main body of the petitioner prior to the 1970's. The 
Lozier/\liggins line has 71 descendants on the current CIT 
membership list. There are 40 Quatanna/Archambault 
descendants; 19 Quatanna/Smith descendants, 8 Quatanna/ 
Delauna:.s descendants, and 7 Delaunais/LaPlante descendants, 
for a total of 145 persons, or just over 10 per cent of the 
current CIT membership. 

Territorial and State Census Records. Because of the ample 
document:ation provided by Federal and BIA census materials, 
the BIA researcher determined that a line-by-line search of 
all the territorial and state censuses of Washington was not 
necessary for this technical report. 

The 187:. territorial census for Lewis County, Washington 
Territory, has been published (Patton and Stone 1979). 
Given names were abbreviated to initials. The Cowlitz metis 
familieE; included in this listing were, with one exception, 
identified as white. Indian families were not included. 
The territorial censuses of Yakima County for 1871, 1883, 
1885, and 1887 had also been published, but contained no 
significant data (Lines 1983b). 

Oregon 1J~rritory and Washington Territory Donation Land 
Claims. None of the material available in the General Land 
Office EE~cords pertaining to Donation Land Claims was 
pre·sentE~d by the petitioner. Abstracts of the Oregon 
TerritoIY Donation Land Claims have been published 
(Genealc~ical Forum of Portland, Oregon 1957-1975), as have 
abstract.s of the Washington Territory Donation Land Claims 
(SeattIE~ Genealogical Society 1980). A limited filming of 
the records was done by the National Archives in 1951 (NARS 
RG 49, F~E~cords of the General Land Office, M-203), and a 
full fil ming in 1970 (NARS RG 49, Oregon and Washington 
Donatior. IJand Files 1851-1903, M-815). All of the above 
materi.:il was consulted by the BIA researcher. 
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The baEic condition was that: 

.Ili. f~ct of Sept. 27, 1850 .. contained 
pr'ovisions for the donations of public lands to 
sEttlers. Every male settler over 18 years of age 
who was a citizen or had declared intention to 
bE,come one, who had become a resident of the 
TE,rritory before December 1 1850 and who had lived 
on the land for four years could be granted 320 
acres of land. If he was married, his wife could 
also receive 320 acres in her name (NARS M-815, 
Introduction) . 

Included in the definition of "settlers" were "every white 
settler or occupant of the public lands, American half-breed 
Indiam: included" (Johansen 1957, vi). The Act provided 
smaller donations of 160 acres to settlers who entered the 
Territory between December 1, 1850, and December 1, 1853, 
and to settlers who became 21 or married after entering. 
The provisions were later extended until December 1, 1855 
(NARS tol·· 1315, Introduction). 

While t.he claims were all entered prior to 1855, the date of 
unambisruous prior Federal acknowledgment for the Cowlitz 
Indiam: being utilized for this finding, the Donation Land 
Claim material is useful not only for determining the actual 
settlemEmt pattern of the metis families, but also, through 
the affidavit material, for showing the continued 
interaction among the various retired Hudson's Bay Company 
emploYE!es who settled in the area of Cowlitz Prairie. 
Because many claims were not finalized immediately, there is 
sometimes data extending into the 1870's and 1880's. 
Frequen1:1y, but not uniformly, the information includes the 
place cll1d date of the applicant's birth, the place and date 
of the applicant's marriage, the maiden name of the 
applicant's wife, and the names of the heirs-at-law if the 
applicant had died before the claim was finalized. The 
tribal affiliation of an Indian wife was rarely given: in 
fact, the fact that the wife was Indian was rarely mentioned 
in theSE:! records. They do provide the dates of some "lost" 
marriaHE:!s that took place at the St. Francois Xavier 
mission. 

Material is available under the following certificate 
number~; pertaining to the metis families of Pierre LaPlante 
0-78, ~roseph St. Germain 0-79, Simon Plamondon 0-80 [papers 
missin~r from file], Oliver Bouchard 0-82, Ignace Lozier 0-
85, Andre St. Martin 0-138, Marcel and Julien Bernier 0-161 
and 0-J.62, Pierre Bercier 0-379, Michel Cottonoire 0-380, 
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Antoine Gobar 0-393, John Baptist Reille [Riel] 0-462, Lewis 
Latour 0-513, William Northover 0-518, Joseph Legard 0-523, 
Michel Cottonoire, Jr. 0-530, Isaac Bastian 0-541, Dominick 
Corcoran 0-588, John B. Bouchard 0-596, Louis LaDue 0-643, 
Pierre Charles 0-659, John B. Provost 0-686, and many other 
former HBC employees who interacted with the above men in 
the records, but who did not become so closely associated 
with the Cowlitz Indians (Seattle Genealogical Society 
1980) " 

It is necessary to read through the records of the entire 
group to derive the maximum information concerning anyone 
individual, since occasionally a man would give information 
about his background in an affidavit on someone else's 
behalf that he had not included in his own affidavit, and 
upon occasion one claimant's papers have become mixed in 
another man's file. Most of the men indicated that they 
were born in Quebec Province between 1790 and 1810, had 
entered the Oregon Territory in the 1820's or 1830's, and 
had married during the late 1820's through the mid-1840's. 

The birthplaces of some of the younger "French-Canadian" 
men, s;u:::h as Joseph St. Germain (1828 on McKinzie's Run on 
the Re!d River in the British Provinces) (NARS M-815 Roll 93, 
403, 83·i), give credence to later assertions that they were 
thernsel'~es metis. Emilie (Finlay) Bercier Plamondon's son 
Pierre! 3ercier stated that he had arrived in Oregon on March 
14, 182.3, by being born at Fort Spokane, and was thus a 
native!-born citizen (NARS M-815, Roll 97, 936). Marcel 
Bernie:r also stated that he was native-born in Oregon 
Territo:ry, near Spokane Village Clear Lake in 1820 (NARS M-
815, Roll 95, 329-341). On the declaration of John B. 
Boilchard, who said he was born in Oregon Territory on 
January 4, 1829, the words "white settler" were crossed out 
(NARS M-81S, Roll 101, 62-76). 

BIA Cen:[us Records and Rolls. The Bureau of Indian Affairs 
compiled several sets of statistics pertinent to the Cowlitz 
Indians in the decade 1870-1880. 

1870 T'abu.lation. On September 1, 1870, the report of 
Superintendent Ross included a tabular "Census of Indians in 
Washington Territory." His table included "Parties to no 
treatieB--west of Cascade Mountains. II Among the eight 
tribes Em1.lmerated were: 

Tr:.be: Cowlitz and Klickatat 
Ch:.f2f: At -waine 
Nuriliers: 90 men, 105 women, 122 children: total 317 
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(CIT Pet. Narr., 18; Ross 1870, 18 in COlA Report 1870; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-1356). 

It was not specified what groups or bands were comprised in 
this count, but presumably it referred to both the Lower 
Cowlit2: and Upper Cowlitz. BIA records indicate clearly 
that thE: 1870 "At-waine" was, in fact, Atwin Stockum (Milroy 
to Hayt 1/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 919, 92). Officially, 
Atwin Stockum did not replace Kiskox as chief of the Lower 
Cowlit:;: until after the latter's death in 1875. He was 
already functioning as chief in 1877, prior to the date of 
the Bll~ certificate appointing him (Milroy to Hayt 1/7/1878, 
NARS M - :2 3 4 Ro 11 919, 91). 

1878 M~:_Zroy Census, Lower Cowli tz. This BIA listing omitted 
all thE! Cowlitz metis families. For a full picture of the 
petitioner's ancestral community at this time period, the 
BIA enumerations must be correlated with the Federal and 
territorial censuses. The full enumeration by head of 
househcl1d was submitted as part of the petition supplement 
(CIT PE:t .. Suppl. Ex. A-3414 - A-3415). See Appendix I for 
the fu].l contents. Three years later, Milroy wrote that, 
"The CE:IlSUS of 1878, having been mostly taken or obtained 
from ctLiefs and head men, was perhaps somewhat exaggerated 
and not very reliable" (Milroy in COlA 1881; CIT Pet. Ex. A-
76). Fowever, this may have been a generalization. For the 
Cowlit2, it is consistent with all other available 
documler.tation. Several of the names appear in later BrA 
records: pertaining to the Cowlitz Indians. 

1878 Mj~[roy Census, Upper Cowlitz. This document (CIT Pet. 
Suppl. Ex. A-3417 - A-4319) was parallel in form to the 
Lower Cowlitz census taken the same year. See Appendix II 
for the full text. The majority of the names can be tied to 
Upper Cowlitz families that appear in later BIA records of 
other types. 

On June 7, 1878, Milroy explained to the COlA that: 

I have not yet succeeded in obtaining the census 
of the Louis River Klickatat band of Indians, 
residing in Clark & Skamania Counties about 130 
miles from this office, over a difficult & 
expensive rout[e]. Said band numbers somewhere 
between 70 & 150. So it is safe to say I have 
written several letters and delayed for some time 
in hope of obtaining the census of the Louis River 
Klickatat Bands. Will forward it as soon as 

61 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 438 of 555 



Genealogical Technical Report, Cowlitz Indian Tribe 

cbtained (Milroy to Hayt 6/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 
919i CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3421). 

1879 Mi.Lroy Census Summary, Cowlitz. In 1879, 
Superintendent R.H. Milroy prepared a detailed report on 
"Reservations, Tribes, and Bands" in western Washington 
Territory. Among those he identified were the following: 

~ot,~litz Band, consisting of 66 Indians, men, 
women, and children, and situated on the Cowlitz 
river near its mouth, 65 miles south of Olympia. 
"The Lower Cowlitz band is the remnant of a once 
pO\i1 lerful tribe and talks a language different from 
aL. others." 

~ot,~litz Klickitat Band, consisting of 105 Indians, 
men, women, and children, and situated on the 
Upper Cowlitz River and tributaries, about 40 
mL.les southeast of Olympia. "The Upper Cowlitz 
Kl:.ckitat and Louis River bands talk one language, 
thE~ Klickatat spoken by most of the Yakamas." 

~OlLis (Lewis] River Band, consisting of 104 
Inciia.ns, men, women, and children, and situated on 
the Louis River and tributaries, about 90 miles 
southeast of Olympia (CIT Pet. Narr., 20-21; 
citing Milroy 1879:148-149; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1348-
13~:~3; CIT Pet. Narr., 21; citing Milroy" 1881:164; 
CIT Pet. Ex. A-1352). 

Milroy indicated that the Cowlitz were under the supervision 
of the H:Lsqual1y Agency (CIT Pet. Ex. A-113). 

18~O ML~roy Census Summary, Cowli tz. For the 1880 census of 
Indians belonging to his agency, R.H. Milroy reported the 
followin9 count: Lower Cowlitz Band, 56; Upper Cowlitz 
Band, 71; Lewis River Band -- [enumerated on Federal 
schedule] (CIT Pet. Narr., 21; citing Milroy 1881: 164, CIT 
Pet. Rx. A-1352). 

In the 'Reports of Agents, washington Territory, 1881," 
R.H. Milroy wrote to COlA H. Price, on August 31, 1881, 
explainin9 the difference between the 1878 census and the 
1880 census. By directive of September 27, 1880, he had 
been ordered to take "a careful and complete census of the 
Indians belonging to this agency and not taxed." He 
explaine~d. that taxed Indians were included on the Federal 
census. He then added: 
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":2nd. It will be seen that not one of the Lewis 
Riv1er band, which, by the census of 1878, numbered 
104, was included in the Indian census of this 
aq,ency which was occasioned by the following 
facts: I was informed that the greater part of 
them had been taken by the enumerator of the white 
census, and those not taken were scattered over a 
re9,ion of country fully as large as the State of 
D€~laware--out of the way, very broken, heavily 
t:.lTIbered, and difficult of access--and to have 
hunted up these scattered Indians, probably not to 
exceed twenty-five or thirty in all, would have 
required the time and expense of an enumerator for 
pe:rhaps three weeks, which I considered would not 
pay. The enumerator whom I employed to take the 
census of Upper and Lower Cowlitz and the Lewis 
River bands after completing the census of the two 
fLn:;t named bands declined to take that of the 
Icl1:ter, and it being late, I did not engage 
another enumerator" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-76). 

1880 wc.s apparently the last BIA enumeration which included 
the Upper Cowlitz Band and Lower Cowlitz Band. 

Reservc!tion Rolls. The BIA Census Rolls for Federal Indian 
reserva.tions from 1885 through 1940 have been microfilmed by 
the Nat =.cmal Archives (NARS M- 595). They throw a 
considerable amount of light on the relationship of Cowlitz 
Indians to federally acknowledged tribes during the 
chronological period they cover. The following discussion 
does net exhaust the information that was located, but 
rather indicates the type of information obtainable from 
this record series. 

Yakimca. The earliest available Yakima census roll, that of 
1885, did not include any identifiable historical Cowlitz 
familiesl. Lancaster Spencer, who would later be involved in 
the 1915 Cowlitz claims organization, was listed (B'IA Census 
Rolls, Roll 671, 1885, No. 27), but he was not classified as 
Cowlit:z. Two other families were listed as Cowlitz (BIA 
Census Rolls, Roll 671, 1885, No. 115, No. 119), but neither 
could be connected with either the 1878 BlA census of the 
Upper and Lower Cowlitz or with the 1919 Roblin Roll. 

The earliest Yakima census indicating a significant number 
of historical Cowlitz families and families ancestral to 
modern CT'l members as enrolled was that of 1898 (BlA Census 
Rolls, Roll 672). It included the families of John and 
Nancy Dick (BlA Census Rolls, Roll 672, 1898, No. 340-347), 
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Edward and Annie (Reed) Farron (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 672, 
1898, ~). 424-430), Iyall Wahawa (BlA Census Rolls, Roll 
672, 1898, No. 609-613), Louis Leclair (BlA Census Rolls, 
Roll 67:2, 1898, No. 851-858), Joseph and Frances Northern 
[Northo'Ter] (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 672, 1898, No. 1042-
1047), Frank Wannassay (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 672, 1898, 
No. 219'7-2200), and Lincoln White (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 
672, 1898, No. 2243-2250). The John Guyette family, to 
which many Yakima Cowlitz families trace, also appeared on 
the Yakima roll in 1898 (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 672, 1898, 
No. 46?·471), although it was still also carried on the 
Nisqually reservation census at that date. 

The 1899 Yakima roll included the family of Andrew and Susan 
(White) Lewis (BlA Census Rolls, Roll 672, 1899, No. 855-
859), and that of Abraham Arquette and several of his sons 
(BlA Census Rolls, Roll 672, 1899, No. 35[?-page torn]). In 
1902, Mary Stooquin was enrolled with her daughter Abbie L. 
[Gerrand/Weaser], through whom a large group of modern CIT 

members trace their Cowlitz lineage (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 
672, 190:2, #167.2-167.3). 

By 1917, members of many more historical Cowlitz families 
were enrolled on Yakima: George Cheholtz, Samuel and John 
Eyle, Jwm~s Satanas, James Suterlick, and Alexander Yoke i 
while the lyall, Northover, Guyette, Mesplie, Dick, Leclair, 
Edward Farron, Stoquin [Gerrand/Weaser], Wannassay, and 
White families continued to be listed (BlA Census Rolls, 
Roll 67~" 1917, Nos. 466, 606, 612, 622, 717, 923, 1409, 
1434, l~r'i6,. 2129, 2145, 2559, 2668, 2675). On the 1921 
Yakima census, which distinguished between resident and non­
resident E~nrollees, several of the historical Cowlitz and 
CIT anCE!sl:ral families were noted as non-resident. These 
included Cheholtz, Eyle, Abbie Stoquin [Gerrand/Weaser], 
Phillip~:, William R. Wilson, and Wannassay (BIA Census, 
Rolls, Eoll 674, 1921, No. 446/439, No. 1604/1603, No. 
1715/19913), as well as that of Morris Charles (husband of 
Caroline! Brendale), which had previously been listed on 
Nisqually (BlA Census Rolls, Roll 674, 1921, No. 297/292). 
In 1923, Mary Kiona [Mrs. CharI. Kiona] was listed as a non­
resident. enrollee (BlA Census Rolls, Roll 675, 1923, 
#349/33~]I ,. as were Mary Kiona' s daughter Ora Smith (BlA 
Census Rolls, Roll 675, 1923, No. 510/475). and Eugene 
Cloquet t E~ (BlA Census Rolls, Roll 675, 1923, #104/98). The 
lyall, ME~splie, Guyette, Northern [Northover], and Frank 
Wannassay families, among others, continued to be listed as 
residents at Yakima in the 1934/39 rolls, although it was 
specified that the Wannassay family resided at Kelso, 
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Wasr.in9ton (BrA Census Rolls, Roll 679, 1934/39, Nos. 963, 
1934, 1513, 2584). 

Quir~ult. Numerous families that were historically 
identi:i,ed as Cowlitz, but which do not have descendants on 
the CIT membership lists, appeared at various times on the 
Quinault Reservation census rolls. These included the 
family of Isaac Bastian in 1912 (BrA Census Rolls, Roll 93, 
1912, No. 19) and 1915 (BrA Census Rolls, Roll 564, 1915, 
No. 28/2.9). The Quinault census are also useful for 
identi'::ying persons of historical interest in the crT 
petition exhibits, such as Emma (Millett) Luscier (BlA 
Census Rolls, Roll 595, 1912, No. 233; Roll 564, 1915, No. 
413/409) and Jack and Catherine Skamink (BlA Census Rolls, 
Roll 9:1, 1910, No. 168). Other families which were counted 
on Quinault in the early 19th century are now enrolled with 
CIT, such as descendants of the McLeod/Mounts family (BIA 
Census Rolls, Roll 564, 1915, No. 496/463-476/470). 

ChehaL.:s. The BIA researcher read the Chehalis Reservation 
cenSUSE!:S from 1885 through 1936. (BrA Census Rolls, Roll 
93, Roll 302, Roll 564). Generally speaking, the Chehalis 
Reservcltion censuses show, for Cowlitz, only specific 
indivic~als who had married Chehalis enrollees, and whose 
descendants are not today in the CIT membership (some of the 
Thomas ~amily, for example). They are useful for framing 
the tot.al genealogies of some historical Cowlitz families 
(e.g., Captain Peter's stepdaughter Julia Kayger; Lucy 
YOUCktOIl), for identifying Chehalis individuals who 
interacted socially with Cowlitz Indians (e.g., Silas Heck), 
for idE:ntifying some persons who were mistakenly called 
"Cowlitz" in BrA correspondence of the 1920's and 1930's 
included in the CIT petition exhibits (e.g., Jack Skamink), 
and in accounting for some of individuals of "Cowlitz" 
ancestry who were listed in the Quinault allotment records 
(e.g., the non-Cowlitz Pete family, Wesley-Bobbl. However, 
they did not prove to be directly relevant to issues of CIT 
ancest.IY and membership. 

Nis~~IJ~. It was impossible to determine whether the 
"AntoinE! Sta qum" listed in 1885 on the Nisqually census 
(BIA Census Rolls, Roll 302, 1885, No. 166) was the same 
person as the Cowlitz chief Atwin Stockum. Peter Kalama, 
chosen as one of the delegates to go to Washington, D.C. by 
the Cowlitz claims organization in 1915, was enrolled at 
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Nisqually in 1912 (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 93, 1912, No. 
18).49 He was later prominent as a Nisqually leader. The 
Arquett,= family, classified as Cowlitz by Roblin in 1919, 
was on. Nisqually in 1885 (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 302, #135); 
the fam.ily of Morris and Carrie (Br~ndale) Charley was on 
NisqualLy in 1903 (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 409, 1903, #119) 
before .Later transferring to Yakima. Several persons 
mentioned in Quinault records as associated with the Cowlitz 
India.ns were also enrolled at Nisqually, such as Mary 
Longfreli (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 93, 1910, No.3; 1912, No. 
28; Roll 564, 1921, No. 34/33), Emma Luciers Millet [sic] 
(BIA Census Rolls, Roll 93, 1912, No. 283), and Jack and 
Catherine Skamink (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 407, 1892, No.8; 
Roll 93, 1910, No. 26; 1912, No. 53; Roll 564, 921, No. 
61/59). 

Puyall~~. In 1885, the Puyallup census showed a one-time­
only app'earance of the Augustus Clucky [Cloquette] family 
(BIA Census Rolls, Roll 302, 1885, #142). A large number of 
CIT me~)ers trace their lineage through his wife Cecile 
Ledoux. The 1885 and 1886 censuses of Puyallup verified the 
preSenCE! of Dick Richards [Tyee Dick], a son of the Cowlitz 
Chief Sc:anewa, and his family (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 302, 
1885, No. 32; 1886, No. 30). He continued to be listed at 
Puyallup until his death. The McLeod/Mounts family descends 
from a sister of Tyee Dick and now has descendants on the 
CIT rolls. so It was also listed at Nisqually as early as 
1890 (Bll~ Census Rolls, Roll 407, 1890) before being 
allotted on Quinault. The Guyette family mentioned by many 
Yakima Cowlitz as ancestral was enrolled at Puyallup (BIA 
Census Eolls, Roll 407, 1890, No. 243; Roll 407, 1891, No. 
305; Roll 595, 1901, No. 213) was later allotted on Yakima. 

The Louis Leclair family was also on Puyallup in 1885 (BIA 
Census Fnlls, Roll 302, 1885, No. 313), and continued to be 
enrollt:c, em Puyallup until it moved to Yakima. Katie, wife 
of GeorS'E! Yanakish, was also listed with her husband on 
Puyallup in 1888 (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 407, 1888, #359) 
and subs E!quent years . 

• 9 The Peter Kalama name appeared on earlier BlA census 
rell:.:; at Warm Springs, Oregon, but it could not be determined if 
the:;(! records pertained to the same person. 

50 See also, Washington Territory Donation Land Claim 0-22 
(Secltt.le Genealogical society 1980, 5), 0-149 (Seattle 
Ge:nE~cllogical Society 1980, 33), and 0-463 (Seattle Genealogical 
Socj.ety 1980, 103). 
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Warm ~'lj-ngs _ The Gerrand/Weaser family, through whom many 
CIT '111=rrlbE~rs trace their lineage, had several members listed 
as absentee allottees at Warm Springs, Oregon, in 1904 (BIA 
Census, Rolls, Roll 635, Nos. 9, 10, 25, 26, 70, 74). Louis 
Gerranc, the father of Abbie L. Stooquin/Gerrand/Weaser (see 
Yakima) I was carried on the Warm Springs census in 1900 
under "Piutes" (BIA Census Rolls, Roll 635, 1900, #228), and 
also listed with his wife Eliza in 1902, 1904, and 1908 (BIA 
Census Rolls Roll 635, 1908, #138) .51 Sam Williams of 
Celilo Falls, on the Cowlitz recognition committee in 1915, 
was ,=nrolled at Warm Springs. 

Ouinaull Adoption Files. In April 1912, the Indians on the 
Quinault: Reservation adopted a considerable number of non­
Quinault: families, making them eligible for allotment on the 
reservation under an Act of Congress of March 4, 1911 (35 
Stats.L. 1958 1345), which authorized the Secretary of the 
Interior to make allotments to all members of th~ "Hoh, 
Quileyut.e~, Ozette or other tribes of Indians in Washington 
who are affiliated with the Quinaielt and Quileyute tribes 
in the t.reaty of July I, 1855, and January 23, 1856" (Roblin 
1919c, 1). Because of widespread doubts that these 
adoptions were valid, the BIA sent Special Agent Charles 
Roblin to conduct an inquiry. His files have been 
microfilmed by the National Archives and Records Service as 
Microfilm Series M-1344, and include not only his 1919 
report on. the "Council of Indians of Quinaielt Reservation, 
December 18, 19 and 20, 1918, Taholah, Washington" (Roblin 
1919c) f but also copies of the applications, affidavits, and 
other backup documentation (United States. National 
Archives and Records Service, Record Group 75, Microfilm 
Series ~-1344; hereafter cited as Quinault Adoptions). The 
microfilmed affidavits and associated documentation pertain 
to thE! families listed in the following paragraph. 

