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ABSTRACT
GENOCIDE AND THE INDIANS OF CALIFORNIA, 1769-1873
MAY, 1933
MARGARET A. FIELD, A.B., HAMILTON COLLECGE
M.A., UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS AT BOSTON
Directed by: Professor Clive Foss and

Professor James M, 0'Toacle

This study iz an effort te determins whether the
phenomenon of genccide, as defined in the UN Convention on
Gernocide of 1948, plaved a distinguishable role in the
sharp decline of the California Indian population during
59 to 1873. Through examination of such
resources as memoirs, newspaper accounts of the time,
anthropological and demographic studies, government
documents, and works on genocide thecry, it considers hey
issues o intent and action on the part of the Spanish,
Mexicans, and Americans who arrived in California during
the period.

The evidence indicates that gencoide of indigencus
paoples occurred in California in the later years of the
pericd under examinaticon, and that its perpetrators were
primarily miners and settlers who had recently arrvived from
the ETast. Although genocide was not a primary cause of the
indigencus population collapsge in California, it had a

decisive impact on the survival of some c¢f the state's

1V




Indian groups. Numerous contemporary accounts provide
details of indiscriminate killing of Indians by American
settlers. The Indians of California experienced massive

1 -~

depopuiation when Cal

[N

fornia was under Spanish and Mexican
authority as well, but the decline cannot be atiributed to

genocide because of a lack of intent and an absence of

s

idespread, sustained, one-sided attacks on the part of the

Spanish and Mexicans.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The Indians of what is teocday the state of Ccalifeornia,
like many indigenous groups around the world, experienced a
sharp population decline following vontact with people from
different lands. Researchers have estimated the Indian
population of California befcre the arrival of the Epanish
missions in 1769 to have been as high as 700,000, although
the figure most widely accepted today is a minimum of
210,000, The population declined to akour 100,000 in 1849,
during the Gold Rush, and to about 30,000 in 1870. It
subsequently reached a nadir of 15,000 teo 25,000 during the
decade 1890-1900. The main cause of indigencus population
decline in California, as in the rest of the United States,
is generally considered to have been disease. To varying
extents throughout the country, however, indigenous groups
were also subject to viclence and destruction of their way
of life.t
Since the UN adopted its Convention on Genocide in

1948, the term genocide has been applied to the experiences
of American Indians, as well as to the experiences of other
indigenous and minority populations. The Convention
defines genccide as specific acts committed with intent to
destreoy, in whole or in part, a national. ethnic, racial,

or religious group. Acts of ethnocide, defined as

7
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deliberate and systematic attempts to destroy a group's
culture, religicn, or ethnic identity, can be interrelated
with genccide.

Some who have written about American Indians view the
plight of indigenous peoples as a mass genocide starting
with the first Eurcpean contact. Other authors single out
specific segments of the Indian population as victims of
genocide, while still others either raise the subject to
dismiss it or do not refer to it at all when discussing
American Indian population decline. In the 1990 standard

work The History and Sociology of Genocide: Analyses and

Case Studies, Frank Chalk and Kurt Jonassohn devote two
chapters te the experiences of the Indians of the Americas.
They write:
The part played by genocide in the destruction and
crippling ¢f so many societies spread over a vast area

and colonized by settlers of many different
nationalities and soccial systems is complex and still

poorly understood. The opinion of many experts is that

genocide was one of five major factors that undermined

Indian civilizations; the others were disease, warfare,

geographic removals and relocatipns, and the
destruction of traditional ways.-

Several authors have used the term genocide in
relation to experiences of the Indians of california.® So
far, however, little effort has been directed at examining
precisely how the experiences of California Indian groups
can be identified as genocide using a specific definition,
as expressed in the 1948 UN convention. In their work,

Chalk and Jonassohn briefly discuss the case of the Yuki
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Indians of the Round Valley reservation in northern
California, describing it as a government sanctioned
genocide. While Chalk and Jonassohn consider specific acts

that indicate genocidal intent, other writers view genocide

in a more general way. In an article in The Indian
Historian, William E. Coffer recounts events of the 19th

century and writes, "In 1975, the genocidal treatment of
the California Indian continues."!

In contrast, Albert L. Hurtado, like other writers who
focus on Indian resistance and survival, expresses
skepticism about applying the label toc the experiences of

the Indians of California. In Indian Survival on the

Zalifornia Frontier, Hurtado discusses population studies

of the California Indians conducted by Sherburne F. Cook
and wonders why later writers have not guestioned
portrayvals of California Indians as passive victims:
"Instead, subsequent writers have accepted [Cook's]
analysis and concentrated on the grossest aspects of
population decline. Indeed, two recent books use the word
genocide in their titles. "’

There is a need to review evidence of the particular
experiences of Indian groups in an effort to put genocide,
along with ethnocide, into perspective when considering the
impact of migration and cclonization on indigenous peoples,

Blanket statements that all American Indians, or even all

California Indians, were victims of genocide represent




extreme views; distinctions are necessary if the concept of
genocide is to have any value as a tool in efforts to
comprehend the past. In the other extreme, assertions that
genocide or mass killings were not significant factors in
Bmerican Indian population decline are also not very
helpful. The American Indian experience, though complex
and diverse, presents many parallels to the experiences of
other populations that have declined following contact with
outsiders. Consideration of the impact of genocide in
specific cases is of significant value in understanding
both the phenomenon of genocide itself and what happened in
a particular place and time.

This study is an effort to determine whether genocide
played a distinguishable rcole in the population decline of
the Indians of California. Specifically, I examine the
purposes behind interactions with the Indians on the part
of Spanish missionaries and soldiers, Mexican settlers and
the Mexican military, and U.8. settlers, government
officials, and the army, as well as the implications of
their respective goals.

These issues are explored through examination of
memoirs, such as those of explorers, trappers, and
missionaries; Indian histories; anthropological studies of
California Indian groups; contemporary newspaper accounts;
government documents, including reports from federal Indian

agents in the West and Congressional debates regarding the




conditions of the Indians; population assessments and
studies of assessment methods; works on genocide theory;
and records of Indian policy elsewhere in the United
States.

The Indian experience varied considerably according to
the people the Indians encountered and the type of land the
Indians inhabited and its value to outsiders. Spanizsh
missionaries, who settled mainly in coastal areas of
California, sought to gain and maintain c¢onverts, but
portrayals of the Franciscans as benevolent toward the
California Indians have been the subject of much debate in

5 Indians living near missions and ranchos

recent years.
who stole cattle or horses were subject to swift
retribution from Spanish and Mexican settlers.' The
arrival of white settlers from the east following the
discovery of gold in northern California in 1848
represented, according to many accounts, the most direct
physical encounter betwsen the Indians and outsiders.
These later conflicts, which generally occurred in areas
with diverse Indian populations, had a clear economic
nature: the Indians posed an obstacle to white land use
{see Figure 1, p. 6)&

Numerous questions that interrelate genocide theory,
U.8. history, and cultural anthropology have not been

addressed in regard to the experiences of the Indians of

California. Amid the current emotionally charged debate on
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the consequences of European exploration of the Western
Hemisphere initiated 500 years ago, an examination of what
occurred from the arrival of the Spanish in Alta California
in 1769 to the conclusion of the last great armed conflict
between the Indians and whites in California--the Modoc
Wars in northern California--in 1873 can serve to

illuminate at least part of the picture.

l.Sherburne F. Cook, The Population of the California
Igdigggl 1769-1970 (Berkeley, 1376), PP . 69-71, and
"Historical Demography," in Robert F. Heizer, ed., Handbook
of North Bmerican Indjans (Washington, D.C., 1978), pp. 91-

93; Stephen Powers, Tribes o¢f California (Berkeley, 1976
(reprlnt of 1877 edltion)), p. 416,

.Frank Chalk and Kurt Jonassohn, e

The History and Sociology
of Genocide: BApajlyses apnd Case Studjes (New Haven, 19%C),
p. 176.

