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EDITORIAL PREFACE

The North America volume of the Cambridge History of the Native Peoples of
the Americas traces the history of the indigenous peoples living north of the
Rio Grande from their earliest appearance in the New World into the
1990s. In the tradition of Cambridge histories, it seeks primarily to
synthesize existing knowledge rather than to present the results of original
research or to pioneer innovative approaches to the study of Native Ameri-
can history. Yet realizing this seemingly modest goal has been a formida-
ble undertaking, lending credence to critics of the project who suggested
that it might be premature and impossible to bring to completion. This
volume draws upon the results of research by many generations of histori-
ans, anthropologists, archaeologists, physical anthropologists, linguists,
and Native cultural specialists. Nevertheless, partly as a result of biases
that only now are beginning to be understood, much about Native history
remains poorly known among professional scholars. The co-editors were
selected to represent some of the diversity within the multidisciplinary
field of Native American history. One editor is an American historian, the
other a Canadian anthropologist. Their political views are also quite differ-
ent. By helping to ensure that a wide range of viewpoints receive serious
attention, these divergences have been sources of strength rather than
weakness in editing this work.

The present volume does not attempt to compete with the multivolume
Handbook of North American Indians, or with many excellent monographs,
in presenting a series of “tribal histories.” Ethnic identities have shifted
significantly over time in North America, as they have done in other parts
of the world. Thus they do not provide a particularly useful framework for
considering other important aspects of Native North American history,
such as changing ecological adaptations, responses to European diseases
and settlement, or the gradual development of a pan-Indian identity. In
order to provide more flexible coverage, an approach has been adopted in

xiii
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xiv Preface

which thematic concerns define some chapters, while regional coverage
defines others.

Today no historical study can (or should) avoid self-reflection. Chapters
1 and 2 examine changing Native views of their history and the views of
non-Native historians. These chapters put existing literature relating to
Native American history into perspective and establish the nature, limita-
tions, and biases of our current state of knowledge. This is followed by
Chapters 3 to 5, which use mainly archaeological data to trace the history
prior to European contact of hunter-gatherers (including the earliest inhab-
itants of North America), the development of agricultural societies in the
East and the Southwest, and the emergence of stratified societies in the
Mississippi Valley after A.D. 800. As the content of these chapters makes
clear, this ordering does not constitute the imposition of a unilinear
evolutionary scheme on this material; it merely reflects the historical order
in which such societies initially appeared.

Chapter 6 surveys the nature of contact between Europeans and Native
Americans in the sixceenth century, including the extent and impact of
European diseases introduced at this period. This was a time when endut-
ing European settlement was not yet established outside of Florida. Chap-
ters 7 to 11 examine what happened to Native peoples from about 1600 to
the 1880s in those parts of North America that were extensively settled by
newcomers of European and African origin prior to the end of the nine-
teenth century. Two chapters are devoted to the Eastern Woodlands and
one each to the Great Plains, the Southwest and California, and the
Northwest Coast. Each chapter examines the role played by Native peoples
in facilitating European settlement and the various strategies, ranging
from alliance to prolonged conflict or avoidance, by which these groups
sought to cope with and benefit from a European presence. These chapters
also document how European demographic expansion and growing eco-
nomic competitiveness made it ever more difficult for Native peoples to
determine their own destinies. Chapter 12 explores the experience of the
Native peoples living in all these regions from 1880 to 1960, a period
when their common experience of Euro-American domination and reserva-
tion life, combined with improved communication, led Native leaders to
forge a new collective identity as Indians that complemented and empow-
ered their older ethnic identities.

Chapters 13 and 14 trace the history from earliest European contact
until modern times of the Native peoples of the Northern Interior and
Arctic regions of North America, including Greenland. These were areas
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Preface 4%

where, until after 1945, Euro-American and Euro-Canadian settlement
was minimal and where Native peoples preserved a considerable degree of
political autonomy. A final chapter, by one of the co-editors, offers a
personal evaluation of trends in Native North American life since 1960, a
period that has seen Native people increasing in numbers and retaking
ever more control of their political, economic, and cultural life. Despite
continuing problems of poverty, unemployment, and dependency, espe-
cially in northern regions, these developments belie the once firmly held
belief of Euro-Americans that Native people would either become physi-
cally extinct or disappear into the North American melting pot. Despite
its optimism, this chapter clearly indicates the changing but persistent
external pressures with which Native people still must contend.

While the topics to be covered in each chapter were decided by the co-
editors, authors enjoyed complete freedom to interpret their material as
they thought best. It was not easy to recruit authors for these chapters.
Native American studies is a field characterized by intense specialization,
with many scholars, both professional and amateur, focusing not merely
on single peoples but on specific aspects of their cultures. It is not difficult
to find specialists to write about Cherokee warfare, Hopi ritual, or
seventeenth-century Huron history. But to find individuals able and will-
ing to generalize on a regional or continental scale is far more difficult.
The co-editors were fortunate to be able to assemble a team of young,
middle-aged, and senior scholars, who could complete the demanding
chores that were assigned them. Some undertook this work on short notice
when prior authors were unable to write or finish their papers. Each
chapter stretched the synthesizing abilities of its authors to a considerable
degree. Despite generous page allowances, great concision, selection, and
generalization were required in order to provide balanced coverage. While
some thematic overlap between chapters was necessary, every effort has
been made to eliminate simple duplication. The production schedule of
collective works, as is too well known, is determined by the speed of the
slowest contributor. The co-editors thank those authors who met their
deadlines for patiently enduring the unconscionable delays caused by a few
authors who were less prompt.

This book is written at a time when postmodern views encourage
relativism and alternative histories. It is frequently maintained that every
group, and indeed every individual, perceives the past differently and that
there is no way to judge one version of the past to be more authentic than
another. The co-editors recognize the value of alternative histories. Histo-
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xvi Preface

ries written from a feminist or minority viewpoint complement mainline
studies and ultimately make possible more rounded syntheses. In North
America, echnohistory played an important pioneering role in the develop-
ment of the study of minority histories.

Nevertheless, the co-editors do not accept the extreme relativist argu-
ment that alternative views of history are incommensurate and that each
must be accepted on its own terms. Historical interpretations can be
judged not only according to their degree of internal logical coherence
(this even most extreme relativists accept), but also according to their
correspondence with factual evidence. Not all histories are equally consis-
tent, nor do they stand up equally well when tested against the growing
body of documentation that historians and anthropologists have at their
disposal. Anyone or any group has the right to author histories, and many
do so, consciously or unconsciously, in ways that promote their own
interests. Yet professional historians have a responsibility to subject all
interpretations to scholarly analysis. As more historical data become avail-
able, the possibility of subjective factors wholly determining interpreta-
tions diminishes.

This publication probably marks the end of an era in Native North
American historical studies. Native American history and culture were
studied first by amateur and then by professional anthropologists and
historians, all but a few of whom were of European descent. Their work
was grounded in evolutionary and romantic stereotypes. Native peoples
were viewed as illustracing what earlier stages in the development of
European culture had been like and as being on their way to cultural and
probably biological extinction as a result of the spread of European civiliza-
tion. Whether denigrated as cruel and uncivilized .or portrayed as noble
savages, Native peoples were treated as essentially belonging to the past.

Over the past forty years, researches by ethnohistorians mainly of Euro-
pean descent have revealed the mythical status of such views by document-
ing the important role that Native peoples have played, and continue to
play, in North American society. The accumulation of a vast body of data
relating to Native Americans both before and after the arrival of Europeans
has provided a sound basis for a new understanding of Indian history. In
particular, ethnohistorians have realized that indigenous societies are en-
during and sometimes flourishing, and rarely disappear, even under the
most adverse conditions. In this way, they have discovered for themselves
what has long been obvious to Native peoples. These studies not only have
revealed many more details about aboriginal history but also have trans-
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formed the understanding that nonaboriginal specialists and an increasing
segment of nonaboriginal North Americans have of their own history.

This new attitude became especially evident during the commemora-
tion of the quincentenary of Columbus’s arrival in the New World. In
1992, the main emphasis was not on celebrating the achievements of
Europeans, as it had been in 1892, but on coming to terms with the
lasting suffering that European diseases and colonization had inflicted on
the Native peoples of the western hemisphere. Encouraged by a new
historical understanding, fewer Euro-Americans are associating living Na-
tive peoples with the past or viewing them as existing outside the social
fabric and power structures of North America’s national societies. In demo-
cratic societies, knowledge that helps to dispel unfounded prejudices held
by majorities about minorities is of no small importance.

The co-editors are acutely aware that this history of Native Americans
has been written by Euro-Americans and Euro-Canadians. This was not for
the lack of a desire or effort to recruit Native American authors. Yet,
despite a growing number of Native Americans who are writing about
their past, the professional study of Native American history remains
largely the domain of historians and anthropologists of European descent.
While Native people have played the major political role in challenging
the image that other North Americans have of them, nonaboriginal histori-
ans and anthropologists have been working to dispel myths that their
predecessors helped to create.

It is essential that more Native people who are interested in studying
their past should become professional historians and anthropologists, so
that their special insights and perspectives can contribute to the study of
Native history. Just as the barrier between Native and non-Native history
was replaced by a symbiotic relation once Euro-American scholars realized
that Native people had played a significant role in shaping North Ameri-
can society since 1492, so the distinction between professional anthropolo-
gists and historians on the one hand and Native people on the other should
give way to disciplines in which Native people play an increasingly impor-
tant role. Such collegiality will matk the beginning of a new phase in the
study of Native history.

Especially in Canada there is a growing tendency to designate Native
groups by the names they apply to themselves. Sometimes this amounts to
little more than a spelling change, as when Micmacs are called Mi’kmaq.
But it also involves calling Montagnais Innu, Hurons Wendat, Nootkas
Nuu-chah-nulth, and the people Euro-Canadians call Ojibwas and Euro-
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Americans call Chippewas Anishinabe. Despite the merits of this practice
and the respect that it implies for Native people, consistent use of such
terminology at this time would prove confusing to an international reader~
ship that is familiar with the conventional names that Europeans have
applied to these groups. Hence the co-editors have decided to retain the
ethnic names and spellings utilized in the Handbook of North American
Indians, while noting in brackets self-designations where groups who are
now using these names first receive substantial mention. The usage we
have adopted is little different from referring to Espafia as Spain or
Deutschland as Germany. Following Native preference and common us-
age, however, the modern Eskimos of Canada are regularly referred to as
Inuic; those of Alaska as Eskimos. An analogous policy is applied to
personal names: King Philip is preferred to Metacom and Sitting Bull to
Ta-Tanka-I-Yotank.

In conformity with general usage, the term Iroquoian refers to any
Indian group speaking an Iroquoian language, while Iroquois is restricted
to members of the Five (later Six) Nations: Senecas, Cayugas, Onondagas,
Oneidas, Mohawks, and Tuscaroras. Likewise, Algonquian refers to any
group speaking an Algonquian language, while Algonquin applies specifi-
cally to a series of Algonquian-speaking bands living in and near the
Ottawa Valley.

In response to complaints from historians, most notably James Axtell,
that referring to collective members of indigenous groups in the singular
is an ethnocentric and “nonsensical convention left over from the nine-
teenth century” (The Invasion Within [New York, 1985}, xi), in this vol-
ume such groups are called Hopis, Hurons, and Utes, just as people
normally speak of Germans, Italians, and Russians. Inuit is already a
plural. The term prehistory is also eshewed on the grounds that it unduly
segments the continuum of Native history and may falsely imply that
Native peoples did not have true history prior to the arrival of Europeans.
This does not mean, however, that authors do not recognize a significant
difference between history based almost exclusively on archaeological evi-
dence and that based on a mixture of texts and archaeological data or on
textual evidence alone. The term tribe is also avoided except as it is used as
an administrative term by the U.S. government. Finally, the co-editors
have followed Francis Jennings in avoiding inherently racial expressions
such as Whites, Red people, and Blacks, except as they appear in specific
historical usage or as statistical categories. While it is impossible and
probably counterproductive to try to keep abreast of all the latest fashions
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in politically correct terminology, these conventions seemed particularly
important.

The co-editors wish especially to thank Frank Smith for his help in
editing this volume. His contributions have gone well beyond commission-
ing and overseeing the production of this volume and warrant his being
considered a third co-editor. They also thank Camilla Palmer, Production
Editor, and David Anderson, copyeditor, for the care they have taken in
guiding this manuscript through press. Trigger wishes to thank Professor
Toby Morantz, McGill University, for her helpful advice at many stages in
the editing of these papers.

Even a history of this size cannot cover every aspect of Native American
history and in this respect it is bound to disappoint readers searching for
particular facts. Nevertheless, it provides the first comprehensive history
of the Native peoples of North America from earliest times to the present.
It offers readers an opportunity to observe how Native peoples have dealt
with the environmental diversity of North America and have responded to
the different European colonial regimes and national governments that
have established themselves in recent centuries. It also provides a chance
to begin to compare how Native peoples have fared in Canada, the United
States, and Greenland. It is hoped that it will long be a useful guide for
readers around the world who are interested in the history of these peoples
and will constitute a permanent record of the state of knowledge in this
field in the mid-1990s, as well as a benchmark against which future
progress can be measured.
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9

THE GREAT PLAINS FROM THE
ARRIVAL OF THE HORSE TO 1885

LORETTA FOWLER

The mid—seventeenth through the late nineteenth centuries were times
of tremendous change for the Native peoples of the Plains. They seized
new opportunities presented by the arrival of Europeans and by the
subsequent expansion of settlers from the United States and Canada into
the trans-Mississippi West. Native peoples adapted new technologies to
their own needs, elaborated and transformed their basic social and cul-
tural institutions, and helped to create a multiethnic society in the
West. For some Native groups the new opportunities enabled expansion
and domination of neighboring peoples. The histories of others were
shaped by a sometimes unsuccessful struggle to resist domination and
dispossession. Through time, alliances shifted, as did the balance of
power. Eventually, the Native peoples were overwhelmed by American
and Canadian expansion and forced onto small reserves where they contin-
ued to struggle to hold on to the things they valued and to determine for
themselves how they would change in adapting to new circumstances.
Throughout the centuries, the decisions they made helped shape North
American history.