Roblin's report on Quinault adoptions (Roblin 1919c) 
included summary information on the historical Cowlitz 
Indian descendant families and Cowlitz Indian associated 
famili.es of: (First Series, Quinault Actions] St. 
Cyr/OckEen (No.7), McLeod (No. 16), Byrd (No. 30), Spencer 
(No. 32) I Bertrand (No. 33), Arquette (No. 59), Lussier (No. 

51 The genealogi'cal basis for this enrollment is not known. 
Mary Stooquin, who bore a daughter to Louis Garrand, was eligible 
at ~rarm Springs by virtue of being a Cascade Indian. Warm Springs 
re~r-esented a combination of the Cascade, Hood River, and The 
Dalles bands of Wasco Indians, and the nino, Wyam, Tygh, and John 
Day River bands of Wayampam [wyumpam] Indians (Quinn to Holtz, 
Jar.'uary 6, 1964). 
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84), Arcuette (No. 96), Eidemiller (No, 112), Sanders (No. 
125); [~econd Series, Roblin's Recommendations] Provoe (No. 
1), Po':.ter/Nix (No.5), Simmons (No.6), St.Cyr/Ochfen [sic] 
(No.7), Peterson/McLeod (No. 16), Spencer (No. 28 and No. 
32), Lycns (No. 29), Byrd (No. 30), Bertrand (No. 33), 
Northover (No. 36), Andrews [Latour descendants] (No. 38), 
Smith/Carroll (No. 41), Arquette (No. 59), and Sanders (No. 
125) . 

BIA School Records: Chemawa, Tulalip, and Listings of 
Cowlit:i Tndians in Public School. 

For thE: Cowlitz enrollments at Chemawa, see Appendix V. In 
1924, the Tulalip Reservation school reported that two of 
its 62 students were Cowlitz, but they were not identified 
by name (CIT Pet. Ex. A-448) .52 Also in 1924, the Taholah 
Agency listed by name 22 "Cowlitz Indian Reservation" school 
child'ren under its jurisdiction. Of these, one was at 
Chemawa and three were at Tulalip. One 17-year-old girl was 
not in school. The remainder were attending local public 
schools. The number of Cowlitz students reported by Taholah 
that year exceeded the number of students classified as 
Nisqually, or as Squaxin (CIT Pet. Ex. A-449). The Taholah 
Agency also corresponded with the parents concerning their 
children (CIT Pet. Ex." A-227, A-238). In 1927, Mrs. Eugene 
Cottonware, "who claims to be of Indian blood, belonging to 
the Cowlitz Tribe" appealed from Winlock, Washington, to 
have her children enter Chemawa (CIT Pet. Ex. A-282). In 
connection with her appeal, the agent commentea that" [t]he 
Cowlitz Tribe is under this jurisdiction" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
282). Leo E. Cottonoir graduated from Chemawa in May 1933 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-283). In 1948, the Lewis County Welfare 
Department investigated the eligibility of three Cowlitz 
Indian children for enrollment at Chemawa (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
287) . 

Roblin ~Qll, 1919. The portions of the 1919 schedule of 
unenrolle:d Indians in Western Washington that were 
designClte:d by BIA Special Agent Charles Roblin as pertaining 
to the Cowlitz Tribe were submitted by the CIT as part of 

Sl Apparently, they would have been Daniel and Adam Satanas, 
wh.o clccording to a 1925 Taholah letter were at Tu1alip "last year" 
(C'I'l' Pet. Ex. A-22l). A 1926 letter from the Taholah Agency 
identified one Cowlitz student at Tulalip as Pete Satanas (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-20S) and another as Joseph Suterlick (CIT Pet. Ex. A-
206), A November 5, 1925, letter from Taholah to George Satanas 
infclrmed him that there was no room for his sons at Tulalip, 
recc1nunending that he enroll them at Chemawa (CIT Pet. Ex. A-220). 
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the group's petition for Federal acknowledgment (Roblin 
1919a; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1629 - A-1655. Additionally, the 
petition contained typed copies of some of the affidavits 
and ott.er documentation that accompanied the Roblin 
Enroll:Tlent Applications (Roblin 1919b; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1656 -
A-167:2) . 

The full 1919 Roblin Enrollment Applications, for the 
"Schedule of Unenrolled Indians," with backup documentation, 
have been microfilmed by the National Archives (United 
States'. National Archives and Records Service, RG 75, 
Microfilm Series M-1343). Since Roblin's assignment of 
families to particular tribal groups has, in the case of 
mul t iple! tribal ancestry, been analyzed by the BAR 
researchers in other western Washington cases to have 
sometimes been arbitrary, the actual statements of the 
applicants concerning their tribal background were used by 
the BIA researcher. During field work undertaken by BAR in 
July 1995>, Dr. Stephen Dow Beckham, ethnohistorian for the 
CIT, submitted photocopies of much of this documentation as 
a petition supplement (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3261 - A-3370) 

Other BJA reports on Cowlitz population. In 1920, the 
Report, Cushman Trades School, Tacoma, Washington, 
identified ~he Cowlitz Tribe as "unattached" with a 
population of 490 (CIT Pet. Narr., 137; CIT Pet. Ex. A-624). 

On May 3, 1922, the Taholah Indian Agency, BIA, sent a 
request to John Ike, head of the Cowlitz organization, for a 
census ~f the cowlitz Indians. "I have a list of the 
Indians as prepared by Mr. Roblin, but he has included the 
Chehalis Indians and other Indians who are on other rolls, 
and I want a roll of just the Cowlitz Indians who live in 
that se:tion of the country or who are not on any other 
roll, ot' allott,ed anywhere else" (CIT Pet. Narr., 191; CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-431, A-316). 

On May 23, 1929, the Taholah Agency Report estimated the 
C6wlitz population at 600 Indians "widely scattered in 
Southwe:3tern Washington" in "seven or eight counties" (CIT 
Pet. Na:rr., 84; CIT Pet. Ex. A-3). 

A certain amount of confusion resulted within BIA recOrd­
keeping procedures as a result of Halbert et al. v. The 
United !2,tates (283 U. s. 753). On January 23, 1933, the BIA 
instructed the Taholah Agency that as a result of Halbert, 

certain Chinook, Chehalis and Cowlitz Indians were 
entitled to allotments at Quinaielt, not as 
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Quinaielt Indians, but as of the tribes first 
above mentioned. Therefore, you should continue 
to carry Chehalis allot tees on the Chehalis census 
rolls; the Chinook allottees on the Chinook census 
ro1:~s, and the Cowlitz on the c-ensus rolls of that 
tribe (Taholah to COlA, November 28, 1934; CIT 
Pet" Ex. A-2135). 

On January 28, 1933, the Taholah Indian Agency replied to 
the COIA., "with further reference to my letter of December 
28, 1932; office reply of January 23, 1933; my letter of 
January 26, 1933": 

The.re has never been, as the Office is aware, .9. 
~n.§lUS roll of the Chinook Tribe nor of the 
Cov;Jitz Tribe, and this agency never reported them 
on any census roll up until the time they were 
granted allotments on the Quinaielt Reservation. 
To srather the necessary information for a complete 
cens;us roll of these tribes would require the 
entire time of one employee and much traveling 
over a period of many weeks, due to the fact that 
thes:e Indians do not live on any reservation but 
are scattered over the entire Northwest. We do 
not have a complete list of Indians of either of 
these tribes" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-400). 

On AprilS, 1933, the BIA central office replied that in 
fact, the rolls should be kept as reservation rolls, with 
the Chehalis and Cowlitz who were allotted on Quinaielt 
entered there (CIT Pet. Ex. A-2136). However, on April 4, 
1934, the BIA central office instructed Taholah that under 
Halbert~ : 

Chinook, Chehalis, and Cowlitz Indians born within 
a certain territory were entitled to allotments of 
land on the Quinaielt Reservation. These persons 
w€!r,e not made Quinaiel t Indians by the decree of 
the court, and they should be enrolled, if under 
yc,u:r- jurisdiction, as Chinook, Chehalis, and 
Cowlitz Indians. The rolls should be maintained 
~~!rate and distinct from those of the Ouinaielt 
In.d1~ns [emphasis in original] (CIT pet. Ex. A-
213 i5 - A - 213 7) . 

Apparen.tly, Taholah compromised by listing the known tribal 
background of allottees on the 1934 Quinaielt reservation 
census. 
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The 1937 Annual Report of the Taholah Agency included the 
statement, "This jurisdiction further includes, 
approximately, 500 unattached Indians, largely of the 
Cowlitz Tribe, residing throughout Southwest Washington" 
(Cowlitz Pet. Narr. 1987, 139; CIT Pet. Ex. A-642, A-408) 

The statement was repeated in the 1938 report (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-643) . 

Real t'Ll'ecords: Yakima Allotments. The petition presented 
no infcrmation pertaining to Cowlitz allotments on the 
Yakima Reservation. In 1950, writing to the COlA, Darrell 
Fleming of the Yakima Indian Agency provided a succinct 
summary of the allotment procedure on the Yakima 
Reservati.on: 

Those allottees who received allotments before the 
year 1910 were for the most part descendants of 
the 14 Original Tribes,s3 but those who received 
allotments after 1910 and their descendants 
presented a real problem to the enrollment 
committee in determining their degree of blood and 
the tribes and bands from which they were 
deEicended. 

After those Yakima Indians, who did accept them, 
were given allotments upon the Yakima Reservation, 
there remained a great deal of agriculture land 
which had not been alloted. At that time there 
was a 14 member alloting committee composed of 
leaders of the Yakima Tribes whose duty it was to 
pass upon a persons eligibility for an allotment. 
~~he: committee was of the opinion that if the 
remaining land classed as agricultural was not 
a.lloted, the reservation might be thrown open for 
white settlement as had been done in past on other 
reservations. In order to protect themselves from 
such an eventuality, they sent delegates to the 
neighboring tribes, especially on the west side of 
the Cascade Mountains, who invited their relatives 
a.nd friends to come upon the Yakima Reservation to 
obtain allotments. Indians from other tribes who 
had no established reservation and who could not 
obtain allotments on their own reservation because 

53 With the exception of the Cascade Indians from along the 
Columbia River, who in 1892 were classed as part of the Yakima 
'I'rJ.be:s and given allotments on the basis of a claims action 
(Fl.E~ming to COlA, February 28, 1950, 2). 
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t~!re was no longer any land remaining to be 
alloted, came upon the Yakima Reservation and made 
application for allotments. Each applicant was 
required to file an affadavit stating hat he was 
de:3cended from a person who was a member of the 14 
Or.Lginal Yakima Tribes or Bands. The affadavits 
we:,e supported by the statements of two 
di::;interested parties who claimed that they knew 
the applicant and his family history. Many of the 
applicants, their parents or grandparents had 
ne'rer lived upon the Yakima Reservation or the 
ceded area. These people could not have been 
del5cended from members of the 14 Original Yakima 
Tribes, parties to the Treaty of June 9, 1855, as 
their ancestors were born outside of the ceded 
area prior to 1855 [grammar, spelling, and 
punctuation sic] (Fleming to COlA, February 28, 
19 ~5 0, 2). 

Yakima Agency Records. During field work, on July 26, 1995, 
the BIAr:esearcher visited the Yakima Agency and used the 
microfiched allotment case records pertinent to the 
historicl:il Cowlitz. Time did not permit an exhaustive 
search fiJ:r data pertaining to all Cowlitz families allotted 
on Yakini:i. Rather, the researcher took a sampling of the 
allotment and probate records for the portion of the 
historical Cowlitz population that was allotted on Yakima. 
These included families now identified as members of the 
petitioning group and of families now identified as Yakima 
Cowlitz. Extensive data was available for the 
Wannassay/White and Iyall lines (BAR Files) . 

BLM Tract Books. The BIA researcher examined the tract 
b09ks pE~Jrt:aining to the Yakima Indian reservation at the 
offices of the Bureau of Land Management in Portland, Oregon 
on July 27, 1995, extracting those names which pertained to 
families! in the historical Cowlitz population. These 
records pJ:'ovide a good overview of which families were 
allotted under which specific Acts and their provisions. 
However, the same material is available, with much 
additional detail, from the realty records at the Yakima 
Agency. 

Realty F~cords: Ouinault Allotments. The petition 
presented extensive information pertaining to Cowlitz 
allotmer.ts on the Quinault Reservation (CIT Pet. Ex.). 

BLM Tract Books. The ethnohistorian for the CIT, Dr. 
Stephen Dow Beckham, brought this material to the attention 
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of the BIA researcher in July 1995. The tract books for 
allctme:rrts on the Quinault Reservation are available at the 
office!> of the Bureau of Land Management in Portland, 
Oregon. Because the petitioner had not submitted this 
infcrmation as part of the petition or response to the OD 
letter, and as a result of limited field visit time in July 
1995, the BIA researcher did not utilize these records. 

Realt~Records: Public Domain Allotments and Homesteads. 
The petition presented a listing of the Cowlitz Public 
Domain allotments and homesteads which were administered by 
the Taholah Agency from 1914 to 1950 (CIT Pet. Ex. A1231 -
A-1232), copies of the documents (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1233 - A-
1291), and a map (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1233). See Appendix III 
for· a ~.:Lst of these. The allotment to James Satanus in 1892 
described him explicitly as lIan Indian of the Cowlitz 
Klickitat tribe or band ll (Patent No.2 Vancouver, CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-J.91), as did that to George Spearchachen in 1893 (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-1242 - A-1243). The 1919 Lewis County, 
washinsrton, deed by which John Kimpus and his wife sold 
their homestead described them as IInoncompetent Cowlitz 
Indian~i" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1267). The public domain 
homestE~ads and allotments apparently do not provide a 
complete listing of the landholdings of Cowlitz Indians in 
the Cowlitz River valley. In 1878, BIA agent R.H. Milroy, 
referd Il9 to Atwin Stockum, said that he IIhad bought 40 
acres from the Government some years ago about 20 miles up 
the Cowlitz, upon which he expected to make his home" 
(Milroy to Hayt, 1/7/1878, NARS M-234 Roll 919, 94). 

Agenc·~Becords. The BIA Western Washington Agency now 
locat,::c. at Hoquiam, Washington, holds extensive additional 
records pertaining to the estate settlements and heirship 
determinations, etc. for these public domain allotments and 
Indian homesteads. Of these documents created by the 
Taholah Agency, nonsystematic samples were submitted with 
the petition (CIT Pet. Ex. A-190 - A-203, A-208 - A-219, A-
224, A-239, A-243, A-248 - A-250, A-253, A-313 - A-325, A-
326 - A-344). The holdings were viewed by the BIA 
anthropologist in July, 1995. One full case file, that 
perta:i.ning to Kitty Tillakish, was taken as a sample of the 
contents (BAR Files) . 

Addit:i.onally, a listing of the "Vancouver Allotments" 
administered by the Yakima Agency in 1893, which included 
some allottees identified as Cowlitz, was located by the BIA 
historia.n. at the Regional Archives in Seattle (NARS Seattle, 
RG 75 BlA, Yakima Indian Agency, Box 773) . 
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Public "ital Records. For the purposes of determining 
enrollmemt eligibility, the petitioner relies primarily on 
the 191;1 Roblin Roll. In the great majority of cases, 
applicants are traced to that roll for purposes of 
verification. Because of the comparatively late date of the 
roll, thE~ petition contained comparatively little 
genealosrical information from public vital statistics 
records prior to 1919. The BIA researcher located an index 
of Wa§..h:ij1qton' s First Marriages of the 39 Count ies (Carter 
1987) which provided some information on pertinent family 
names. However, as it just listed the first 100 marriages 
in each county, the dates covered varied widely depending on 
the be9inning date of county records and the density of 
county population. Cowlitz County, Washington, was 
apparently omitted from this compilation. For Clark County, 
Washington, a more extensive marriage index was checked, but 
provide':, no additional data (Clark County Genealogical 
Society 1982), nor did abstracts of early Clark County land 
records (Zimmerman 1980) . 

Lewis Ccunty, Washington. The petition included some typed 
abstracts from the Lewis County, Washington, marriage 
certificate and probate record indexes. The earliest date 
was 1854 (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1688 - A-1695). These were roughly 
alphabetical by first letter of surname. An index of Lewis 
County. ~ashington. Territorial Marriages. 1847-1889 has 
also been published (Gage 1978). These were of use in 
indicating the type of records that might be available 
pertaining to historical Cowlitz families. In particular, 
these records indicated that frequently not only the metis 
families, but also the Cowlitz full-blood families, often 
formally recorded marriages and births with the county 
clerk. To some extent, these records may be used to 
compenE;ate for the destruction of the St. Francois Xavier 
mission records during the second half of the 19th century. 
The data also provided confirmation for many statements made 
in the R~blin Enrollment Applications. 

The BI}~ researcher also located published abstracts of Lewis 
County d~ath records from 1891-1906 (McNeill 1978). These 
were su~?lemented with pubished abstracts of Lewis County 
mortuary records (private) from 1895 through 1910 (Lewis 
Cunty Genealogical Society 1990) . 

Cowlitz County, Washington. No original public vital 
records ::rom Cowlitz County, Washington, were submitted for 
use in this evaluation. A published probate index covering 
the period 1861-1907 was checked (Hagle 1988). An index to 
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cemetery records through 1983 was also consulted (Lower 
Columbia Genealogical Society 1989) . 

Yakima County, Washington, and Yakima Indian Reserva tion. 
Several volumes of abstracts of Yakima County records have 
been published (Yakima Valley Genealogical Society 1975a, 
Yakima Valley Genealogical Society 1975b, Yakima Valley 
Genealogical Society 1975c, Yakima Valley Genealogical 
Society 1975d, Lines 1983a, Lines 1986). These were of most 
use in identifying Yakima Cowlitz families and Cowlitz 
families ancestral to the petitioner's membership who were 
enrollej at Yakima in the 1869-1917 time period. The vital 
records of the Yakima Tribe at the National Archives 
Regional Archives in Seattle, Washington (NARS Seattle, RG 
75 BI~~, Yakima Indian Agency 1901-1917, Box 282), contained 
many adjitional marriage, birth, and death records which 
were ap~arently never filed with the county clerk. 

Taholah Agency Vital Records. For those Cowlitz families 
that held either Quinault allotments or public domain trust 
allotme::1ts or homesteads, the BrA maintained files of birth 
and dea:h records. The petitioner presented extracts from 
these (I::IT Ex. A-447i A-455 - A-460, A-471 - A492, A-524 -
A-537). In 1927, Superintendent W.B. Sams of the Taholah 
Indian .~gency wrote to the Registrar, State Board of Health, 
request.ing a plan by which he could receive copies of all 
birth and death certificates of Indians under the 
jurisdiction of the agency, including the Cowlitz tribe 
(Sams to Registrar, August 19, 1927, CIT Pet. Ex. A-543) 

Newspa~~r records. A series entitled Lewis County 
washinm:on Newspaper Abstracts covering the period 1883-1899 
was published in five volumes in 1978 (McNeill and Lyden 
1978). Three newspapers were covered: the Lewis County 
Bee, thf~ ,Chehalis Nugget, and the Peoples Advocate. The 
compilers described the series as an effort "to abstract all 
genealo9ical data from local newspapers, a.e. [sic] death 
notices, birth notices, marriage notices, homestead filings, 
divorceB and items of a genealogical nature" (McNeill and 
Lyden 1978, l:Foreword). The BIA researcher utilized this 
series and incorporated all identifiable references to 
familieB of Cowlitz descent into the data base. To some 
extent, this material compensated for the destruction of the 
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St. Francois Xavier mission records for the later 19th 
century, :54 

Some individual newspaper items of genealogical interest, 
such as obituaries, from other dates and from newspapers 
published in other counties, were included in the petition 
exhibit;;. Beyond these, the BAR researchers did not attempt 
an exhatlstive reading of southwestern Washington's early 
newspapers, though it is probable that additional 
informat:ion on Cowlitz families could be located from this 
source. 

Records qf the Cowlitz Tribal Organization. The petition 
included a handwritten document, "Cowlitz Tribe of Indians-­
Names of Deceased.--" (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1166 - A-1169). While 
undated, it may have been compiled about 1952 (based on 
analysil:1 of internal evidence). By comparing the 
handwrit.ing to that of other documents in the petition, the 
BIA res€~archer concluded that it might have been compiled by 
Joe Pet€~r. It was arranged in geographical categories: 
"Mouth of Cowlitz, Lower Cowlitz, Kathlemt [Cathlamet] Way, 
Around t-!onteslo [Monticello] and up, Midway Castle Rock and 
up, Up,er Cowliz [sic]." The BIA researcher used this list 
extensively in preparing the historical Cowlitz population 
data baE:E~" It was particularly useful for identifying 
historical Cowlitz families not listed on the Roblin Roll 
because they were enrolled on Federal reservations. 

Problem lines. Certain categories of ancestral family lines 
present problems in the analysis of the Cowlitz Indian 
Tribe's current membership. Discussions of these follow. 

Families_with non-Cowlitz Indian Ancestry that have Entered 
into ':he_Cowlitz Indian Tribe's Membership by Association. 
Not recently, bu-t in the course of the 19th century, several 

54 For example: 

Chehalis Bee-Nugget - Fri. Nov. 3, 1893. MARRIAGE LICENSE: 
Atwin Stockhurn & "Su1san", an Indian maiden. Bee - Nov. 3, 
1893 reports - an Indian named Atwin stockhum secured a 
marriage license. He didn't know his bride's given name but 
it is assumed she is the dlo Pete Sulsan of near Toledo 
(McNeill and Lyden 1978, 3:163). Bee - Fri. Nov. 24, 1893. 

MARRIED: tues last, Chief Atwin Stouckhum grand sachem of 
the siwashes & Miss Lannie Cosmopolis, a siwash belle, the 
pride & beauty of the tribe were united in wedlock by the 
J.P. (McNeill and Lyden 1978, 3:164). Bee - Oct. 23, 1896. 
DIVORCE: Atwin S. Stockum vs Lena Stockum (McNeill and 
Lyden 1978, 4:153). 
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families that cannot document actual Cowlitz Indian ancestry 
merged into the historical Cowlitz tribe. By 1919, when BrA 
Special Agent Charles Roblin compiled his Roll, he 
class~fied at least some individuals from these families as 
"Cowlitz." 

As an '=xample, on June 16, 1932, Roblin wrote to the COlA 
referring to his "report of unattached Indians of western 
Washin9ton, submitted under date of January 31, 1919" 
(Robli:l 1919a, hereinafter referred to as the Roblin Roll) 
(CIT P,:t. Suppl. A-2289). Roblin continued: 

I listed as Cowlitz Indians David Provoe and his 
children and grandchildren, and the children and 
g::-andchildren of Harriet Provoe-Farron-Bouchard, 
then deceased. Harriet Provoe was a sister of 
David Provoe, both being children of John B. 
Provoe, a French Canadian, and a full-blood 
SLikine woman who had come "from the North", had 
been adopted by the Cowlitz Indians of Washington 
and was recognized by them as a member of the 
Cowlitz tribe, and who lived and died among the 
Cowli tz Indians. 55 

The United States District Court for the Western 
District of Washington, Southern Division, in an 
exhaustive memorandum opinion filed in deciding a 
large number of cases, held, on pages 50 to 57, in 
sFecific discussion of the Provoe Case, No. 309E, 
ttat David Provoe was born into tribal membership 
with the Cowlitz Indians and decreed allotments on 
the Quinailt Reservation to those of his 
descendants who were litigants in that case 
(Roblin to COrA 6/16/1932; CIT Pet. Suppl. A-
228:9' ) . 