3.Lynwood Carranco and Estle Beard, gggg;gg and Vendetta:

') W (Norman, Okla.,
1981); William E. Coffer, "Genccide of the CcCalifornia
Indlan," he Indian Historiap 10(1977):8-15; Rupert Costo and
Jeanette Henry Costo, eds., The Missions gf California: A

Legacy of Genocide (San Franc1sco, 1387); Jack Norton, When
Qur World's Cried: Genocide in Northwestern California (San
Francisco, 1979); Russell Thornton, American Indian Holocaust

éBQ__§EEEl_Ql____2L_EQEHJjddJ&L,Hlﬁlﬂll_Jﬁduﬂi_lﬁﬁl. (Norman,
Okla., 1987).

4.Coffer, p. 13. Also c¢n genocide and colonization, Jean-
Paul Sartre, "On Genocide," Ramparts (February 1968), pp. 37~
42.

5.Albert L. Hurtado, Indian Survival opn the California
Frontier (New Haven, 1988}, p. 3.

6.Costc and Costo; Carey McWilliams, Sguthern Califormia
Country: An Island on the Land (New York, 1946), p. 29;

James A. Sandos, "Junipero Serra's Canonization and the

Historical Record " BAmerican Historical Review 93(December
1988), pp. 1253-69.




7.John C. Ewers, ed. Adventures of Zenas Leonard, Fug
Trapper {Norman, Okla., 1984}; Sherburne F. Cock, The
Conflict Betweep the Califorpia Indian and White Civilization
(Berkeley, 1976) P. 201' George Harwood Phllllps, Chiefs

- N d Allcd
§gughgzn_£§lxigznae (Berkeley, 1975) pp. 40-47; Robert F
Helzer and Alan . Almqulst

QQLLQQ.M (Berkeley,lsm, R
8.Cook 1976a, p. 257.




CHAPTER 1II

POPULATION ESTIMATES

Researchers have used a variety of methods aover the
years to estimate the population of Native Americans in
North Bmerica, the United States, and California before
contact with Eurcopeans in an effort to determine the
magnitude of indigenous population decline. There is
little consensus on the subject. In a 1992 essay,
historian John D. Daniels reviewed methods of calculating
aboriginal population in North America and concluded:

More than a century of debate has produced neither

generally accepted population estimates nor consensus

on the methods of obtaining them. The majority of
current investigators reject the extremely low figures
of the early bottom-up school; beyond that point,
little agreement exists.

The "bottom-up"” school, which according to Daniels has
fallen ocut of favor, refers to a method of estimating
population that rejects all forms of inference except
simple analogy. A brief overview provides some familiarity
with the sources and techniques that have been used by the
major contributors to the study of Native American
demographics before contact.

In 1910, Smithsonian Institution anthropologist James
Mooney estimated that the aboriginal population of North
America was nearly 1.15 million (846,000 in the United

States), a figure that in 1928 he revised upward to 1.153

million. For his estimates, Mooney relied on an




ethnohistorical approcach, considering information derived
from the observations of early European explorers, the
timing and severity of epidemics, and family size and
structure. He said that about 403,000 ARmerican Indians
remained at the time of his writing, representing a 65

percent decline.?

In a 1976 essay, Smithsonian Institution
anthropologist Douglas H. Ubelaker notes that Mooney
deliberately favored conservative estimates, and suggests
that Mooney's aboriginal estimate represents a minimum when
the actual! number could in fact be much higher.3

In 1934, anthropologist Alfred L. Kroeber relied on
Mooney's assessment, except for Mooney's estimate of the
California population, to arrive at a figure of 900,000
Native Americans north of the Rio Grande before contact.
Kroeber had reconsidered the number of indigenous
Californians using a tribe-by~-tribe assessment of his own.?

In 1966, anthropologist Henry F. Dobyns presented a
sharply divergent assessment by working back from a low-~
point population and inferring from studies of carrying
capacity. Dobyns used a ratio method to project the
precontact population based on a nadir population of
490,000 North American Indians in 1830, and presented a
North American aboriginal estimate of between 9,800,000 and
12,250,000.5 In 1983, Dobyns used a Malthusian analysis of

food resource potential to revise his figures upward even

further, estimating an aboriginal population of

10




approximately 18 million Native Americans in North
America.®

In 1987, socioclogist Russell Thornton used Dobyns's
ratio method, but on a lower nadir population (250,000 in
the United States in 1890-1900 and 101,000 in Canada in
1906), to arrive at an estimated 1492 population of more
than 7 million north of Mexico, with more than 5 million of
those in the United States.7 In the same year, Anne F.
Ramenofsky estimated a North BAmerican aboriginal population
of around 12 million based on archaeological evidence.® A
vyear later, Ubelaker, who continued to adhere to the
bottom-up apptroach even as the school came under attack,
suggested a North American estimate of 1,894,350 indigenous
persons for the year 1500 based on tribe-by-tribe estimates
compiled in the 1978 Smithsonian Institution Handbook of
ﬁg;;h_gmg;iggg_lngigng.g Becording to Ubelaker, by about
1300 the North American Indian population had been reduced
to approximately 530,000, constituting a decline of 72
percent. Ubelaker estimates that the California indigenous
population suffered the greatest reduction, from 221,106,
which he estimates as the precontact population, to a nadir
of 10,000 in 1940, amounting to a 95 percent drop.m

An early assessment of the precontact indigenous
population in California came from journalist Stephen
Powers, who in 1877 put the number of Indians at 700,000.

Powers based his estimate on obhservations of subsistence

LI




patterns and food supply.ll In a 1905 essay, €. Hart
Merriam presented findings based on records from
California's Franciscan missions and his observations of
available food supply. Merriam estimated that the
indigenous population of cCalifornia was much less--260,000

at the time of discovery.u

Twenty years later, Kroeber
estimated the state’'s precontact population at 133,000, a
total derived from his calculations of individual tribes
and dialect groups.13

In 1943, Sherburne F. Cook, whose work on the
california Indian population is generally accepted as the
most thorough to date, estimated the state's precontact
population at 133,550 using essentially the same sources as
Kroeber, However, in a volume published after his 1974
death, he revised his estimate to 310,000 following further
examination of records and archaeclogical evidence in four
regions of California (see Figure 2, p. 13).14

Cook estimates that the California Indian population
in 1845, before the discovery of geold, had fallen to
150,000, and that it subsequently fell to about 100,000 by
1850, a year after the Gold Rush began. Five years later,
when mining activity was at its peak, there were no more
than 50,000 California Indians, he states, noting: "Seldom
has a native race been subjected to such a catastrophic

wlj

decimation. According to Cook, the California Indian

population was between 20,000 and 25,000 in the decade

12
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Flgure 2 (Cook 1978, p. 91)
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18%0-1900. The U.8. census shows 16,624 in 1890 and 15,377
in 1900, but Cook asserts that official recording missed
many Indians. Since the turn of the century, the
population has been increasing.16
In his examination of methods that have been employed
to determine North America's aboriginal population, Daniels
groups such population studies into three broad schools of
thought: "bottom up” (e.g., Mooney, Kroeber, and
Ubelaker), "area modeling” (Cook), and "top down" (Dobyns,
Thornton). Daniels distinguishes among the three
approaches through the types of evidence accepted by
adherents of each method. The bottom-up approach admits
only direct primary evidence and rejects all forms of
inference except simple analogy; estimates from this school
for the aboriginal North American population tend to be
low, in the 1 million to 2 million range. Area modelers
accept indirect evidence, simple inference, and simple
analogy if used cautiously, and they oppose Mooney and
Kroeber's frequent discounting of primary written evidence.
Moreover, they often increase estimates from direct
evidence on the grounds that disease caused underreporting.
Their North American estimates commonly range from 3
million to 5 million. Top downers, meanwhile, are
recognized by their use of a depopulation ratio, based on a

hemispheric calculation. They favor complex procedures,

14




such as carrying capacity, over simple analoygy. Their
estimates range from 7 million to 18 million.