Some of the Native peoples who occupied the Plains when Europeans first
arrived in the mid—sixteenth century had been there for several hundred
years or longer. Others were more recent immigrants. Over the next two
centuries, more groups moved into the region, peoples who were fleeing
wars among Native groups east of the Mississippi that had been brought on
by European rivalries. The Great Plains region extended west from the
lowland river bottom systems of the Missouri and Lower Mississippi, and
gradually ascended in elevation through the grasslands, to the foothills of
the Rocky Mountains. There were two adaptations to the Plains region:
riverine horticultural villages, situated along the Missouri and its tributar-
ies and along the other rivers that flowed east into the Lower Mississippi,
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2 The Great Plains to 1885

and nomadic hunting bands that ranged in the uplands west, southwest,
and northwest of the Missouri as far as the Rocky Mountains.

The riverine horticulturalists included both speakers of Caddoan lan-
guages, who had come into the Plains from the southeast about A.D. 900,
and groups whose languages belonged to the Siouan family, who had
moved to the Missouri from the Upper Mississippi region subsequent to
the Caddoan arrival. The Caddoan peoples, the Caddos, Wichitas, Paw-
nees, and Arikaras, were settled on the central and southern Plains along
the tributaries of the Lower Mississippi and the Lower Missouri. The
Caddo groups were in what is now southeastern Oklahoma and northeast
Texas, the Wichitas in Kansas, the Pawnees in Nebraska, and the Arikaras
in South Dakota. Each of these peoples comprised an alliance of groups
living in autonomous villages and speaking different dialects. Settled
along the upper Missouri in what is now North and South Dakota were
Siouan-speaking peoples known today as the Mandans and Hidatsas. They
had arrived there about A.D. 1100. To the southeast in Missouri, Kansas,
and Nebraska just east of the Caddoans were other Siouan-speaking groups
who had come from the Ohio Valley subsequent to the Mandan and
Hidatsa migration — the Missouris, Otos, Iowas, Omahas, Poncas, Kan-
sas, and Osages.

The horticulturalists occupied permanent, often fortified villages situ-
ated on the bluffs above the river valleys. The villages also had hunting
territories, where their people collectively stalked bison in the summer.
The remainder of the year they tended their crops of corn, beans, squash,
melons, and sunflowers. Village society among the Caddoans was strati-
fied, with religious and secular offices held by high-status families whose
members inherited important positions. Siouan societies were less strati-
fied, but leadership also was hereditary. A greatr deal of emphasis was
placed on religious ceremonies to ensure the success of the village crop and
the hunt. Individuals with ritual authority conducted these ceremonies on
behalf of the entire village.

In the mid- and late sixteenth century, Spanish explorets encountered
pedestrian hunters (probably Apaches) following bison herds across the
Plains, using dogs to help transport their belongings. By the late seven-
teenth century Native peoples of the Plains were using horses obtained
from Spanish and Pueblo settlements for hunting and transporting belong-
ings. Over the next hundred years other Native groups, some wicth a
horticultural background, moved into the Plains from various directions,
adopting a way of life based on equestrian, big game hunting in the grass-
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The Great Plains to 1885 3

covered uplands. These peoples were organized into small family groups or
bands during the winter, when they camped in sheltered areas and men
hunted individually or in small groups. In the late spring the bands came
together for communal hunts and ceremonial activity which continued
until late fall. Hunting territories were sometimes shared with neighbor-
ing peoples; sometimes incursions were resisted. The hunting peoples’
social organization was more egalitarian than the villagers’. There was
ample room for individual innovation in religion and unbounded social
mobility.

The nomadic groups diverged widely in language and background.
Some — the Kiowas, for example — were probably there at the time the
Spanish arrived, although their identity and the route they took into the
Plains is largely a matter of speculation. Some, including the Cheyennes
and Teton Sioux, moved into the Plains in the latter half of the eighteenth
century from east of the Missouri and their routes are well documented.
The nomadic hunters who occupied the Plains in the late eighteenth
century spoke languages belonging to several language families. Algon-
quian speakers included the Blackfeet groups (Siksika, Blood, Piegan) in
what is now western Saskatchewan and eastern Alberta, the Plains Crees in
western Manitoba and northeastern Saskatchewan, the Gros Ventres in
southern Saskatchewan, the Arapahos in northern Colorado and Wyo-
ming, and the Cheyennes in western South Dakota. Siouan speakers in-
cluded the Assiniboines (and Stoneys) in southern Manitoba and eastern
Saskatchewan, the Teton Sioux in South Dakota, the Yanktons and
Yanktonais in eastern South Dakota, some of the Santee Sioux in western
Minnesota, and the Crows (who split off from the Hidatsas) in Montana.
The Sarsis, northwest of the Blackfeet, and the Kiowa-Apaches in south-
western Kansas and northwestern Oklahoma spoke Athapaskan languages.
The Kiowa affiliates of the Kiowa-Apaches spoke a Kiowa-Tanoan lan-
guage and ranged from southern Wyoming south into Oklahoma. And the
Comanches, who ranged in the southern Plains in southeast Colorado,
southwest Oklahoma, and western Texas as well as in the Southwest, were
speakers of a Uto-Aztecan language. Many of these nomadic hunters were
well situated to obtain large herds of horses, but it was the horticultural
villagers who initially were better able to take advantage of European trade
in metal, cloth, and firearms.

The Spanish, French, and English trade with Native peoples was built
upon long-established Indian trade networks. Peoples of the Plains were
linked through trade systems to Pacific Coast peoples, to peoples of the

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



4 The Great Plains to 1885

Southwest, and to societies east of the Mississippi. Native trade systems
were based on trade centers and on trade fairs or rendezvous. The trade cen-
ters were located among sedentary peoples who exchanged food and other
commodities to nonhorticultural and other horticultural peoples. In the
Southwest, Plains peoples traded at Pecos, Piro, and Taos Pueblos, where
they brought buffalo hides and dried meat and obtained corn, cloth, and
turquoise. At the trade centers, ceremonial objects, including songs and
other ricual knowledge, were exchanged along with material commodities.

Trade relations — both before and after European involvement — encout-
aged the exchange of ceremonies in whole or in part, including dances and
songs. The Calumet Dance Ceremony, which had prehistoric origins, was
diffused from Caddoans to the Southern Siouans and eventually, in modified
form, to some of the nomadic hunting peoples. The ceremony, used for
peace negotiations and for establishing or maintaining trade relations, in-
cluded rituals for greeting strangers and forming alliances between peoples
through the creation of a kinship bond between individuals. The visiting
group’s representative was ritually transformed into the “father” and the
host’s into the “son.” The calumet, a feathered pipe stem, sanctified the
proceedings.

As the Calumet Dance was diffused, through trading excursions and the
Plains societies’ absorption of captives, there were modifications and even-
tually new ceremonies that incorporated some of its aspects. Among the
latter was the Grass Dance. The Omahas transferred this ceremony to the
Yanktons in the nineteenth century, and the Yanktons transferred it to the
Tetons, who passed it on to the other nomadic groups in the upland
Plains. The ceremony combined features of the Calumet. Dance and the
Pawnee Irusha Dance. Once a group acquired the ceremony, it trans-
formed it to conform to its own understandings and ethos.!

Similarly, the Sun Dance spread throughout the upland area to ail the
nomadic groups. The plan and orientation of the Sun Dance arbor and
altar likely came from the Pawnee Four-Pole Ceremony and the Arikara
Grandmother Cedar ritual. The rites of self-torture — in which partici-
pants pierced and tore their flesh in order to elicit attention and aid from
supernatural powers — was probably suggested by the Mandan Okipa
Ceremony.?

* William N. Fenton, “The Iroquois Eagle Dance: An Offshoot of the Calumet Dance,” Bureas of
American Ethnology Bulletin 156 (1953).

2 Preston Holder, The Hoe and the Horse on ihe Plains: A Siudy of Cultural Development among North
American Indians (Lincoln, Nebr., 1970), 129-30.
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On the northern Plains, the villages of the Arikaras, above the Niobrara
River in what is now southern South Dakota, and the villages of the
Mandans and Hidatsas farther up the Missouri served as another trade
center, attracting nomadic peoples from what is now Canada and from the
Plains to the southwest. In the late eighteenth century, European travelers
observed that Crows, Assiniboines, Plains Crees, Cheyennes, Arapahos,
Kiowas, and Comanches still traded dried meat, prairie turnip flour, deer
hides, bison robes, and leather goods for garden produce and Knife River
flint. Teton Sioux frequented the Arikara center, along with Arapahos,
Cheyennes, and Kiowas. After leaders conducted the initial ceremonial
phase of the trade, individuals engaged in a private phase with men
trading their products and women trading theirs.

There were at least three important trade fairs where trading partners
met and exchanged goods. The Dakota Rendezvous on the Minnesota
River in Minnesota was a pan-Siouan event, attracting Santees, Yanktons,
Yanktonais, and Tetons. In Wyoming, the Shoshone Rendezvous linked
Plateau and Great Basin peoples with the villages on the Upper Missouri
through Crow middlemen. The Caddo fair in southeast Texas drew peo-
ples from the Southwest.

TRADE RELATIONS: THE HORSE AND THE GUN

Native societies were all affected by trade with Europeans, and Indian—
Euro-American relations during the seventeenth, eighteenth, and early
nineteenth centuries were shaped by the trade. Neither side dominated the
other, even though the exchange disproportionately benefited the Europe-
ans and, in the nineteenth century, the Americans. The material culture of
Plains peoples changed to incorporate new technology, and Native peoples
influenced the patterns of trade and the trade goods themselves. The
introduction of the horse and the gun, as well as the slave trade, had far-
reaching effects on the economic, political, and religious organization of
Native Plains societies. Diseases contracted from Europeans had a major
impact on the way societies changed and on their relations with each
other. Several peoples seized on the new opportunities provided by the
trade to expand their territory and dominate neighboring groups, among
them the Comanches and Osages on the southern Plains, the Assiniboines
and Plains Crees on the northwestern Plains, and the Teton Sioux on the
central and northern Plains. Political alliances among Plains peoples were
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formed, dissolved, and formed again as each group struggled to accommo-
date to new forces in the region.

Europeans adopted Native trading practices, including gift giving,
ritual adoption, and a variety of other ceremonies. Gifts, especially guns
and special symbols of authority (medals, flags, uniforms, and staffs), were
given to men of chiefly status. The French, and later the English, incorpo-
rated the calumet ceremony, which involved ritual smoking and ritual
adoption, into their dealings with the Native peoples of the Plains. Proba-
bly European trade accelerated the diffusion of this and other ceremonies,
for the European activity encouraged the dislocation and relocation of
peoples. Europeans also introduced new elements, such as consumption of
alcohol into the ritual. Intetgroup marriage occurred in the context of
trade relations. In fact, a European trader’s marriage by Indian custom to a
woman of an important family was a common means of establishing trade
relations.

Trade goods such as metal pots and metal tools, including knives, hoes,
and needles, were sought by Native peoples to replace similar items made
of clay, stone, bone, and hide. Native consumers were very particular
about weight and color of textiles, and the European manufacturers accom-
modated their tastes. Glass beads were used in addition to quills to
decorate clothing; certain sizes and colors of beads were preferred. There
was a florescence of artistic creativity expressed in experimentation with
new materials, colors, and design and in an increasing elaboration of
design on clothing and other items of Native manufacture. The flintlock
musket, lead balls, gunpowder, and flints became necessities, for groups
without them were terribly vulnerable to well-armed peoples. The musket
was not used in the hunt, for the bow and arrow were superior; a gun
could not be fired rapidly, it was expensive, and firing it could stampede a
herd. But in battle the gun was an asset. Part of the barrel was cut off to
make the gun easier to deploy from the back of a horse, and, used as
shotguns, the muskets were very effective. Just as the horse was adapted to
Native uses, Native peoples made riding gear to accommodate their par-
ticular needs and tastes.

The horse was introduced to Plains peoples by the Spanish, then dif-
fused northward. The Spanish built their trade network by gaining entry
into the Indian intergroup trading system. In the seventeenth and eigh-
teenth centuries, Pueblo trade centers and fairs atcracted Apaches and
some Plains traders who brought captives, hides, and skins to exchange for
Spanish trade beads, mirrors, bells, blades, wool and cotton blankets
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8 The Great Plains to 1885

made by Pueblo Indians, and stock, especially horses and mules. Spanish
settlements, especially those near Santa Fe, were trading horses to the
Eastern Pueblos (Taos, Picos, Pecos) in the early seventeenth century.
Slowly horses were diffused north and east into the Plateau and Plains
areas through middlemen. In the 1660s and 1670s the Apaches traded
war captives to the Pueblos in return for horses and also made stock-
raiding expeditions there, and Plains groups were able to obtain some
horses from the Apaches. By the 1680s and 1690s Kiowas and Kiowa-
Apaches were trading some horses to Caddoan villages south of the
Platte, and the Wichitas and Pawnees traded horses to Osages and other
Southern Siouans, although horses still were by no means plentiful in
these villages.