AncestrE~sses of the "associated" family lines. All of the 
ancestresses of these "associated" are known to have lived 

55 No evidence of formal adoption is likely to be found. In 
19J.0 I Emma Plamondon Peterson stated on her Roblin Enrollment 
A.pplication that her mother was Matilda-Provoe Plamondon, "an 
Inclia.n of the half-blood, who has been recognized and considered 
as .\ member of the Cowlitz tribe of Indians" (Roblin Enrollment 
A.pplications, CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3302). John Baptiste Plamondon 
sta.ted that his mother-in-law "was an Indian of full-blood from 
the Stikeen tribe, Alaska, who was born in 1809, came to the 
Co,",'litz country, Washington in 1929, and lived among the Cowlitz 
Ind.ans till her death, in 1854" (Roblin Enrollment Applications, 
en Pet. Suppl. A-3319). 
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in the :owlitz Prairie area at some time during the mid-19th 
century. Most of them, or their children, acquired Cowlitz 
relatives or Cowlitz in-laws. Some came to Cowlitz Landing 
from a =onsiderable distance because of marriage to Hudson's 
Bay Com?any employees. Others were apparently members of 
nearby tribes, but came to Cowlitz Prairie only because of 
the employment of their husbands by the Hudson's Bay 
company. These "associated" ancestresses of metis families 
at Cowlitz Prairie prior to the 1855 date of prior 
unambig·.lous Federal acknowledgment used for the purposes of 
this prl)posed finding were: 

Emilie .:;'inlay [1/2 Canadian Cree, 1/2 Scottish], S6 m. (1) 
Pi,=rre Bercier i m. (2) Simon Plamondon i 

Josepht,= [Makah/Clallam], m. Dominique Farron i 
Contoe aka Isabelle [Stikeen] m. John Baptiste Provoei 
Marie Cathier [Ketse or Quinault] m. Michel Cottonoire. At 

t~= baptism of their son Edouard Coutenoir at the St. 
Francois Xavier mission on December 16, 1838, she was 
deBcribed as "woman of the country, infidel" (Warner 
and Munnick 1972, 20:B202); 

Hosquah aka Julie [Snake] m. Ignace Lozier (Warner and 
Munnick 1972, 76:M4)i S7 

56 Dr. Verne F. Ray, Consulting Anthropologist to the 
C,owlitz Indian Tribe, in prepared testimony presented to a U.S. 
S,enate hearing on December 7, 1982 (Select Committee on Indian 
Affairs, United States Senate, 97th Congress 2nd Session on 
S.2931, Washington, U.S. Government Printing Office, 1983) stated 
that "Emelie Marie," born in 1796, was the daughter of a "Chief 
Cowlitz" (Ray 1983, 62) No "Chief Cowlitz" was referred to in 
e.3.rly historical documents. 

Hc:!r sc:>n, John Baptiste Plamondon, stated in his Roblin affidavit 
tl:la t his mother, 

was an Indian of the half-blood, named Amelia, 
belonging to the Cowlitz tribe of Indians. Her father 
was a white man, name unknown to me. Her mother was 
an Indian of full-blood, belonging to the "Turtle" 
sub-tribe, a part of the Lower Cowlitz tribe of 
Indians. The mother of Amelia Plamondon died in 1845, 
in the Cowlitz country (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1663). 

The Catholic record of her marriage indicated that her father was 
Francis Finlay and her mother was Josephte, Cree (Warner and 
MUIlllic:k 1972, 37 :B-102) . 

57 The "Special Schedule - Indian Population" of Olequa 
Prec::i.nct, Cowlitz County, Washington, in 1900 counted Julia Lozier 
aSI Klickitat, with both of her parents as Klickitat (U. S. Census 
190ob, 84B #8). Her daughter Delia (Lozier) Cottonoire's Roblin 
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Shaldo\oJ aka Kasina/Harriet Katel [Lower Chehalis or 
Montesano/Wynoochee) .58 Her daughter was Philomene 
Boscillet, who m. (1) John Baptiste Lapotrie and (2) 
E:;dras St. Cyr. J.B. Lapotrie's first marriage in 1843 
had been to Marguerite Cowlitz, who had been baptized 
the same day with Sophie Plamondon serving as her 
godmother (Warner and Munnick 1972, 76:B895, 76:M3); 

Martha Warbuss [Puyallup/white] m. Louis Leclair; 
Clockon~lt [Chehalis/Black River - Snohomish] m. Charles 

Fo:rrest; 
Martha t-Jilliams [South Bay/Cascade] m. Andrew Jackson 

Simmons; 
MargarE~t/Marguerite Kukakum or Waponte [Chinook/Chehalis] m . 

. ?\.braham Arquette; and 
Washcanoe/Washkuma aka Julie [Chinook] m. Abraham Rabbie. 

Documented connections between these non-Cowlitz Indian 
ancestl"E:?sses and documented members of the historical 
Cowl i t2' tribe. The majority of the persons technically of 
"non-CcwJ.itz" ancestry who are on the petitioner's 
membership list descend, clearly, from persons who were in 
some way closely connected to the historic Cowlitz tribe 
prior to the 1855 date of unambiguous prior Federal 
acknowledgment being used for this report. They were part 
of the metis society that had developed on Cowlitz Prairie, 
and many were close relatives of Cowlitz metis. Simon 
Plamondon's second marriage in 1839 was to Emilie Finlay, 
widow of Pierre Bercier, and daughter of Francois Finlay and 
a Canadian Cree woman (Warner and Munnick 1972, 37). His 
children from the second marriage came to be regarded as 
just as much "Cowlitz" as their older half-siblings from his 
first marriage to a Cowlitz wife. However, Emilie Finlay's 
Bercier children by her first marriage rarely became 

a.ffidavit stated that, 

my mother was Julia Lozier, a full-blood Indian 
belonging to the Cowlitz tribe of Indians. That she 
died at Olegua [sic], Cowlitz county, Wash, in 
October, 1910. That she was a member of the Cowlitz 
tribe of Indians all her life and was recognized by 
the tribe as a member, an lived among them all her 
life (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1657). 

5. According to testimony of Frances (Katell) Northover and 
her daughter Emma (Northover) Mesplie, they were related to this 
worra,n through the Katell line. This may indicate that George 
Katell, the unidentifiable "Cowlitz" ancestor of the Northovers, 
was actually Lower Chehalis Montesano/Wynoochie. 
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identified as "Cowlitz" by association, although they grew 
up in thE: same household. 59 

Only two of the petitioner's current members descend from 
Emilie E'inlay's first marriage to Pierre Bercier: 58 
descend from her second marriage to Simon Plamondon of 
Cowlitz Landing, widower of Chief Scanewa's daughter 
Veroniccl. 

SimilarJ.y, Louis DeLaunais married Marie Cowlitz in 1844 
(Warner and Munnick 1972, 77:M7). Delaunais had earlier 
married, in 1841 at the St. Francis Xavier mission, 
Elizabeth "Kwoith by nation" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 
67:M5). The descendants of the first marriage came to be 
identified as Cowlitz. 

Descends.nts of several other non-Cowlitz metis families at 
cowlitz Prairie, particularly descendants of families in 
which tt~ father's background was French Canadian, 
associated in many ways with the local Lower Cowlitz Indians 
and the Cowlitz metis families in Cowlitz County and Lewis 
County, vvashington. For example, Sophie Plamondon, daughter 
of Simo~. Plamondon and a Cowlitz mother, was baptized at the 
St. Fra~.cois Xavier mission on Cowlitz Prairie on June 7, 
1842, tt.e same day that she married Michel Cotnoir, who was 
described as the son of Michel Cotnoir and a "Tchinouk woman 
now·dea~." (Warner and Munnick 1972, 71:M4). The children of 
Dominique Farron and "Josephte, Tlalam by nation" were 
baptized. at the St. Francois Xavier mission in 1842 and 1843 
(Warner and Munnick 1972, 72:B869, 73:B872). 

DominiqUE! Farron' s second wife, Susan Quatanna, was Cowlitz 
(Roblin Enrollment Applications, Edward Farron, NARS M-1343, 
RollI). Therefore, the children of Farron's first 
marriage, like the children 6f Simon Plamondon's second 
marriage, had Cowlitz half-siblings. Some of the children 
of Farron's first marriage also married into Cowlitz metis 
families. Daniel A. Plamondon, head of the Cowlitz tribal 
organization in 1917-1921, was the son of Simon Plamondon 

5' Basile Bercier, son of Pierre Bercier and of Finlay, 
"infidel woman," age 5 years, was baptized on December 16, 1838, 
the same day as Marie Anne, daughter of Simon Plamondon by his 
decE~clsed Cowlitz wife (Warner and Munnick 1972, 19:B200, 19:8201). 
Th.ey shared as godfather Francois Faillant [Piette dit Faignant], 
wh.o~ie wife was Felicite Sassete [a Shasta Indian]. On the same 
day, F'aillant was godfather to Daniel Plamondon, born of the 
commcm-law marriage of Simon plamondon and "a metisse woman, 
in.fidel" [Emilie Finlay] (Warner and Munnick 1972, 20:8204) and to 
Edollclrd Coutenoir, son of Michel Coutenoir and a "woman of the 
count:ry, infidel" (Warner and Munnick 1972, 20:B202). 
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Jr. and Mary Farron. In 1918, he said that his maternal 
graEdmother "was from some Indian tribe in British Columbia, 
but Ii-red with the Cowlitz Indians and was recognized as a 
member of the Cowlitz tribe" (Roblin Enrollment 
Applications, CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3309). 

On cthE~r occasions, Cowlitz Indians filling out Roblin 
Enrcllnent Applications sometimes clearly misidentified the 
ethnic:.ty of their ancestresses. Emilie Finlay was clearly 
identified as 1/2 Cree in her 1839 marriage record to Simon 
Plamondon: in 1918, her son John Baptiste Plamondon stated 
that h:.:3 mother: 

Well:; an Indian of the half -blood, named Amelia, 
bE~longing to the Cowlitz tribe of Indians. Her 
fcLther was a white man, name unknown to me. Her 
mother was an Indian of full-blood, belonging to 
the "Turtle" sub-tribe, a part of the Lower 
Cowlitz tribe of Indians. The mother of Amelia 
Plamondon died in 1845, in the Cowlitz country 
(F~oblin Enrollment Applications; CIT Pet. Suppl. 

A-3319) . 

Of his wife's maternal grandmother Julia, wife of Ignace 
Lucier, who was clearly identified as a Snake Indian in her 
marriage record, Daniel A. Plamondon stated in 1918 that 
"she lNas a full-blood Cowlitz Indian, who died at Olequa, 
cowlitz Co., Wash., about 1914" (Roblin Enrollment 
Applicati.ons, CIT Pet. Suppl. A-3309). 

In time, several non-Cowlitz metis families associated to 
the point that they became identified, both by themselves 
and by external observers, as Cowlitz Indians, even though 
in some cases no actual intermarriage with Cowlitz families 
had take:n. place. This report has used the term 
"association" for this process in preference to "adoption," 
because there is no indication that there was ever a formal 
adoption process. French-Canadian men, their Catholic 
Indian wives from various tribes, and their older metis 
children served regularly as witnesses to one another's 
marriages and sponsors for one another's children throughout 
the 1839-1844 period for which records exist. 60 

60 For example, on January 29, 1843, the priest baptized 16 
pen;ons at the St. Francois Xavier mission. The fathers were 
mos:tly French-Canadian, though one was Chehalis, one was Maskegon, 
and one was Snake. The mothers were Clallam, Flathead, Chehalis, 
W'alla Walla, Semas, Kuaitlan, Kwoith, cowlitz, a Cree metisse, and 
Sna,ke. One adult baptized was identified as Maskegon. The 
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Additionally, French-Canadian men, Catholic Indian wives, 
and oldE~r metis children served as baptismal sponsors, 
marriagE~ witnesses, and burial witnesses for numerous 
perscns identified as Cowlitz Indians (Warner and Munnick 
1972, 7~;:3889, B890, B891, B893; 75:M2; 75:S25; Warner and 
Munnick 1972, 75:B894, B895, B896; 77:B902; 77:S31, 78:S33 
for exanples) . 

The Washington Donation Land Claim entered by John B. 
LapotriE! [LaPartree] was contested in 1887, long after his 
death, ~~~en his widow, nee Philomene Boscillet, had 
remarried to Esdras St. Cyr. The testimony on behalf of 
Philomene, "a full-blooded Indian," was provided by three 
"half-breeds," all of whom were Cowlitz or associated as 
Cowlitz: Bonaparte [Simon B.] Plamondon, Edward Cottonoire, 
and Mrs. ,Jonas Pike [nee Julia Gobin] (NARS M- 815 Roll 108, 
453). Their testimony specified that Philomene had been 
"brought up at the Mission" (NARS M-815, Roll 108, 471), and 
that LapCltrie after his marriage had left Lewis County and 
gone to Pierce County, "on the Sound at Nisqually," from 
which n€!:l ther he nor any of his family had returned (NARS M-
815, Roll 108, 540-541). 

In other cases, it is simply not clear from the historical 
record what reason Roblin had for identifying a family as 
Cowlitz. This is particularly the case in the instance of 
the descendants of Margaret, wife of Abraham Arquette. The 
early Ce.tholic missionary records indicate that she was 
Chinook (Warner and Munnick 1972, 32; Munnick 1979, 39-40). 
On the 1860 and 1870 Federal censuses, the family was in 
Marion C~unty, Oregon (Marion County Oregon [1970], 4, 64), 
but Isaac Arquette and his nuclear family were on the laso 
census cf Lewis County, Washington (U.S. Census l880a, #68), 
as·was the family of his brother Thomas (U.S. Census 1880a, 
#145). On his Roblin Enrollment Application, Isaac Arquette 
mis-stated his father's name, but said: 

My mother belonged to a wandering band of Indians 
all the Columbia River near the Pacific Coast. She 
was stolen from this band by some other Indians 
and by them sold to Mitchell [sic] Arquet then of 
the Hudson Bay Company's Post at Ft. Steilacoom. 
Mitchell Arquet was a French Canadian and they 

ge,dp.:u:·ents were French-Canadian (including Charles Forrest, the 
HBC clerk), a Cowlitz metisse, two Cree metisses, a Walla Walla, 
and ':1 Shasta. 
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L.vE:d together until my mother's death. They kept 
up tribal relations until death (NARS M-1343) . 

The BI11 researcher did not locate any documentation 
indicat,ing that the Arquette or Rabbie ancestral families 
were ever classified as Cowlitz prior to their inclusion on 
the Roblin Roll in 1919, which indicates one of the hazards 
thate::d.sts when a tribal enrollment committee relies 
excessively on a single document for verification purposes. 

ProporLlon of the curren t Cowli tz Indian Tribe membership 
descended from each of these non-Cowlitz ancestresses. The 
following proportion of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe's 1994 
membe:t:"!:hip descends, on the basis of information provided to 
BAR ,by the petitioner and verified by additional research 
undertaken by BAR staff, from each of the above non-Cowlitz 
Indian ancestresses: 

Ccntoe/Isabelle Stikeen Provoe 
Hosquah/Julie Serpent/Snake Lozier 
Washcanoe/Julie Chinook Rabbie 

[possibly 4 more] 
Emilie (Finlay) Bercier Plamondon 
Shaldow/Philomene Boscillet 
Martha (Williams) Simmons 
Marie Cathier/Ketse Cottonoire 
Martha (Warbuss) Leclair 
Josephte Makah Farron 
Cl~ckomalt Forrest 

TOTAL: 

145 61 

94 
58 

60 
43 
31 
29 
13 
11 

__ 7 

491 

This am-Junts to 35% of the petitioner's membership, or just 
over em: - third (1/3) of the total membership. Subtract ing 
the 145 Provoe descendants gives 346, or 25 percent of the 
total crT membership falling in this category. All of these 
familie;; had family associations with the Cowlitz by the 
time of the Roblin Roll (Roblin 1919a), and most much 
earlie,r, by the mid-19th century. Some of their descendants 
have bef:n allotted on the Quinault Reservation as "Cowlitz." 

The Pro'Toe, Lozier , Bercier/Plamondon, Boscillet, 
Cottcnoire, Farron, and Forrest ancestresses were on Cowlitz 
Prairie prior to 1855, the date of unambiguous prior Federal 
ackncwled9ment being utilized for this report. At least 

U Note the discussion above indicating that in 1932, a 
F,ederal court delcared this family legally Cowlitz for allotment 
purposes. 
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five of these ancestresses were already living at Cowlitz 
Prairie when the first Catholic missionaries arrived in 
1839: their marriages and the baptisms of their children 
were listed in the early Catholic records of the church at 
Cowlitz Landing. Two others, Philomene Boscillet and Martha 
Williams, were supposedly born at Cowlitz Prairie, although 
they did not rear their families there. Only in the case of 
Julie Rabbie and Clockmalt Forrest were the primary ties of 
the ancestress elsewhere than along the Cowlitz River. 

Ordinarily, the BAR would not have analyzed the pre-18SS 
ancestry in such detail in a situation where the 
determina.tion will be made under the IIprior unambiguous 
Federal a.cknowledgmentll provisions of the 25 CFR Part 83 
regulations, according to which consideration of the 
petitioner's historical development is beginning with 1855, 
the date of the treaty negotiations. On the basis of the 
existing evidence, it is clear that the descendants of all 
of these ancestresses except the Leclair family functioned 
as part of the Cowlitz social community throughout the later 
19th anj early 20th centuries. However, the actual 
genealogical configuration of the lineage of the 
petiti.oner's members may have a significant impact on 
several areas in this case. These include: 

(1) understanding the structure of the Cowlitz tribe 
as it existed in 1855 at the date being used for 
pr,:vious unambiguous Federal acknowledgment for this 
pDJPosed finding; 
(21 clarifying the issue of IIdescendancyll from the 
Co,,,,litz tribe as it may impact the distribution of ICC 
judgment award funds to persons descended from the 
CO\oIlitz Tribe "as it was constituted in 1863"; and 
(31 defining the effective meaning of the petitioner's 

OWJl constitutional requirement of 1/16 "Cowlitz" 
ancestry to qualify for voting membership. 

To resolve each of these three issues, it will be necessary 
to reach a clear definition of the meaning of "Cowlitz" at 
that particular time and for that particular purpose. 

Cowlitz Jnetis families who remained very active in 
memberS!lhP and leadership until 1973, but were then excluded 
under t!l!= blood quantum rule. When the "1/16 Cowlitz" blood 
quantum :rule was adopted in the 1974 constitution and 
subsequently enforced, many locally resident families who 
had herE!tofore been active in the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 
organization no longer qualified for voting membership. 
This included many of the descendants of Theresa (Plamondon) 
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Sareault--including, specifically, many of the direct 
descendants and collateral relatives of James E. Sareault, a 
former tribal president and the attorney who had represented 
the Cowlitz before the ICC. 

Influen~ial Cowlitz families with demonstrable Cowlitz 
ancestry and strong Cowlitz social ties that are enrolled 
elsewher~.. See the Anthropological Technical Report to this 
proposed finding for a discussion of this phenomenon in such 
Cowlitz families as Iyall. 

Cowlitz Marriage Patterns, 1855-1920. The following· 
information has been extrapolated as conservatively as 
possible. This analysis does not overstate patterns of 
Cowlitz marriage within the Indian communities of the State 
of Washington: it may possibly understate them. 6

• It was 
not dev~loped for the purposes of analyzing historical 
communi:y under 83.7(b) I as this is not required for 
peti tio:1ers proceeding under the provisions of 83.8. 
Rather, it was developed to demonstrate the complexity of 
marria.g'~ patterns in the Pacific Northwest I which cannot be 
reduced to simple endogamy vs. exogamy_ A meaningful 
analysi:3 required ten separate categories _ 63 

62 In the absence for formal tribal rolls, the BIA 
researcher followed the following presumptions: 

(1) include all marriages of direct ancestors of current 
CIT members; 

(2) include all marriages of persons on the 1919 
R·oblin Roll, but do not continue to subsequent generations 
if the known descendents were not members of the Cowlitz 
Tribal Organization, the CT:t, or the CIT; 

(3) do not include the descendants of Cowlitz who married 
into federally acknowledged tribes (primarily Chehalis, Yakima, 
puyallup, and Nisqually) and whose children enrolled with those 
tribes; 

(4) assume that the spouse was non-Indian in all 
cc!ses where the ethnicity was not specified; 

(5) if no specific date was supplied for the 
mc!rt:'iage, extrapolate to one year prior to the birth of the 
oldesl: child; 

(5) if the birth of the oldest child was not given, 
but the birth date of the individual was available, assume 
tha: I .. omen were married by age 20 and men by age 22. 

i3 For Cowlitz marriages, the possible categories by 
subqrC)up were: Cowlitz (Upper Cowlitz or Lower Cowlitz)/non­
Indl.aIl; Cowlitz metis/non-Indian; Lower CowlitZ/Lower Cowlitz; 
LC)w,~:[' Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz; Upper Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz; Lower 
Cowlitz/Cowlitz metis; Upper Cowlitz/Cowlitz metis; Cowlitz 
tnE!ti:s/Cowlitz metis; cowlitz/other Pacific Northwest Indian; 
Cc)wl:itz metis/other Pacific Northwest Indian. 
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1855-188~. The identification of specific Cowlitz marriages 
prior i:C the 1880 census is incomplete. The 1878 band 
censuses indicated 15 married Lower Cowlitz men who were 
heads of household, and 24 married Upper Cowlitz men who 
were heads of household. All wives ~ere Indian, but the 
band ce~ses give no data on when these marriages took place, 
the specific tribal origins of the wives, or information as 
to how rrany of the unmarried heads of Cowlitz households in 
these 1878 band censuses were widows or widowers. 

Genea16gical data on individual Cowlitz families provided 
the following specific information on some of the Cowlitz 
marriages which took place during the period 1855-1880. 
There may be, in the categories of the Cowlitz 
Indian/Cowlitz Indian marriages, some overlap with the 
marriages that were listed in the 1878 band censuses. 

Identified Cowlitz New Marriages, 1855-1880 

C()wlitz/non-I ndian 
Cowlitz metis/non-Indian 
Lower Cowlitz/Lower Cowlitz 
Upp er Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Lower Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Cowlitz metis/Cowlitz metis 
Cowlitz/other I 
Metis/other I 

364 

26 
5" 
5" 
3* 
10· 
5 
6 

• Marriages: double-count to ascertain number of individuals. 

During the period 1855-1880, of all the specific known 
marriages, 46 Cowlitz persons married within the greater 
Cowlit~: communitYi 11 Cowlitz individuals married to other 
Pacific Northwest Indians; and 29 Cowlitz individuals 
married non-Indians. 

1881-190Q.. For the period 1881-1900, there were no unknown 
marriages such as were represented by the 1878 band 
censuses. During this period, 66 Cowlitz individuals 
married iN'ithin the Cowlitz community; 27 Cowlitz individuals 
married ~ther Pacific Northwest Indians, and 65 Cowlitz 
individu~ls (all metis) married non-Indians. 