Daniels states that a survey of 10 current textbooks
shows that five have essentially adopted Dobyns's 1966
esstimate, and that the approach of the top downers
currently predominates. He neotes, however, that top
downers have expanded the use of inference compared to its
role in previous esfforts, and observes that some critics
have expressed dcubts about Dobyns's use of sources.t’

For the California Indian pecpulation, the generally
accepted figures are a precontact population of about
300,000 and a nadir population of about 20,000 around the
vear 1900.18 Cook remains the mosgt important and
influential 20th century scholar on California Indian
populatiaon history, and there has been no substantial
revision of figures based on his research, ]

l1.3ohn D. Daniels, "The Indian Population of North America
in 1492," William and Mary Quarterly 49:320.

2.James Moconey, "Population," in Frederick W. Hodge, ed.,
Handbook of America i t £ i , vol. 2, (New
York, 1971) p. 287; Douglas H. Ubelaker, "The Sources and
Methodology for Mooney's Estimates of North American Indian
Populations,” in William M. Denevan, ed., The Native
Population of the Americas in 1492 (Madison, 1976), pp.
243-288.

3.Ubelaker 1976, p. 287,

4 Alfred L. Kroeber, "Native American Population,” ican

Anthropologist 36:24.

5 .Henry F. Dobyns, "Estimating Aboriginal American
Population: An Appraisal of Techniques with a New

Hemisphere Estimate,”™ Current Anthropglcgy 7:415.
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6 Henry F. Dobyns and Wllllam R. Swagerty bg;g ﬂ mbg;

Fastern HQ; h amg;; 2 (Knoxv1lle 1983) 'pp,"34 44, 291-
295

7.Thornton, pp. 30-31.

8.Anne F. Ramenofsky, Vectors of Death: The Archaeology of
European Contact {Albuguergque, 1987), pp. 160-162, 173-176.

3.Douglas H. Ubelaker, "North American Indian Population

Size, A.D. 1500-1985," Amerigan Jourpal of Phvsicsl
ABnthropology 77:289.

10.Ubelaker 1988, pp. 291, 293.

11.Powers, p. 416,

12.C. Hart Merriam, "The Indian Population of cCalifornia,"

American Apfthropologist 7:598.

13.Alfred L. Kroeber, Handbook of the Indians of Califorpia
{Perkeley, 19%925) p. 882.

14.Cook 1976b, p. 43.
15.Cook 1976b, p. 44.
l16.Cook 1976k, pp. 70-71.
17 .Daniels, pp. 310-318.
18.Thornton, p. 1089.

19.Hurtado 1988, pp. 1-2.
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CHAPTER III

GENOCIDE THEORY

Calculation of the magnitude of indigenous population
loss following contact with outsiders remains a subject of
much debate, but the devastating impact on the indigenous
population is irrefutable. Russell Thornton notes that,
based on fundamental demographic principles, the Native
American decline resulted both from increases in death
rates and from decreases in birth rates, "but it is clear
that the increased death rates were of primary
importance."l

In 1910, James Mooney presented a brief assessment of
the main causes of American Indian population decline, in
order of significance, as

smallpox and other epidemics; tuberculosis;
sexual diseases; whisky and attendant
dissipations; removals, starvation and subjection
to unaccustomed conditions; low vitality due to
mental depression under misfortune; wars.-
Mooney stated that all but wars and tuberculosis could be
considered to have come from the white man, while "the
increasing destructiveness of tuberculosis itself is due
largely to conditions consequent upon his advent . "’

The adoption by the United Nations General Assembly on

December 9, 1948, of the Convention on the Prevention and

Punishment of the Crime of Genocide provided a new way of

thinking about the experiences cf indigenous peoples and

17
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minority populations. The convention provided a label for
the phenomenon, found through history, of violence against
groups. Researchers in many fields have since used the
term genocide, some more convincingly than athers, to
describe a wide range of situations.?

In 1987, Thornton argued that while Mooney's ranking
ot the causes of American Indian population decline was
basicalily correct, genoccide--a term not available to Mooney
in 1910--must be added to the list.° Thornton writes that,
for the period 1492 to 1890-1900, European contact and
coleonization resulted in increased Native American death
rates through introduced disease, including alccholism;
warfare and genocide; geographical removal and relocation;

nd destruction of wavs of life, such as disruption of

e

ubsistence patterns. He notes that some causes were more

2
et

important for certain tribes than octhers, while introduced
disease was the single most important factor overall.®

The guincentenary of Columbus's voyage to the New
World has elicited a great deal of copinicon on the impact of
European expansion on indigenous peoples, and the term
genocide frequently has been invoked in the debate. For
example, in an essay reviewing Ramencfsky’'s archaeclogical
study of precontact American Indian populaticn, Ezra Zubrow
remarked: "Viewed from this side of the “pond,’
[Columbus's] arrival brought into being a mass genocide

P

which was the worst the world has known.™’

18
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Other writers, for different purposes, have balked at
such uses of the term. Some who object do so in defense of
European expansion, while others emphasize Indian
resistance and dispute portrayals of American Indians as

3 Between the two extremes is the idea

passive victims.
that genocide was one of many factors that contributed to
the decline of the indigenous Americans.

Because the Indian experience in the Americas is so
complex, assessment of the impact of genocide on Native
Americans needs to be addressed in a case-by-case manner.
An examination of the UN Convention on Genocide provides a
starting point for determining the proper application of
the term in the case of the Indians of California for the
period 1769-1873.

Genocide is defined as

any of the following acts committed with intent
to destroy, in whole or in part, a national,
ethnical, racial or religious groups as such:
a) Killing members of the group;
k) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to
members of the group;
¢} Deliberately inflicting on the group
conditions of life calculated to bring about its
physical destruction in whole or in part;
d) Imposing measures intended to prevent births
within the groups;
e) Forcibly transferring children of the group
to another group.

The convention declares that genocide, "whether committed

in time of peace or in time of war, is a crime under

international law which [the contracting parties] undertake

19
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to prevent and plmi;-sh."‘5 Thus, under the UN convention,
the key factors in determining whether genocide occurred
are the types of acts and the intent to destroy members of
a specified group.

Critics of the UN definition suggest that the
convention could be more inclusive in some areas and more

exclusive in Oth@rs.z"3 in Senoccide and Human Rights: A

1

Gleobal Anthology, Jack Nusan Porter, the volume's editor,

argues that his own definition of genocide includes the
deliberate extermination of political and sexual groups;
ancther important author on the subject, Leo Kuper, also
favors the inclusion of political groups in the
canvention.ﬂ' Chalk and Jonassohn deem the convention
flawed for a number ¢f reasons, including the exclusion of
the deliberate annihilation of political groups and social
classes. They acknowledge that scholars who have noted the
flaws continue to use the UN definition in deference "to
the fact that the UN definition iz the only internaticnally
recognized definition of genocide."” 8till, they reject the
UN convention in favor of a restrictive definition of their
own designed to limit application of the term to the most

extreme cases of mass killing. <Chalk and Jonassohn urge

wider use of the term ethnocide for cases "in which a group

T
s 1 "l

appears without mass kil

Sk

ok

ing.

)

The obhijections of the c¢critics discussed above arise

largely from their views that the convention is inadequate

20




for consideration of 20th century cases. However, the
convention is adequate for the purposes of the current
study: it presents the essential components of genccide
and, as Chalk and Jonassohn noted, it is as close to a
standard definition as exists in current scholarly writing.
Presented with the facts of mass death in all its
horrifying details, it is not unreasonable to feel
repugnance at efforts aimed at labeling, quantifying,
making distinctions, and otherwise analyzing the precise
nature of such events. The distinctions are necessary,
however, to gain a better understanding of such events, and

to make sure that they are not written off and forgotten.

1.Thornton, p. 43.

2 .Mooney, p. 286.

3.Mooney, p. 286.

4.For discussion of uses and misuses of the term genocide,
see Jack Nusan Porter, ggggc;dg and Humap Rights: A Global
aAnthology {Lanham, Md., 1982), pp. 7-12; Chalk and
Jonassohn, p. 3.