By the early eighteenth century the Comanches began raiding for horses
in the Spanish and Apache settlements and trading them directly to the
Northern Shoshones and to nomadic hunting peoples and Upper Missouri
villagers at trade fairs in the Black Hills. The Shoshones traded horses to
Plateau area peoples, such as the Flatheads and Nez Percés, traveling by
way of the headwaters of the Colorado and Green Rivers. The Blackfeet
groups and Gros Ventres in Saskatchewan country were equestrian at least
by the 1740s, obtaining horses from either Plateau peoples to the south-
west or Arapahos to the south, or both. Shortly thereafter, Blackfeet and
Gros Ventre groups traded some horses to western bands of Assiniboines.
The Crows obtained horses via the Shoshones and the Flatheads probably
in the 1740s as well, which may have been a factor in their permanently
migrating to the Upper Yellowstone area. The Crows brought horses to
the Mandan and Hidatsa villages and so did other nomadic groups, such as
the Kiowas, Kiowa-Apaches, Arapahos, and Cheyennes, who traded in
Arikara villages as well. In the Mandan and Hidatsa villages, Assiniboines
and Plains Crees from north of the Missouri River obtained horses in
return for the guns and other manufactured goods they received from
English and French traders in their country. Teton Sioux obtained horses
in the Arikara villages and took them to the James River fair in South
Dakota to trade to Yanktons, Yanktonais, and Santee Sioux in the 1750s.
By the early nineteenth century, all the Plains groups had incorporated the
horse into their way of life.3

In addition to being broken for riding, horses were trained for parricu-

3 John C. Ewers, “The Indian Trade of the Upper Missouri before Lewis and Clark,” in John C. Ewers,
Indian Life on the Upper Missouri (Norman, Okla., 1968).
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lar kinds of specialized services: buffalo hunting by charge, winter buffalo
hunting, warfare, travois pulling, carrying packs, dragging poles. Adop-
tion of the horse for use in hunting, war, and transport had wide-reaching
effects among Plains peoples.

The need to find adequate pasturage for the horses influenced settle-
ment and work patterns among the nomadic groups. In the uplands,
winter campsites had to be found where there was cottonwood bark to feed
to the horses when grass was insufficient. Camps had to be moved when
the horses grazed out an area. In the villages, care of the horses took time
away from horticulcural activity and added to women’s responsibilities.
Among nomadic peoples, however, horses could carry probably four times
the load formerly transported by women with their domesticated dogs.
The need to provide good grass led to the use of fire to encourage early
growth of spring grasses and this modified the Plains environment.

The horse was used to hunt buffalo by the old methods of the surround
and the drive or chase. Mounted hunters could provide a much more
reliable supply of meat than could pedestrian ones. The yield was large
and horses could transport the meat from the kill site to the camps, where
it was cooked or dried and stored. This efficiency freed young men to
undertake frequent horse-raiding expeditions. It also helped older, more
established men hold a following, for men who obtained large amounts of
meat were expected to share with others, and ownership of many horses
enabled a man to loan some to men with few horses. Recipients of a
wealthy man's generosity repaid him with loyalty in political contexts.

During the eighteenth century, warfare in the form of horse raids and
revenge expeditions escalated, and war exploits were an increasingly impor-
tant avenue to prestige and leadership positions. The use of horses in
combat encouraged the abandonment of large, clustered groups of warriors
in battle; rather, mobile, small parties became more common. There was a
shift from massed, pitched battles to surprise attack by a small group.
Body armor made of rawhide and large three-foot-long war shields were
too cumbersome on horseback, and these were replaced by small rawhide
shields, that could be easily carried by the rider and that covered only vital
organs, and by leather armor for horses. Bows and lances were reduced in
length to accommodate fighting from horseback. War exploits were
graded to take account of the new circumstances. For nomadic upland
groups, taking a gun or horse from an enemy generally was ranked high.
For the horticultural villagers, bravery in the defense of the village and
fields might rank higher. Warfare usually took the form of revenge expedi-

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



IO The Great Plains to 1885

tions before the acquisition of the horse. When horse raids led to casual-
ties, revenge raids followed; nonetheless, horse raids assumed much
greater importance in Plains warfare, particularly among the naomadic
hunting groups, than did revenge raids, for the horse had become an
economic necessity. When groups began to rely on trading horses and
mules to Europeans, warfare escalated further. The horse-raiding parties
were small groups that left camp frequently during the year. Less frequent
were the larger revenge parties that went after enemy groups for the
purpose of taking lives (and war trophies, such as scalps) or captives.
Before the sale of captives to Europeans became profitable, children taken
from enemy groups usually were adopted; women often became wives or
concubines and, whether or not they did so, worked for the households of
their captors. The rituals for successful hotse raiding and successful re-
venge parties differed.

Prior to the acquisition of horses, families hunted cooperatively and the
kill was equally divided. With horse ownership, status differences based
on wealth emerged among individuals in the nomadic, hunting societies.
Horses enabled individuals to hunt successfully. The families that owned
the most and best buffalo-hunting horses and warhorses, animals that were
specially trained and very valuable, formed a high-status group. Among
the nomadic hunters, horse ownership was a prerequisite for leadership
and was correlated with polygynous marriage. Wealthy families, with
many pack horses and mules, could transport more property. They had
latger tipis, more elaborate lodge furnishings, and more clothing, and
could make more elaborate ritual offerings and own the most important
ritual objects. The Blackfeet groups and the Kiowas had named, social
categories for horse-wealthy elites and nonelites in their societies.

Successful horse raiding could help individuals of low rank gain status
in the society. If the raid produced socially recognized war exploits or
coups and a few horses that could be given away or used to begin building
a larger herd, an individual was able to improve his position significantly
in the nomadic, hunting societies. In the more stratified horticultural
villages, most of the horses were given to the hereditary leaders to pay for
ritual and other services. But horses and other booty could be traded to
Europeans who then could give special recognition to individuals that
might lead to advantages in future trading activity.

Large medicine bundles — sacred objects wrapped in hides and furs —
became common among the nomadic groups after the introduction of the
horse. In fact, ceremonial life probably underwent great changes, as the
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horse permitted more frequent visits between fairly distant tribes, during
which time ceremonies and associated objects, songs, and dances were
exchanged amid much gift giving. More elaborate regalia and other sacred
objects could be transported easily. Among the Kiowas, the high-ranking
people most often possessed the expensive medicine bundles; the lower-
ranking men continued to rely on the vision quest for supernatural aid.
The horse came to occupy a prominent position in religious belief and
ritual among many groups. Supernatural powers could be transferred from
horses to owners, and horse medicine cults assumed great importance.

There were not only wealth inequalities within societies, but peoples
closest to the source of horses, such as the Comanches on the frontier of
Spanish settlement or the Crows, near the Plateau horse traders, were
better supplied than the more northerly groups such as the Plains Crees
and Assiniboines. While a Plains Cree owner of five horses would be
considered wealthy by other Crees, a Crow or Comanche owner of twenty-
five animals would merit no such distinction among his people. Gradually
there was a movement of some groups, such as the Cheyennes and
Arapahos, southward toward the supply of horses. On the northern Plains,
horse-poor peoples were more egalitarian than the groups with large
herds. The latter developed new institutions to link the generous gift of
horses to status and authority. For example, the Gros Ventres channeled
wealth into competitive displays of generosity between individuals and
mens’ organizations, and into obligatory gift giving to honor certain
children or fulfill religious obligations.4

The Comanches became preeminent among the groups that raided
Southwest settlements for horses, displacing the Apaches early in the
eighteenth century. They were able to dominate the upland Plains below
the Platte River until the 1830s. They traded horses and mules to the
Caddoans and, after the 1740s, directly to the French for manufactured
goods, including firearms, although they were not as well armed as other
groups allied to the French. By 1750 horse trading was probably more
important to the Comanche economy than bison hunting.s

The Comanches were able to take advantage of Spanish-French rivalry,
playing each off against the other. They traded hides and war captives for

4 John C. Ewers, The Horse in Blackfoot Indian Culture (Norman, Okla., 1955); Loretza Fowler, Shared
Symbols, Contested Meanings: Gros Ventre Culture and History, 1778-1984 (Ichaca, N.Y., 1987), 30,
37-8, 65.

s Morris Fostet, Being Comanche: A Social History of an American Indian Community (Lincoln, Nebr.,
1991), 39.
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livestock in Spanish and Pueblo settlements and, when trade was not
convenient, stole stock. Comanches also traded captives and livestock to
their Caddoan allies and the French in order to obtain firearms denied
them by Spanish authorities, who were forbidden by the Crown to trade
arms to Native peoples. Comanches were able to displace the Kiowas from
the upper Platte region during 1730—1770, driving them farther east. In
1790 they made peace with the Kiowas and formed an alliance to try to
prevent incursions from nomadic hunting peoples to the north and north-
east. Together, the Comanches and Kiowas controlled the southern Plains
uplands atea between the Arkansas and Cimarron Rivers. After Americans
began to settle and trade in Texas, the market for livestock increased.
Mexican authorities could not pursue Comanche raiders across the border
so the Comanches were able to raid deep into Mexico for stock that they
traded in Texas. This livestock industry was crucial to the development of
local economies throughout the region and ensured Comanche prosperity
until the Americans no longer needed the trade.

Firearms were introduced into the Plains area from the northeast and
southeast by the French and English. The French entered the Plains in the
late seventeenth century via the Lower Mississippi watershed and later by
way of the Assiniboine and Saskatchewan Rivers in Canada. In the Missis-
sippi region, they established themselves in Illinois country and on the
coast of the Gulf of Mexico where they competed with the English to the
east. With Southern Siouans and Caddoans in the southern and central
Plains, they attempted to form military and trading partnerships in order
to obtain furs, slaves for their plantations in the West Indies and Louisi-
ana, and other products from Native peoples. In 1699—1700 the French
built Cahokia and Kaskaskia on the Lower Mississippi, from whence
traders journeyed to the Native villages, especially those of the Osages.
The Arkansas Post was built at the mouth of the Arkansas River in 1686,
and in 1713 Natchitoches was built on the Red River where it drew the
trade of Caddo and Wichita villages. French guns gave the Pawnees,
Wichitas, Missouris, Otos, Osages, and Kansas an edge against Spain’s
Apache allies. Their Indian allies offered the French protection, access to
the trade of more distant peoples such as the Comanches, and a buffer
against Spanish interests. The Wichita and Pawnee villages could compete
successfully with Taos for the Indian trade, for they had access to guns and
French goods such as sugar and brandy.

In a particularly good position to take advantage of European trading
interests, the Osages came to dominate the southern Plains east of the
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Comanche sphere during the eighteenth century. The Osages played the
Spanish and French off against each other, as did the Comanches. They
were strategically located between the Missouri and Arkansas Rivers and
thus could control the thoroughfares traders used to reach western groups.
Like the Comanches, they also had a sizable population relative to other
groups in the region. They were generally successful in preventing large
numbers of guns from reaching their Caddoan enemies to the west, for the
French could not afford to alienate them. With muskets obtained from the
French, in the late seventeenth century the Osages in southwest Missouri
attacked the Wichitas and Caddos to the southwest and the Pawnees to the
northwest, while they stayed on good terms with the Indian groups allied
with the French to the north and east in Illinois country. They successfully
raided the poorly armed Caddoans for horses, mules, and slaves. The
market for slaves, as well as the market for stock, dramatically increased
the frequency and intensity of warfare between the Native peoples in the
area. The increase in warfare had repercussions for Osage social organiza-
tion: war parties wete composed of brothers and other male kinsmen; thus,
after marriage, couples tended to live with the bride’s family rather than
the groom’s. In this way villages would not suffer the loss of most of their
young men in the event of high casualties during a particular expedition.®

Because of Osage attacks, the Caddos were forced to move down the
Red River, the Pawnees retreated toward the Platte River, and the Wich-
itas were forced south of the Arkansas Valley. By about 1750 the Osages
controlled the atea between the Missouri and Red Rivers.

The Kansas, located northwest between the Osages and Pawnees, had a
small population of about 1,500 and were regularly exposed to disease
from the travelers along the Missouri and Kansas Rivers. They had little
choice but to become allied with the numerous and powerful Osages in
their war with the Pawnees. Thus, the Kansas retained their territory
adjacent to the Osages.

Spain took over the administration of the trade after 1763 when the
French withdrew after being defeated by the British. Spain operated the
trade in a similar manner to the French, even occupying the French
trading posts, such as Arkansas and Natchitoches. They curtailed the slave
trade and made pelts and skins the focus of trade. St. Louis was built in

6 Willard H. Rollings, The Osage: An Ethnobistorical Study of Hegemony on the Prairie-Plains (Columbia,
Mo., 1992); Garrick Alan Bailey, Changes in Osage Social Organization, 1673-1906, University of
Oregon Anthropological Papers 5 (Eugene, Ore., 1973), 43—44.
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1764 as a center for the Upper Louisiana trade, replacing the French
centers at Cahokia and Kaskaskia.

Having driven the Caddoans out of the Arkansas Valley, the Osages
began to extend their hunts into that region. In fact, some bands moved
there. In the 1770s the Osages still controlled the area between the
Arkansas and Red Rivers and dominated the fur trade out of St. Louis.
They were able to exert their independence from the Spanish, for they also
were trading with French Canadians and English.

The French and their English rivals of the Hudson’s Bay Company had
posts located respectively around the Upper Great Lakes and along the
shores of Hudson Bay. From 1670 to 1763, first the French and then the
Hudson's Bay Company, which had been granted a monopoly by the
English Crown, expanded their operations west to the Saskatchewan
River, with the French trade moving via Rainy Lake, Lake of the Woods,
and Lake Winnipeg. The French established contacts with Plains Crees
and Assiniboines largely through lower-class employees who took up resi-
dence in Native communities, often marrying Native women.

The Hudson’s Bay Company catered to Native preferences in trade
goads in order to compete more successfully with the French. They traded
light, easy-to-carry firearms and tools and high-quality textiles. Powder,
shot, tobacco, brandy, and beads also were supplied. For much of the time
beaver pelts were the standard of exchange; beaver values were assigned to
all goods, furs, and provisions that Indians exchanged until 1810. Most of
the tobacco traded was Brazilian, twisted into a rope, treated with mo-
lasses, and sold in one-foot (30 centimeter) lengths. The Native Plains
peoples preferred this imported variety to the tobacco that they grew or to
that grown by the English in Virginia.