64 All three of these marriages took place in the mid-1850's 
to French Canadians, representing a continuation of the pre-treaty 
met:is:sage pattern. 

86 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 463 of 555 



Genealoqic:al Technical Report, Cowlit,z Indian Tribe 

Cowlitz New Marriages, 1881-1900 

Cowlitz/non-Indian 
Cowlitz metis/non-Indian 
Lower Cowlitz/Lower Cowlitz 
Upper Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Lower Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Upper Cowlitz/Cowlitz metis 
Cowlitz metis/Cowlitz metis 
Cowlitz/other Indian 
Cowlitz metis/other Indian 

o 
65 
3* 
8* 
3* 

18* 
15 
12 

• MCirriages: double·count to ascertain number of individuals. 

1 * 

1901-1910. The two decades following 1900 were of 
particl11ar interest since the marriages which took place 
establ:.shed the basic pattern which would be pictured in the 
1919 Roblin Roll. The BIA researcher separated the two 
decade~l in order to see if there were significant changes 
taking place at this time. 

Cowlitz New Marriages, 1901-1910 

Cowlitz/non-Indian 
Cowlitz metis/non-Indian 
Lower Cowlitz/Lower Cowlitz 
Upper Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Lower Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Lower Cowlitz/Cowlitz Metis 
Cowlitz/other Indian 
Cowlit~ metis/other Indian 

• Vlarriages: double-count to ascertain individuals. 

o 
58 
o 
7* 
o 
2* 
5 
5 

In the decade 1901-1910, 18 persons married within the 
Cowlitz community, 10 persons married other Pacific 
Northwest Indians, while 58 persons, all metis, married non­
Indians. 

1911-19~!O. The pattern that had been established by the 
period 1901-1910 did not change significantly in the next 
decade. Between 1911 and 1920, 12 individuals married 
within t.he Cowlitz community, 12 individuals married other 
Pacific Northwest Indians, while 71 individuals married non­
Indians. 
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Cowlitz New Marriages 1911-1920 

Cowlitz/non-Indian 
Cowlitz metis/non-Indian 
Lower Cowlitz/Lower Cowlitz 
Upper Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Lower Cowlitz/Upper Cowlitz 
Upper Cowlitz/Cowlitz Metis 
Cowlitz Metis/Cowlitz Metis 
Cowlitz/other Indian 
Cowlitz metis/other Indian 

2 
69 
o 
2* 
o 
1 * 
3* 
5 
7 

1855-1920 Overall. A broader interpretation of the pattern 
of Cowlitz new marriages in the period 1855-1920 is as 
follo\",s: 

Summary of Cowlitz New Marriages, 1855-1920 

Tine Period Cowlitz/ Cowlitz/ Cowlitz/ 
Cowlitz Indian non-Indian 

1'855-1880 46 11 29 
1881-1900 66 27 65 
19')1-1910 18 10 58 
1911-1920 12 15 71 

Totell: 142 63 223 

1920-1935. Since 1920, the overwhelming majority of the 
persons enrolled with the Cowlitz Tribal Organization, the 
CTI, a.nd the CIT, have married non-Indians. This has been 
the ca,s«~ for Upper Cowlitz fullbloods, Lower Cowlitz 
fullbl~)ds, and Cowlitz metis. Since 1920, there have been 
only th::-ee marriages of Cowlitz fullbloods to one another 
(all in the d~cade 1931/1940) and 12 marriages of Cowlitz to 
other Pacific Northwest Indians, while 63 Cowlitz have 
married non-Indians. Since 1920, there have been only six 
marriage,s of Cowlitz metis to one another (between 1921 and 
1950) and 11 marriages of Cowlitz metis to other Pacific 
NorthweBt Indians (eight of these between 1921-1940) . 
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The reporting of the marriages of Cowlitz metis since 1920 
was ske:wE~d, statistically, by the constitutional requirement 
of a 1/ Hi Cowlitz blood quantum for membership. As this 
takes effect and children are no longer eligible for 
enroll~~nt, persons ceased to repbrt their marriages at all. 
The r'~:Q.rted marriage of Cowlitz metis to non- Indians by 
decad.= WE!re: 

1921-1930 66 
1931-1940 92 
1941-1950 89 
1951-1960 89 
1961-1970 60 
1971-1980 20 
1981-1990 11 

Total: 427 

Betwee~n 1920 and 1980, 12 Cowlitz fullbloods married other 
Indians in the State of Washington. None of the children of 
these marriages are currently enrolled with the CIT, but 
rather are enrolled with the federally acknowledged tribes 
of the other parents. Since 1920, 11 Cowlitz metis have 
married other northwest coast Indians. Most of the children 
of these marriages are not enrolled with the CIT, but with 
the federally acknowledged tribes of the other parents. 

Summa!~. A large proportion of Cowlitz metis married non­
Indians throughout the period 1855-1920, but the proportion 
of Cowlitz marriages within the Cowlitz community and to 
other Picific Northwest Indians remained at a significant 
level t1rough 1920. The pattern is important in 
unders:t.,mding the modern membership. This survey, 
unfortu:1ately, does not give a totally accurate view of the 
direct ancestors of the modern membership of the CIT, 
because of the inclusion in the analysis of all persons 
included on the 1919 Roblin Roll. Many of the families 
counted as Cowlitz by Roblin in 1919 were in the process of 
assimilating into the dominant society, and have not 
subsequl~ntly maintained social ties with other persons of 
Cowlitz descent nor membership in the Cowlitz Tribal 
Organization, the CTI, or the CIT. Consequently, this 
survey understates the percentage of endogamy among the 
ancestors of the current CIT members. 

The nYakima Cowlitz." The "Yakima Cowlitz" have not been 
included :in the membership of the CIT since the 1974 
constittltional revision which prohibited dual enrollment. 
The BIA :researcher did not have the membership roll, or the 
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ancestry charts, of the members of the "Yakima Cowlitz" 
organization to use in preparation of this report. 
Conseq~ently, the BIA has not evaluated the "Yakima Cowlitz" 
in the process of evaluating the CIT petition for Federal 
acknowl E~dgment . 

During field work under taken in July 1995, the BIA 
researcher spoke with three representatives of the Yakima 
Cowlitz organization at the enrollment office of the Yakima 
Agency (Nina Elwell, William and Rose Charley). These 
representatives indicated that the group has a formal 
membership list and genealogical documentation showing 
lineal de~scent of its members from the Cowlitz Tribe as it 
existed in 1863, the date established by the 1973 ICC award 
(DeMarce Field Notes 1995, BAR Files) .65 

On May 29, 1974, many of the Yakima Cowlitz group signed a 
petition from "The Tribe of Cowlitz Indians of the State of 
Washington" as representing the "Lineal Descendants on the 
Yakima Reservation in part of the 1863 Cowlitz Indians" to 
the BIA in connection with the ICC award (BAR Files). From 
the BIA Area Office in Portland, Oregon, the BIA researcher 
obtaine::l a copy of a handwritten list entitled "Applics. for 
membersh.ip Cowlitz Tribe to w. Wash 12/11/74." The main 
list contained 565 names; a supplementary page contained 24 
additional names (United States. Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
Portland Area Office 1974) i BAR Files). Neither of these 
lists included addresses or genealogical data. 

For disl::ussion of the background and consequences of the ICC 
award, ;;ee the Historical Technical Report and 
Anthropological Technical Report to this proposed finding. 
It shcluld be noted that the terms of the ICC award are not, 
under the 25 CFR Part 83 regulations, in any way 
determinative in establishing the petitioner's membership 
criteria. 

The petitioner submitted an undated typed list, said to be 
approxim.ately 1921, of "Yakima Cowlitz signers" (CIT Pet. 

'5 Such membership lists and ancestry charts exist. In a 
l,etter to Senator Inouye, dated July 7, 1992, from the "Cowlitz 
D,escendants, Yakima Indian Nation, P.O. Box 151, WA 98948," the 
Y,akima Cowlitz stated that, "We, the people of cowlitz 
Descendence, have completed a roll book containing 3,942 
individuals: We have proof of lineal descent by requiring the 
mime clf the Cowlitz person of whom the individuals are a 
dl~s cendant of, as well as providing a family tree" (Yakima Cowlitz 
tC::l Inc::)uye 7/7/1991; BIA Claims File, Docket 218, #2). 
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Enrollment Forms and Ancestry Charts; see discussion above 
under 'Prior Membership Lists"). The petition supplied no 
provena.nce for this list or indication of a basis for the 
ascribed date. It was not a precise duplicate, in content, 
of the 1915/17 list of "Descendants of the Cowlitz Tribe of 
IndianB" (Spencer 1917; ~ discussion above under "Prior 
Memben;hip Lists"). From the CIT tribal office, the BIA 
research,er obtained copies of those CIT applications that 
had belm rej ected because the applicant was enrolled at 
Yakima, However, the BIA had no way of determining if such 
rejected CIT applicants were current (1995) members of the 
"Yakima Cowlitz" organization. The following analysis is 
based upon the above information in the historical record 

'and information submitted to the ICC in connection with 
Docket 218. 

The M..Q.:l.!:l:r- "Yakima Cowlitz" families. In 1986, Emma Mesplie 
stated 

In 1974, Cowlitz people from Western Washington 
threw us out. They formed their own organization. 
Trll::Y elected officers and eliminated all the 
people from Yakima. From this point on, we had 
thE:: two organizations. They refused to attend our 
meetings. 

At the meeting of the Western Washington 
Cowlitz' in 1974, Joe Cloquet made a resolution to 
mclke myself, Kathryne Northover Merritt, Lucy 
Northover James, and Aleathea Northover Carlsen 
honorary members of the Cowlitz Tribe. I thought 
this to be rather odd that someone would propose 
to make me, a patriarch of the Cowlitz people, an 
'hoIlorary' Cowlitz, but I guess it does show that 
some of them know a little history of the familes 
[§.,;Lc] of the once great Cowlitz people" (Statement 
of Emma Mesplie, 24 June 1986; BIA Claims File, 
Docket 218, #2). 

Ancestry of the Yakima Cowlitz. Within the limits of the 
material available to the BIA researcher, it appears that 
some persons whose names appeared on the 1974 Yakima Cowlitz 
petiticn descended from families which in the 19th and early 
20th centuries were clearly among the historical Cowlitz 
population, but which are now enrolled at Yakima (lyall, 
Castama, Satanas, Eyle, etc.). 

The majority, however, appear to belong to two other family 
lines: Katell descendants and Umtuchs descendants. The 
Katell descendants are found primarily in the Northover, 
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Mesplie, and related family lines. As the Indian ancestry 
of Joseph Northover was Puyallup, and the Indian ancestry of 
August and Albert Mesplie was from Oregon, the claim to 
Cowlitz ancestry for this extended family must be sought in 
the line of Frances (Katell) Northover, daughter of George 
and Mary Katell. Testimony given by Frances Northover and 
her daughter Emma Mesplie contained internal inconsis­
tenc:.es. The origins of Mary Katell are not given. 
According to oral tradition, George Katell did apparently 
run a boat line from Kelso to Toledo on the Cowlitz River 1n 
the late 19th century (Notes, Application of Alma Frances 
Armstrong, CIT Pet. Ancestry Charts i Irwin 1995, 165). 
However, most indications are that he was a combination of 
Lower Chehalis and Snohomish. The BIA researcher could not 
identify his name on any 19th-century document listing 
Cowlitz individuals. 

Another large component of the "Yakima Cowlitz" consists of 
families claiming descent from Chief Umtux of the Lewis 
Ri ver h:md. These individuals, descended through the 
umtuchs and Charley families, have been enrolled at Yakima 
for marr( years. Some information on these families was 
located in Clark County Pioneers: A Centennial Salute 
(Clark County Genealogical Society 1989). According to 
George Umtuchs' 1973 recollections, the families that had 
been with Umtux before the war included Charley, Williams, 
St. Marl:in, Eyle, and Iyall i that after the war, the 
families that remained on the Lewis river were some of the 
Petes, Eyles, Jacksons, Siplayanns, and Charleys, 
"concentrated at Daybreak Bridge, five miles southeast of 
LaCenteJ~1I (Irwin 1995, 169). 

Of othe]~ families that appeared on the 1915/17 and ca. 1921 
lists of Yakima contributors to the Cowlitz claims 
organizclt.ion, many did not appear to have documentable 
Cowlitz ancestry on the basis of statements made in the 
Yakima 1l9E:!ncy heirship determinations. Several, such as 
Clepartl' and Waters, were identified as Klickitat in Yakima 
Agency n:!cords, but never as Cowlitz Klickitat. 

Yakima (~)wlitz involvement in Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 
Activitij~~. Individuals from the Yakima reservation were 
involved in the Cowlitz claims organization as early as 
1915/17 (see discussion of the 1915/17 membership list 
above). Prominent among these were some families, such as 
Spencer, ",{hich had no known Cowlitz lineage. 

Mernber:s of "Yakima Cowlitz" families, particularly Frances 
Northover and Emma Mesplie, presented testimony concerning 
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Cowli~z claims before the ICC in the 1940's and 1950's, and 
made affidavits of Cowlitz ancestry for applicants for 
membership in the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians. 

Unquestionably, many of the persons in the "Yakima Cowlitz" 
group were enrolled in the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians during 
the pE=riod 1950-1973, holding membership cards (Legal 
Services Office of the Colville Confederated Tribes to 
Schlick, June 13, 1974) and participating actively. On 
March 2, 1962, when the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians elected 
delegates to renew the claims attorneys' contract with 
Sareault and McLeod, the alternates included a "Yakima 
Cowl::..t:z" (Tony Umtuch) (CIT Pet. EX.). 

Representatives of the "Yakima Cowlitz" have expressed 
skepticism concerning the Cowlitz descent of the 
petitioner's members. In 1986, William D. Northover, a 
Yakima :owlitz leader, stated at a Congressional hearing: 

l~lso attended a meeting/hearing in 1974 after 
tho: Indian Claims Commission had rendered its 
fi:1ding and was amazed to see a room filled with 
20,) or more people all claiming to be members of 
the tribe, most of who did not appear to be even 
remotely Indian (i.e. blue eyes, blond hair) not 
to mention of Cowlitz descent. I think this 
committee should ask the BIA to share with you any 
material supplied by the 'Cowlitz Tribe' showing 
how their present membership was determined and 
from which Cowlitz Indian they descend" (Statement 
of William D. Northover, 24 June 1986; BIA Claims 
FL.f:!, Docket 218, #2). 

This sk€!pticism is not justified, based upon the 
genealosri~al documentation submitted to the BIA by the CIT. 

Relatior~hip of CIT and Yakima Cowlitz since 1974. Since 
1974, the relationship between the petitioner and the 
"Yakima Cowlitz" organization has been acrimonious. For 
discussion, see the Historical Technical Report and 
AnthropCtlogical Technical Report to this proposed finding. 

Other IlI:lpact of the 1974 Constitution: Steilacoom 
Disenrollment. At various dates in June 1974, the 
Steilaccom organization received letters from several 
persons rE!questing disenrollment from the Steilacoom tribe 
in ordl:r to meet the new Cowlitz membership provisions: 
these letters covered 16 adults and 19 children (Steilacoom 
Resp. 1994:, 15) (BAR Files) . 
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Genealogical analysis of the past leadership of the 
historic~Cll Cowlitz tribe and the Cowlitz tribal 
organiza.tions. 

Kiskox~i:()wlitz chief from before 18"47 until his death in 
1875. E,lut researchers have concluded, on the basis of the 
evidencE~ " that Kiskox was al ternati vely known as "Kah-hot z" 
(Irwin 1.995, 165) and as Cheholtz. 66 Cheholtz currently 
has descEmdants in the petitioner's membership. 

In 1847, Paul Kane, Canadian artist and explorer, wrote: 
"We landE~d at the Cowlitz farm, which belongs to' the 
Hudson'E Bay Company. Here I remained until the 5th of 
April, B.nd took the likeness of Kiscox, the chief of the 
Cowlitz Indians, a small tribe of about 200. They flatten 
their heads and speak a language very similar to the 
ChinookE" (CIT Pet. Narr., 6; see also Taylor and Hoaglin 
1960, 9-].0). 

Kiskox ~as one of the chiefs who represented the Cowlitz at 
the March 1855 treaty negotiations with Isaac I. Stephens at 
the Chetalis River Treaty Council held at Cosmopolis, 
Washington (CIT Pet. Narr., 8-10; Fitzpatrick 1986, 146). 
Kish-cok was one of three Cowlitz leaders present, 
designated as head chief (CIT Pet. Narr., 167; A-909-946). 
A discussion of the Chehalis River Treaty Council 
negotiations and the obituary of Simon Kisskaxe [Kiskox], 
described as the oldest Indian on Cowlitz Prairie, published 
in the Sentinel on December 20, 1875, (Schoenberg 1987, 
245), are to be found in the Historical Technical Report to 
this prcposed finding. 

1878 BIA=appointed/recognized chiefs. 

Lower CC~ll.itz: Atwin Stockum (son of Scanewa) to 1912. In 
1878, BH~ Agent R.H. Milroy, "late Superintendent of Indian 
Affain:!," in Washington Territory, issued a certificate on 
behalf of the United States to Antoine Stockum citing him as 
chief of the Cowlitz tribe (CIT Pet. Narr., 20: citing 
Milroy 1S178; A-78). Atwin (or Antoine) Stockum, who lived 
and retained this office until his death on December 1, 
1912, was a son of the Cowlitz Chief Scanewa, who had died 
in 1820. He was a sister of Veronica who had married Simon 

'" Statement of Joe Peter, June 2, 1951: The 1855 
delE:9ation was divided into "3 groups, three parties, Ive forgot 
namE:fl I only remember one - Cheholtz - This Cheholtz great 
grandfather of all Cheholtz now living That from middle part of 
Cowl.itz near Toledo" (Peter 1951; CIT Pet. Ex. A-1159). 
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plamonjon, Sr., and thus an uncle to four of the Plamondon 
met~s family lines located around Cowlitz Prairie. 

In 1904, "Atwain" Stockum and his nephew, Simon Plamondon, 
Jr., started an inquiry through the local superintendent, 
H.H. J~hnson, at the Cushman Indian School in Tacoma (CIT 
Pet. N~rr., 187). This initiation of claims by the Cowlitz 
Qreced,~g Bishop's Northwest Indian federation (founded 
1910). For further relevant information, see the Historical 
Techni,:al Report. No information is available concerning 
the le,~ders who assisted him until June 6, 1912, when the 
Chehalis Bee-Nugget reported that since the "aged chief, 
Atwin ,;tockum of Toledo, is infirm," a meeting of the 
.Cowlit~ Indians had appointed a committee of eight to assist 
in prosecution of the tribe's claims: John Plomondon of 
Castle Rock, T.F. Eynard of Castle Rock, W.G. Meyers of 
Winloclc, Jim Suterlick of Nesika, Bat Kiona of Randle, Jim 
Iyall of Wapato, Peter Kalama of Roy, 67 and J. B. Sareault 
of Cowlitz (The Chehalis Bee, June 6, 1912; CIT Pet., Ex. A-
841) . 

Upper CO'wlitz/Taitnapam: Captain Peter, d. 1910, Olequa, 
WA. Local residents urged the BIA to appoint Captain Peter 
as chief of the Upper Cowlitz band in Lewis County, 
Washin~rton, . in 1878, at the same time that Antoine Stockum 
was appointed chief of the Lower Cowlitz Band. No formal 
record o:E the appointment survived, but in subsequent years, 
Captain Peter was the Upper Cowlitz chief. He lived to 
1910, almost as long as his counterpart. His Indian name 
was Wyanashet: probably he was either Wi-en-ash-ut, son of 
Ow-hi, <:,ra son of "Old Wyaneschet" and grandson of Owhye. 
His son, Joe Peter, was on the recognition committee of the 
Cowlit:;: Tribe of Indians 1950-52 (CIT Pet . Ex. A-1157-1163) 

Formati9n of a tribal organization with elected officers. 
1912-·Ql::.!~ent . For details of the purpose and proceedings of 
the 191.2 founding meeting of the Cowlitz tribal 
organi2ation, see the Historical Technical Report to this 
proposE:d finding. 

1913-191:7: Baptiste Kiana, d. 24 January 1922. age 80 .. 
Bapt i:st E~ Kiona, an Upper Cowlitz, was elected as chief of 
the "Ccwlitz Tribe" at a meeting of the tribal organization 
on June 29, 1913. On this date, it was reported that the 
Cowli1:z Central Committee under "Chief Bat Kiana" opposed 
the BIP. proposal to allot Cowlitz on Quinault Reservation 

In 1934, Kalama was Secretary of the Nisqua11y Tribe. 
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(CIT Pet. Narr., 59, 157; A-843-844). However, Kiona did 
not function as presiding officer of the Cowlitz tribal 
organization. The March 2, 1915, meeting, which selected a 
delegation to go to Washington, DC, to pursue Cowlitz 
claims, was convened by Daniel Plamondon (Fitzpatrick 1986, 
65- 66). The delegates were Frank Eyell [lyall] and Peter 
Kalama (CIT Pet. Narr., 157; The Tacoma Tribune, March 2, 
1915, 8::>, CIT Pet. Ex. A-844 - A-845). Kalama, as noted 
above, was a "stepson-in-Iaw" of Captain Peter. Frank Iyall 
was son of lyall Wahawa and a nephew of Antoine Stockum. 

The SE~ptember 17, 1915, Chehalis Bee-Budget, reported :1at 
the general Cowlitz membership had met in Chehalis wiL. 
about 1:>0 "representatives of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe" 
present and approved of the decision to send delegates to 
Washington, DC (CIT Pet. Narr., 189; A-847). For 
unspecified reasons, "Lancaster Spencer of Toppenish, WA, 
presided as chairman; George Jack of Gate City was 
secretary" (CTl Pet. Ex. A-847). Neither of these latter 
men was a Cowlitz: Lancaster Spencer and his family were 
from the Yakima reservation, while George Jack, married to a 
Cowlitz woman from the Thomas family, was a Chehalis (BlA 
Census Rolls 1921, Roll 564, #37/29) who was allotted on 
Yakima. This aspect of the leadership of the second 1915 
Cowl~tz meeting would appear to be associated with the 
compilation of the 1915/1917 list of persons who paid dues 
to prosecute Cowlitz claims (see detailed discussion of that 
list E~lsewhere in this report). That list was compiled by 
J. F. Spencer of Toppenish, Washington, who was serving as 
secretary of the Cowlitz tribal organization. 68 He was a 
son of Lancaster Spencer. None of the families mentioned ln 
the rE~p:)rt of the September 17, 1915, meeting now has 
descendants in the CIT. 

1917-2921: Daniel A. Plamondon, son of Simon Plamondon, 
Jr" ana' Mary Farron. A letter written on February 1, 1917, 
from ~r. F. Spencer to Frank Wannassay of Kelso, Washington, 
on "Cowlitz Tribe of Indians" letterhead, showed the 
follo~'ing leadership. The officers were: President, D. A. 
Plomond~n, Castle Rock, Washington; Vice president, C. C. 
Eynard, Castle Rock, Washington; Secretary, J. F. Spencer, 
Toppenish, Washington; Treasurer and delegate, Frank lyall, 

'8 February 20, 1918. Mr. J. F. Spencer, treasurer of the 
CO'l,litz organization, who is also the secretary (Letter from F. A. 
Iya,ll, Delegate of The Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, New Capitol 
HOt.E!l, Washington, D.C. to the members of the Executive Committee 
of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, c/o Mr. Joe Northover, Harrah, WA 
(BIJ~ Portland) . 
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Toppenish, Washington. The Executive Committee consisted 
of: Charles Pete, Castle Rock, Washington; John Ike, Silver 
Creek, Washington; Tenas Pete, Oakville, Washington; and 
Mary Longfred, Nisqually, Washington. Of these persons, J. 
F. Spencl::r and Frank Iyall were enrolled at Yakima; Tenas 
Pete was enrolled at Chehalis; and Mary Longfred was 
enrollE~d at Nisqually. Plamondon and Eynard were from metis 
familiE~:S; Iyall and Charles Pete were Lower Cowlitz; Ike was 
Upper COlrv'litz. 