5.Thornton, p. 44.

6.Thornton, pp. 43-53.
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Antiquity 64:754-65.
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and U.S. Indian Pclicy {(Middletown, 1982}, p. 39-40;

Hurtado 1988, p. 3.

9.tInited Nations, Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (New York, 1991,
o SR B g 7

21

13



10.The controversies surrcunding the drafting of the UN
Convention on Genocide {for example, Scviel obijecticons to
the inclusion of political groups as a protected category)
that ultimately influenced its final form are discussed in
Leo Kuper, Genocide: Its Political Use in the Twentieth
Century {New Haven, 1981), pp. 24-39, and in Chalk and
Jonassohn, pp. 8-12, 21.
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12.Chalk and Jonassohn, pp. 11, 23.
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CHAPTETR IV

Spanish period, 1769-1821

The Califcrnia Indian popuiation began to decline
sharply after the arrival of Spanish Francilscan
missionaries from Baja California in 1769. The 21 missions
established by the Spanish along the Alta California coast
had a total Indian population of about 54,000 for the
period ending with migsion secularization, in 18324 (see
Figure 3, p. 24).° Between 1770 and 1830, the cCalifornia
Indian population is estimated to have fallen from 310,000
to about 245,000.°

When the missionaries seftled in an area, they

ot

attempted to attract voluntary converts from the logal

5“[}

tndian population through gifts of trinkets or inducements

acd, <¢lothing, or shelter .’ In his 1913 work The
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Engelhardt, a Franciscan, compiled accounts of the Indian
population recorded by priests and travelers. According to
Engelhardt, "All accounts agreed in representing the native

of California as among the most stupid, brutish, filthy,

lazy and most improvident of the aborigines of America.™
Engelhardt also wrote that the Indians were people
without religion, without government or laws . . who

husied themselves about nothing, thought of nothlng,
cared for nothing, save how to £i1l their stomachs

This made it extremely difficult for the
missionaries to convey the ]Jofty ideas concerning the
unseen, supernatural weorld.”




Missions estabhished in Alta California: a, San Diego de
Alcala, 1769; b, San Carlos Barromeo (Carmel), 1770; ¢, San
Antonio de Padua, d, San Gabnel, 1771; ¢, San Luis Obispo de
Tolosa, 1772; f, San Francisco de Asis (Dolores), g, San Juan
Capistrano, 1776; h, Santa Clara, 1777; 1, San Buenaventura
(Ventura), 1782; j, Santa Barbara, 1786; k, de la Purisima
Concepcion, 1787, |, Santa Cruz, m, de la Soledad, 1791; n, San
Miguel, 1796; o, San Juan Bauusta, p, San Jose, q, San Fernando
Rey de Espaia, 1797; r, San Luis Rey de Francia, 1798; s, Santa
Inés (Ynez), 1804; t, San Rafael, 1817; u, San Francisco Solano
(Sonoma), 1823 (Bowman 1965).

Figure 3 (Castillo 1978, p. 100)
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He quotes mission friar Francisco Palou, who ohserved:
"Some superstitions and foolish practices were discovered
among the Indians, and among the old men some ridiculous
tales, but they were easily disillusioned."®

According to Engelhardt, the main purpose of the
mission was to teach the Indians a higher level of
existence through the worship of God, and the only way to
teach them was to keep them at the misgsions. Once an
Indian had been baptized, he or she was not permitted to

e

return to "wild and immoral life; because they bore the
indelible mark of a Christian upon the soul which it was
not allowed to desecrate."' Moreover, an Indian who

rtad the mi

{2
i
in
i
e}
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i
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ton was a trailtor to Christianity and

posed a threat to the mission's safety. Thus, fugitives

it

from the missions were tracked down and returned.® Indians

who left a mission were considered fugitives for as long as

wo years, after which they were dropped from the records.’

o

Indians were congregated in and around the missions,
where they ralised crops, tended to animals, and performed
such other tasks as spinning wool, smithing, and socap and
tallow making,x Sherburne F. Cook noted that the mission
Indians' diet consisted mainly of grains, beef, and any
traditional wild food that they gathered on their own, such
as acorns, seeds, grasses, and insects. He concluded that
while it cannot be said thaf starvation directly caused

population decline ameong Indians in the missions,




it does not appear that the neophytes universally and
consistently received entirely adequate and
nutriticonally complete food. The tremendous incidence
of disease, especially continucus, nonepidemic
disease, suggezts a level of nutrition probably
insufficient for ordinary maintenance and certainly
below the optimum necessary to provide a high
resistance to infection.-*

Cook also asseris that the missions provided an
atmosphere conducive to the spread of disease by
aggregating the Indians in communities of as many as 1,000
to 2,000 people when they were accustomed to living in
groups with less than 100 members. Diseases introduced by
the Furopeans thus spread rapidly among the Indians as they

worked, ate, and slept in common areas. *

On the subject of violence as a cause of Indian

e
.

o
o
n

ion decline in the missions, Cook concludes that
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role was negligible. "Certain uprisings did occur and

o
1]

various recalcoitran rebels, or ¢riminals perished in

fighting or by execution, but armed conflict on a large

-

he wrote.

¥

scale did not enter the picture,’
2ltheough the issue of physical conflict during the

mission period remains the subiect of much debate, the

411

Franciscan friars’ gecal of spiritual conguest is cobvious
and deliberate. Cook finds evidence that the mission
Indian shamans treated the sick and conducted traditional
rites while in the missions. This was prchibited by the
mission priests, who considered such rituals witcheraft or

soarcery. In some cases, though, rituals that were judged




by the missionaries as not conflicting with Cathelic
teachings were allowed. The ability of California Indians
to adapt and modify Christianity and incorporate it into
"their own manner of thought" is judged an adaptational
success by Cook in the sense that Christianity was added
to, not entirely substituted for, Indian beliefs.i;§
In the later missicn period, the number of Indian
fugitives increased, a trend that Cock described as part of

L

a "vicious circle." PFugitive Indians who were punished for
escaping generated dissent among Indians in the mission,
prompting further punishment from scldiers and clergy
attempting to maintain control. According to Cook, an
estimated total of 10 percent of the mission Indian
population became fugitives, and both clerical and secular
authorities were warried about the proeblem. By 1818, in an
attempt to stem the flow from the missions, laws were
enacted by Spanish authorities that prohibited Indians from

riding on horseback."’

Meanwhile, in the period 1790~1800, priests

if

accompanied by soldiers ventured farther from the mission
in search of converts as local village populations became
converted or left the coastal area. Cook suggests that the
soldiers who accompanied the prisste were jealous of the
missions and were perfectly willing to use force for

political

4
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As time went on, friction between wild Indians and
whites increased, until toward the end of the mission
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period, all pretense of voluntary conversion was
discarded, and expeditions into the interior were
frankly for the purpose of military subjugation and
forced conversion.!’
In 1795, Governor Borica wrote that guards would hbe
provided to the missionaries to confess or baptize Indians
who were unable to get to the missions, but "never to
capture fugitives or above all gentiles."ﬁ Engelhardt
includes reports of abuses, but he dismisses them. In one
case he blames a report of abuse on a demented friar;
elsewhere he insists that the Indians who claimed abuses

we lving. Morecver, Engelhardt asserts that CSovernor
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Borica recormended missicnary expeditions to collect and
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punish runaways.®

The accounts of Cathelic mission activity in Alta
California discussed abeove fit a general pattern of
astablished by Spanish and Portuguese missicnaries

throughout the world as summarized by CT.R. Boxer in The

Church Militant and Ibherian Expansion, 1440-1770:

The conviction that once people had been baptized and
converted, they had become practising Roman Catholics
in whom no backsliding or reneging on faith could be
tolerated, irrespective of the means used in their
conversion, naturally led to seriocus abuses. A&Although
the teachings of the Church on the whole explicitly
condemned the use of force to obtain converts,
forceful methods were often employed and were
justified by recourse to the bhiblical precept, compele
eos entrare, "compel them tc come in" {Luke 14:16-24).
.o Deprived of their priests, mullahs, shamans, or
witchdoctors, as the case may be, and unable openly to
practice the rites and ceremonies of their ancestral
faiths, a cultural or religious vacuum was created in
the subiugated indigencus communities. This vacuum
could only be filled by conversion to Roman




Catholicism, or by secretly practici&g some form of
more or less syncretic Christianity.t

The motives of the Spanizh in missionization and the
treatment of the Indians under Spanish authority have been
the focus of much discussicn in literature on this period
in California histery, and recent debate over the proposed
canconization of California mission system founder Junipero
Serra has heightened the controversy. 1In a 1987 response

to the canonization campaign, The Missions of California:

A Legacy of Genocide, Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry

Costo include assertions that the Franciscan friars, and
Serra in particular, are among parties responsible for
genocide of the California Indian peoples,

Although many early portrayals of the California
miszsions depicted idyllic communities of contented Indian
workers, reports of rebellions indicate that, at the very
least, some portion of the native population was unwilling
to comply with the missionaries and had to be coerced into
mission life. Rebellions and attacks were recorded at a
number cf missions, including at San Diego in 1775, on the
Colorado River in 1781, at Missicn San Gabriel in 1785,
again in San Diege in 1786, and at San Luis Obispo in
1794 .9 Writing in the Smithsonian Handbogk, Edward D.
Zastillo, a Luisego Indian, nctes sporadic violent
opposition, but says that nonviolent or passive resistance

was more prevalent and of much greater significance:
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"Reports of fugitivism from the missions occurred in each
migsion for every year until secularization."':

Reasons cited by some recaptured Indians as causes for
attempting to flee the missions (as recorded by
missicnaries) include "His wife and son had run away to

their country, and at the mission he was beaten a great

deal,” and "They made him work all day without giving him
or his family anything to e=aft. Then, when he went out one
day to find food, Father Danti flogged him."°- Reports of

4

coercion and corporal punishment reproduced in Cock's work

ars cited by scome as proof that California Indians were
victims of c¢ruslty under the mission priests. On the other
hand, Cook's work has been criticized hy Catholic
historians-~nctably Francis F. Guest, O.F.M.-~and others

whe assert that the missions had an enlightening effect on
the population and that harsh policies of the mission
friars, such as the use of flogging as a method of
punishment, ought to be judged by 18th century standards,

an

not the norms of the 20th century.<”
Castillo discusses the motives of the missionaries in
the context of the Spanish encomienda svstem of the period,
which involved the reguirement of Indian labor for the
benefit of variocus Spanish citizens, and he desscribes the

N

a variation of the feudal-manorial labor system. This
encomlenda system along with Christianization would
ultimately absorb the Indian into Spanish colonial

30




sgciety--at its lowest levels--and consclidate Spanish
contral over territory.’

A similar assessment of the Spanish view of the Indian is
offered by historian Woodrow W. Borah, an aszsocciate of
Cook:
There was no intention of driving out the Indians or
destroying them, Rather, they were to become part of
a new social structure as the lower class, furnishing
labor and services to the pecple from Mexico, but also
living in their own setflements under the guidance of
Christian missiconaries.*®”
Borah sees *he intenticons of the Franciscan missionaries in
California as essentially beneveolent, despite their
reliance on coercion. According to Borah, both the
missionaries and the Spanish civil pepulation saw the

Indians as an integral part of society. He asszerts that

"The Indians were not being discriminat

T

d against as

Indians; they were simply being given the same treabtment

A

that lewer classes elsewhere received."®’
Castillo, by contrast, emphasizes an underlying
malevolence on the part of the colonizers:

The Spanish colonization scheme for Alta California
rested upon a total contempt for culture and human and
property rights of the Indians. Careful examination
of this little-known and poorly understood period of
Indian-white conflict clearly demonstrates a
widespread disgssatisfaction with mission life and
colonial authority. ©No reascnable persocon can argue
that the California Indians in any way benefited from
a colopization scheme that confisrated their land and
resources,; uproocted =ntive villages,; forced them to
migrate to feudalistic mendicant estates on the ceast;
subiected them to daily floggings, forced labor, and
wholesale sexual assaulits on their wives and
daughters, and resulted in deaths ¢f thousands of
innocent men, women, and children.-
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Asserting that the mission friars had benevolent
intentions, as Borah does, does not necessarily imply that
the Indians must have benefited from the missions, however.
Clearly, the arrival cf the Spanish proved devastating to
California's aboriginal population, but Castillo appears to
be indicting the Catholic¢ church's overall endeaver to
convert non-Christians, rather than assessing activities

specific to the California missions. As Borah ocohserves,

iy

the Spanish a ied the same approach Lo populaticons in
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other parts e world, Rather than baing singled out

for discrimination or persecution by the Spanish because

they were Native Americans, the California Indians suffered
as a consequence of having the misfortune to be non-

Christians who happened to live in the path of Spanish
expansicn efforts,

World War II and the origination of the term genccide
have influenced discussion of the Spanish periocd
experiences of the California Indians. In a 1946 history
of Southern California, Carey McWilliams wrote, "With the
best theological intentions in the world, the Franciscan
padres eliminated Indians with the effectiveness of Nazis

.~
operating concentration camps."®

Aoccording to MeWilliams,
contact with the Spanish was harder on the California
Indian than the Indians of Zentral and South America:

When the Spanish system of colonization [based on the
miszion, pueblo, and presidic] was applied in
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California, it had to be medified in a number of
respects, Since California Indians did not live in
large and stable communities, it was impossible to
bring the faith fto them; they had to bhe brought to the
faith. The process of removing the Indians from their
small rancherias and herding them into well-guarded
Mission compounds resulted in the complete disruption
of the native culture.®’

Borah concurs, saying that native economy, much of native
social structure, and native government could remain intact
in Mexico, whereas the diversity of the California Indian
population, its limited social stratification and political

organization, and nonagricultural technology necessitated

»
N
¥

sweeping changes when the Spanish arrived to colonize.
hssertions that the devastating effect the missions

ad on the native California population constitutes

genccide ofrten link the mission experience with later

contact. In

¥

n essay in The Missions of California: A

tegacy of Genccide, historian Jack Norton, a Native

American, writes, "The genccide that was missionization by
the Spanish and the terror of manifest destiny of the
Americans flows from the assumed superiority of the white

a3
LD

race over all others. In the same volume, the editors
write: TPatterns of genccide were laid down early in
California with the missions, then the Mexicans, and
continued with the American Gold Rush in the North."¥
Thus, the range of opinion on the Spanish pericd in

Californita is diverse. Researchers differ in the extent to

which they are willing to judge the purposes of Spanish




colonizers in California and whether they are willing to
blame the disastrous impact contact had on the Indian
population aon individuals or institutions.

Contact between European and native cultures occurred
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rnia at this time ocutside of the Spanish
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issionaries’ sphere of influence, providing an interesting
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ontrazst. While the Spanish built missions from the scuth

i
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alonyg the California coast, Russians emploved by the
Russian Bmerican Companhy were establishing relations with
the Kashaya Fomo Indians on the Sonoma coast north of San
Francisco. Their approach to the Indians is freguently

contrasted with the Spanish approach to Indians to the

south. The Russians at Fort Roszs are depicted as having
treated the Indians of the region fairly, as people valued

Lo

o
2

- bh istance in a commerciazl venture. ™ The
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efforts of the Russians bto forge friendly relations with
the Kashaya are attributed to the realization by the
Russians that they needed allies against Spanish
encroachment from the south. In an examination of the 1817
treaty between the Russian American Company and the
Kashaya, Diane Spencer-Hancock and William E. Pritchard
credit Russian Commandant Ruskov with setting the tone.
They say Kuzkov

wisely focused the priorities of the c¢clony upon

hunting sea otter and establishing a food base in

California rather than upon the domination of the

Kashaya and alteration of their traditional way of
life., Although unsubstantiated rumers to the contrary
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exist, no documentation that the Russians mistreated
or adversely exploited the Kashaya has been located.”