Gift giving was central to the trade. Traders tried to ensure the loyalcy
of leaders so that they would be reliable in bringing furs, horses, and
provisions and so that they would not take their trade to rival posts. The
leader of a trading party was taken into a special reception room and
given, or “rigged” in, an “outfit” that was patterned after European mili-
tary uniforms, with the style of the uniform indicating the regard in
which the leader was held by his hosts.?

The Hudson Bay trade set in motion forces that helped the Blackfeet
groups and the Gros Ventres to drive the Shoshones out of southern

7 Acthur J. Ray, Indians in the Fur Trade: Their Role as Hunters, Trappers and Middlemen in the Lands
Southwest of Hudson Bay, 1660—1870 (Toronto, 1974), 139.
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Saskatchewan and Alberta. It also enabled the Assiniboines and their
Plains Cree allies to expand into Saskatchewan, displacing the Gros
Ventres and some Blackfeet groups and dominating the fur trade during
the eighteenth century. The western flank of the Assiniboines was in
south-central Manitoba in the mid—seventeenth century and their Cree
allies were to the north and east. By the mid—eighteenth century they
controlled the major canoe routes from the west to the Bay and could
dictate the terms of trade to European traders. They exchanged furs for
manufactured goods, which they used for 2 few years; then, after marking
up the prices, took west to the Blackfeet and Gros Ventre peoples in the
Saskatchewan valley. Guns traded at York Factory on Hudson Bay to Crees
for twelve Made Beaver (the Hudson's Bay Company’s unit of exchange)
were exchanged to the Crees' Blackfeet customers for thirty-six Made
Beaver. With guns obtained from the Assiniboines and Crees, the confeder-
ated Blackfeet, Gros Ventre, and Sarsi warriors began to drive the
Shoshones south in the 1740s. A smallpox epidemic in 1781 so weakened
the Shoshones that by the 1790s they and their allies, the Flatheads and
Kutenais, were pushed out of Montana west of the Rocky Mountains.®

In the late 1760s, after the defeat of the French, the Montreal-based
North West Company took over the French sphere of the trade and pushed
beyond the mid-Saskatchewan, eventually building posts up the North
Saskatchewan. The Hudson’s Bay Company was compelled to try to com-
pete. The new posts, such as Hudson House, built in 1778, and others
built subsequently on the South and North branches of the Saskatchewan
River, eliminated the need for the Cree and Assiniboine middlemen in
this area. The allied Blackfeet groups (Siksika, Blood, and Piegan), Gros
Ventres, and Sarsis could sell provisions to the posts and obtain goods that
way instead of relying exclusively on procuring furs. The Assiniboines and
Crees, whose lands to the north and east were being depleted of fur-
bearing animals and who wanted to share in the trade in provisions, began
to move south and southwest into Blackfeet and Gros Ventre territory. The
competition resulted in intense warfate, and by the early nineteenth cen-
tury the better armed Assiniboines and Crees had driven the Gros Ventres
and some Blackfeet groups into Montana where they displaced the
Shoshones.

The Sioux, that is, the Tetons — a group of allied peoples who num-
bered in the chousands — and Yanktons and Yanktonais, also allied to the

¢ 1bid., 69.

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



16 The Great Plains to 1885

Tetons and speakers of the same language, were living in east-central
Minnesota in the mid—seventeenth century. They were at war with the
Crees and Assiniboines to the north. The latter, being better armed,
began to force the Teton, Yanktonai, and Yankton Sioux southward into
the prairies east of the Missouri River. The Teton and Yanktonai Sioux
subsequently pressed the lowas, Otos, Missouris, and Omaha-Poncas,
who fled west, eventually to the Missouri River in the 1680s. The Sioux
also pushed the Cheyenne people west out of the valley of the Minnesota
River. Continuing their expansion, by the 1740s the Tetons and Yanktons
themselves had reached the Missouri River. They had begun attacking the
Mandan villages at the mouth of the Heart River and the Hidatsas at the
Knife River even before this. The Tetons’ attacks on these villages drove
the Mandans to relocate near the Hidatsas after 1750. The Arikaras,
located below the Mandan directly in the path of Sioux immigration, bore
the brunt.

By the 1760s the Sioux were fully equestrian and began to intensify
their attacks on all the Arikara, Mandan, and Hidatsa villages on the
Upper Missouri. Referred to by some contemporary observers as “the
pirates of the Missouri,” the Sioux were in a very good position to domi-
nate the Upper Missouri area, for they did not need to rely on the trade on
the Missouri for guns. They still traded beaver with the British on the
Upper Mississippi and with the Santee Sioux who still lived in Minnesota
near the British and French Canadian traders and who met the Tetons,
Yanktons, and Yanktonais at trade fairs in Minnesota and eastern South
Dakota. Thus, the Tetons and Yanktons harassed European traders coming
up the Missouri from St. Louis and those coming from Canada down the
river. With less ready access to guns the villagers had difficulty defending
themselves. The Arikaras often had to rely on the Sioux for guns, at
whatever prices they decided to ask. The Sioux also drove the buffalo away
from the Arikara villages, so that the Arikaras had to rely on them for a
supply of meat. When the Arikaras refused to trade corn and horses for an
unfair rate of exchange, the Sioux raided their villages and stole what they
wanted, killing villagers in the process. Until 1780 villagers vigorously
opposed Sioux incursions. The Mandan, Hidatsa, and Arikara villages
were very large and well fortified. The Omahas were well armed and
blocked the Sioux advance south of the middle Missouri River. But small-
pox devastated the villages in 1778—82 and again in 1801-2.

After the Arikaras lost four-fifths of their population in the first round
of smallpox epidemics, which made it impossible for them to defend
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themselves against the Sioux, they combined the remnants of their thirty-
two villages into two and retreated north to the Cheyenne River. They
moved even farther north to the mouth of the Grand River in 1799. The
Mandans and Hidatsas, whose villages had been prosperous centers of
trade between Indians and Europeans, where the flow of horses from the
west met the flow of guns from the north, also were devastated by small-
pox in 1782 and, at the same time, harassed by the Sioux. The Omahas
were weakened, as well; before the epidemics their warriors numbered
700, subsequently, 300. When Lewis and Clark arrived in 1804, they
recognized the Sioux as the dominant power on the Missouri.?

In 1800 Spain ceded Louisiana back to France, and the United States
purchased it in 1803. Soon after, Meriwether Lewis and William Clark’s
expedition up the Missouri helped attract Americans to the fur trade. The
best country for beaver then was the Upper Missouri in Montana, in
Blackfeet and Crow territory. Trappers said of Crow country that the
beaver were so plentiful that they could be killed in the streams with
clubs, and “Crow Beaver” was considered superior to “Missouri Beaver”
because Crow women were particularly expert in processing the pelc.t°

Euro-American traders and trappers began to penetrate the Upper Mis-
souri. Before this, traders out of St. Louis concentrated on working the
Lower Missouri, getting pelts from Osage, Oro, Kansa, Omaha, and
Ponca hunters. Mandans, Hidatsas, and Arikaras had served as middlemen
between the western nomadic groups and the Europeans. The Americans,
representing competing trading companies, pushed up the Missouri past
these villages. The villagers had lictle to sell but their corn. Trappers and
traders also penetrated the Plains north of the Platte and the adjacent
Rocky Mountains. The Arikaras attempted to prevent the traders from
bypassing their villages, but they were punitively attacked by the U.S.
Army in 1823 and weakened. In addition, after the War of 1812, the
British had withdrawn, making it essential for the villagers to stay on
good terms with the Americans, from whom they could obtain guns.

When Americans began trapping for fur in the Upper Missouri, Upper
Platte, and Upper Arkansas country, they were attacked by Blackfeet and
Gros Ventre groups in the north and the Crows, Arapahos, and Cheyennes

9 Joseph Jablow, The Cheyenne in Plains Indian Trade Relations, 1795—1840, Monographs of the
American Ethnological Society 19 (Seattle, Wash., 1950), 39, 42, $2—5. See also Richard White,
“The Winning of the West: The Expansion of the Western Sioux in the Eighteenth and Nineteenth
Centuries,” Journal of American History 65 (1978), 319—43.

to David ). Wishart, The Fur Trade of the American Wet, 1807—1840: A Geographical Synthesis (Lincoln,
Nebr., 1979), 29.
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farther south. The American traders had hired their own countrymen as
trappers and hunters, racher than relying on local, Native peoples to bring
in furs and meat. Eventually the Crows accepted the Americans, largely
because they helped them defend themselves against Teton incursions, and
Crow country was trapped extensively. But the Blackfeet groups and Gros
Ventres, angry at being bypassed by the trappers and hunters, repelled
Americans wherever they found them and continued to trade with the
Hudson’s Bay Company. Conflict between Native peoples and the trappers
threatened to undermine profits.

In the 1820s the American Fur Company began to squeeze out its
competitors. By 1827, the company had secured a monopoly on the Upper
Missouri trade. Company policy was changed in 1831, so that Native
hunters could bring furs, skins, and hides to exchange at the forts. For the
nomadic groups, who took advantage of the fact that the buffalo hetds had
moved west and northwest away from the Missouri River and who were
particularly successful at procuring buffalo robes, the 1830s and 1840s
were a time of prosperity, for the buffalo robe trade supplanted the fur
trade on the world market. The beaver hat was out of fashion but there was
a market in the eastern United States for dressed buffalo robes.

Among the groups wishing to take advantage of the opportunity to
trade large quantities of buffalo robes were the Tetons, some of whom had
moved west of the Missouri River into prime buffalo country. Unlike most
of the Yanktons, they no longer spent the winter trapping but preferred to
hunt year-round and raid for horses to trade. West of the Missouri River
they came into conflict with nomadic, hunting groups, as well as with the
Omahas, Poncas, and Pawnees. Teton groups contested the Plains be-
tween the Missouri River and the Black Hills, an area occupied or fre-
quented by Kiowas, Crows, Arapahos, and Cheyennes. By 1825 Teton
groups had driven the Kiowas south of the Black Hills. The Crows were
pushed west to the Powder and Yellowstone Rivers. The Cheyennes had
long been at odds with the Sioux, for they had defied them by continuing
to bring horses to the villages on the Upper Missouri. Nonetheless, they
and the Arapahos formed an alliance with the Teton groups and together
dominated the central uplands area until the 1870s. Teton warfare in the
nineteenth century was not merely raiding for horses or revenge, but a war
to exterminate rival groups.

When the Tetons and their allies reached the Platte River country in the
1830s they fought the Pawnees, who controlled the country from the forks
of the Platte south to the Republican, Kansas, and Arkansas Rivers. In
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1838 the Pawnees were devastated by smallpox and, weakened, lost the
Platte hunting grounds to the Tetons; they thereupon began a desperate
struggle to survive against continued attacks. The Crows also suffered
from smallpox and cholera in the 1840s, and they were pushed north from
the Laramie River. They formed an alliance with Shoshones, Flatheads,
and the Americans, in order to try to hold on to their hunting grounds in
west-central Montana. To the south, in the 1820s, the Cheyennes and
Arapahos drove the Kiowas, Kiowa-Apaches, and Comanches south of the
Arkansas River.

Situated among the peoples still living near the Missouri River, whose
lands had been seriously depleted of game, the trading posts had declining
profits, and famine was increasingly a problem for all the horticultural
villagers, still beset by attacks from Sioux that made work in the fields
risky. The collapse of the fur trade was also instrumental in the emergence
of an important bicultural group on the northern Plains.

Bicultural populations became quite influential in several places after
the arrival of Europeans. St. Louis was founded in 1764 and became a
major trading enclave. A creole society emerged, produced by intermar-
riage between Indian middlemen, French, and Spanish families. On the
Texas Plains groups of descendants of Spanish and Plains Indian captives
operated as traders in the nineteenth century. French-Canadian men mar-
ried Indian women in all the villages of the Missouri, and their descen-
dants have played important political roles in Native societies. Villages of
these descendants often competed with other villages for political influ-
ence in dealings with Americans. Other descendants of Europeans and
Native peoples formed independent mixed-blood or Métis populations
that developed unique lifestyles and identities, particularly on the north-
ern Plains and at the Red River Colony.

In 1821 the Hudson's Bay Company and the Northwest Company
combined. Business was scaled down, and the labor force was cut by two-
thirds. The first employees to lose their positions were the peoples of
French-Indian and British-Indian descent. Many of these (of Cree and
Assiniboine ancestry) established a settlement on the Red River in what is
now Manitoba, at the junction of the Assiniboine River, and another at
Pembina, North Dakota, and frequented the prairie to the southwest. In
response to the opportunities presented by the robe trade, they followed
the example of the Plains Crees and Assiniboines and began hunting
buffalo in western Saskatchewan, North Dakota, and as far west as Mon-
tana. They transported meat and robes on horsedrawn carts rather than by
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travois. In addition, they worked as freighters in boat brigades and cart
trains, as well as dog trains in the winter. At the Red River settlement,
there was a population of 500 in 1821; in 1870, 12,000.

After the American Fur Company resolved its difficulties with the
Blackfeet and other nomadic groups in 1831, the use of steamboats made
the transport of robes particularly cost-effective. The company built major
depots on the Missouri in Assiniboine and Plains Cree territory (Fort
Union) and in Teton and Yankton territory (Fort Tecumseh, later Fort
Pierre). They also built a fort in Cheyenne, Arapaho, and Oglala (a Teton
group) territory in Wyoming (Fort Laramie). Regional posts were built as
well: Fort Mackenzie for the Blackfeet groups, Fort Cass for the Crows,
and Fort Clark for the Mandans and Hidatsas. Only the traders William
Bent, married to a Cheyenne woman from an important Cheyenne group,
and Ceran St. Vrain with posts on the Upper Arkansas and South Platte
Rivers, respectively, could compete. They dealt with the Cheyennes and
Arapahos there, purchasing robes in the winter and horses and mules in
the summer for shipment back to Missouri where emigrants were being
outfitted for the journey west.