1922-ca. 1930: John Ike Kinswa. John Ike Kinswa, an Upper 
Cowlitz full-blood, was elected the next leader of the 
Cowlit.: tribal organization in 1922 (CIT Pet. Narr., 190). 
He was a son of Isaac Ike Kinswa and his wife Atele. The 
Taholah Agency of the BIA remained in contact with him 
throughout the 1920's on issues pertaining to welfare, 
school attendance, etc. of individual Cowlitz. He served as 
a deponent on heirship determinations as late as 1941. 

Accordin9 to statements made by two "Yakima Cowlitz" 
memben:" August Mesplie was secretary of the "Cowlitz 
organiz,ation on the Yakima Reservation" until 1952 (Emma 
MespliE statement, 24 June 1986; BIA Claims File, Docket 
218; VEra Mesplie statement, Public Hearing, 1 June 1974; 
BIA Claims File, Docket 218). This may have been a claims 
organization of Cowlitz descendants enrolled at Yakima. 
Available documents indicate that Mary Senn, a Plamondon 
descencant, served as secretary of the CIT predecessor, the 
Cowlitz tribal organization, during much of this period. On 
February 15, 1932, Frank lyall, J.B. Sareault, Mrs. Henry 
Senn, and Henry St. Germain signed contracts on behalf of 
the "Ccwlitz Tribe" (CIT Pet. Narr., 48). In an affidavit, 
Evelyn Byrnes stated: 

I think I have a membership list from the 1920's 
and '30's or when Mary Senn was secretary, that 
~3hQWS how much everyone paid in dues and how many 
there were in the family and so on. I can 
remember her, a heavy-set woman sitting there, 
from when the Tribe first held tribal meetings on 
t:he Prairie. She was quite a woman. Those papers 
must be in the tribal office because I gave Mary 
an:i Joe Cloquet everything that I had to copy 
(Byrnes Affidavit 1989, A-2367). 

It is n~t clear from the documents the precise date between 
1928 an:l. 1931 that John Ike ceased to function as head of 
the Cowlitz tribal organization. A BlA report of the 1932 
Cowlitz meeting had two handwritten pages appended including 
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the notation, IIJohn Ike 2 yrs ago, II followed by the name 
"Sam Eyle," with no explanation (CIT Pet. Ex. A-398). 

1931?-1.1J6, John B. Sareault, son of Elie Sareault and 
Therese Plamondon; 1937-1949, James E. Sareault, son of John 
B. Sare~ult. By 1931, John B. Sareault, a Plamondon 
descendant, had succeeded John Ike as president of the tribe 
(CIT Pel:. Narr., 192). He died in 1936, and was succeeded 
by his :50n James E. Sareault, an attorney who resided in 
Chehali:5, Washington (CIT Pet. Narr., 192-193; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-618,A-l146). The Sareault family has not made the papers 
of thesf: two leaders available to the petitioner or to BIA 
researchers. Attention was still apparently paid to having 
a leade:~ship balance between the metis and full-blood 
familie:5. In 1937, an Upper Cowlitz, Louis Castama of 
Silver Creek, Washington, served as vice president under 
Sareaultj in 1938 Castama was succeeded as vice president by 
Maude Wannassay of Kelso. In both years, Mrs. Margaret Ray 
of Oakville was secretary-treasurer (Wannassay Papers 1937, 
Wannassay Papers 1938). In 1949, the Cowlitz organization's 
secreta:~y was Maude (Wannassay) Snyder, and then from 1953, 
her dau9hter Jacqueline Cassity Hill (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1171, 
Minutes., June 6, 1953). 

1950-1960: Manuel L. Forrest. On May 13, 1950, the Cowlitz 
Tribe o:~ Indians held a IIreorganization meeting ll at the 
Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall. A motion to retain the same 
officerB (James E. Sareault, president; M.L. Forrest, VP; 
Mrs. Maude Snyder, Secretary-Treasurer) failed by a vote of 
34 aye/:l9 nay. Then the two top officers were reversed, 
with Manuel L. Forrest as president, James E. Sareault as 
vice-president, and, Maude (Wannassay) Snyder continuing as 
secretal~y-treasurer (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1146). 

Manuel L. Forrest was a son of Charles and Mary Lucy 
(Plamondon) Forrest. His paternal grandparents were HBC 
clerk Cl~arles Forrest and an Indian woman who mayor may not 
have beEm Clockomalt, 6~ and who, on the basis of 
conflicting testimony in the documents, was probably 

U "John Smith, Capt. Carson and William Choke of the 
Chehalis tribe of Indians were cousins of Clockomolt" (NARS M-
1344, Quinaielt Adoption Case No.5, affidavit of Millie Powell) . 

"The father of Clockomolt the elder was one named walktie, a 
hyas tyee, who was part Cowlitz and part Black river with some 
Snohomish relation" (NARS M-1344, Quinaielt Adoption Case No.5) . 
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Cowl i t:~; 70 his maternal grandparents were John Baptiste and 
Matilda (Provoe) Plamondon. Born in 1903, he worked and 
resided in California. His vice-president, James E. 
Sareau:~t, lived in Chehalis, Washington; the secretary, 
Maude ~;:nyder, in Kelso, Washington (Tribal Minutes, June 2, 
1951, CIT Pet. Ex. A-1156). Each person on the "Recognition 
Committee" represented an additional family line or sub­
line. l~ary King, of Vader, Washington (daughter of Simon B. 
Plamondon and Mary Farron) i 7l Frank Thomas of Raymond, 
Washinsrton, a Lower Cowlitz full-blood whose family lived on 
the Chehalis Reservation72 (son of Marcel Thomas and Sophia 
Galla), and Joseph Peters, Upper Cowlitz, of Wapato, 
Washinsr1:on (son of Captain Peter) (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1156). 

1961-1963: Joseph Cloquet, General Council Chairman. 1973-
1985, :~;dbal Council Chairman. Joseph Cloquet replaced 
Manuel L. Forrest as president of the Cowlitz Tribe of 
Indians on June 2, 1962 (the other officers remained the 
same). He would serve for only two terms in this office, 
but lat.er would serve for many years as chairman of the 
tribal council after the 1973 reorganization. He was of the 
Cowlit2: rnetis Ladue/Cloquet family line descended from 
Marguerite Cowlitz, wife of Louis Ladue, and Cecile Ladue, 
wife of Auguste Cloquette. The other officers continued in 
offic'e. 

I think Joe Cloquet was chairman for only a year 
01:' two in the early 1960's. He was living in 
Ya.~~ima at the time. In those days we had no 
t1:J.bal council, just an executive committee: 
Archie lyall, Norb Bouchard, and my brother Mike 

10 Statement No. 66. State of oregon, Multnomah County, S9: 
r~rs. Annie T. Hunter of 335 Ivy street, Albino, East Portland, 
Or'!';" . . . says she is 66 years of age . . . a Lower Chinook 
Indian and was alive in 1851 in August of that year . . . my 
fa:her was Charles Forrest, a white man, who died in 1852. My 
rno:her's name I do not remember, but she was a Lower Chinook 
\%l!loan. My maiden name was Annie T. Forrest. I have no sisters 
and never had any. I have a half-brother, but by a different 
rrlo':her, and he is not an heir, being a Cowlitz descendant" .. 
No':,e .. -"Annie T. Hunter's mother was Wiltamst, a lower Chinook 
~"OtniaIl, who died before 1851, say Bay Center people" (McChesney 
191)'0, 55). 

11 See CIT Pet. Ex. A-345 - A-349. 

1: In 1917, the Cushman Indian school Superintendent listed 
cIS iimong the "Indians under my jurisdiction" who were in the 
mi:'.it:ary and naval service of the United States were Frank Thomas, 
Ch!!halis, and Eugene C10quette, Cowlitz (CIT Pet. Ex. A-427). 
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St .. Germain. They were the "watchdogs," watching 
over me (Secretary-Treasurer), Clifford Wilson, 
a~d whoever was vice-president. If we wanted 
a~ything done, we had to go to them to get it 
den€!. I remember when we got rid of Malcolm 
lv'leLE!od as lawyer . (Byrnes Affidavit 1989, A-
:2368) . 

1963-.1564: J. Phillip Simmons. Joseph Cloquet was 
succeE:ded in 1963 by J. Phillip Simmons. During his second 
term, at the 1964 election, Evelyn Byrnes, daughter of John 
and Louise (Plamondon) St. Germain, became secretary­
treasurE~r. She was a "double-barrelled" Plamondon 
descendant, through both the first and second marriages of 
Simon Plamondon, Sr. 

When I first was elected secretary-treasurer, the 
tribal chairman was a man by the name of Phillip 
Simmons, from Port Angeles. So they re-elected 
him, as I remember, and elected me as secretary. 
When I got home that night, Clifford called and 
said, "Well, I'm your new chairman." I said, 
"Wbat?" He said that Phillip Simmons didn't want 
the chairmanship, so McLeod [a lawyer] told 
Clifford to take it. But how Clifford got in 
there, I don't know. I thought you had to have 
the vote of the Tribe to get elected as chairman 
or president . When I became secretary-
tr~asurer about 1963, after Jackie Wannassay Hill 

" (Byrnes Affidavit 1989, A-2368). 

1964-1972: Clifford Wilson. Clifford Wilson, who accepted 
the pre:3idency in 1964, cont~nuing until his death in 
Septemb':r 1972, was a son of William and Mary L. (Plamondon) 
Wilson.; grandson of Simon B. and Mary (Farron) Plamondon. 
In 1965, his vice-chairman, Norbert I. Bouchard, was also 
his hal:: -brother, the son of Oliver David and Mary L. 
(Plamon(~on) Bouchard. Bouchard descended not only from the 
Plamondon family, but also from the Bouchard/Provoe line. 
Evelyn (St. Germain) Bashor Byrnes continued as secretary­
treaSUrE~r. This was the first time that all the officers 
were from metis family lines. 

1972-1981: Roy I. Wilson. Clifford Wilson died during his 
last term in office, in September 1972. At the Cowlitz 
Indian :~ribe annual meeting, Cowlitz Grange Hall, on June 2, 
1973, Roy I. Wilson presided as Chairman. In spite of the 
shared Burname, he was not related to his predecessor, being 
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part of the Skloutwout/Garrand line with strong family ties 
to the~akima Reservation. 

Accordi.:1g to a "Cowlitz Info Sheet" prepared by BIA Western 
Washing:on Agency, Everett, Washington, at some time in the 
1970's, the structure of the officers was [genealogical 
annotations added in brackets]: Chairman, Roy I. Wilson 
[Sklout'.-lout/Garrand line]; Vice-Chairman, John Barnett 
[Ladue~/<::loquet line]; Secretary, Esther Scott [Lozier line] 
Treasur':r, Evelyn Byrnes [double Plamondon line]; Business 
Manager, Mary Cloquet [non- Indian wife of Joseph Cloquet 1 . 
The ful.L council included: Joseph Cloquet [Ladue/Cloquet], 
Lenore l'lonohan [Plamondon], Archie Iyall [Iyall Wahawa], 
Vera A.ndrews [Plamondon/Bertrand], Gene Wiggins [Lozier], 
JoAnr.e Swanson [Bouchard/Simmons], 73 Ted Cottonware 
[Lozier/Cottonoire], Clyde Edwards [Plamondon], Helen Burke 
[Plamondon], Mike Iyall [Iyall Wahawa], Norb Bouchard 
[Plamondon/Bouchard/Provoe], Roy King [Farron/Provoe]; Joan 
Beals [Iyall Wahawa], Claudia Bacon [Forrest], Werner 
Barnett [Ladue/Cloquet], Alvie Bouchard 
[Plarnoncion/Bouchard/Provoe], and Keith Wiggens [Lozier] 

At this time, thus, shortly after the 1974 reorganization, 
the ent:.n: council represented Lower Cowlitz ancestry and, 
with the ~:xception of the Iyalls, Lower Cowlitz metis 
familieB, several of which had been enrolled on Yakima prior 
to the :.946 Yakima Act, but had been disenrolled at Yakima 
under the provisions of that Act. For the remainder of the 
1970's, the leadership pool remained essentially drawn from 
the same family lines. 74 

"'3 Birth recorded 1939, Taholah Indian Agency, as 1/4 
CJ:li:loc::>k-Cowlitz, residence Tumwater, WA (CIT Pet. Ex. A-524). 

"4 

197~ 

197~5 

March 23. Cowlitz Tribal Council Minutes. Joe 
Cloquet, Chairman. Executive Board Evelyn Basher, 
John Barnett, Tana BeBee, John Swanson. Members: 
Vera Andrews, Lorraine Allen, Otis bouchard, Norbard 
Bouchard, Helen Burke, Joe Cloquet, Ted Cottenware, 
Leona Champion, Agnes Dobbs, Al Staffman, Teresa 
Saureault, Clyde Edwards, Holly Lewis, Roy King (CIT 
Pet. Ex. A-18BO). 
September 13. Minutes of the meeting of the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribal Council. Officers: Chairman, Joe 
Cloquet; Vice chairman, Mike Iyall; Secretary, Claudia 
Bacon. Others mentioned: Tribal Chairman Roy Wilson; 
John Barnett, Mary Cloquet, Leo LaClair, Norb 
Bouchard, Werner Barnett, Keith Wiggins (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1B91) . 
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Splinter Group Leadership. In 1973, in a protest against 
CIT acceptance of the ICC award, a splinter group developed 
which termed itself the Sovereign Cowlitz Nation 
(Fitzpatrick 1986, 101). It continued in existence until at 
least 1979, when, according to a "Cowlitz Tribal Faction" 

1975 

19'7.9 

19'19 

1.9110 

December 6. Cowlitz Tribal Council Minutes. 
Replacement for Pearl TUll (CIT Pet. Ex. A-189S), 

September 11. Cowlitz Indian Tribal Council Minutes -
Quarterly Meeting, Absent Clyde Edwards, Roy King, 
Roy Wilson. Present: Vera Andrews, Claudia Bacon, 
John Barnett, Werner Barnett, Norbert Bouchard, Helen 
Burke, Evelyn Byrnes, Joe Cloquet, Ted Cottonware, 
Archie lyall, Mike lyall, Lenore Monahan, Olive Moran, 
Carolee Morris, Laurine Newberg, Tom Ragan, JoAnn 
Swanson, Gene Wiggins, Keith Wiggins. Also, Mary 
Cloquet, Business Manager; Frank LaFoutaine, STOWW 
Atty (CIT Pet. Ex. A-la97). 

May 5. Cowlitz Indian Tribe, Special General Council 
Meeting. Chairman Roy Wilson. Re: Yakima Cowlitz, 
Sovereign Cowlitz Tribe. Tribal council members 
present: Roy I. Wilson, Evelyn Byrnes, Gina Kling, 
Joe Cloquet, Mike lyall, Werner Barnett, Don 
Cottenware, Carolee Green, Rodger Nelson, Laurine 
Newburg, Gene Thayer, John Barnett, Marsha Williams, 
Margaret Edwards. Roll of deceased members; Edna 
Taylor, Raymond Brooling, Ruby Berry, James Smith, 
Irene Sareault. Others: Robin LaDue, Al Ockfen, 
Bernice Cornett (CIT Pet. Ex. A-1907). 

June 19. General Council Meeting, Cowlitz Indian 
Tribe. Cowlitz Prairie Grange Hall, Toledo, WA. Roy 
Wilson, Chairman. Tribal Council present: in 
addition to above: Gloria MacIsaac, Gene Wiggins, 
Olive Moran. Roy King resigned from Tribal Council 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-1918). Roy Wilson, John Barnett, Mike 
Iyall nominated for Tribal Chairman, Roy Wilson 
reelected. Gene Wiggins, John Barnett, and Mike 
Iyall nominated for Vice Chairman, Gene Wiggins re­
elected. Evelyn Burns and Gina Kling nominated for 
Tribal Secretary, Gina Kling re-elected. Evelyn 
Byurnes re-elected treasurer. Elections to Trivbal 
Council: Norbert Bouchard, Archie lyall, Sue Sander, 
Lenore Monohon, Carolee Green, Vera Andrews (CIT Pet. 
Ex. A-1919). 

February 2. Cowlitz Tribal Council Minutes. Joe 
Cloquet, Chairman. Members present: Joe Cloquet, Roy 
Wilson, Gene Wiggins, Evelyn Byrnes, John Barnett, 
mike lyall, Marshal Williams, Gene Thayer, Werner 
Barnett Norbert Bouchard, Helen Burke, Margaret 
Edwards, Gloria Mac Isaac, Laurine Newburg, Rodger 
Nelson, Carolee Green, Jim Holycross, Lee Rhodes, Gina 
Kling (CTI Pet. Ex. A-1927). 
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newspaper clipping, its Chairman was Don' Cloquet of Lakewood 
[Ladue/Cloquet line]. He stated that the group was 
headquc.rtered in Tacoma, with about 200 members. No 
docum,er.tation was submitted to the BIA to support the claim 
of thiE large a membership, nor was the BIA provided with 
governing documents or a membership list for this group. It 
has sir.ce ceased to exist. At the time, current CIT 
chairman John Barnett was a participant in the Sovereign 
Cowlitz Nation organization. 

Genealcsrical Analysis of the Cowlitz Indian Tribe's Current 
Leadership. The petition supplement contained lists of 
Cowlitz tribal officers and tribal council members from June 

'1985 tnI:ough June 1993 (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2492-2500). For 
purposes of the following analysis, it was determined to use 
the list dated June, 1993, the latest submitted as part of 
the o~ficial petition supplement (CIT Pet. Suppl. A-2500). 
As of June 1993, there were 18 members of the Cowlitz Tribal 
Council (6 with terms expiring 1994; 6 with terms expiring 
1995; 6 with terms expiring 1996). The four General Council 
officers, the Tribal Council officers, and two others made 
up an Ex:ecutive Council of 8 members (CIT Pet. Ex. A-2500) 
The pE~titioner has submitted the lists resulting from the 
1994 and 19~5 elections to the BIA. 

General_Council Officers. The chairperson of the General 
Council descended from Marguerite Cowlitz' marriage to Louis 
Ledoux (LaDue family, Cloquet sub-line). The vice-chair and 
secretary of the General Council both descended from Lucy 
SkloutwJut through the Gerrand subline. The treasurer of 
the Gen:ral Council descended from Lucy Skloutwout through 
the Berlier subline. 

Tribal ':ouncil Officers. The chairperson of the Tribal 
Council descended from Lucy Skoutwout through the Gerrand 
subline; the vice-chair of the Tribal Council descended from 
Chief Scanewa through the Iyall Wahawa family. The 
secreta:~y of the General Council also served as secretary of 
the Tribal Council. 

Tribal (~ouncil Members. The members of the Cowlitz Tribal 
Council in June, 1993, traced their lineage to the following 
historic,al Cowlitz: Kitty Tillakish (1) ; to Chief Scanewa 
through the Iyall [Wahawa] family (2); to Chief Scanewa 
through the Mounts family (2) i to Chief Scanewa through the 
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Plamondon family, Chappelier subline (1); 7S to Chief 
Scanewa through the Plamondon family, subline of the 
marriagE~ of Simon Plamondon, Jr. to Mary Farron and to 
JosephtE~ r1akah/Clallam76 through the Farron family (4); to 
Margueri,te Cowlitz [Wahawal through the LaDue family, 
Cloquet subline (1); to Chief Scanewa through the Plamondon 
family, St. Germain subline (1); to the Kinswa family (3); 
to Lucy Skloutwout through the Wilson subline (1); to 
Harriet Iusemuch through the Sherlafoo family, Smith subline 
(1) . 

Major S1.Ll::>~1roups within the Petitioner's Membership. 

Lower CO\"'litz Ancestry in the Petitioning Group. Many of 
the petitioner's members trace to more than one Cowlitz 
ancestor. These current members were not double-counted in 
the following computation. Each was traced to the 
historical Cowlitz individual listed as the first qualifying 
ancestor on the membership application. Distribution is as 
follows: 

1. Scanewa/Plamondon descendants 
By Sophie: 

Plamondon/Cottonoire: 25 
Plamondon/Cottonoire/Senn: 30 
Plamondon/Chappelier: 1 

By Simon Jr.: 
Plamondon/Farron: 62 
Plamondon/Catlin: 22 
Plamondon/Bouchard: 26 

By Therese: 
Plamondon/Sareault: 20 

By Marie Anne: 
Plamondon/St. Germain: 35 
Plamondon/Pete: 9 

2 . I~ucy Skloutwout: 
Divided since the 19th century into 
several sublines: Bernier, 
Brandle, Gerrand, LeGard, Weaser, 
Wilson 

230 

173 

7S Apparently, this person is not on the 1994 membership 
list: it is probable that he did not meet the 1/16 Cowlitz 
~lalification for voting membership and officeholding as 
prescribed by the Cowlitz constitution. 

'" See the discussion of amalgamated/assimilated but 
cri':Jinally non-Cowlitz Indian family lines. 
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3. 

4. 

c· ., . 
6. 
7. 

8. 

51. 
10. 
ll. 
12. 
13. 

Quatanna: 
One subline of this family had 
moved to San Juan County, 
Washington, prior to 1880. 

Marguerite Cowlitz/WooA [Wahawa] 
LaDue: 38 
LaDue/Cloquet: 56 

Iyall Wahawa: 
Wannassay: 
Harriet Iusemuch: 

Divided since the 19th century 
into sublines: Sherlafoo, 
Smith/Carroll, Corcoran. 

Scanewa/Mounts and 
Scanewa/Mounts/Marcus: 

Thomas: 
Cheholtz: 
White: 
Tillakish: 
St. Andre: 

109 

94 

51 
50 
41 

26 
16 
10 

7 
6 
5 

Upper CC2.wlitz ancestry in the petitioning group. 
Comparatively few of the Upper Cowlitz families whose 
activities were monitored by the BIA in the period 1900-1950 
(Kiana, Satanas, Eyle) have descendants on the petitioner's 
current membership list. While many descendants of these 
familieB maintain social ties with members of the Cowlitz 
Indian ~~r.ibe, the majority of the Upper Cowlitz descendants 
are curn=ntly enrolled members of other federally recognized 
tribes. The CIT includes the following descendants: 

1. Kinswa/lke: 
2. Pete: 
3. Yanakish: 

43 
17 

6 

Geograptdc dispersion. With the exception of the early move 
of part of the Quatanna descendants to the San Juan Islands, 
there dClE~s not appear to be any distinct pattern of 
dispersion by family line. For those Cowlitz still residing 
in the Cowlitz River valley, it does appear still to be true 
that Upper Cowlitz prefer to live upriver and Lower Cowlitz 
prefer to live further downriver. Consult the 
Anthropclogical Technical Report for further geographical 
analysis of the residential pattern of the petitioner's 
membership. 