Archaeologist Glenn J. Parris, however, argues that
the Russians were nob as benevelent asz some might think.
"It must be remembered that the experience of the company

in Alaska had been very bloody, with numerous killings on

[

both sides.” Parris sees reasons in additicn to the

Russians' appreciation of having the Kashaya as allies for
the different approach in California: the Russians did not

need to pra:

431

s the Kashaya into service because they had
bBrought skilled Aleuts with them, and the Russians were not
actively trying to proselytiz E He notes that there are
indications that some "antagonisms and exploitation”™ of the

Indians occurred later in the nearly three-decade-loang

relationship between Russians and Kashaya, including

-

reports of Indians being forcibly gathered for field work,

and concludes that hoth the anish and the Russianse viewed

ks

} 1 ns.? Still, it 1is clear

the Indians as second clasgs citisz

6]

that native Californians fared betier in their contact with

Russians than with Spaniards.
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CHAPTER V

Mexican period, 1821-1846

The Mexican period of California history saw a number
of changes. BAuthority shifted from the clerics of the
mission system to government officials. Indian-white
relaticns during the period were marked by efforts--both

through legislation and force--to make the indigenous

peoples of Zalifornia a useful part of an economic system
sutzide the missions. The period also saw Russian efforts
Fo sustain a colony at Fort Ross and the arrival of the
first American settlers overland from the gast. California

remained largely unsettled at the cutset of the pericd, but

the Mexicans were wabtchful of snoroachment by Russians and

Americansz.

The Indian population declined during the period from
approximately 245,000 in 1830 to about 125,000-150.,060 in
1845, according to Cook's estimates.- For the period 1770

*o 1B48, Ccok estimates that the total California Indian
population declined hy 72 percent, largely because of
disease. He attributes only 6 percent of the total general
population decline to killing, although in specific
instances killing was a critical element. Cook writes:
Among the wild tribes those which resisted incursion the

v are seen to have suffered rvezlly appalling




A shift in attitude regarding the native population
accompanied the transition to Mexican authority. The
Spanish had hoped to civilize the Indians in the missions
and turn them into useful members of society as they knew

it. By contrast, Mexican authorities, mindful of the

. . -
writing cof Zartolome de Lasz Casas, had a more fraternal

Las Casas, a member of the Dominican order, was a 16th
century critic of the exploitation of native peoples in the
Americas. He asserted that Indians were rational beings
who were entitled to retain their property. Hisz work was

later cited in a manner that he never intended by French,

cr

English, and Duteh propagandists who sought to denigrate

the Spanizh character for national and patriotic purposes.
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The body of literature that they generated hecame known
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ie Black Legend. Early 19%h century Anglo portravals of
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California, as discusse ow, reveal the influence of the
Black Legend through the years and reflect the view that
the Spanish and Mexican inhabitants were zomehow
undeserving of the land.-

The influence of Las Cazas and other Spanish
humanitarians on the manner in which indigenous peoples
were regarded during the Mexican period of California
history is discussed by €. Alan Hutchinson:

Iinspired by the humanitarian movement of eighteenth-

century Spain the [Mexican Commission for the

Development of the Californias] disapproved of the
missicn method of civilizing pagan Indians. In its
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view, the Spanish concept of spiritual congquest,
whereby troops were used to help gather non-Christian
Indians into the fold, was not in accord with the
methods for converting the heathen laid down by Jesus
Christ and applied by His Apostles.”

The views of the Commission for the Development of the

Californias on missions and missicon Indians were to have
considerable influence on Mexican policy in what is today
the state of California. The first Mexican governor of

. . - ~ - . .
California, Jose Maria Echeandia, issued a Proclamation of

(&)

Emancipation in 1826 which allowed certain Indians to be
freed from the supervision of the missions, but release was
limited to those Indians judged capable of supporting
themselveas. The ordey was cpposed by the missionaries,
who felf that the freed Indians would either be exploited

by whites or would succumb to idleness. In 1827, Echeandia

conc

-

uded that the proclamation had not gone well for

either the Indians or the missionz; not all of the Indians

ot

who were permitted to leave did 5o, and thosze who left and

b

encountered difficulties received no support.

A new propesal, issued in 1828, featured plans for the
conversion of all of the missions--exceapt for twe neswly
established ones--into towns within five vears. Indians

ots,

ot

were to be given house lots, along with farm p

animals, and tools, which thev were to keep for at least

1
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five years. Mission churches were to become pav
churches, and miseion bulldings were to be converted for

municipal uses, such as schools and dails. The plan was
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approved, with minor changes, by the Territorial Deputation
in 1830, and it became Echeandia's secularization decree of
1831.

Missionaries opposed this plan as well., Father
Narciso Durédn, president of the California missions, argued
that the proposal was part of a conspiracy to plunder

mission property. The dispute worsened mutual distrust

-

between the missionaries and secular Mexican authorities.”

8
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, Mexico's vice-president and acting chief

[ -

In

executive, Valentin Gomes Far{as, moved to promote

colonization and fend off Russian and American expansionism
in California, and it was felt that secularization was a
necessary precondition. In 1834, Mexiceo finally

seculariged the 21 missions of BAlta California, released
the Indians and anncuncesd plans to distribute mission
property to them.® Many Indians who received land,
however, did not keep it, and the majority received
nothing; most ¢f the mission wealth went to secular

althorities and their relatives. Some Indians left th

o

missions and returned either to their villages or moved to
the intericr. Others went to towns such as Los Angeles to
loock for work, while s%t:11 cthers worked eon ranchos owned

by Mexicans or Americans who held Mexican land grants. By

ot

840, some 4,000 Indians were part of a hacienda-peon
system that was maintained by methods which included

o

cutright slavery.
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Most of the missions' Indian inhabitants scattered,
although some remained at missions until the mid 1840s,
when the system completely broke down. The Mexican
government had the right to force converted Indians to
continue working on undistributed mission land, and many
Indians became little more than servants paid with food and
shelter. The number of Indians raiding Mexican ranchos and
missions for horses and cattle increased, and the response
of Mexican and Spanish settlers could be ruthless. Mexican
administration of California was weak, and the government
had little ccntrol over the actions of its troops.?

From 1330 to 1848, numerous small exploratory or
punitive campaigns came to replace those that had been
officially organized by the missions, and they increasingly
became private retaliatory or fugitive-capturing raids.
Military sy¥pediticns increased as demand for labor at
private ranchos rose and as Indians increasingly raided
stock to supplement their food supply.n

Meanwhile, in the north, the Russians had essentially
lost interest in California by 1841. The supply of otter
and seals near Fort Ross had been depleted, attempts at
agricultural production had proven disappointing, and the
Mexicans had resisted any Russian incursions south cf San

Francisco Bay. Fort Reoss was sold to Capt. John Sutter for

$30,000 in 1841.--

42




Since the 1820s, Rmericans had been coming across the

(.’}

mountains to California, and evidence indicates that their

relations with the California Indians were initially

friendly. Accounts recorded by early Anglo Americans in
California portrayed Indians as victims of the Hispanic

aticn, and the influence of the Black Legend tradition

is clear. 5till, observers' motivations in recording the

i
[
o

s of Indian life under the Spanish and

negabtive asp

3

i

Mogicans do not necessarily mean that Indians were not

9]

1

h

svents

treated cruelly at times. In fact, accounts o
during the period suggest consistency in some Mexican
soldiers’ approaches toward Indians they encountered.

Zenas Leonard, a trapper who traveled through the
mission region in 1834, describes an incident near San Juan
Miszion, when some traders accompanied soldiers from a

+

mission in search of a group of Indians whe had stolen

horses:

L

f}

They then dismounted and went into the thicket, where
they found a large portion of their horses aiready
butchered, and partly dried and a few old and feeble
Indians, with some squaws and children. The Indians
having killed some of the horses were engaged in
drying the meat, but on seeing the white men approach,
fled to the mountain, leaving ncothing behind but what
is above stated. The disappcintment of the Spaniards
now exceeded all bounds, and gave our men some
evidence of the depravity of the Spanish character.