For the Plains nomads, the robe trade brought prosperity and further
social change. Polygyny in some groups apparently became more com-
mon, for hunters needed more women to tan the hides that were in
demand by the traders. The volume of robe trade was greater on the
northern Plains, for the American Fur Company used steamships to trans-
port robes down the Missouri. According to the trader Edwin Denig, the
trader advanced hunters credit and was fortunate to receive half his due;
still, the profit margin was 200—2,000 percent.*? With access to the
Upper Missouri forts and an abundance of buffalo, the Gros Ventres,
Crows, and Blackfeet groups channeled the increased wealth into new
ricual and political activities or elaborated on old ones.

While the nomadic groups suffered from the effects of warfare and epi-
demics, the villagers bore the brunt. Their denser settlement and more
extensive, direct contact with European and Euro-American traders made
the effects of epidemics more disastrous. Measles, whooping cough, influ-
enza, cholera, and especially smallpox killed tens of thousands in the seven-
teenth through the nineteenth centuries. There were two smallpox epidem-
ics in the late seventeenth century and seven in the eighteenth. In the 1780s

" Ray, Indians in the Fur Trade, 205.
2 Wishart, The Fur Trade, 94, 99.
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smallpox swept the Plains, killing one-third of the Native peoples there.
Despite the traders’ efforts to vaccinate Indians, in the nineteenth century
there were five smallpox epidemics; the one in 1837 killed half the Native
population. The Mandans were especially hard hit. In 1750 they numbered
9,000; after the smallpox epidemic of 1837, just under 150 remained. The
Wichita groups also lost almost 9o percent of their population between the
late seventeenth and late nineteenth centuries.

In addition to the dramatic decline in population, there were other
effects of the epidemics. Captives were increasingly taken in raids and
these were adopted into families to replenish population losses. Marital
restrictions were altered; for example, after the 1849 cholera epidemic, the
Cheyennes relaxed rules of band exogamy. Health-related rituals were
introduced or elaborated. And villages that were once autonomous com-
bined their remnants into new polities. Most were related groups who
spoke the same or similar languages; others, like the Mandans, Hidatsas,
and Arikaras maintained separate sections within the same village.'3

The villagers’ struggle to defend themselves against the Sioux and
against Native groups from the East who were being displaced there by
the westward movement of American settlers affected political organiza-
tion. As warfare increasingly became an avenue to prestige and influence,
clan authority and hereditary leadership in general was undermined, and
villages that had a dual leadership in the form of civil and war chiefs found
that the war chief, or one of the chiefs favored by the Americans, gained in
power and influence.’4 In shore, all these changes made the horticultural
villagers particularly vulnerable to the pressures that accompanied the
movement of American settlers west of the Missouri River in the 1840s.

WESTWARD EXPANSION: TREATIES AND RESERVATIONS

Trade relations had enabled some Native peoples to prosper and expand
even into the early nineteenth century. But the westward expansion of the
United States and Canada and their citizens initiated a process of political
subordination and economic dependency that eventually overtook all the
Native peoples of the Plains. The horticultural villagers were affected
before the nomadic groups. Sioux attacks, competition from emigrant
Native groups from the east, and the American settlers all made the
'3 John C. Ewers, “The Influence of Epidemics on the Indian Populations and Cultures of Texas,”

Plains Anthropologist 18 (1973), 104—15.
4 See Rollings, The Osage, and Holder, The Hoe and the Horse.
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villagers' positions in Kansas and Nebraska untenable. Settlers in east
Texas relentlessly attacked Native peoples, friendly or not. No longer able
to play one European power against another, the villagers had no choice
but to try to negotiate an accommodation with the United States. At first
there was some hope that Native peoples could continue to live in the
same area on small reservations and adopt American agricultural technol-
ogy. But in response to public pressure, the American government ne-
glected its Native allies once their support was no longer advantageous,
and, one by one, villagers were pressed to give up their homelands for
small, vulnerable reservations in the midst of settlers or to leave altogether
and migrate into the Indian Territory in present-day Oklahoma. In Can-
ada also, the nomadic groups eventually were confined to small reserves.

For the nomadic peoples, the initial problem was the destruction of
game that accompanied the movement of settlers westward. They also
attempted an accommodation with the United States through a series of
treaties, but eventually the trespass of settlers into the reserved lands of
some groups led to military clashes. For other groups, off the emigrant
routes or threatened by the Sioux, a military alliance with the United
States offered an option. For those whose livelihood was threatened, war
consumed much of the 1850s through the 1870s, as the Sioux and their
Cheyenne and Arapaho allies, with some help from Comanches and
Kiowas, tried to hold back the flood of immigrants. But by 1878, all the
Native peoples of the American Plains had been forced onto reservations.

The villagers

In the 1790s frontiersmen began moving into the Mississippi Valley. The
federal government sought to convince the Indians living there to cede
their lands between the Ghio and Mississippi Rivers. Competition and
conflict between Americans and Native peoples of the region led to a series
of land cessions in which Native peoples gave up land in Ohio, Indiana,
Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin during the early nineteenth century
and moved west of the Mississippi where the federal government had
promised them land. These Native peoples of the upper Midwest then
moved into Osage and Kansa territory. Native peoples of the southeastern
United States, including Cherokees, also were making forays into the
Osage territory, and their numbers increased after the Indian Removal Act
of 1830. As thousands of eastern Indians moved into the Lower Missouri
region, the United States began to negotiate a succession of treaties with
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peoples already there. To facilitate emigration through and settlement of
the American West, agencies were established where a federal representa-
tive tried to placate the groups adversely affected by westward expansion.

In 1808 the government obtained from the Osages the cession of south-
ern Missouri and northern Arkansas, whereupon the Cherokees began
settling these lands. In the second and third decades of the century, more
cessions were obtained from Osages, Kansas, and others. In 1825 Con-
gress created an “Indian Territory” bounded on the north by the Platte
River, on the east by Arkansas and Missouri Territories, on the south by
the Red River, and on the west by Spanish territory, for a permanent home
for Native peoples. This land already was occupied by Osages, Kansas,
Otos, Missouris, Pawnees, Poncas, and others. They were pressured to
cede land to make room for eastern groups. In 1854 Congress passed the
Kansas-Nebraska Act, which excised land from this Indian Territory to
create the Kansas and Nebraska Terricories, already settled by trespassing
Americans. '’

During the first half of the nineteenth century, the village peoples
ceded most of their land and accepted small reservations where they tried
to maintain their way of life molested neither by Sioux nor by settlers. The
United States had promised protection to Native peoples in the “Indian
Territory,” which was supposed to insulate its occupants from settler
incursions, but political expediency led the United States to disregard
guarantees and pledges to Native peoples. In 1825 the Osages ceded lands
in western Missouri and Arkansas, southern Kansas, and northern Okla-
homa and reserved to themselves a tract of 125 by 50 miles (200 by 8o
kilometers) in southern Kansas. They, and all the village groups, hoped to
continue to farm and embark on hunting trips. In 1833 the Pawnees
agreed to restrict their movements to north of the Platte River, and in
1857 they ceded their lands and settled on a small reservation in 1859.
Ceded lands were sold cheaply by the federal government to settlers.

American settlers pushed into Kansas and Nebraska and waves of emi-
grants continued on westward, following the Platte River road through
some of the best buffalo country of both villagers and nomadic Native
peoples. The Osages and Pawnees, whose lands were in the path of the
emigrants, tried to discourage travel and the pilfering of game by request-
ing tolls of sugar and coffee, and occasionally by harassment. During

s Arrell M. Gibson, “Indian Land Transfers,” in History of Indian-White Relations, Wilcomb E.
Washburn, vol. ed., vol. 4 in Handbook of North American Indians, ed. William C. Sturtevant
(Washington, D.C., 1988), 211—29.
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times when food was scarce, they might steal some cactle. Americans
living in Kansas and Nebraska pressured the government to remove all the
Native peoples, the smaller, weaker groups as well as the Osages and
Pawnees, from their reservations. These Native peoples struggled to main-
tain political independence and to survive in spite of drought, Sioux raids,
and American incursions on the lands legally guaranteed them.

Finally, between 1859 and 1883, most of the Native peoples in Kansas
and Nebraska decided that their best chance for survival as a people was to
emigrate south to what remained of the “Indian Territory.” Their journeys
were difficult and dangerous and after they arrived in the Territory their
hardships continued. But emigration to lands not coveted by settlers
offered the hope of maintaining their village way of life.

The Pawnees had been in desperate circumstances since the 1820s. The
buffalo range was constricting, due to the demands of the robe trade and
to incursions of Native immigrants, whose presence brought about a 35
percent increase in the number of Native hunters and led to overhunting.
Intergroup warfare escalated. The Pawnee villages had formed a confeder-
acy and also were allied with Omahas and Poncas but the Tetons still
outnumbered them about eight to one. The Tetons, whose alliance
brought together up to 25,000 people, relentlessly attacked the Pawnees
on their buffalo hunts in the South Platte and Republican River Valleys
and at their villages, where raiders burned their lodges, looted their cache
pits, and killed the women working in the fields. Famine was an
everpresent danger. In the mid—eighteenth century, the Pawnees had
numbered 20,000; by 1850, about 6,200; by 1869, only 2,400. The
1833 treaty had brought with it guarantees from the federal government
that the Pawnees would be provided with guns and other assistance
against the Sioux, as well as with annual payments. In spite of the failure
of the government to honor these guarantees, the Pawnees were trying to
make the transition from hoe to plough farming. But plough farming
required more widespread fields, which made them more vulnerable to the
Teton attacks.

The reservation upon which the Pawnees settled was a thirty by fifteen
mile (forty-eight by twenty-four kilometer) tract on the Loup River in
Nebraska, farther removed from the Platte road. Quaker missionaries
acting as federal agents, who were directed both to placate Native people
and to pressure them to give up their customs, arrived in the 1860s to
supervise Pawnee activities. The United States failed to furnish the guns or
repel the Sioux, making the Pawnees’ circumstances increasingly desper-
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ate, for their Quaker agents refused to assist them in military resistance,
arguing instead that the Pawnees should stop hunting so that they would
be less of a target for the Sioux raids. One leader remarked that he had to
sleep with his head on his revolver. Pawnees were hired as scouts to assist
the army against the Tetons and Cheyennes in the 18Gos. Scouting offered
a means of making a living and a way to fight their enemies that did not
bring federal reprisals. Two hundred men fought on the side of the Army
and helped guard the route of the Union Pacific Railroad as it advanced
through Nebraska.

Pawnee circumstances were extremely grave, for in addition to all these
problems, grasshopper infestations and drought in the 1860s made farm-
ing unproductive, and American settlers regularly trespassed and stole the
few resources that the Pawnees could protect from the Sioux. In 1866 the
United States forced the Cherokees and others who had helped the Confed-
eracy to cede some of their land in the Indian Territory for the purpose of
relocating Native peoples living elsewhere. The possibility of removal to
the Indian Territory was not lost on the Pawnees. Groups of Pawnees
began defying their Quaker agents and moving south to Indian Territory,
where they hoped to reestablish their villages in safer circumstances where
they could plant and harvest cooperatively and perform their sacred cere-
monies. Eventually, all the Pawnees pressed for the move and, when the
religious leaders concurred, it appeared to the Pawnees to have supernatu-
ral sanction. They agreed to sell their reservation in Nebraska to the
United States and, with the funds, reimburse the government for their
removal expenses to the land assigned them in Indian Territory. By 1876,
they had all relocated, taking with them the seeds for their crops and
medicinal plants. ¢

The Osages, some of whom had been on their reservation in southern
Kansas since 1825 and others since 1839, were pressured into ceding
half of this reservation in 1865, but still sectlers trespassed on their
remaining land, burning their villages, stealing horses and crops from
their fields, even moving into their homes while they were away on
hunts. They were also challenged by the Cheyennes and Arapahos, who
were competing over the buffalo range. Osage men enlisted with the
Army to scout against the Cheyennes, but scouting activity brought
further reprisals on their villages by the Cheyenne warriors. Finally, in

6 Clyde A. Milner, With Good Intentions: Quaker Work among the Pawnees, Otos, and Omabas in the 18705
(Lincoln, Nebr., 1982); Alexander Lesser, The Pawnee Ghost Dance Hand Game: G bost Dance Revival
and Ethnic ldentity (Madison, Wis., 1978), 1—-52.
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1870, threatened with extermination by the trespassing settlers, they
decided to cede all these lands and move to Indian Territory. Even the
village of about 300 Osages with French and Osage ancestry, who had a
lifestyle similar to that of the American settlers, had to move, for the
Americans identified them as “Indians,” and as such they were fair game.
Subsequently, now numbering less than 3,000, half the population set-
tled on reservations, they all relocated on a reservation in Indian Terri-
tory between 1871 and 1874.%7

The less populous groups — Kansas, Otos, Missouris, Omabhas, Poncas,
Iowas ~ had similar experiences. The Kansas, viewed by settlers as an
obstacle to the settlement of Missouri (admitted to the Union in 1821),
were forced in 1825 to cede their lands there in return for a reservation in
Kansas, where they were attacked by Pawnees and again threatened by
settlers. They had little choice but to sell most of this reservation in 1846
for far less than the land was worth, and confine themselves to a smaller
reservation in eastern Kansas. Even this tract, which was but twenty
square miles (fifty-two square kilometers), was coveted by settlers, who
flooded into the area and squatted on the reservation. Attempting to
appease the Americans, they sold half of the reservation in 1859. During
the Civil War, Kansa men wete impressed into the Union army. Military
service did not guarantee their lands, however, for they were forced to sell
the remainder of the reservation in 1872. Thereupon, they were assigned
land in Indian Territory and started moving there in 1873.8

The Iowas and Otos soon followed. The Iowas ceded land in Missouri and
got a reservation in southeastern Nebraska in 1836; by 1876 most had
started moving to Indian Territory, where they obtained a reservation in
1883. The Otos, numbering less than 1,000, and Missouris, numbering
less than 100, combined, though retaining separate political organizations,
and allied with the Pawnees in fighting the Tetons. They were forced to cede
land in 1854 in eastern Nebraska in return for a reservation twenty-five by
ten miles (forty by sixteen kilometers) along the Kansas-Nebraska line.
Leaders began trying to arrange a move to Indian Territory in 1869, and
finally the reservation was sold in 1881. They obtained land in Indian
Territory and moved there between 1874 and 1883, numbering about 400.
There the hereditary chiefs hoped to revitalize the Oto political organiza-
tion, which had been bypassed by federal officials on the reservation.