Political factions. Political factions seem to cross family 
lines \~it:hin the petitioning group. Again, consult the 
Anthropological Technical Report for analysis. 
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Potential for Membership Growth 

Potent i.§ll enrollees not on the current membership list. 
There are numerous Cowlitz descendants who are enrolled with 
other federally recognized tribes because of non-Cowlitz 
ancestry in other family lines. Some of these have strong 
Cowlitz social and kinship ties and might be inclined to 
transfer enrollment if the Cowlitz were federally 
acknowledged. It is impossible to estimate how large this 
group rrisrht be. There are also some qualified near 
relatives of current CIT members who "just haven't bothered 
to "fill out their papers" (DeMarce Field Data 1995}. As 
long as t.he current membership criteria remain in effect, 
that ~3'r()up will be comparatively small. The CIT is 
encourasring qualified relatives to complete the enrollment 
process, mainly by word of mouth (DeMarce Field Data 1995) 

Persons referred to in the petition and in related 
documentation appear on the current and former membership 
rolls. Persons listed on former rolls, who do not appear on 
the current roll, do not, by and large, represent families 
that have died out. Some nuclear families have died out, 
but the larger familial descendancy groups by and large all 
continue to have representatives. Historical Cowlitz family 
lines no longer represented on the current membership have, 
by and large, been prohibited from enrollment either because 
of the dual enrollment prohibition in the constitution 
(Castama, Kiona) or because of the 1/16 Cowlitz blood 
quantum requirement in the constitution (Sareault, Meyer, 
Senn). Additionally, numerous persons appeared on the 
1915/17 Claims organization list who never appeared again 
and whOSie~ descendants never appear on later membership 
lists. 

"Red Ca:r.-cl" Holders. The major immediate potential for 
membel:-ship expansion among the Cowlitz lies in two groups. 
The fir~t is Cowlitz "red card" holders who have provided 
proof of Cowlitz descent to the petitioner, but who are of 
less tham 1/16 Cowlitz ancestry. The other is persons of 
Cowlitz descent who are now enrolled with other federally 
acknowledged tribes, but who might decide to transfer their 
membel:-ship if the Cowlitz became federally acknowledged, 
because their strongest social ties are Cowlitz. 

No count of current Cowlitz "red card" holders was provided 
to the EllA with the petition. It was not required that the 
petitioner provide such a count, as such persons are not on 
the membership list under the 1974 and 1993 constitutions. 
The Cowlitz Indian Tribe's new membership applications since 
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1987 indicate that there are still a significant number of 
1/8 Cowlitz blood quantum children being born. However, 
within the past ten years, only one new applicant showed a 
1/4 blood quantum. A survey of the blood quanta computed by 
the tribe for its current green card holders shows that if 
the 1/16 requirement remains in force, the size of the 
tribe'~; voting membership will diminish rapidly over the 
course of the next two generations. 

Transf/~r.s from Other Federally Recognized Tribes. Transfers 
from c'ther federally acknowledged tribes might expand the 
Cowlit;: membership. Such transfers would not change the 

.character of the group other than by somewhat expanding the 
proportion of members with Upper Cowlitz ancestry as 
compared to the proportion with Lower Cowlitz ancestry. The 
potentJ.c:tl for expansion among Cowlitz descendants who have 
less than a 1/16 Cowlitz blood quantum and who are not 
current.ly enrolled in other federally acknowledged tribes 
cannot be determined. It would depend on how the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribe might in the future choose to modify its 
constitut:ional membership requirements. 

Possi.bl e "Descendancy" Rule. During the past ten years, 
Cowlit2 tribal minutes contain evidence of extensive 
discussion about moving from a 1/16 rule to a simple 
II descl:r:.dancy" rule. I f such a change should be made in the 
Cowlit.2 constitution, applying a "descendancy" qualification 
only tc children and grandchildren of persons on the current 
roll, thE! official membership would expand significantly-­
perhaps double. 

One prcposal which has been advocated by some CIT members is 
a "descendancy" qualification written in such a way as to 
definE~ as: eligible for membership "all persons who descend 
from individuals whose names have appeared on the Cowlitz 
membership lists since the 1950 constitution was adopted and 
who ar~ not currently enrolled in other federally 
acknowledged Indian tribes." If this proposal were adopted, 
the potential expansion would be much greater. It would 
include not only current "red card" holders, but also many 
Cowlitz metis family lines that have been excluded from 
votinsr :T1.embership since 1974 and whose members have not 
bothere1 to obtain the non-voting "red cards." If such 
persons again became eligible for full membership, it is 
probabl: that many would apply. 

Another proposal discussed by the petitioner was a 
"descemdancy" qualification which would provide for 
accepti:1g as Cowlitz Indian Tribe members "all persons who 
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can document Cowlitz ancestry from the period of mid-19th 
century records until the present, and who are not currently 
enrolled in another federally acknowledged Indian tribe." 
If such a proposal were adopted, the CIT membership would 
expand exponentially. This would ch~nge the entire nature 
of the ~etitioning entity. 

In the 1993 constitutional revision, none of the above 
proposed revisions was adopted. The CIT retained the 1/16 
Cowli '::2: blood quantum requirement for membership. 
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APPENDIX I 
1878 BIA MILROY CENSUS, LOWER COWLITZ 

"List ()f heads of families and no. of each and of individual 
Indian~; belonging to the remnant of the Cowlitz Tribe, 
residinq on the Lower Cowlitz River in Cowlitz County 
washinsrton Territory. M-234, Roll 1919, Frames 454-455. 66 
persom; (CIT Pet. Suppl. Ex. A-3414 - A-3415) . 

Atwin StokJi'Tl , wife , boy , girl Total 4 
Henry Chat olt~ , wife , boy , mother Total 4 
Joe Chahol':2 , wife Total 2 
Robert ShOlty77 1 wife Total 2 
Sam Chefwamsh 1 wife 1 boy Total 3 
Billey JOIl 1 wife 1 boy 2 girls Total 5 
Jack Limisl' 1 wife 1 boy Total 3 
Dick Chilcan Total 1 
CatharinEI Total 1 
Chehamish Total 1 
Henry Chaloth 1 wife 1 boy Total 3 
Joe Chalo:)tt 1 wife 2 boys 3 girls Total 7 
Tomsnoa 1 wife Total 2 
Mrs. Stoic urn 1 boy Total 2 
George Billese 1 wife 1 boy 1 girl Total 4 
Jack Wene! il:e 1 wife 2 boys 2 girls Total 6 
Capt. Slic:kv{i~uken 1 wife 3 boys 2 girls Total 7 
Edward Kekin 1 wife Total 2 
Kitty 1 boy Total 2 
Charley Dicit 1 wife 1 boy 1 girls Total 3 

Total 66 

77 Name "Shorty," of a woman, mentioned in Irwin 1995. 
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APPENDIX II 

1878 BIA MILROY CENSUS, UPPER COWLITZ 

"List of hl~acls clf families and number of each, and of individual Indians belonging to the Cowlitz 
Klickatat barlel of Indians residing in Louis County, Wash. Tery. M-234, Roll 919, Frames 456-458 
(CIT Pet. Sup!>i. Ex. A-341 7 - A-431 9). 

Pallechupet 
Henry Williams 
Olman Sami·:yar 
Sam 
Mrs Wan~;atas 
Anwork 
Winch-nelH 
Aspetux 
Mary Catlano 
Quabay 
Kimsha 
Tepust 
Nekehune 
Sataniss 
Jim Yowankish 
Ike Ohutsc:hm 
[illegible c,n :.::)pyl 
John Sk.iroshirt 
Mintorn Tall :mce 
Harvy Castomy 
Lewy Castomev 
Jimy Keeple 
Jack Waxnutl! 
Phillip SUIOWElh 
Columbus Kie:wana 
Batteses Kiewana 
Oleman Startican 
Oleman CastElrrlU 
Oleman TolI,mu 
Oleman Pissars 

wife 
wife 

wife 

wife 
wife 
wife 

wife 

wife 
wife 
wife 
wife 

wife 
wife 
wife 
wife 
wife 
wife 
wife 
wife 
wife 

1 wife 
1 wife 

wife 
wife 

2 boys 

1 boy 

1 boy 

1 boy 

1 boy 
2 boys 
1 boy 
1 boy 

3 boys 

1 boy 

2 boys 

2 boys 

1 boy 
1 boy 
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1 girl 

girl 
girl 

1 girl 

1 girl 

3 girls 

2 girls 

2 girls 
1 girl 

1 girl 
2 girls 

1 girl 

2 girls 
1 girl 
1 girl 
1 girl 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement 

Total 4 
Total 3 

sister Total 3 
father Total 4 

Total 2 
Total 3 
Total 2 
Total 3 
Total 1 
Total 4 
Total 1 
Total 1 

1 mother Total 4 
Total 7 
Total 3 
Total 5 

Total 4 
Total 6 

1 mother Total 3 
Total 3 
Total 5 
Total 2 

sister Total 4 
Total 4 
Total 2 
Total e 
Total 3 
Total 4 
Total 5 
Total: 105 
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APPENDIX III 

COWLITZ PUBLIC DOMAIN ALLOTMENTS AND HOMESTEADS 

Cowlitz Indians' public domain homesteads and allotments, 
1888-194S (Taholah Agency Records) 

Charley Petawa, 1888, T1 2N, R2W, 160 acres; 
Lewis Cast')ma, 1889 [1890). T1 2N, R2E. 82 acres; 
Batiste Kiolllania [Kiona], 1889, T12N, R3E, 49 acres (fee title); 
Isaac KinswCl, 1890, T1 2N, R2E, 76 acres; 
William YOlllok: [Yoke]. 1890, T1 1 N, R4E, 80 acres; 

. James yo .... c,k [Yoke), 1890, T1 1 N, R4E, BO acres; 
John KimplIsi, 1891, T12N, 41 E, 76 acres; 
Ayell Wa-H ~·Wa, 1891, T11 N, R2W, 160 acres; 
Sam Eyelly, 1892, T1 1 N, R4E, 80 acres; 
George Spearchachen, 1892, T1 2N, R6E, 160 acres; 
James Sj~tanus, 1893, T11 N. R6E, 153 acres; 
Columbu:s ~:,,-way-ah [Kiona]. 1894. T12N, R6E, 160 acres (extended 1947); 
Doctor She·,tl,n-Un-Custom, 1897, T13N, R2E, 80 acres; 
Thomas Sa1anus, 1900, T12N, R6E; 
D. Jim, 1 9(1.~. T12N, R6E, 44 acres; 
Katie Taliki!h. 1911, T12N, R3E, 31 acres; 
Maggie EyIE'Y, 1924, T13N, R3E. 3 acres (transferred from fee to trust title); 
Lucy Cestarna, 1926, T13N, R3E, 40 acres (transferred from fee to trust title); 
Mary Pete ~;t. Germaine, 1942. Tll N, R2W, 5 acres (transferred from fee to trust title); 
Sally (Purcell:! Ike, 1945, T12N, Rl E. 2.5 acres (transferred from fee to trust title); 

(Ccwlitz Pet. Narr. 1987,31-32). 
King Phillip. -r1 1 N, R5E, Sec. 6, lots 1.-4, W.M. 

(Ccwlitz Pet. Narr. 1987,33). 

Public domain allotments mentioned in Cowlitz petition, but 
not mapped: 

Ho Ho 
Mary LaCluash Satanas: ·See Yakima Agency public domain allotments. 
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Yakima public domain allotments for Cowlitz (NARS Regional, 
Seatt:e, WA): 

Box 113. RG75. BIA Yakima. Vancouver Allotments 1893 -
6/19/10 (unboxed). List of allottees of lands outside the 
Yakima Reservation but under Yakima jurisdiction. 
Washington Territory, Vancouver Land Office. There were 
many more assignments to non-Cowlitz Klickitats not 
abstracted here. 

p. 3 
#22. N.2-NW-Ilots 3 & 4) Sec 3 Twp 4 Range 16#,78 63/100A. Levi Sampson. Cowlitz. 

Allotted 28 JlJne 1892. Patent 7 August 1893. 
p. 7 
#E;5. SW-SW Sec 28 Twp 12 Range 6#,40 A. Frank Peter, P.O. Cora, WA. Age 10. 

Cowlitz Klicki tilt. Allotted 29 December 1899. Patent 1 October 1907. 
#67 SE-SE 24/4/13 and Lot 4 & E2-SW 19/4/14. 160 64/100 A, Dick Son e wah, Wishum, 

allotted 13 FebrLlary 1900; patent 5 June 1906. #68 Eddie, age 19; #69, Mattie; #70, Minnie. 
#]' 1. Lots 5 & 6. Sec. 8, Twp. 1 2N, Range 3 E, 58 92/100. Mary LaQuash. Klickitat. 7 

March 1900. I"atent 5 June 1 906. 
#7'3. SW-NW & Lot 4, Sec 4, Twp 3N, Range lOE, 79 30/100A. Samuel Williams for minor 

Georgia Williams, age 11. Cowlitz. Allotted 16 May 1900; patent 14 December 1908. 
p. 8 
#7'9. NW 4 Sec 10 Twp 3 N Range 19 S. 160 A. Kiamtus, age 21. Klickitat. Allotted 29 

August 19100; pcltent 1 October 1907. 
p. 1 CI 
#10~'. /liE 4 Sec 19 Twp 5 Range 19E. 160A. Cutemas, age 35, Klickitat. Allotted 15 

November 1901; patent issued 19 May 1910. 
p. 1 :1: Imtook, age 60, Klickitat; Walkti, age 60, Klickitat. 
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APPENDIX IV 

LIST OF DECEASED COWLITZ 

"Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, Names of Deceased" (CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1166 - A-1169). [Probably dating to about 1952, possibly 
compilE!d by Joe Peter.] 

Mouth of Cowlitz: Wakty, Zeekean, Williams, Marry, Wamaka, Celes 
ROTleo, Teepnee, Jim Johns, Bill Plush, Tomy Push Pum, Talee Kiush 

Lower Cowlitz = Deceased: Chuch-Pat, Sweytitat, Stups, Lewyer, 
SUTlyanie, Charlie, Sam Jakson, Alphen Lewis, Chouhemtk, Yiystanie = Kity Clover, 
Te,~'{elshen, Timens, Clark (Skalero, Romeo, Steve, Johnie Patnon = Kathlemt Way) 

Around Monteslo [Monticello, Cowlitz Co" WAJ and up: Patty, Z-A-K-E, 
W<,nsay, Tumar, Stakum, Shakel, Lincoln White, Jim White, Thomas White, Wilson 
White. Joseph ZAKE, William ZAKE, To qusar, Jim Whites sister 

Midway Castle Rock and UP: lyall, Northover, Henry Cheholtz, Topnoon. 
John Kimhus, Kach Kap. Quayous, Ho Ho, Hoot, Slowtian, Y??lwak, ??shall. ??Ien­
chi. Maryan, Ashlick, Nad Fern, Howard, Ladue, Swayal, Forst, Lagard 

= Deceased: Frank Rabbie. Comayemor, Charlie Pete, Carl Olson, Jim 
l~abbiE!, Dave Lowuzer, Ed Louwuzer [Lozier), John Plumondon, Panapat, Dave 
Co·:tenware, John Sanjerman [St. Germain), Frank Sanjerman, Captian Peter = 
Wi'lanshet, Mary Peter, Lucy Satans, Lucy Youckton 

Uper Cowliz. Desesd: Laques, Tales = or Tillie (= Joe Peter granPa, 
Grc.nma, .... Gran Pal, Old Wiyanshet, Old Umtuch, Tom Satans, Dick Satans, 
Phi lips, Sam Eyle, Mary Eyle, William Yoke, Jim Yoke, Pee Saw = Indian Pete, Frank 
Pete, Old Man Kiona, Bat Kiona, Charlie Kiona, Deaf Annie Howard, James Suttlick, 
Willil! Sam 

= Decesd: Johns, Captain George, old Ike, Sheankin, Chaliee Sheankin, 
SiscElr Sheankin, Lewis Kustumie; Jack Kustumie, Willie Kustumie, Sallian, Old 
Satan!;, Joseph Sutulick. 
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APPENDIX V 

SELECTED ENROLLEES AT CHEMAWA INDIAN SCHOOL 

NARS ReS':Lonal Archives, Seattle, Washington. RG 75 BIA. 
Chemawa Indian School, Oregon. Register of Students 1880-
1928. i"Box 181 A" is crossed out.] 

1 . AshuE!. Charles 
2. AshuE!. !;i~muel 
487. Archambault, Anastatia 
488. Archambault. Lewis 
489. Archambault. Lizzie 
491. Arch,ambault. Matilda 
520. Archambault. Alice 
521. Archambault. Blanche 
634. Archambault. Lucretia 

Puyallup 

San Juan Is 1889 age 10 
1889age 14 
1889 age 17 
1889 age 12 
1889 age 19 
1889 age 9 

603. Barnes, Freddie Orcas Is 
604. . J\lnY 
605. .. • Minnie 
2646. Batt!m!lI1. Louise Cowlitz 
6291 . Burr, ~.lfred Cowlitz 
915. Cotton'lllare. Belle Olequa 1/2 1893 age 7 
916. Cott,on'lllare. Louise Olequa 1/2 1893 age 10 
917. Cott'on'Nare, Mary Olequa 1/2 1893 age 11 
1112. Carlsol1. Etta Cowlitz 1/4 1895 age 12 
1410. Croc)k (Carrewl. Julia Ethel Kelso [Carran?) 1/4 1898 age 8 
1411. .. (C:.mew), Lillie Opal Louise Kelso [Carran?) 1/4 1898 age 5 
2843. Carl'u. Geo. Rupert Cowlitz [Carrau) 3/4 1907 age 12 
4235. Cottorware, Edward Cowlitz 1/2 1914 age 19 
471. De Jaunney. Joseph San Juan Is 1888age 17 
579. Duktl. ,~ilbert Cowlitz 1/4 1891 age 15 

1175. Duke. Victor Cowlitz 1/4 Rainier 1896 age 5 
1577. David, Lizzie Yakima full Kelso 1899 age 15 
1578. Dixcln. William Klickitat 
1770. David, Earnest Puyallup? full Kelso 

Also recorded as 2480. David, Ernest 
599. Esterbro,ok, Mary Alice Cascade 
4265. Estabr')I)k. Virgil Cascade 
6106. Eyle, lena Cowlitz 
6162. Eyle, M,l!Irgaret Cowlitz 
6629. Eyle, HEtlen Cowlitz 
484. Girard, Lewis Cowlitz 1888 age 11 
485. • Ml!lggie 1888 age 13 
486. " • F'rances 1888 age 7 
557. Guthrie, Minnie San Juan Is 

1901 age 13 
Cowlitz 

558. 
899. 
900. 
918. 

. Rosa 
Girard, Georgia 

.. • Mattie 
Gill, Anrlie 

Cowlitz 1/4 1893 age 10 
1/4 1 893 age 10 

Olequa 1/2 1893 age 14 
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919. ",Frank 
6983. Hcltfi~ld, Andrew 
6984. , Walter 
6985. , Nomah 
7427. Iyall. Evelyn 
7. Kalamcl, Peter 
622. lePlallte, Blanche 
523. lePlallte, Frank 
524. ", louise 
525. , Willie 
6 1 O. lePlallte, Peter 
637. "', Odell 
638. ", James 
1 771 . Lo!~a", Geo 1/2 
895. Lyon, John 
1055., Lyc)rt!" Lawrence 
1 056. " ,Mary Hannah 
4472. Lewl!, Grant 
580. Miller, Frederick 
617. Mespl e, ,Albert 
2397. McKay, Hazel 
2402. McKay, Lawrence 
3522. Miller Frederic 
7193. Mesplif!, Floyd 
7436. Mespiif!, Eddie 
7527. N ol'th ,,,,er, Aleatha 
907. Plorno lcjon, Celia 
908. , Lucy 
909. , Norbet 
920. Patton, Linna 
929. Patton, William 
930. ", ~nl1ie 
4155. Piel, Joseph 
3338. Reed, Bennett 
3339. Reed, Charles 
3340. ", Bh:mche 

6167. Reed, GI!orge 
600. St. Martin, Aurelia' 
601. , Katie 
602. , Maggie 
618. , Amos D. 
619. , Isadore 
620. ,Olivia 
645. St. Milrtin, David E. 
646. • Joseph 
647. , Ida Bell 
7537. SatemclS', Daniel 
848. Teabo, Henry 
849. "" hlieph 
731. Undl!rvillle, Amelia 
7869. Umtuch, George 
541. Verrier, Tillie 

1/2 1893age 12 
Cowlitz 

Yakima 
Nisqually 
San Juan Is 

Orcas Is 

Puyallup? Kelso, WA 1901 age 9 
Olequa 1/2 1893 age 18 
Roy, WA 

Cowlitz 
Cowlitz 1/4 1893 age 18 
Cascade 1/2 1890 age 14 
Cowlitz 

Cascade 
Grand Ronde 
Yakima 
Yakima 
Olequa 112 1893 age 1 1 

1/2 1893 age 17 
1/2 1893 age 15 
1/2 1893 age 14 
1/4 1893 age 6 
1/4 1893 age 9 

Cowlitz 
Cowlitz 

Cowlitz 
Cascade 

Cascade 

Cowlitz 
Cowlitz 

Snoqualmie or Cowlitz [Snoqualmie Sound) 
Yakima 
San Juan Is 1/2 1889 age 15 
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542. Joseph 
222. Waters, Nora 
223. Waters. Ella 
224. Waters, Mrs. 
546. Wi~l9il1s. August 
547. Charles 
548. . Ctlase 
549. Dollie 
550. Henry 
556. Whitley, Minnie 
1586. W,mrassy. Jason 
1630. Whitl.~\,. Ada 
2742. Wclnrassy, Otis 
5771. White. Lillian 
6139. White, Lillian 

1/2 1889 age 16 
Klickitat Yakima Agency 1884 age 7 

Yakima Agency 1884 age 7 
Yakima Agency 1884 

San Juan Is 1/2 1889 age 6 
1/2 1889 age 13 
1/2 1889 age 12 
1/2 1889 age 1 1 
1/2 1889 age 8 

Cowlitz 1/4 1889 age 12 
Cowletz 3/4 Spalding Agcy 1899 age 14 
Yakima 
Yakima [wrong index number] 
Cowlitz 
Cowlitz 

There were far more students labeled Yakima and Klickitat, 
and fro~ the various San Juan islands. The BIA researcher 
did not extract these because the family names did not seem 
to have a connection with the modern CIT membership list nor 
to the 1ames on the 1974 Yakima Cowlitz presentation to the 
ICC. 
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CIT ?et. Narr., 182. 

Appendix VI. 

Roblin Roll Map. 
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Figure 55 Compiled from Special Agent Charles E. Roblins 1919 roll of -
unattached Indians of the Northwest (Preface to Geneaology portion of 
this petition). 117 
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Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing 
Office .' 

1977a Captives Within a Free Society: Federal Policy 
and the American Indian. Historical Review 
Prepared for the American Indian Policy Review 
Commission. By D'Arcy McNickle, Mary E. Young, 
and W. Roger Buffalohead. Typescript, Law 
Library, Department of the Interior. 

1977b Final Report Submitted to Congress May 17, 1977. 

Andrew's, 
196:2 

2 vols. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing 
Office. 

Ralph W. 
Curtis' Western Indians: Life and Works of Edward 
S. Curtis. Seattle, WA: Superior Publishing Co. 

Andrew's, Vera, 
6/1/1974 ICC Testimony. 

Annance :E"rancis 
1824- A Journal of a Voyage from Fort George, Columbia 
182~) River to Fraser River in the Winter of 1824 and 
182!i. 

(Manuscript B71/a/1 in Hudson's Bay Company 
Archives, Provincial Archives of Manitoba, 
Winnipeg, Canada). 