By way of revenge, after they found that there was no
use in following the Indians to the mountains, fell to
massacreing [sic], indiscriminately, those helpless
creatures who were found in the wigwams with the meat,
and cutting off their ears. ZSome of them were driven
inte a gquantity of combustible matter thrown on and
around the hut, for the purpose of setting fire to it,
and burning them altogether. This barbarous treatment
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our men would not permit and they went and released
the prisoner, when the Spaniards Fe’l Lo work and
despatched them as 1f they were dogs.

Ancther account, from George Simpson's An Overland

Journey Round the World, During the Years 1841 and 1242,

cords indiscriminate killing on the part of Maxicansg:

Too indolent to be always on the alert, the
Californians overlcok the constant pilferings of
cattle and horses, till they are roused beyond the
measure even of their patience hy some cutrage of more
than ordinary mark; and then, instead of hunting down
the guilty for exemplary punishment, they destroy
every native that falls in their way, without

distinction of sex or age., The bhloodhounds, of
courge, find chieftly women and children for, in
gvu,Lal the men are bhetter able to =scape, [the
S‘;u-& 5] butchering their helpless and inoffensive
victims after the blasphemous mockery of baptism.-

In the multivolume work on California, Hubert Howe
b, a majer historian of this period, asserts that
nearly all mission expeditions between 12826 and 1830
involved atrocities, and the practice of cutting off ears

became "a new kind of
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Such depictions from Anglo travelers continued through
the 18403, as noted by historian James J. Rawls:

The Hispanic Californians had revealed themselves
unfit for California, not enly by humming their "tune
of Castilian laziness"™ and ignoring the imperative to
develop Califecrnia by "honest toil™ but also by
treating the Indians with such harshness and

ompulsion that their yeign could only be described as
a "dastardly tyranny."-’

Rawls atiributes the depictions both to the fact that the

mizszsions of California were paternalistic and authoritarian
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institutions and toc the obvious self-interest of the Anglc
observers.ﬁ
By the end of the Meyican periocd, almost all of the

indigsnous peoples of California, except those in the

-t

remote mountains of the north and east, had come in

o
contact with Spanish-Mexican civilization.* The main
causes of Indian population decline during the periocd were

epidemic disease, endemic disease, armed conflict, and

Fo)
!
-

destruction cf fcod supply. The negative impact on the

California Indian population of Russian, as well as
British, fur trapping activity was mainly through the
Jdestructlion of food resocuvoes and the introduction of
digease =

Although the impact of contact with ocutsiders had
clearly been severe for the California Indians by the end
of the Mexican period, it was the massive influx of

Americans which followed that was to have the most

devastating effect. The Mexicans, like the Spanish before

- d

h

[

them, considered the Indians to be an integral par
society; many of the Anglos arviving from the East did not
share that view,
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CHEAPTETR VI

American period, 1846-18373

With the arrival of Americans in California after

1846, the value of the California Indian as membhers of

i

aciety began diminishing, and the Indian population
entered a new period of catastrophic decline. BAs in the

Mexican period, the greatest single factor in the

g
population decline was disease, but it is also attributed

to divect attack, exposure, and starvation. By 1880, the

3

native population of the state had fallen to about 20,000,

-

with a decline from 18C,000 to 50,000 occurring in the ten
year period 1845 to 1855 alcne.l

The white perspective on the Califocrnia Indians hegan
te change in the 1830s as an increasing number of whites
£y the east took up residence, as noted by James Rawls in
hiz study of the image of the California Indian. Rawls

observes that Americans who settled in Califeornia at first

began to view the Indians more as a useful source of labor

1

than as victimg of Mexicans.

Bmericans adopted aspects of the Spanish and Mesxican
labor systems that suited their needs, many of them
following the lead of John A. Sutter, who had established a
settlement on the Bacramento River under Mexican authority
in 1840.: In the Spanish empire, the dominant institutions

of ecolonization and labor control were, successively, the
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systems of encomienda, by which Spaniards were granted
Indian groups from whom they were entitled to receive both
tribute and labor; repartimientc, which involved the
requirement that Indian villages send a quota of their male
population to work for a number of weeks each year; and
hacienda, by which Indians either lived on a hacienda or
lived in an Indian <ommunity and hired themselves out to
the hacienda. Under the hacienda system, labor was
controlled through debt pe{mage,3 Under Mewico, Spanish
colenial practices remained in place in California through
the system of debt peconage on ranchos. Americans saw the
advantages of the Spanish-Mexican system, and there is

1

ans willingly participated in the system

&3]
i

-

evidence that Ind

however, Americans expanded existing practices

to include fThe capiture of younger In
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Although continuities in labor pra
during the transition from Mexican to American authority,
pfficial policies established upon California's entrance to
the Union reveal the shift in attitude toward the Indian
peoples. Parallels between the Angle approach to the
Indians in California and white attitudes towards blacks in
the South are particularly evident. Under Mexico, Indians
had been permitted to ftestify in court and oppose settlers
who took their property, but Indian rights and privileges

were lost with Califcrniz's constitutional convention of
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1849 and action by the newly formed state legislature of
1850, A law enacted in 1850, "An Act for the Government

' was the first in a series to

and Protection of Indians,'
provide for the indenture or apprenticeship of Indians of
all ages. The law included provisions for local justices
of the peace to rule on the cwnership of Indian land; white
men could not be convicted through the testimony of an
Indian; Indians convicted of stealing livestock or any
valuable item could be whipped; able-bodied Indians caught
loitering could be arrested if a resident complained; and a
local Jjustice of the peace, mayor, or recorder could
convict an Indian and subsegquently hire that Indian cut to
the highest bidder.

Americans thus adopted the Spanish and Mexican methods
of exploiting Indian labor, but they added a component of
trafficking in Indians.® It is estimated that about 10,000
Indians may have been indentured or sold in the periocd 1850
to 1863.

The American approach to the California Indians
differed from that of the Spanish and Mexicans in other
ways. Unlike the Spanish and Mexicans, who did not see any
moral or physical obstacle to intermarriage with the
indigenous peoples, Americans found such unions
unacceptable. The Americans who came to California had

confronted native peoples across the North American
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continent, and many held the notion that the Indian was
inherently evil.?

The discovery of gold in California in 1848 ocourred
two vears after California came under U.S. authority, in
the same year that Mexico ceded the state and its other
northern provinces fto the United States through the Treaty
of Guadalupe Hidalgo. The gold lay in the Sierra Nevada
and other mountain regicns, which had been beyond white
settlement up to that point. Indians initially assisted
whites as guides and worked in the mines,; they alsoc worked
on farms, ranches, and vinevards, but it was only in the

e that their numbers were
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nd changing eccnomic
circumstances, including the flooding of the labor markst
Ly former miners and Thinese immigrants, subsequently

limited the opportunities for Indians. Demand for domestic

servants remained fairly constant, though, and the
persistent practice of kidnapping and indenturing of
Indians was an indicator of this demand.’