7 Rollings, The Osage; Bailey, Changes in Osage Social Organization.
® William E. Unrau, The Kansa Indians: A History of the Wind Pegple, 1673-1873 (Norman, Okla.,
1971).
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The Poncas ceded their lands in 1858 in recurn for a reservation on the
Nebraska—South Dakota border. They were forced to cede part of the
reservation in 1865 in return for federal guarantees of inalienable title to
the remainder, but shortly thereafter the government transferred title to
the land to the Tetons. Congress ordered the Poncas to remove to the
Indian Territory in 1876 and they started south under forced march,
arriving in 1877. By 1879 a small group began a trek back to Nebraska,
and upon arrival were arrested. Eventually freed due to a public outcry in
the eastern United States, they received homestead allotments in Ne-
braska. The remainder, in Indian Territory, obtained a small reservation in
1884. Their Omaha relatives managed to hold on to a small portion of
their reservation in Nebraska, which they had received in 1854 in return
for land cessions. 9

As bad as conditions were for Native peoples in Kansas and Nebraska,
they were probably worse in Texas, where most of the Caddos and Wich-
itas lived. Wichita and Caddo groups struggled to maintain their village
way of life in southwest Oklahoma (before the creation of Indian Territory)
and northwest Texas. They were at peace with both Comanches and Texan
settlers from the 1830s to the 1850s, despite continual trespass of settlers
into their territory in Texas. When the federal government annexed Texas
in 1845, Texas retained control of public lands, so the United States was
unable to place the Indians on reservations until 1855, when Texas estab-
lished a reservation on the Brazos River in western Texas. There, Wich-
itas, Caddos, and remnants of some other groups settled. Settlers in Texas
were hostile, blaming them for any raids conducted by Comanches. To
save them from annihilation, the United States moved them to a reserva-
tion in what by then had become Indian Territory. The threat from settlers
was so great that they had to depart Texas hurriedly, leaving behind most
of their property. In the vicinity of the Wichita Mounrains, where the
Oklahoma Wichitas and Caddos were residing, all these villages were
placed on a reservation in 1859 on lands formerly assigned to the
Chickasaws. During the Civil War, village life was disrupted, because
some fought for the Confederacy and some for the Union, but after the
war, they all returned to the reservation.

Far to the north, on the Upper Missouri, the Mandans, Hidatsas, and
Arikaras did not face the problem of American emigration until the lacter
part of the century. In a weakened condition after the smallpox epidemic

'9 Milner, With Good Intentions, 153—-85.
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of 1837, the Mandans and Hidatsas decided in 1845 to move up the
Missouri and found a new village, Like-a-Fishhook, in North Dakota. In
1862 the Arikaras, whose position farther south was made untenable by
the Tetons, joined them there. In the new village they reconstructed their
society based on old principles and, with the establishment of a company
trading post, became important again in trade. Each of the three peoples
occupied its own section of the village, was politically autonomous, and
regulated social relations according to clan membership. Women practiced
hoe cultivation and owned the corn, beans, and squash they produced;
men began to learn to farm more intensively with a plow and grew wheat
for sale, although they still went out on buffalo hunts. Men, primarily
Arikaras, also were employed as scouts.

Due to the decline in population that resulted from epidemics, mem-
bership in the clans was reduced, which put in jeopardy the ceremonial
organization. Surviving members joined another clan of the same moi-
ety, and sacred bundles were transferred from extinct clans to surviving
ones. Marriage rules of exogamy were relaxed, as well. Mandan and
Hidatsa clans of the same name were equated in an effort to develop a
common social system, and the ceremonial societies were merged. In-
termarriage with other groups became necessary, and the villagers
coped with this potential problem by insisting that the spouse be
adopted and the children from the marriage raised in the traditions of
the village.?°

In 1851 the federal government called the Mandans, Hidatsas, and
Arikaras to a treaty council ac Fort Laramie, where their territory was
defined in relation to the other Plains peoples. They were assigned the
lands between the Yellowstone and Missouri Rivers. Thereafter, the fed-
eral government paid them little attention directly, for the American Fur
Company’s interests paralleled the government's, and its agents were re-
lied on to transact much of the government’s business. Throughout the
1850s, the Sioux terrorized the villagers, who had to beg the government
for protection and assistance in the form of supplies, for they could not
risk working in their fields on the outskirts of the village. The United
States did not provide protection but, instead, pressured them to cede part
of the 1851 territory, through which the Sioux were ranging. The remain-
der of these lands was made their reservation by executive order of Presi-

» Edward M. Bruner, “Mandan,” in Edward H. Spicer, ed., Perspectives in American Indian Culture
Change (Chicago, 1961), 187—277.
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dent Grant in 1870. A federal agent arrived at the village in 1868 and
began to try to pressure the Mandans, Hidatsas, and Arikaras into accept-
ing the government’s assimilation program. In 1880, the federal govern-
ment reduced the size of the reservation by one-half and gave the ceded
lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad.

The horticultural villagers experienced reservation life before the no-
madic Plains groups. These reservations were the focus of the assimila-
tionist policies of the United States. The rationale for them was to facili-
tate the “civilization” of Native peoples. Native people’s experiences on
these early reservations were the precursor of what was to come for the
nomadic groups. Rather than facilitating their participation in American
society, the reservation policy undermined their ability to compete eco-
nomically with settlers. Reservations offered an opportunity for settlers to
improve on a marginal existence by stealing timber, stock, and other
property. It was useless to attempt to obtain legal redress, for federal
courts refused jurisdiction and state courts refused to take action. Railroad
companies took advantage of federal land policies to acquire and speculate
in land. And the federal officials and employees who had responsibility for
protecting the rights and interests of Native peoples often used their
positions to profit personally, siphoning off supplies intended for the
villagers. Business men cooperated with each other to make fortunes in the
“Indian business” through fraudulent activity. Individuals who protested
could find their lives in jeopardy.*

Individuals who embraced assimilationist goals found it as difficule to
make a place for themselves in American society as did village communities.
A noted example was the case of Susette La Flesche, an Omaha woman who
excelled in boarding school and trained for the teaching profession. When
she applied for a job at the school on the Omaha reservation, she was rejected
as unqualified. Miss La Flesche wrote to the highest ranking federal official
in Indian Affairs: “It all seems like a farce, when the Whites, who came here
with the avowed object of civilizing and teaching us to do for ourselves,
what they are doing for us, should, after we are prepared to occupy posi-
tions, appropriate those positions to themselves.” This local agent’s deci-
sion was overturned at the federal level; still, she was paid only half the
salary received by her non-Indian predecessor.

1 See H. Craig Miner and William E. Unrau, The End of Indian Kansas: A Study of Cultural Revolution,
18541871 (Lawrence, Kans., 1978).
22 Quoted in Milnet, With Good Intentions, 174.
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The Nomadic hunting peoples in the United States

Westward expansion of American settlers and business interests threatened
some Native groups in the upland Plains more than others. Some, charac-
terized as “friendlies,” had no clashes with the United States Army and
even fought side by side with troops. Others, the “hostiles,” resisted. The
annexation of Texas in 1845, the acquisition of Oregon in 1846, and the
seizure of lands in California and New Mexico by the defeat of Mexico in
1848 opened the door to western expansion. The discovery of gold in
California in 1849 was a further inducement. The road west went along
the Platte then up the Sweetwater to Utah, Oregon, and beyond, and
down the Santa Fe Trail southwest from Kansas City along the Arkansas
River and beyond. These overland routes crossed through the hunting
grounds of the Arapahos, Cheyennes, and some Teton groups, in the case
of the Oregon Trail, and through Comanche and Kiowa territory on the
way to Santa Fe.

Trouble between American travelers and these Native peoples gradually
escalated. In response, the United States arranged treaty councils with all
the nomadic groups in the 1850s. At Fort Laramie in 1851, a treaty was
signed with Arapahos, Cheyennes, Tetons, Crows, Assiniboines, and oth-
ers. At Fort Atkinson in 1853, a treaty was signed with Kiowas,
Comanches, and Kiowa-Apaches. In 1855, a treaty was signed on the
Judith River with some of the Siksikas, some of the Bloods, most Piegans,
and the Gros Ventres. The treaties established peaceful relations, defined
“tribal” territories (albeit unrealistically), and initiated the regular issue of
supplies to Native peoples to compensate for the destruction of game by
the immigrants. The Blackfeet groups, removed from the immigrant
routes, were unfamiliar with flour and sugar, included in the presents
from the government: they threw the flour in the air to watch it fall on the
grass and emptied the sugar into a stream.23

These treaty councils were conducted in a manner similar to the ritual
surrounding trade between two Native groups. Arriving parties were
saluted, there was the ceremonial smoking of pipes, and gifts were given.
Native leaders expressed their group’s consensus, not their individual
opinions. The federal government expected that a few leaders could speak
for all. In the case of the Arapahos, such an expectation was not far from
the truth. Arapaho leaders had been serving as intermediaries between

2 John C. Ewers, The Blackfeet: Raiders on the Nortbwestern Plains (Norman, Okla., 1958), 221.
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their people and the Americans for a generation. They routinely solicited
or levied “tolls” in the form of sugar and coffee from American travelers.
American immigrants were a source of supplies and luxury items that
groups on the central Plains had learned to crave. Leaders who were skilled
at reassuring travelers and officials built reputations as friendly chiefs and
were able to accumulate goods that attracted and held followers. At the
1851 treaty council the Arapahos put forth three well-known “friendly
chiefs.” These intermediaries and their successors in the years to come had
to convince federal officials that they could influence their people. By
convincing officials of their reliability, they got access to supplies which
they could use to retain the support of the people. Selection of intermedi-
ary chiefs was not so easy for the Tetons, who were subdivided into many
politically autonomous groups, and could not readily agree on a few
representatives. In cases like these it became government policy to try to
influence or dictate the selection of intermediaries.?4

For Native peoples, participating in the council was tantamount to a
promise; to the federal agents, the agreement was only legal after each
leader “touched the pen,” that is, a scribe made an X-mark beside his name
while he touched the end of the pen. Although these treaties in the 1850s
appear to have been understood by the parties, in subsequent years the
practice of touching the pen allowed for provisions that had not been
discussed to be inserted or provisions that had been agreed on to be
omitted. Thus, treaties could be subject to accusations of fraud. After the
councils, some leaders were invited to Washington, D.C., where they
toured the sights, met high officials, and received special gifts symbolic of
the government's trust. Such delegations were a regular feature of the
diplomatic process in the late nineteenth century.

In Montana, where the Crows, Blackfeet groups, Gros Ventres, and
some Assiniboines ranged, Teton groups were contesting the buffalo
ground. The numerous Tetons were a serious threat to the Native peoples
alteady there. Removed from the overland routes, the Montana groups
viewed the Tetons to be more of a problem than the Americans and
maintained friendly relations with the United States, the Crows eventually
scouting for the Army against the Sioux in order to defend their remaining
hunting territory. The Crows signed another treaty in 1868, ceding most
of their land and accepting a reservation on the remainder.

4 Loretta Fowler, Arapaboe Politics, 1851—-1978: Symbols in Crises of Authority (Lincoln, Nebr., 1982),
256, 32—4.
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Another serious threat was the disappearance of the buffalo. In Canada,
the buffalo robe trade was in decline by the 1870s and, in the United
States, not long afterwards. Instead, hides were in demand. The market
for buffalo hides was in the eastern United States, where they were made
into leather and used for machinery belts in factories. Hides did not need
to be dressed, so Native peoples did not have an advantage in this trade.
Native peoples had difficulty competing with non-Indian, professional
buffalo hunters who had repeating rifles and killed the buffalo in such
numbers in the United States and Canada that they were all but extinct by
the 188o0s.

In Montana the Southern Piegans were not disturbed by trespassing
Americans until the Gold Rush of 1862, when the southern part of their
territory was invaded. In 1864 Montana Territory was created, and miners
and other immigrants began demanding the removal of Native peoples to
northern Montana. There were depredations on both sides, and gradually
the Siksikas, Bloods, and Northern Piegans began to withdraw into Can-
ada. In the United States, troops were sent to the Piegan area in 1869 in
response to pressure from the squatters. A friendly group of Piegans, sick
with smallpox, was attacked without warning and massacred on the Mar-
ias River, far from the miners’ settlements. There was little the Piegans
could do, for they could not risk war with both the United States and the
Tetons. In 1873 President Grant issued an executive order reducing the
size of their reservation, without consulting or compensating the Blackfeet
groups. In 1874 Congress moved the southern boundary of the reservation
farther north to the Marias River. The Piegans withdrew north of the river
where they could hunt undisturbed for a few more years.