Bagley, Clarence B., ed. 
191!i- Journal of Occurrences at Nisqually House, 1833. 
1916 Washinaton Historical Quarterly 6(3) :179-197; 

6(4) :264-278; 7(1) :59-75; 7(2) :144-167. 

2 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 496 of 555 



Cowli tz Tribe of Indians - List ,of Sources 

Ballard, j~rthur 

192"7 Some Tales of the Southern Puget Sound Salish. 
University of Washington Publications in 
Anthropology 2(3) :57-81. 

192:1 Mythology of Southern Puaet Sound. University of 
Washington Publications in Anthropology 3(2): 31-
150. 

Bancroft, Hubert Howe 
188:1 The Native Races. Vols. 1-5 of The Works of 
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Chehalis, WA: The Society. 

Libby, 
10/7/5.3 Letter to Bitney, Petition A-389. 

Lines, Jack M., comp. 
1983el Records of Yakima County, Washington 1908-1913. 

~Jolume III-A. Marriage Records. Indexed. 
Yakima, WA: Yakima Valley Genealogical Society, 
1983. 
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1983b Yakima County Territorial Census 1871 - 1883 -

1885 - 1887: Including Benton County, formed in 
1905: Including 1871-1883 for Kittitas & Chelan 
Counties (Kittitas County formed in 1883, Chelan 
in 1899). Yakima, WA: Privately printed. 

Longvi.e'c! Daily News, 1950. 

Lower C~lumbia Genealogical Society 
198~ Cowlitz County, Washington Cemetery Records: A 

Comprehensive Listing of Burials in Cowlitz 
County, Washington Through 1983. Longview, WA: 
Lower Columbia Genealogical Society and Longview 
Public Library. 

MacKey 
1/1:3/1972. Letter to Grace Wannassay Lane. 

Manuscrl~t Collections 
1971 Manuscript Collections. Portland: Oregon 

Historical Society. 

Marino, C·esare 
1990 History of Western Washington since 1846. Pp. 

169-179 in Suttles 1990. 

Marion County, Oregon 
1970 Index, 1860 and 1870 United States Census, Oregon. 

Typescript, National Society, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, Washington, DC. 

Martin, Nadine 
7/20/1995 BIA Interview. 

Masterson, James R. 
194E; Records of the Washington Superintendancy of 

Indian Affairs, 1853-1874. Research Suggestions. 
Pacific Northwest Quarterly (incl. pp. 38-39). 

McChesnE~. Charles E. 
See: United States. House of Representatives. 
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McClellc.nd, John M., Jr. 
195~ Cowlitz Corridor. Longview, WA: Longview 

Publishing Company. 

1955 Cowlitz County Historical Quarterly. 

Lucile Saunders McDonalc., 
196E Coast Country: A History of Southwest Washington. 

Portland, OR: Binfords & Mort. 

1972 Swan among the Indians: Life of James G. Swan. 

McKeehar., 
19:31 

Portland, OR: Binford and Morts. 

Patrick M. 
The History of Chemawa Indian School. 
dissertation, University of Washington. 

McLoughlin, John 

Ph.D. 

19,11 McLoughlin's Fort Vancouver Letters, First Series, 
1825-38. London: Champlain Society. 

McMinds, Guy, Quinault Indian Tribe 
9/2/1981 Letter to Roy Wilson. 

McNeill, Ruby Simonson 
1978 Lewis County. Washington, Death Records. 1891-

1906. Spokane, WA: Privately printed. 

McNeill, 
1978 

Ruby Simonson, and Arlene Lyden, comps. 
Lewis County, Washington Newspaper Abstracts. 
vols. Spokane, WA: Privately printed. 

McQuig~J f Henry 

5 

ca1966 Indian John & Mary Kimpus. The Daily Chronicle, 
Lewis County, washington, undated (Wilson Papers) . 

Meeker, E.zra 
1905 Pioneer Reminiscences of Puget Sound and the 

Tragedy of Leschi. Seattle: Lowman and Hanford. 
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Melina, Lois 
~986 Politicos, Indians and the Press (The Stevens-Wool 

Controversy). Pp. 123-136 in Trafzer 1986. 

Mesp:"ie, Erruna Northover 
:1/2/1983 Letter to Hon. Kenneth L. Smith, Assistant 

Secretary. 

Mesplie Azure, Vera 
6/:/1974 ICC Testimony. 

Merk, Frederick 
1931 Fur Trade and Empire. Cambridge, MA: Harvard 

University Press. 

Metsker Maps 
1983ca Metsker's County Atlas (Cowlitz County, 

Washington). Tacoma, WA: Metsker Maps. 

Meyers, Steven, 
7/2~/1995 BIA Interview. 

Mills,:tazel, and Georgia Kloostra 
197~ Newspapers on Microfilm in 

Washington: A Union List. 
State Library. 

Mi tchE!ll et al. 

the State of 
Olympia: Washington 

4/15/1979 Certiorari to the United States Court of 
Claims. No. 78-1756. Argued December 3, 1979 
decided April 15 1980, 4-5). 

Monahan, Lenore 
4/6.11989 Irwin Affidavit Petition A-2435. 

Mooney, James 
1896 The Ghost Dance Religion: The Shakers of Puget 

Sound. Annual Report of the Bureau of American 
Ethnology, 14. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government 
Printing Office. 
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1928 The Aboriginal Population of America North of 
Mexico. Preface by John R. Swanton. Smithsonian 
Miscellaneous Collections 80(7). Washington, DC: 
Smithsonian Institution. 

Morris, Carolee 
7/24/1995 BIA Interview. 

Morton, Rogers C.B. 
11/.V1974 Letter to Hon. Carl Albert, Speaker of the 

House of Representatives. 

Moyer, 11rs. John B., comp. 
193L- Statistics of the First Federal Census of 

Washington 
193:~ Territory 1860. Genealogical Records Committee, 

Daughters of the American Revolution. Typescript, 
National Society, Daughters of the American 
Revolution, Washington, DC. 

Munnick, 
19 8:~ 

1984 

1986 

Munnidc, 
19B7 

Harriet Duncan, compo 
Catholic Church Records of the Pacific Northwest: 
St. Louis Register, Volume I (1845-1860) St. Louis 
Register, Volume II (1869-1900) Gervais Register 
(1875-1900) Brooks Register (1893-1909). 
Portland, OR: Binford & Mort. 

Catholic Church Records of the Pacific Northwest. 
Oregon City Register (1842-1890) Salem Register 
(1864-1885) Jacksonville Register (1854-1885). 
Portland, OR: Binford & Mort. 

Catholic Church Records of the Pacific Northwest. 
Roseburg Register and Missions (1853-1911) 
Portland Register (1852-1871). Portland, OR: 
Binford & Mort. 

Harriet Duncan, and Stephen Dow Beckam, eds. 
Catholic Church Records of the Pacific Northwest. 
Grand Ronde Register I (1860-1885)« Grand Ronde 
Register II (1886-1898), St. Michael the Archangel 
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Munnick, 
1985 

Munnick, 
1975 

Nicandri, 
19:33 

, 

Parish, Grand Ronde Indian Reservation. Portland, 
OR: Binford and Mort. 
LC: F850.5 C38 1972. 

Harriet D. and Adrian R. Munnick, eds. 
Catholic Church Records of the Pacific Northwest. 
Missions of St. Ann and St. Rose of the Cayouse 
1847 - 1888 Walla Walla and Frenchtown 1852 - 1872 
Frenchtown 1872 - 1888. Portland, OR: Binford & 
Mort Publishing. 

Harriet Duncan, and Mikell Delores Warner, comps. 
Catholic Church Records of the Pacific Northwest: 
St. Paul, Oregon 1839-1898 Volumes I, II and III. 
Portland, OR: Binford & Mort. 

David L. 
Washington State: A Bibliography. Pacific 
Northwest Ouarterly 74 (July) : 114-115. 

National Archives and Records Service 
See: United States. National Archives and 
Records Service. 

Nichols, Marie Leona 
19·U The Mantle of Elias: The story of Fathers 

Blanchet and Demers in Early Oregon. Portland, 
OR: Binfords & Mort. 

Nicholscn, N.O., Superintendent, Taholah Indian Agency 
1932 Letter' to Frank A. Cloquet, Yelm, Washington. 

April 16, 1932. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, 
Seattle, Washington, RG75, Taholah Indian Agency 
Records. 

1935 Letter to COIA. December 16, 1935. Misc. 61888-5 
ACG. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, 
washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency Records, 
Decimal File, 000-003 (A-G), Box #21; Fdr: 003 
Miscellaneous Correspondence "F". 
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3/'5/:.936 Letter to Frank Hora, Longview, Washington. 
March 5, 1936. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, 
Seattle, Washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency 
Records. 

7/:27/1936 Letter to Otis Cottonware, Vader, Washington. 
NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, 
Washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency Records. 

11:28/1937 Letter to J.C. Walker, Ryderwood, Washington. 
NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, 
Washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency, Records, 
Decimal File; 003(T-2), Box #24, Fdr: 003 
Miscellaneous Correspondence "W". 

4/21/1937 N.D. Nicholson, Superintendent, Taholah 
Indian Agency, to N.P. Cottenware, Vader, 
Washington. April 21, 1937. NARS-Pacific 
Northwest Region, Seattle, Washington. RG75, 
Taholah Indian Agency Records. 

Nix, Alma and John Nix, eds. 
19135 The History of Lewis County, Washington. 

Chehalis, WA: Lewis County Historical Society. 

Northover, Bill 
6/1/1.974 ICC Testimony. 

NorthwE=S!; Information Directory 
1986 The Northwest Information Directory: A Guide to 

Unusual Sources and Special Collections. 
Portland, OR: Information Technology Institute. 

Olson, Mrs. 
18S4 Cowlitz Reminiscences. Cowlitz County Historical 

Museum. 

Olson, Mrs. Charles H. 
19~~7 Cowlitz County, Washington 1854-1947. Kelso, WA: 

Kelsonian-Tribune. 

1948 Cowlitz County, Washington 1854-1948. 
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1953 Indians Along Columbia Obscured By Passing Time. 
Unidentified newspaper article, hand-dated 8-19-53 
(CIT Pet. Ex. A-862 - A-864). 

Olson, R.onald L. 
:936 The Quinault Indians. In University of Washington 

Publications in Anthropology 6(1). Seattle: 
University of Washington Press. ((Reprint 1967)). 

Operations Officer, Taholah Agency, Bureau of Indian Affairs 
9/19/1964 Meeting Notes. Taholah Agency Files. 

11/14/1964 Meeting Notes. Taholah Agency Files. 

Ott, Ruth, and Dorothy York, eds. 
1983 History of Cowlitz County, Washinqton. Kelso, WA: 

Cowlitz County Historical Society. 

Patton, Linda, and Darlene Stone, comps. 
1979 Lewis County, Washington, 1871 Census. Chehalis, 

WA: L. Patton. 

Pearson, 
1983 

Glenda, et al. 
Pacific Northwest Newspapers on Microfilm at the 
University of Washington Libraries. Seattle: 
University of Washington Libraries. 

Peery, 1N. K. 
195) The Cowlitz Indians. The Daily News, Longview, 

WA. July/August 1950. 

1951 The Cowlitz Corridor. The Daily News, Longview, 
WA. January/February 1951. 

Pete, Jf:!sse, Sr. 
7/2!5/1995 BIA Interview. 

Petersen, 
1989 

Keith C., and Mary E. Reed 
Discovering Washington. A Guide to State and 
Local History. Pullman, WA: Washington State 
University Press, 1989. 
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Petition A-1166-1169. (Issues regarding the Flooding of the 
Cowlit;:: River for the Mayfield Dam) . 

Peti tion A.-253. (BlA correspondence II inquiring if 
particular children are in public school) . 

Peti tion A-846, (ll Frank Iyall) . 

Floyd H. Phillips, 
194J. Letter, Floyd H. Phillips, Superintendent, Taholah 

Indian Agency, to Leo E. Cottenoir, Fort Washakie, 
Wyoming. September 17, 1941. NARS-Pacific 
Northwest Region, Seattle, Washington, RG75, 
Taholah Indian Agency Records, Misc. "C". 

Plamondo:1, George F. 
19:i3 The Plamondon Family. MS Typescript. University 

of Washington Special Collections. Suzzallo 
Library. 

Plamondo::1, John Baptiste, Affidavit, NARS M-1343, Roll 2. 

Porter ,:o'rank W., III 
1992 Without Reservation: Federal Indian Policy and 

the Landles~ Tribes of Washington. Pp. 110-135 ~n 

Castile and Bee 1992. 

Porter, 11i1dred E., comp. 
1983.:!. United States Census of Oregon Territory, 1850, 

:Washington Territory, 1860, Clark County. 
Vancouver, WA: Privately printed. 

1983]) ynited States Census of 1870 Washington Counties: 
~lark, Chehalis, Cowlitz, Island, & Jefferson. 
Vancouver, WA: Clark County Genealogical Society. 

Portland Area Director 
8/13/1993, letter to Gloria A. Reed Brown. 

8/17/1979 Letter to Dan Van Mechelen, Chairman, Indians 
of The Quinault Reservation. 
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Prucha, Francis Paul, ed. 
199J Documents of United States Indian Policy. Second 

Edition, Expanded. Lincoln, NE: University of 
Nebraska Press. 

Pratt,3usan Cottonair 
6/1/1974 ICC Testimony. 

Purcell, Mae Ernestine 
7/2,5/1995 BIA Interview. 

Quinaul': Adoptions. See: United States. National Archives 
and Records Service, Record Group 75 Microfilm Series M-
134·1. Report and Files of Special Agent Charles Roblin 
on Quinault Adoptions. 
See also: Roblin 1919c. 

Quinaul 1: .lUlottees Association 
3/8/1980 Resolution No. 80-01. 

2/1~i/1988 Meeting Notice. 

Quinault Allottees File 
3/29/1968 Agreement. 

Quinn, R.IIJ. 

196~~ R.W. Quinn, Chief Tribal Operations Officer, BIA, 
to Robert D. Holtz, Area Director, Portland, 
Oregon. BIA Area Office, Portland, Oregon, Folder 
"Acceptance of WHYUMPUM BLOOD YAKIMA RESOLUTION 
#T-130-90." (BAR Files). 

Rahily, .James T. 
192~'·- Letter of James T. Rehily, Examiner of 

Inheritance, 
193E: Yakima Indian Agency, to COlA. February 24, 1934 

(NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, RG 75, BIA, Box 
#109; Fdr. General Correspondence of James T. 
Rahily, Yakima Indian Agency. 
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Ray, Mary· Kelly, Roger Agostinelli, and Victor A. Cloquet 
19B3ca The History of the Catholic People on the Upper 

Cowlitz River. Morton, WA: Sacred Heart Church. 

Ray, Verne Frederick 
1936 Native Villages and Groupings of the Columbia 

Basin. Pacific Northwest Quarterly 28:363-372. 

1938 Lower Chinook Ethnographic Notes. UWPA 7(2) :29-
165. Seattle: University of Washington Press. 

1966 Handbook of Cowlitz Indians. Seattle: Northwest 
Copy Company. (CIT Pet. Ex. A-654 - A-732; none 
of the "Appendix" exhibits included). 

1974 Handbook of Cowlitz Indians. Reprinted as Pp. 
245-315 in Horr 1974: Coast Salish and Western 
Washington Indians III. New York and London: 
Garland Publishing, Inc., 245-315. 

19"76 The Quinault Allottees and the United States 
Government. U.S. Court of Claims, Docket 722-71, 
733-71, 774-71, 775071. 

1982 Testimony of Verne F. Ray, Ph.D. Consulting 
Anthropologist to the Cowlitz Indian Tribe in 
support of S. 2931, December 7, 1982. Pp. 60-63 
in United States. Congress. Senate. Select 
Committee on Indian Affairs 1983. 
NOTE: In BIA Claims File, Cowlitz Tribe of 
Washington, Dockets 213, 218 & 294; CIT Pet. Ex. 
A-1575 - A-1576. 

Reardon, Pat 
11/22/1948 Letter to R.M. Anderson, Chairman, Chinook 

District Boy Scouts of America, clo Longview Daily 
News. 

Rice, David 
1964 Indian Utilization of the Cascade Mountain Range 

in South Central Washington. Pp. 5-20 in Vol. 
VIII, No.1, January 1964 [of unnamed source] . 
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Washington State University Laboratory of 
Anthropology, Pullman, WA. (Wilson Papers). 

Rich, Edwin Ernest, ed. 
194:.- The Letters of John McLoughlin from Fort Vancouver 

to 
194'l the Governor and Committee. 3 vols. Toronto: 

Champlain Society. 

Richard!>, John S. 
1939 Letters of Governor Isaac I. Stevens, 1853-4. 

Pacific Northwest Quarterly 30:301-377. 

Kent D. RichardB, 
197:! Isaac I. Stevens and Federal Military Power in 

washington Territory. Pacific Northwest Quarterly 
63:81-87. 

1979 Isaac I. Stevens: Young Man in a Hurry. Provo, 
UT: Brigham Young University Press. 

Roberts, Evelyn Rice 
197:. Index to the 1880 Census of Yakima County, 

Washington. Pasco, WA: Tri-City Genealogical 
Society. 

Roblin, Charles. See also: Quinault Adoptions. 
191:~a Schedule of Unenrolled Indians (Western 

Washington). NARS, RG75, Records of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, M-1343, Roll 2. (Referred to as 
Roblin Roll) . 

1919b Affidavits of Cowlitz Indians. NARS, RG75, M-
1343, Roll 2 (Referred to as Roblin Enrollment 
Applications) . 

1919c: Letter to CQIA incorporating Report on Quinaielt 
Adoptions, December 1918. January 31. BIA, 
Taholah Agency, 5329-10. (BAR Files). 

Roe, Michael· 
7 /2~'/1995 BIA Interview. 
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Rojas, Billy 
199~) Several sections of a prospectus/proposed 

manuscript on the Cowlitz Indians. Cowlitz Tribal 
Office. Seen 21 July 1995. (handwriting rather 
than typescript; maps; some art work) . 

Ross, Alexander 
192c: Adventures of the First Settlers on the Oreoon or 

Columbia River, ed. by Milo Milton Quaife. 
Chicago, IL: The Lakeside Press. 

195E The Fur Hunters of the Far West: A Nattative of 
Adventures in the Oregon and Rocky Mountains, ed. 
by Kenneth A. Spaulding. Norman: University of 
Oklahoma Press. (Original edition, 2 vols, 
London, 1855.). 

Royce, Charles C. 
1899 Indian land Cessions of the United States. Bureau 

of American Ethnology, 18th Annual Report, Part 2. 

Ruby, Robert H., and John A. Brown 
1986 A Guide to the Indian Tribes of the Pacific 

Northwest. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press. 

Rule, v-li 11 iam 
1945 Riding he Upper Cowlitz Circuit, Fifty Years Ago 

1893-96. Seattle, WA: University Printing Co. 

St. GeJ::1Tl,:1in, Mary Ann. 
1925 State's oldest living daughter ... gives thrilling 

light on history. By Frances Stone. Tacoma Daily 
,News, n.d. 

St. Germa.ine, Henry 
1972 Simon Plomondon Descendents and Vader. Cowlitz 

~ounty Historical Quarterly 14:22-24. 

Sams, wL.l:iam B., Taholah Agency Superintendent 
1924 Letter to C.B. Fitzgerald, Seattle, Washington. 

October 8, 1924. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, 
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Seattle, Washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency 
Records. 

9/17/1924 Letter to Jesse Pete, 1987 Petition, 29. 

10/29/1925, Letter to Frank Wannassay. 

1927 Letter to Registrar, State Board of Health, 
Seattle, Washington (CIT Pet. Ex. A-543). 

9/12/1928, Letter to Frank Wannassay. 

3/7/1929, Letter to Frank Wannassay. 

1929 Letter to Chief of Police, Tacoma, Washington. 
July 12, 1929. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, 
Seattle, Washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency 
Records. 

1930 Letter to Dorothy Seale, Rochester, Washington. 
June 4, 1930. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, 
Seattle, Washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency 
Records. 

Schoenberg, Wilfred P., S.J. 
1987 A History of the Catholic Church in the Pacific 

Northwest -- 1743-1983. Washington, DC: The 
Pastoral Press. 

Sc~us tE~r, Helen 
1975 Yakima' Indian Traditionalism: 

Continuity and Change. Ph.D. 
University of Washington. 

A Study in 
dissertation. 

1981 :The Yakimas: A Critical Bibliography. 
Bloomington: University of Indiana Press. 

1990 ~he Yakima. New York: Chelsea House. 

Schuster, ,Jeffrey S., Evergreen Legal Services, Native 
American Division, Small Tribes Organization of 'Western 
Washingto:n (STOWW) 
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10!1B/1977 Letter to STOWW Attorneys. 

3/lE/1977 Letter to Herb Whitish, Quileute Tribe. 

4/1E/1977, Letter to Mary Cloquet, Cowlitz Indian Tribe. 

2/17/1978, Letter to Mary Cloquet, Cowlitz Indian Tribe. 

Schwan'te s, Carlos A. 
1989 The Pacific Northwest: An Interpretive History. 

Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press. 

Scott, ,James W., and Roland L. DeLorme 
1988 Historical Atlas of Washington. Norman: 

University of Oklahoma Press. 

Seale, I:orothy 
1930 Letter of Dorothy Seale, Rochester, Washington, to 

Indian Field Agency, Rochester, Washington. June 
3, 1930. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, 
Washington. RG75, Taholah Indian Agency Records, 
Decimal File,OOO-003 (A-G), Box #21; Fdr: 003 
Miscellaneous Correspondence "C". 

Seattle Genealogical Society. 
1980 Washington Territory Donation Land Claims. An 

Abstract of Information in the Land Claim Papers 
of Persons Who Settled in Washington Territory 
before 1856. Seattle, WA: Seattle Genealogical 
Society. 

Secretary of the Interior 
4/16/1974 Letter to Hon. James A. Hailey, Chairman, 

Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, House 
of Representatives. 

Seeman,. Ca.role 
1906 The Treaty and Non-Treaty Coastal Indians. Pp. 

37-67 in Trafzer 1986. 
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Shotwell, L. W. 
9'20/1948 Letter to Mrs. Maude Wannassay, Kelso. 

Simpson, 
1828 

Washington. 

Sir George 
An Overland Journey. Washington, DC: 
Government Printing Office. 

u.s. 

1847 An Overland Journey Round the World during the 
Years 1842 and 1842. Philadelphia: Sea and 
Blanchard. 

1931 Fur Trade and Emoire: George Simpson's Journal 
1824-1825 ed. by Frederick Merk. Cambridge, MA: 
Harvard University Pres. Reprint: Cambridge, MA: 
Belknap Press, 1968. 

Smalley, Dianna 
7/6/1989 Irwin Affidavit, Petition A-2427-2428). 

Small Tribes Organization of Western Washington (STOWW) 

8/26/1980 Minutes 

6/1931, Operations and Policy Statement of the 
Department of Natural Resources. 

1975, Economic Development Plan, 1974-1975, 4. 

2/16 / 1982, Minutes. 

5/31/1976, Management Report. 

Smel tzer, ,Jean Allyn 
1973 1880 United States Census of Lewis County, 

~ashington Territory. Portland, OR: Privately 
printed. 

Smith, A:.lan H. 
· . .1964 Ethnographer cited by Irwin . ... ~ 
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Smith, lv':arian W. 
194,( The Puyallup-Nisgually. Columbia University 

Contributions to Anthropology 32. New York: 
Columbia University Press. Reprint New York: AMS 
Press, 1969. 

19·B Indians of the Urban Northwest. Columbia 
University Contributions to Anthropolgy 36. New 
York: Columbia University Press. (Reprint New 
York; AMS Press, 1969). 

Smith, Mike 
4/17/1975 HR 5090 Testimony "To provide for the 

disposition of funds appropriated to pay a 
judgment in favor of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 
in Indian Claims Commission docket numbered 218 
and for other purposes.". 

Spencer, J.F. 
1917 Descendants of the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians 

(1915/1917) . 

Spier, Le!s1ie 
1936 Tribal Distribution in Washinqton. General Series 

in Anthropology 1. Menasha, WI: George Banta 
Publishing Company (Seattle: University of 
Washington Press) . 

1974 Tribal Distribution in Washington. Pp. 7-25 in 
Horr 1974: Coast Salish and Western Washington 
Indians VI. Commission Findings: Indian Claims 
Commission. New York and London: Garland 
Publishing Inc. 

Spiro, Richard, 
n.d. "Young and parents attend tribute to Mary Kiona." 

Steinhaus I 

1991,:a 

Daily News. Petition A-884. 

Billie 
Stories from Lewis County and the Far, Far 
Northwest. Everett, WA: Cravat Enterprises. 

46 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 540 of 555 



Cowlitz Tribe of Indians - List of Sources 

Stevens 
1900 

Hazard 
The Life of Isaac Ingalls Stevens. 
Boston: Houghton, Mifflin. 

Frances 

2 vols. 

Stone, 
c.1925 State's oldest daughter of white blood found in 

Tacoma. Tacoma Daily News. 

Stone, Harold Otho 
195!~ Resurrection of Chief Atwin: An eyewitness tlls 

of the weird Indian ceremony he attended half-a­
century ago. Seattle Times, March 8: J-1. (CIT 
Petition A-867}. 

Strong, Thomas Nelson 
1906 Cathlamet on the Columbia: Recollections of the 

Indian People and Short Stories of Early Pioneer 
Days in the Valley of the Lower Columbia River. 
Portland, OR: The Holly Press. 

Stucki, ,J. U. 
197:~ Index to the First Federal Census Territory of 

Washington (1860). Huntsville, AR: Century 
Enterprises Genealogical Services. 

Summers. 
19713 

Camilla G. 
Go to the Cowlitz, Peter Crawford: A Biography of 
a Northwest Pioneer Surveyor. Longview, WA: 
Speedy-Litho Press. 

Sunday Q.1 ympian . 
6/2:./1970 State's Oldest Person, Mrs. Kiona, Buried 

Near Oakville." 

Suttles, li'Jayne, ed. 
1990 Handbook of North American Indians. Volume 7. 

Northwest Coast. William C. Sturtevant, General 
Editor. Washington, D.C: Smithsonian 
Institution. 
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Suttles, 'iVayne, and Barbara Lane 
1990 Southern Coast Salish. Pp. 485-508 in Suttles, 

'2d., Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 7. 

Swan, Ja.nes G. 
1972 

Swanson, 
1946 

~rhe Northwest Coast; Or, Three Years' Residence in 
~Nashington Territory. Seattle: University of 
Washington Press. (Reprint of New York, Harper: 
1857 edition). 

Cecile (Cottenware) 
Letter of Mrs. H.R. Swanson, Kelso, Washington, to 
'raholah Indian Agency. August 29, 1946. NARS­
Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, Washington, 
RG75, Taholah Indian Agency Records. 

Swanton, John Reed 
1952 :rhe Indian Tribes of North America. Smithsonian 

Institution, Bureau of American Ethnology, 
Bulletin No. 145. Washington, D.C.: U.S. 
Government Printing Office. 

1979 Jndian Tribes of Washington, Oregon & Idaho. 
Fairfield, WA: Ye Galleon Presso 

Taholah Unit Cooperative Management 
9137/1979, Memorandum of Understanding, Quinault 

Reservation, Washington. 

Taylor, FE~I~bert C., Jr. 
1969 lilioriginal Populations of the Lower Northwest 

Coast. Pp. 158-165 in Rolls of Certain Indian 
'1'ribes in Oregon and Washington. Fairfield, WA: 
Ye Galleon Press. (Paper read at the annual 
session of the Council on Regional Historical 
Research in Progress, Tacoma, WA, April 20, 1963; 
V1Tashington Historical Quarterly 54 (1963) : 4ff. ) . 

197,~a Jl..nthropological Investigation of the Chehalis 
Indians Relative to Tribal Identity and Aboriginal 
Possession of Lands. July, 1953. Pp. 117-157 in 
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Coast Salish and Western Washington Indians III 
(Horr 1974) . 

197~b Anthropological Investigation of the Medicine 
Creek Tribes Relative to Tribal Identity and 
Aboriginal Possession of Lands. Pp. 401-473 in 
Coast Salish and Western Washington Indians II 
(Horr 1974) . 

n.d. 

Taylor·, 
196:2 

1969 

Anthropological Investigation of the Cowlitz. 
Typescript. Excerpts in 1975 Cowlitz petition to 
BAR, Appendix VII, pp. 1-14. 

Herbert C., Jr., and Lester L. Hoaglin, Jr. 
The "Intermittent Fever" Epidemic of the 1800's on 
the Lower Columbia River. Ethnohistory 9:160-178. 

The "Intermittent Fever" Epidemic of the 1830's on 
the Lower Columbia River." Pp. 160-178 in The 
Rolls of Certain Indian Tribes in Washington and 
Oregon. Fairfield, WA: Ye Galleon Press. 

Tei t, Jd.:mes A. 
192:3 The Middle Columbia Salish. University of 

Washington Publications in Anthropology 2(4). 

Thompson, Gail 
1981) Cultural Resources Assessment for the Cowlitz 

Falls Hydroelectric Project. Report Submitted to 
FUGOR Northwest Inc., June 30. 

Thompsoll, Morris, Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
10/:~9/1975 Letter to the Honorable James Abourezk, 

United States Senate. Re: S. 1334, Distribution 
of Funds to Cowlitz Indians. In BlA Claims File, 
Cowlitz Tribe of Indians. 

Toledo (2:lmmuni ty StOry 
n.d. The Toledo Community Story, 1853-1953. CIT Pet. 

1975. 

Toledo Ht:ssenger. 
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Tolmie, William Fraser 
19~~2 ,Journal of William Fraser Tolmie--1833. 

Washington Historical Quarterly 3 (July) :229-241. 

1963 The Journals of William Fraser Tolmie, Physician 
and Fur Trader. Vancouver, Canada: Mitchell 
Press, Limited. 

Towner, E.A.. 

1948 Letter of E.A. Towner, Attorney, Portland, 
Washington, to Taholah Indian Agency. November 
17, 1948. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, 
Washington, RG75, Taholah Indian Agency Records. 

Townsend, John Kirk 
19'7B Narraive of a Journey across the Rocky Mountains 

to the Columbia River. Intro. by Donald Jackson. 
Lincoln, NE: University of Nebraska Press. 
(Orig. pub. 1839) 

Trafzer, 
1986 

~lifford E., ed. 
!ndians, Superintendents, and Councils: 
Northwestern Indian Policy, 1850-1855. 
MD: University Press of America. 

Underhill, E.A. 

Lanham, 

11/19/59, "Basket Art will Die," Petition A-868. 

Underhill, Ruth 
194:> Indians of the Pacific Northwest. Washington, DC: 

U.S. Department of the Interior. 

United States. Bureau of Indian Affairs. National Archives 
and Records Service, Record Group (RG) 75. 

1838-- Documents Relating to the Negotiation of Ratified 
and 

1863 Unratified Treaties with Various Indian Tribes, 
1801-1869. (NARS T-494, Rolls 4, 5, 8). 

18 7 8 Milroy, R.H. Census of Off-Reservation Indians, 
Puyallup, Nisqually, &c. Agency, Olympia, 
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Washington Territory, May 31st, 1878. NARS W-234, 
Roll ??? 

18~'13·- Letters Received by the Office of Indian Affairs, 
18~'9 1824-1880. washington Superintendency, 1878 

(W1917)-1879 (S2604). NARS M-234, Roll 918. 

18E,O-- Chemawa Indian School, Oregon. Register of 
Students 

19~B 1880-1928. NARS-Pacific Northwest Region, 
Seattle, washington, RG 75, BIA. 

1917-· Roblin Roll and Affidavits, NARS M-1343. 6 Rolls. 
1919 Schedule of Unenrolled Indians in Western 

Washington 
See also: Roblin 1919a, Roblin 1919b. 

1914-· Roblin File on Quinault Adoptions, NARS M-1344. 5 
1918 Rolls. See Quinault Adoptions. See also: Roblin 

1919c. 

188:;-· Indian Census Rolls, NARS M-595. 
1940 Census Rolls of Federal Indian Reservations (cited 

as BIA Census Rolls) . 
Roll 93. Cushman 1910-13, 1915-20 (includes 

Skokomish, Clallam, Chehalis, Squaxin Island, 
Nisqual1i, Muckleshoot, Quinaielt, Queet, and 
Georgetown Indians). 

Roll 302. Nisqually and Skokomish Agency 1885-
1887 (includ~s Chehalis, Puyallup). 

Roll 407. Puyallup 1888-93 (includes Chehalis, 
Clallam or Sklallam, Nisqualli, Puyallup, 
Quinaielt, Skokomish, Squaxon and other 
Indians) . 

Roll 408. Puyallup 1894-1900 (Chehalis, Clallam 
or Sklallarn, Nisqualli, Puyallup, Quinaielt, 
Skokornish, Squaxon and other Indians). 

Roll 409. Puyallup 1901-9 (Chehalis, Clallam or 
Sklallarn, Nisqualli, Puyallup, Quinaielt, 
Skokomish, Squaxon, and other Indians). 

Roll 564. Taholah Agency 1915-1925 (includes 
Quinaielt, Chehalis, Nisqually). 
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Roll 565. Taholah Agency 1926-1929 (includes 
Quinaielt, Chehalis, Nisqually) 

Roll 566. Taholah Agency 1930-1932 (includes 
Quinaielt, Chehalis, Nisqually) 

Roll 567. Taholah Agency 1933 (includes 
Quinaielt, Chehalis, Nisqually). 

Roll 568. Taholah Agency 1934-1936 (includes 
Quinaielt, Chehalis, Nisqually). 

2011 569. Taholah Agency 1937-1939 (includes 
Quinaielt, Chehalis, Nisqually). 

Eoll 635, Warmsprings 1886-91, 1895, 1897-1908 
(includes Warm Springs, John Hay, Paiute, 
Tenino and Wasco Indians) . 

Roll 671. Yakima 1885, 1887-1891, 1893-1897. 
Roll 672. Yakima 1898-1907. 
Roll 
Roll 
Roll 
Roll 
Roll 
Holl 
Poll 

673. 
674. 
675. 
676. 
677. 
678. 
679. 

Yakima 1910-1916. 
Yakima 1917-1921. 
Yakima 1922-1925. 
Yakima 1926-1929. 
Yakima 1930-1931. 
Yakima 1932-1933. 
Yakima 1934-1939. 

1945 Letter, COlA to George P. LaVatta, Superintendent, 
Taholah Indian Agency. May 25, 1945. NARS­
Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, Washington, 
HG75, Taholah Indian Agency Records. 

Uni ted S1:a t:es . 

Office. 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. Portland Area 

1974 P,pplics. for membership Cowlitz Tribe to W. Wash 
1.2/11/74. Folder: Cowlitz Judgment Fund Hearing 
(Tribal Operations) . (BAR Files) . 

1974 Cowlitz Tribe (Family Research Info.) Ruth Gilham 
Ha.re Ryser (Flett, Gilham & Ryser Families) . 

United States. Bureau of Indian Affairs (author). 
1860--18968 Reports of the Commissioners. 

United States. Bureau of the Census. National Archives and 
Records Ser-vice, RG 29. 
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18SJa 1850 U.S. Census, Lewis County, Oregon Territory; 
Population Schedules. NARS M-432, Roll 742. 
NOTE: Contains entire Oregon Territory. 

186Ja 1860 U.S. Census, Lewis County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS M-653, Roll 1398. 
NOTE: Contains entire Washington Territory. 

187')a 1870 U.S. Census, Lewis County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS M-593, Roll 1683. 

1871)b 1870 U.S. Census, Cowlitz County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS M-593, Roll 1683. 

187i)c 1870 U.S. Census, Clarke County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS M-593, Roll 1683. 

1871)d 1870 U.S. Census, Pierce County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS M-593, Roll 1683. 

1870e 1870 U.S. Census, San Juan (Island) County, 
Washington; Population Schedules. NARS M-593, 
Roll 1683. 

1870f 1870 U.S. Census, Thurston County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS M-593, Roll 1683. 

1880a 1880 U.S. Census, Lewis County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-9, Roll 1397. 

1880b 1880 U.S. Census, Cowlitz County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-9, Roll 1396. 

1880(: 1880 U.S. Census, Clarke Co., Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-9, Roll 1396. 

1880d 1880 U.S. Census, Pierce Co., Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-9, Roll 1397. 

l88(1~= 1880 U.S. Census, San Juan Co., washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-9, Roll 1397. 
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1880f 1880 U.S. Census, Thurston co., Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-9, Roll 1397. 

1900a 1900 U.S. Census, Lewis County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-623, Rolls 1746 and 1747. 

1900b 1900 U.s. Census, Cowlitz County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-623, Roll 1742. 

1900c 1900 U.S. Census, Yakima County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-623, Roll 1754. 

1900d 1900 U.S. Census, San Juan County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-623, Roll 1749. 

1900e 1900 U.S.- Census, Clark County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-623, Roll 1742. 

1900f 1900 U.S. Census, Chehalis County, Washington; 
Populatin Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-623, Roll 1741. 

1910a 1910 U.S. Census, Lewis County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-624, Roll 1666. 

1910b 1910 u.S. Census, Cowlitz County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-624, Roll 1655. 

1910c 1910 U.S. Census, Yakima County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-624, Roll 1675. 

1910d 1910 U.S. Census, Chehalis County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-624, Roll 1653. 
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1910e 1910 U.S. Census, Clark County, Washington; 
Population Schedules and Indian Population 
Schedules. NARS T-624, Roll 1655. 

1920a 1920 U.S. Census, Lewis County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-625, Roll 1933. 

1920b 1920 U.S. Census, Cowlitz County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-625, Roll 1920. 

1920c 1920 U.S. Census, Yakima County, Washington; 
Population Schedules. NARS T-625, Roll~ 1945 and 
1946. 

United States. Bureau of the Cens~s (author). 
1894 Report on Indians Taxed and Indians Not Taxed in 

the United States (Except Alaska) at the Eleventh 
Census: 1890. Washington, DC: Government 
Printing Office. 

United States. Congress. 
1867 Condition of the Indian Tribes. Report of the 

Joint Special Committee, appointed under Joint 
Resolution of March 3, 1865. With an Appendix. 
Washington, DC: Government Printing Office. 

United States. Congress. House of Representatives. 
IB58 Indian Affairs in the Territories of Oregon and 

Washington. 35th Congress, 1st Session. House of 
Representatives Ex. Doc. No. 39. (Reprinted in 
Browne 1977) . 

1906 Rolls of Certain Indian Tribes in Oregon and 
Washington (compiled by Charles E. McChesney). 
United States. House of Representatives. 59th 
Congress. 2nd Session, Document No. 133. U.S. 
Serial Set Vol. 5151. Washington, DC: Government 
Printing Office. 

1916 Cowlitz Tribe of Indians of Washington. United 
States. House of Representatives. 64th Congress. 
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1st Session, Report No. S.29. U.S. Serial Set 
Vol. ??? 

United States. Congress. Senate. 
1856 Report of the Secretary of War, Indian 

Disturbances in the Territory of Washington and 
Oregon, 1856. 34th Congress, 1st Session. Senate 
Executive Document No. 66. U.S. Serials Set 822. 

United States. Congress. Senate. Select Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 
1983 Hearing before the Select Committee on Indian 

Affiars United States Senate Ninety-Seventh 
~ongress Second Session on S.2931 . 
December 7, 1982. Washington, DC: U.S. 
Government Printing Office. 

United States. General Land Office. National Archives and 
Records Service, RG 49. 
1851- Oregon and Washington Donation Land Files 1851-

1903. 
1903 NARS M-815, Rolls 93-108. 

185~5- Abstracts of Washington Donation Land Claims 1855-
1902 1902. NARS M-203. 1 Roll. 

United States. National Archives and Records Service. 
See under the names of the originating individuals and 
agencies of the records utilized. 

United States. National Archives and Records Service­
Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, Washington. 
Washington Militia Records. 
1854- Indian Wars 1855 - 57. Governor's Correspondence, 
1856 Incoming Dec. 15, 1854 to April 30, 1856. 

Van Mechele!n, Dan 
3/2/1980 Letter to Charles A. Hobbs, Wilkinson, Cragun 

a.nd Barker. 
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Van Mech'21en, Dan and John Barnett 
7/1~j/1979 Letter from the Indians of the Quinault 

Reservation to Vincent Little, Area Directory, 
Portland Area office. 

Van Rism"ick, A. C. 
197( A. C. Van Risswick, Acting Assistant Area director 

(Community Services), BIA Tribal Operations, 
Western Washington, to Joseph Cloquet, March 7, 
1974. Folder Cowlitz Tribe (Family Research 
Info.), BIA Area Office, Portland, Oregon. (BAR 
Files) . 

Vasquez, Katherine Iyall 
8/1/1995 BIA Interview. 

Wallace, Margaret 
1968 Cabin on the Cowlitz [1949]. Reprint Cowlitz 

County Historical Quarterly 10 (May) :1-25. 

Wallinq, Yvonne 
1977, Transcription of the Cowlitz Enrollment 10/13/71. 

Transcribed 116/1977 and 2/11/1977. 

Wannassay Clan of Cowlitz Indians 
11/29/1993 Letter to Ronald C. Aalvik, the Cowlitz Tribe 

of Indians, Longview Washington, ~ Docket 218 et 
all [sic]. 

Wannassay' Family Papers 
1911- Papers kept and collected by various members of 

the 
1995 Wannassay family of Kelso, Washington. Tribal 

enrollment cards, newspaper clippings, BIA 
correspondence, etc. Copies provided by Steven 
Meyers, Jacque Cassity, and other descendants. 
BAR Files. 

Wannassay Hill, Jacqueline 
4/:,/1989 Irwin Affidavit, Petition A-2304. 
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Warner. ~ikell De Lores Wormell. tr .. and Harriet Duncan 
Munnick. annotator 
1972 Catholic Church Records of the Pacific Northwest. 

Vancouver Volumes I and II and Stellamaris 
Mission. St. Paul. OR: French Prairie Press. 

Washington State Genealogical Society 
1991 It.Tashington Pioneers. Compiled and published by 

the Washington State Genealogical Society--from 
ll.pplications Submitted by Descendants of 
Washington State Pioneers (Centennial Pioneer 
Certificate Project). 2 Volumes. Olympia. WA: 
Washington State Genealogical Society. 

Welsey 
3/7/1928 Letter to Taholah Agency Superintendent. 

Western ~ashington Agency Tribal Operations Officer 
9/19/1964. "Notes of the Cowlitz Tribe Meeting Held 

::;eptember 19. 1964.". 

11/8/1967. Memorandum to the Files: "Cowlitz Meeting" 
Held 11/4/1967. 

11/14/1964. "Notes of the Cowlitz Tribe Meeting Held 
November 14. 1964.". 

12/19/1966, Memorandum to the Files: "General Council 
Meeting of the Cowlitz Tribe" Held December 10. 
1966. 

WhalawLtsa, Ambrose 
6/1/1974 ICC Testimony "from the people who are of 

Cowlitz descent and live on and in the boundaries 
[sic] of the Yakima Indian Reservation.". 

Whittlesey, Dennis, 
3/30/1992, Collier, Shannon and Scott Letter to Hank 

l>.guirre, Administration for Native Americans. 

1/8/1992 Letter to CIT. 
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Wiggins, Gene 
7/2~/1995 BIA Interview (Field Notes). 

Wilkes, Charles 
184:, Narrative of the United States Exploring 

Expedition During the Years 1838, 1839, 1840, 
1841, 1842. 5 vols. and Atlas. Philadelphia: 
Lea and Blanchard. 

192:i·- Diary of Wilkes in the Northwest, ed. by Edmond S. 
Meany. 

192Ei Washington Historical Quarterly 16(1) :49-61; 
16(2) :137-145; 16(3) :206-223; 16(4) :290-301; 
17(1) :43-65; 17(2) :129-144; 17(3) :223-229. 

Wilkinson, Cragun and Barker 
6/2:./1977, Comments of the Quinault Allottees 

Association on the Associate Solicitor's 
Memorandum of June 14, 1976, 5. 

Wendy Ellen WilliamB, 
198] The Cowlitz River Hydroelectric Project and its 

Effect on the Upper Cowlitz Indians. M.A. thesis, 
Washington State University. 

William!;, Marsha 
7/24/1995 BIA Interview. 

199:L, The Modern Cowlitz Community: Measures of Tribal 
Continuity and Identity, Petition May 1991. 

198~~ Irwin Affidavit. 

Wilson, Roy I. 
1920-1995 Papers from personal files. Copies provided 

to BAR (Cited as Wilson Papers. 

4/3/1981 Letter to R.O. Wynecoop. 

6/1..1/1989 Irwin Affidavit, Petition A-2450. 
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199~ Medicine Wheels: Ancient Teachings for Modern 
Times. New York, New York: The Crossroad 
?ublishing Company. 

1994 The Gospel According to Matthew: A Lonqhouse 
yersion. Lima, Ohio: CSS Publishing Company. 

7/27/1995 BIA Interview. 

Wishart, Javid J. 
19'79 The Fur Trade of the American West. Lincoln, NE: 

University of Nebraska Press. 

Woodruff, 
4/2C/L995 Letter to John Barnett. 

Work, Hu.b.:rt 
1924 Hubert Work, Secretary of the Interior, to Hon. J. 

Wulf, E. J. 
1948 

W. Harreld, Chairman, Committee on Indian Affairs. 
March 28, 1924. In S. Report No. 642, 68th Cong., 
1st Sess. (June 6, 1924). 

Letter of E.J. Wulf, Salkum, Washington, to 
Taholah Indian Agency. September 3D, 1948. NARS-
Pacific Northwest Region, Seattle, Washington, 
RG75, Taholah Indian Agency Records. 

Yakima CmIT1itz Signers 
ca1921 'We, the undersigned members of the CoWlitze [sic) 

Tribe of Indians, residing on the Yakima Indian 
Reservation. "(BAR Files) . 

Yakima T'ribal Council 
1955 Treaty Centennial 1855 - 1955. The Yakimas. 

Yakima, WA: The Republic Press. 

Yakima Valley Genealogical Society 
~~ecords of Yakima County, Washington 1869-1907 and 
;~enton County, Washington 1905-1907. (Yakima, 
'rlA): The Society and Washington State American 
R.evolution Bicentennial Commission. 
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197 15 a Volume 1. Birth Records. 
197 15b Volume II. Death Records. 
197:; ::: Volume III. Marriage Records. 
197 :3d. Volume IV. Probate Records. Naturalization 

Records. 

1980 1900 Federal Census of Yakima County (Benton 
County). Yakima, WA: The Society. 

1984 1910 Federal Census, Yakima County, Washington. 
Yakima, WA: The Society. 

Z irnrnerman" Mary Frances 
198C1 Early Land Records of Clark County, Washington. 

Vancouver, WA: Privately printed. 

61 

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement CTI-V001-D005 Page 555 of 555 