The Gros Ventres, ranging to the east of the Piegans, had one-third the
population of the Blackfeet confederacy and absorbed much of the Sioux
attacks. Their hunting territory was far to the north of the settlements, so
Americans were viewed as an asset, an ally against the Tetons, Yanktons,
Yanktonais, and some Santees who flooded into Montana in the 1860s and
1870s to hunt the buffalo there. Gros Ventres allied with Crows and
Upper Assiniboines in their wars with the Sioux. The Gros Ventres did
not settle in the vicinity of their Fort Belknap agency until 1878.

Farther south, the 1851 and 1853 treaties did not promote peaceful
relations between Americans and the Native peoples on the central and
southern Plains. The emigrants along the Platte and the more southerly
alternative route along the Canadian River disturbed the buffalo and
otherwise adversely affected the ecology of the region. The Comanches and
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Kiowas were south of the Arkansas River. Hunting was more difficult
because of the emigrant traffic along the Canadian River and the Euro-
American settlement of Texas. Provisions from the government, which
were promised in the treaty, often did not arrive. Thus, from the
Comanche and Kiowa point of view, raiding for cattle and supplies was
necessary. Both Texas Rangers and federal troops tried to retaliate in the
'ate 1850s.

The Arapahos, already feeling the effects of the decline of game, did not
want hostile relations with Americans. The government supplies that once
had been luxuries were becoming necessities. Blankets and cloth with
which to make clothing were increasingly relied on to supplement hide
clothing. Percussion and flintlock rifles were good for hunting small
game. Their problems worsened as Americans settled the Smoky Hill
Valley in western Kansas.

On the Platte route, some Tetons were provoked into a fight with
troops in 1855 and, similarly, Cheyennes were in conflict with troops in
1857. The Cheyennes, like their Arapaho allies to the west, were finding
it difficult to obtain enough game. They had suffered an unprovoked
attack by troops and retaliated against two wagon trains in 1856, which
brought on pursuit by troops. But these were skirmishes that did not
seriously weaken the military capabilities of the Native groups.

The circumstances of the groups south of the Platte worsened in the
1860s, for Euro-American immigration increased due to the post—Civil
War exodus from the East and the establishment of Dakota and Colorado
Territories in 1861. Gold had been discovered near Denver in 1858, and
the Gold Rush brought a flood of miners and others into the heart of
Arapaho territory in violation of the 1851 treaty. Between 1859 and 1860
about 40,000 trespassers intruded on the lands of the 5,000 Arapahos and
Cheyennes. The squatters and the Arapahos initially reached an accommo-
dation, but as the game in the area disappeared and the number of settlers
increased, violence began to occur. Americans, Arapahos, and Cheyennes
all were involved.

In response to the deteriorating circumstances, the bands of Arapahos
that ranged north into Wyoming withdrew northward and, in company
with bands of Cheyennes and Tetons, stayed north of the Platte and tried
to hold the buffalo ground there. The southern bands of Arapahos and
Cheyennes struggled to find a way to survive. Conditions worsened when
a group of volunteer militia, comprised mostly of miners determined to
exterminate local Indians, attacked a camp of peaceful Cheyennes and
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Arapahos who had been ordered by the Army to camp on Sand Creek in
Colorado in November 1864. In the aftermath of the Sand Creek massa-
cre, the Cheyennes, Arapahos, Comanches, and Kiowas launched a major
offensive against the settlements and roads in the region that lasted into
1865. Even the northern bands participated. The ranks of their Teton
allies, most of whom usually stayed on the northern Plains, were swelled
by refugees fleeing west of the Missouri in the aftermath of an uprising
by the Santee Sioux in Minnesota in 1862. The Upper Santees —
Sissecons and Wahpetons who primarily hunted buffalo in western Minne-
sota and North Dakota — numbered 7,000 and were often in alliance
with Tetons and Yanktonais. The Lower Santees, Mdewakantons and
Wahpekutes of the Woodlands area in central Minnesota, numbered
about 2,500. The uprising probably had far-reaching effects on Native
peoples’ decisions about how to deal with the problems of American
expansion. Their awareness of the harsh reprisals taken against the San-
tees may have helped suppress rebellion on other reservations, even
though conditions on many were deplorable during the 1860s and
1870s. But the uprising also helps explain the desperate resistance of
some groups to threats to their way of life.

The Santee group of the Upper Mississippi had a long history of
friendly, close interpersonal relations with traders in their country. Inter-
martiage was widespread and involved a set of reciprocal obligations. As
kinsmen, these men adhered to Santee values of sharing, mutual aid, and
respect. Yet, by cthe 1850s, many of the traders and mixed-blood descen-
dants were deviating from these standards and, instead, manipulating
Santee kin for personal gain. Trade had become more dependent on politi-
cal connections in Washington and access to information on distribution of
treaty payments rather than on creation and reinforcement of kinship ties.
Such manipulations were important factors in the Santee land cessions of
1851 and 1859, in which they ceded away most of their land in Minnesota
and accepted two reservations on the Minnesota River, only to see the
monetary compensation go to traders and other non-Santee officials. Even
more troubling was the influx of settlers who, even before the lands east of
the Minnesota River were opened to settlement, trespassed, refused to
enter into bonds of reciprocity, and treated the Santees with contempt. As
game became increasingly scarce, Santees became more dependent on
credit from traders and supplies from the government. The Santees re-
garded as highly immoral the fact that these supplies were not forthcom-
ing. The threat of famine and the selective distribution of supplies that
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were intended for all were blamed on the traders and settlers. This led a
sizable number of Santees, largely men in the warrior societies of the
Mdewakantons and Wahpekutes, to the conclusion that, if not kinsmen,
these non-Santees were enemies to be attacked and that, by driving them
away, they might revitalize Santee traditions,

In the fighting that followed, over 500 settlers were killed in the valley
of the Minnesota River, despite the heroic actions of many Santees who
saved and protected settlers with whom they had ties of friendship and
kinship. After large numbers of Santees were convinced that there would
not be general retaliation, peace was restored. Federal officials instead
allowed mobs of settlers to condemn 303 Santees, some of whom had
rescued, not attacked, settlers. President Lincoln commuted the sentences
of all but thirty-nine, who were executed. All the Santees, whether in-
volved in the uprising or not, were then expelled from Minnesota. Some
took up reservation life in Nebraska and the Dakotas and tried to coopet-
ate with the government’s civilization program. Others joined “hostile”
groups of Tetons and Yanktonais in the upland Plains. The Santees’ sense
of betrayal was shared by and communicated to other Sioux groups on the
Plains and contributed to the determination to resist.?s

For the Cheyennes, the war of 1864—65 resulted in a reotganization of
their society. The war chiefs attained greater influence than the intermedi-
ary chiefs who had tried to maintain peaceful relations with Americans.
The military societies took their families and lived apart from the families
still loyal to the peace chiefs. A new band, the Dog Soldiers, came into
being and lived as semi-exiles from the rest of the Cheyennes, determined
to retain control of the remaining buffalo ground on the southern Plains.
Often people from other bands and sometimes other, non-Cheyenne
groups would join them and participate in the raids and the fights against
troops in the 186os and 1870s, then subsequently move back to the
vicinity of the forts to get supplies. The Dog Soldiers modified Cheyenne
institutions to facilitate their military goals.26

The conflict between Americans and nomadic, Native peoples esca-
lated during the 1860s and 1870s, and the Army responded by expand-
ing and reorganizing. The Army increasingly relied on Indian scouts and
auxiliaries after the mid-186os. Native men served in virtually every

3 Gary Clayton Anderson, Kinsmen of Anotber Kind: Dakota-White Relations in the Upper Mississippi
Valley, 1650-1862 (Lincoln, Nebt., 1984).

6 John H. Moore, The Cheyenne Nation: A Social and Demographic History (Lincoln, Nebr., 1987),
196-8.
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theater and conflict in the West. They made it possible for the Army to
make contact with “hostile” Native groups on the Army’s terms. In
1866 Congress provided for the enlistment of Indians as soldiers; these
auxiliaries, with indeterminate enlistments unlike Euro- and African-
American soldiers, could be terminated if conditions so warranted. These
flexible enlistments also worked to the advantage of Native warriors,
who could leave the Army when it was convenient for them to do so.
Scouts were issued 2 uniform and a repeating carbine rifle but retained
their moccasins and furnished their own horses. They took responsibility
for reconnaissance, locating and following the enemy’s trail, and deter-
mining ctheir strength and identity. In practice, scouts (often with a
white cloth wrapped around their heads so their comrades could distin-
guish them from the enemy), as well as auxiliary soldiers, engaged in
combat. In fact, as Thomas Dunlay observed, “Sometimes the cliche of
the cavalry’s arrival just in time to save beleaguered comrades or civilians
was reversed, and the cavalry was rescued at the last minute by Indians.”
Native warriors forced the Army to accommodate to their terrain and
tactics. Thus, commanders relied on their Native allies in matters of
mobility, concealment, and surprise. The small Indian ponies had more
endurance than cavalry horses on the long pursuit, for they could live off
grass, whereas without grain army horses weakened. The Native soldier
developed more expertise than the American soldier in reloading car-
tridges for the breech-loading carbine, as well.

Native men assisted the Army for various reasons, assessing enlistment
as an effective strategy for improving the circumstances of their people, as
well as themselves as individuals. Assisting the Army agaiast one’s ene-
mies was an advantage, for American allies improved the chance of suc-
cess. Thus, Pawnees, Arikaras, and Hidatsas allied themselves with the
Army against the Sioux in the 1860s in defense of their territory and, in
the 1870s, assisted the Army in the Powder River war. Similarly, Crows
helped the Army in Montana against the Sioux and their allies. Osage
scouts also helped the Army against the Cheyennes who were competing
for buffalo in the Arkansas River country. In the Indian Territory, Paw-
nees, Caddos, and Wichitas, who had to contend with horse raids from
Comanches and others, aided the Army against nomadic groups in the
1870s. Some young men in these village societies had been to government
boarding schools in the East by the 1870s. Their best chance for prestige
in battle after returning to their communities lay with enlistment. Their
ability to speak English was very useful to the Army, as well.
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Scouting provided a man not only rations and ammunition for himself,
but extra food for the family he left behind at the agency. He was allowed
to keep horses and other property seized from the enemy, which brought
him prestige, as did any acts of bravery during his service. At the Yankton
agency on the Missouri, families were often destitute, and the pay received
for service with the Army was desperately needed. Scouting also offered a
means for influencing federal policy. Groups who wanted to stay on the
northern Plains, rather than removing to Indian Territory, saw alliances
with military leaders as a promising strategy.?’

The federal government made a futile effort to restore peace in the
upland Plains in the late 1860s. The intent was to assign the Native
groups hunting in the uplands area to reservations removed from the
overland routes and areas of settlement and then gradually to reduce the
size of the reservations as the hunting way of life gave way to agricultural
labor. Treaties were negotiated with groups on both the southern and the
northern Plains.

The Southern Arapahos and some groups of Cheyennes and the
Comanches and Kiowas agreed in 1865, and again in 1867 when the
government realized it could not adhere to the agreement made in 1865,
to accept reservations. In return, they were to receive protection from
unprovoked attacks by settlers and troops and regular issues of supplies to
compensate them for the loss of game.

The Comanches and Kiowas embarked on a pattern of camping near
their agency where the supplies were issued, then when the supplies were
depleted, leaving to raid the trails. The government was unable to make
good on its promise of a reservation with sufficient provisions to make
raiding unnecessary. When the Native hunters came into contact with
Americans there was often trouble. There were sporadic military engage-
ments between the Army and the Comanche and Kiowa allies between
1868 and 1875. In the 1870s commercial buffalo hunting in this region
seriously cut into the buffalo herds. Professional, non-Indian hunters were
armed with repeating rifles and killed animals for their hides, leaving the
meat to rot. Such hunters were targets for attacks from the Native peoples.
But by the 1870s the federal government was determined to crush the
Comanches and Kiowas, and launched wintet campaigns in which troops
attacked the winter camps, destroying the families’ provisions. By 1875

7 Thomas W. Dunlay, Wolwes for the Blue Soldiers: Indian Scouts and Auxiliaries with the United States
Army, 1860-90 (Lincoln, Nebr., 1982), 200.
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hunget had driven the 2,500 Comanches and Kiowas back to their reserva-
tion between the Canadian and Red Rivers, this time to stay.

The Southern Arapahos tried to remain on good terms with the Ameri-
cans after the treaty of 1867. The reservation they were assigned between
the Arkansas and Cimarron Rivers was not feasible, being too near the
settlements, and so they began a diplomatic campaign to acquire a reserva-
tion on the North Canadian River in Indian Territory. Their association
with the Cheyennes endangered this effort, as well as their lives. Chey-
ennes were engaged in hostilities subsequent to the signing of the 1867
treaty, and the federal troops were unconcerned with distinguishing friend
from foe. In 1869 the Arapahos succeeded; President Grant by executive
order created a reservation for Arapahos and Cheyennes in the Indian
Territory. Almost all the Arapahos and a few Cheyennes settled on the
reservation and during the 1870s gave military support to the federal
employees there when some of the Cheyennes threatened the agency.

Most of the Cheyennes were ready by 1867 to try to avoid war with the
Americans. But Dog Soldier raids on settlers in Kansas and brutal retalia-
tion in 1868 and 1869 from the Army, which atcacked friendly Cheyennes
as well as the Dog Soldiers, kept the southern Plains in turmoil. Some
Southern Cheyennes moved onto the reservation where the Southern
Arapahos were living; the Dog Soldiers drifted north to join the Sioux and
continue the fight.

On the northern Plains, the Arapahos, Cheyennes, and Sioux groups
were trying to hunt and avoid trouble with the Army. The Powder River
country was still good buffalo ground, and they were determined to
prevent settlement there. But when gold was discovered in Montana in
1862, miners and settlers illegally invaded these lands. The federal govern-
ment sent troops to build forts along the route and protect the trespassing
settlers. In response, the Sioux led a successful effort to repel them. The
federal government signed a peace treaty in 1868 which established the
Great Sioux Reservation and guaranteed hunting rights in the Powder
River country to the Sioux and their allies.

But the Arapahos were badly weakened in the fighting. Less than
1,000, the losses they suffered led them to decide to try to obtain a
reservation in the north. The Eastern Shoshones, traditional enemies of the
Arapahos, had negotiated a large reservation in Wyoming in 1868, and
unsuccessful overtures were made to enable the Arapahos to sectle there.
By 1875 the Arapahos were frequenting the agencies of the Sioux Reserva-
tion and the Army posts near the reservation; they had become dependent
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on the supplies they could obtain there. When another war erupted on the
northern Plains, this time over trespass into the Black Hills on the Sioux
Reservation, the Northern Arapahos eventually withdrew from their Chey-
enne and Sioux allies and the men enlisted as scouts in the American Army
during 1876 and 1877. Connections with Army officers helped them get
permission to settle permanently on the Shoshone Reservation in 1878.28

The Northern Cheyennes also helped the Sioux in the Powder River War
of 1866 and 1867, and frequented the Sioux Reservation for supplies be-
tween hunting expeditions after 1868. In 1875 they fought to keep sectlers
out of the Black Hills, and were with the Sioux when they defeated General
George Custer on the Little Bighorn in 1876. That winter they were
weakened by the Army’s attacks on their winter camps. By this time the
Army had enlisted upwards of 400 Indian scouts from six different Indian
nations, which made the Cheyennes’ efforts to evade capture more difficult.
Some began surrendering at Fort Keogh in Montana at the confluence of the
Yellowstone and Tongue Rivers in 1877, where Cheyenne men enlisted as
scouts. The main body of Northern Cheyennes surrendered on the Sioux
Reservation. The government had obtained an agreement with the North-
ern Arapahos, Northern Cheyennes, and Sioux in 1876 wheteby they would
settle permanently on the Sioux Reservation or the Cheyenne-Arapaho
Reservation in Indian Territory, and the Black Hills area would be opened to
Americans. Because the agreement was obtained fraudulently and included
only a portion of the Sioux, the fighting did not stop.

When the main body of 1,000 Cheyennes surrendered, the government
moved them to Indian Territory in 1877, as specified in the agreement of
1876. But problems immediately arose in Indian Territory. Having lived
apart for several years, the southern and northern people were somewhat
estranged. When they separated, each had taken one of the two Cheyenne
sacred bundles, and ceremonial life had evolved somewhat differently
among the two groups. One Cheyenne noted, “These northern kinsmen of
ours were dressed very differently from us and looked strange to our
eyes . . . They were growing more like the Sioux in habits and appearance
every year. . . . Their language was changing; they used many words that
were strange to us.”?? '

After a year in Indian Territory, several hundred Northern Cheyennes
escaped to the north. Dividing into two groups they made their way past

8 Fowler, Arapaboe Politics, 42—~63.
» Quoted in Tom Weist, A History of the Cheyenne Pesple (Billings, Mont., 1977), 54.
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soldiers and settlers until one group reached Fort Robinson in northwest
Nebraska and asked to settle on the Sioux Reservation. Instead, many
were massacred by the Army before they finally reached a settlement and
were moved to the Fort Keogh area late in 1879. The other group also
reached the northern border of Nebraska and was able to negotiate an
agreement with the Army whereby they were moved to the Fort Keogh
area in 1879 and the men enlisted as scouts. Finally in 1884 President
Chester Arthur signed an executive order creating a reservation for the
Northern Cheyennes on Tongue River in Montana.

The Sioux in the 1860s numbered in the thousands and were subdi-
vided into many divisions, each of which had several subdivisions or
bands. These divisions and subdivisions did not always agree on what kind
of relations with Americans would best serve their interests. Some groups
included descendants of European and American traders, who had devel-
oped their own subculture and their own agendas. The federal government
attempted to draw the Sioux groups far away from the overland routes,
distributing provisions and encouraging missionary activity at agencies
that were some distance from the buffalo ground. The Yankton were
effectively contained at an agency in 1859. Santee groups, exiled from
Minnesota after the uprising, were settled at the Crow Creek, Santee,
Sisseton, and Devils Lake (Fort Totten) agencies during 1866—7. The
1868 treaty with Tetons, Yanktonais, and some Santees who opted to join
the Tetons established the Great Sioux Reservation. Four agencies on the
Missouri were established on the reservation and two at the southern
boundary on the North Platte and White Rivers (for Red Cloud’s and
Spotted Tail’s Teton groups). These agencies attracted some groups, and
the Army began to enlist scouts among them. Other groups roamed to the
west beyond the Black Hills, periodically coming into the agencies to
receive supplies. Others stayed to the north in Montana, generally shun-
ning the Sioux agencies. Some Santees gave up on the Americans, making
peace with the Métis in southern Manitoba and southern Saskatchewan
and relocating there. Without signing treaties the Canadian government
gave sanctuary to the Santees on condition that they remain peaceful.
Between 1873 and 1877, seven reservations were created for Santee refu-
gees in Canada.

In Montana in 1868 there were Tetons, Yanktons, Yanktonais, San-
tees, and some Assiniboines (“Lower Missouri” groups allied with
Sioux), all challenging Crows, Gros Ventres, and Red River Métis for
the buffalo ground in the Upper Missouri area as far as the Milk River.
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Unwilling to frequent the Missouri agencies, they began pressing the
government for an agency in Montana. A peace commission met with
them in 1872 in response to Sioux attacks on Northern Pacific Railroad
workers trespassing in the buffalo country. These Sioux and Assini-
boines got their agency in 1873 near the mouth of Poplar River. An
executive order granted reservation status to these lands in 1874. But
some of the Tetons were still determined to keep Americans out of the
buffalo country, and the Army began preparing for war in the Yel-
lowstone country. 3°

The campaign in the Yellowstone area was cut short when gold was
discovered in the Black Hills in 1874. This resulted in trespass by miners
and others, and the government tried to treat with the Sioux in 1875 to
buy or lease the Black Hills area for the miners. This effort was unsuccess-
ful so the government ordered all Sioux to remain on the Sioux Reserva-
tion at their agencies or face attack from the Army. Hunting off the
reservation was necessaty to supplement the meager supplies of food at the
agencies. Nonetheless, the Army began its campaign in the winter of
1876, hoping to catch as many Sioux off the reservation as possible. The
Sioux suffered little harm, this the year of Custer’s defeat, but subse-
quently they dispersed, making it easier for the Army to succeed the
following winter when they received reinforcements and established forts
on the Yellowstone. Congress threatened to cut off supplies to the agency
Sioux, in effect pressing them along with their Arapaho and some Chey-
enne allies to sign a cession agreement for the Black Hills in 1876. Latge
numbers of Sioux continued to resist, however. At the agencies, the Army
seized the horses and guns of anyone suspected of aiding the “hostiles” and
enlisted Sioux men as scouts for the winter campaign. Sioux men joined
the Army to avoid the agency directives, obtain provisions for their fami-
lies, and earn prestige for military exploits. The Sioux alliance was over-
shadowed by loyalty to band. Army commanders encouraged enlistment
by promising that Sioux women and children would be taken prisoner, not
killed. The winter campaign of 1877 forced most of the Tetons and their
Yanktonais and Santee allies to surrender, and the Red Cloud and Spotted
Tail agencies were moved north within the reservation boundary, now
reduced by the cession of the Black Hills. A group of Tetons (mostly
Hunkpapas under the leadership of Sitting Bull) fled to Canada and eventu-

% Raymond J. DeMallie, “The Sioux in Dakota and Montana Territories: Cultural and Historical
Background of the Ogden B. Read Collection,” in Vestiges of a Proud Nation, ed. Glenn E. Markoe
(Burlington, Vt., 1986), 19~69.
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ally in 1913 several hundred of them obtained a reserve at Wood Moun-
tain; others, including Sitting Bull, had returned to the United States in
1881 and settled on reservations there. Following the defeats in the Black
Hills and Montana, the Sioux resigned themselves to reservation life if not
to assimilation.

Sioux groups, as widely diverse in strategies for accommodation as they
were in strategies of resistance, were forced to share reservations. This
diversity was an important factor in the way culture developed on Sioux
reservations in the remainder of the nineteenth and the twentieth centu-
ries, as it was on the Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation where relations
between the Cheyennes and Arapahos were strained.

Nomadic plains peoples in Canada

Euro-Canadians also had difficulty accepting diversity as they began to
settle the West. In the late 1850s and 1860s some settlers came to the
valleys of the Red and Assiniboine Rivers, where about 12,000 Métis of
French-Indian and British-Indian descent were settled. The new settlers
came with assumptions of racial superiority, and these attitudes aggra-
vated Métis resentments already present because of the Hudson's Bay
Company’s discriminatory policies and missionary activity that deni-
grated Native ways. In addition, company men who had been married to
Métis women began abandoning them in order to marry Euro-Canadian
women, as local prejudices adversely affected the careers of men with
Meétis wives. All these factors contributed to Métis anxiety. The Domin-
ion of Canada was established in 1867 and purchased the company’s
lands in 1870, including the Great Plains north of the forty-ninth
parallel. In these negotiations, the Métis settlement was not consulted
and they feared that the government’s highhandedness presaged worse to
come. Métis were not assured representation in the territorial govern-
ment and their land-holding system was not based on formal titles or
deeds but, rather, on customary title. Thus, the Métis felt that without
formal representation, their right to their lands and way of life was
threatened.

These concerns motivated the Red River resistance movement in 1869,
which was led by the Métis leader Louis Riel. Declaring a provisional
government prior to the establishment of a Canadian administration, he
tried to pressute Canada to negotiate. The Canadian government did not
favor such independence and forcibly suppressed the movement. An agree-
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ment was reached in 1870, however, in which the Métis were promised
land and amnesty was guaranteed for the leaders of the resistance move-
ment. Canada reneged on the promise of amnesty and Riel and others were
forced to flee to the United States. Land grants for future generations of
Métis also remained a promise unfulfilled, although security of title was
guaranteed those who had land. Many Métis, their rights ignored, mi-
grated west to the Saskatchewan country, already occupied by groups of
Métis hunters in the Qu’Appelle Valley, where they intended to reestab-
lish their community on the South Saskatchewan. Others moved to Mon-
tana. When the North-West Mounted Police were created in 1873, the
original intent was to employ Métis to help keep order west of the newly
created province of Manitoba and prevent illegal liquor sales by Ameri-
cans; but the resistance of the Métis had generated a backlash and only
Canadian and British men were hired.

By 1870 the Canadian government was ready to assist Euro-Canadian
settlement of the Saskatchewan country and in the building of a railroad
from eastern Canada to British Columbia. The need to placate the Native
peoples of the Saskatchewan region was apparent, especially in view of the
fact that the Indian wars in the United States had proved to be a heavy
financial burden, and the Canadian government had limited financial
resources. Native peoples of the Plains also wanted to negotiate agree-
ments about how they would be treated by the Canadians and to secure
government assistance so that they would survive in the wake of the
disappearance of the buffalo. Increased hunting by Métis, Sioux from the
United States, and non-Indians, as well as by Crees and Assiniboines, had
resulted in a drastic reduction in the size of the herds as the hunters
obtained hides for the eastern market.

The Canadian government negotiated seven numbered treaties between
1871 and 1877, in which the goal was to compensate Native peoples for
land cessions and to assign them to reserves. Six of these involved Plains
Indians. The Red River Ojibwas and Plains Crees of Manitoba, who were
signatory to Treaties One and Two, instigated the treaty councils and
insisted on additional provisions that provided for supplies and assistance
in agriculeural development. The Ojibwas signed Treaty One in 1871 but
obtained the modifications by 1873; the Plains Crees completed the nego-
tiations for modifications by 187s. Treaty Three was signed in 1873 by
Plains Ojibwas, who also insisted that assistance be guaranteed. Treaty
Four was negotiated between 1872 and 1875 by Plains Crees from the
Qu’Appelle area in Saskatchewan, and Treaty Six was negotiated by Plains
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Crees from the Saskatchewan Valley in 1876. They insisted on help in
making a transition to farming and on recognition of their rights in the
area. Finally, in 1877 Treaty Seven was negotiated with Siksika (Northern
Blackfeet), Blood, Northern Piegan, Sarsi, and some Assiniboine groups
in southern Alberta.

About half of the Plains peoples in the area of the Qu'Appelle and
Saskatchewan Rivers refused to agree to the provisions of these treaties.
These were Cree and Assiniboine groups led by Piapot, and Crees led by
Big Bear and Little Pine. These groups wanted guarantees that they would
retain their political autonomy and that non-Indians would be prevented
from hunting buffalo. They continued to hunt, fighting with Blackfeet
groups over access to buffalo grounds in Alberta and Montana. After
Piapot was assured that his people would receive adequate agriculeural
assistance, he signed Treaty Four in 1875. Big Bear and Little Pine tried
to organize a confederation of Plains peoples in order to lobby the Cana-
dian government for better treatment. Their object was to avoid violence.
But the government embarked on a policy of domination, using the
promised supplies as a lever. Those who complained and tried to negotiate
modifications to the treaties were denied food and threatened with legal
prosecution. By 1879 Little Pine had capitulated, and many of Big Bear’s
followers had deserted him.

Big Bear worked to get a consolidation of reserve lands in order to create
a stronger political base for Cree and Assiniboine peoples, but the govern-
ment opposed his efforts and insisted on scattering Native peoples on
small reserves. I