By the end of 1851, much of the territory that had

heen occcupied by Indians under Mexican authority had become

non-Indian land. Lszs game was availlable for hunting, and
Indian access to primary arsas of food-production was
increasingly limited., Commissioners sent to California by

President Millard Fillmore in 1851 had attempted to protect

the Indians with plans to remove them to special reserved

[\ww s
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areas. A total of 18 treaties, mostly in the gold mining
region, were enitered inte in the hopes that the Indians
could be protected and taught agriculture and other skills.
California legislators were vehemently opposed te the
appropriation of the 8.5 million acres of land for the
natives, howevey. Influenced by U.S. senatcrs Jchn C.
Fremont and William McKendree c¢f California, the U.S.
Senate redjected the treaties in 1852 .10

s whites flooded into northern California after 1849

and mining methods changed, gold seekers relied less on

.

ndian assistance and the native pepulation came to be
viewed as an obstacle to settlement of the land and a
thre=at to safety. Indians fearful of white attacks
abandoned the mining areas. Contemporary accounts
attribute the Indians' fears to a retaliatory attack by a
group of Oresgonians on an Indian village near Coloma 1o
1849,: Regret at this turn of events was expreszsed by
Theodore Johnson, who had observed the Indians when they
had worked peacefully with white miners: "The late
emigrants across the mountains, and especially from Oregon,
had commenced a war of extermination upon them, shooting
them down like wolves, men, women and children, wherever
they could find them. '™

The federal government decided in 1853 to establish a

1

i af military reservations where Indians could be

i

[
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gathered and protected. At 1ts peak, in 1857, the system




may have affected as many as 10,000 California Indians.
Some reservations existed for just a few years, however.
The reservation system did not supply adequate food,
clothing, housing, or protection for the California Indians
and was noted for abuses. The system started declining in
the early 18603, and from then into the 1870s criticisms,
suzh as claims that the agents were corrupt or negligent
and that the rezesrvations were dresary and unproductive,

o

increassad. -

Ocecasionally during the pericd 1850 to 1870, Iandians
rebelled in what were known as Indian Wars, but the
conflicts almost always proved costly for the Indians. At
a relatively early date, in 1851, the governor of
California expressed a fatalistic view of relations hetwesen
whites and Indians:

That a war of extermination will zontinue to he waged
between the two races until the Indian becomes
extinct, must be ezpected; while we cannot anticipate
this regsult with but painful regret, the inevitable

destiny of the race is beyond the power and wisdom of
man to avert, "

Gov. Peter H., Burnett's words seem prophetic, but they
should be considered in the context of the periocd 1846 to
1851, which was one of federal Indian policy formulation.
The prevalling view among government officials familiar
with the Indians during the era of expansion was that the

Indians would be exploited and exterminated unless the

country provided for assimilation. The choice that many
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Anglos saw for the Indians was simple: relinguish the old
ways or die. The Indian wars cf the West between 1860 and
1890 resulted from varicus western tribes' resistance to
assimiiation. Attempting to assimilate, however, was no

T

guarantee of survival.-’

In California, the 20 years after the 1849 gold rush
were marked by Indian massacres in northern arveas of the
state as the white population scared. Such killings are
well-documented in newspaper accoounts and letters from
residents and by Indian agents of the federal government.
Although, as previously discussed, small expeditions had
been organized by Spanish and Mewiecan authorities with the
aim of chastising interior Indians, efforts to "pacify"

Indians were greatly expanded when the U.3. Army occupiled

@]
1Y

lifornia between 1845 and 1848. The Army’'s response to
the least indication of armed hostility on the part of the
native population was to burn Indian villages and destroy
all the food they had stored. In the 1850s, settlers who
falt that the federal government was not adequately
protecting them toock matters into their own hands.
Dispossessed Indians zometimes stole animals for food or
killed whites, and local militias under California

ens, took it

ta

authority, as well as groups of private c¢itid

upon themselves to fight the Indians.-

The number of iIndian victims of individual massacres

U]

ranged widely. In some incidents groups of 10 were

i




attacked and killed, while in other incidents the number
dead was reported at 250 to 300. Two well-known massacres
of California Indians that involved indiscriminate killing
by American soldiers or settlers ovccurred at Clear Lake in
1850 and Humboldt Bay in 1860.

In 1850, two separate attacks by U.5. troops on Indian
Island in Clear Lake occurred in response to the murders of

b}

Andrew Kelsgsey and Charles

621

tone in December of 1849, Under
Tapt. M. Lyon, troaps killed at least 135 and possibly 250
Pomo Indians. In a veport fo the aszsistant adjutant
general, Lyon states that the island "became a perfect
zlaughter pen. A statement by Thomas Knight, who had
employed some Indians in the areaz and was familiar with
them, atiributes the killing of Kelsey to the Iandians'

i £ PO PN - P S PR
or revenge after having been taken far from their

[43]

i

to work in a mine and subsequently abandoned when the

mine was found Lo have no gold., According to ¥night, the

trocops

governmenth
went up and killed a large number of these Indians,
and the two other Kelseys alsc killed a good many.
They were arrested for their inhuman treatment of the
Indians, many ¢f those they had massacred being old or
infirm and had never made any trouble, but through
some flaw ip the law or informality they escaped
punishment .-~

Another well known massacre ocourred in the Humboldt

Bay region of northern California on February 26, 1860,
The account of a3 Wells Fargo messenger published in the San
Franclisco Bulletin two days later read ags f£ollows:
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Between three and four o'clock on Sunday morning last
(26 February), an attack was made by a party of white
men, upon Indians at several villages around Humboldt
Bay. At Indian Island, opposite the town of Eureka,
and distant but a few hundred yards, more than 40
Indians were killed, three-fourths of the number being
women and children. ©On the beach, south of the
entrance to the bay, forty or fifty Indians were also
killed. Report says all that were there--every one--
was killed. It is also reported, and is no doubt
true, that a simultanecus attack was made upon the
villages on Eel river. From what is known in Eureka
not less than two hundred Indians--men, women apd
children--were killed on this Sabbath morning.-

The acrcount goes on to accuse farmers of the Eel River
region, who had suffered depredations, of perpetrating the
massacres. It notes that the majority of the people in the
Fureka area denounced the events.

In a letter to the editor of the Bulletin, a reader

prese&nts an a

8]

count, which he says he received from the
sheriff of Humboldt County, of the same events. He writes
that a group of 40 farmers of the Eel River region claimed
Indians were killing their cattle, and that the whites
massacred the Indians after following them to the bay. The
letter-writer comments that the farmers were "determined to
clean out every thing that wore a red skin. "%

In another letter to the editor, this one dated
February 29, the Humboldt County sheriff estimates the
number killed at 80, and he corroborates the fact that most
of the dead were women and children. Nating that the
farmers had lost about an eighth of their stock in the past

year, he writes that the commander cf Fort Humboldt
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"refuses to take cognizance of these facts. The settlers
then battle the Indians on their own."!

In early March, Major G.J. Raines of Fort Humboldt
issued a report to an Adjutant General on what he saw the
day of the massacre: "I beheld a scene of atrocity and
herror unparalleled not only in our own Country, but even
in history, for it was done by men self-acting and without

necessity, color of law or authority."22

In an open
letter in the Bulletin, Raines charged the county sheriff
with issuing a "false statement” on the responsibility of
the military for the attack, and he criticized the sheriff
for not taking steps to bring the perpetrators to
justice‘ﬁ Two months later Raines urged an end to
volunteer groups killing Indian men, women, and children
"as they often do"; he acknowledged that Indians had been
killing cattle, but agreed with another ocfficer's
assessment that the Indians were finding it difficult to
subsist. !

Earlier that year, in January of 1860, a letter in the
Bulletin disputed an account of how a "gallant little army"”
had retaliated against Indians in the Pitt River Valley:

The Indians attacked, or butchered, had been living at

a place called "Roff's Ranch" for a long time. There

the "bold"™ volunteers crept on them before day, and,

without informing Roff or any of the cattle-herders
thereabouts, marched on the ranch, killed about nine
men, the balance escaping. The women and children
remained, trusting to confidence in the honesty of an

American, whom they believed would not murder women

and children. 1In this they were mistaken; for not

only in the "excitement" of the moment, but through
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the greater part cof the day, they searched around

among the "haystocks" with the hatchet, and split the

children's head open. In this way there were over
forty women and children butchered--the whiteg
exceeding even the Indians in their butchery.*”

In the case of the Yuki Indians in the Round Valley
area of northern California, there is evidence that groups
of settlers went out two to three times a week, killing S0
to 60 Indians on a trip, for as long as five years.26 a
table of population decline between 1247 and 1852 in Coock's
work shows that, of all the California Indian tribes that
the author studied, the Yuki population suffered the
greatest population decline due to killing.m

Similarly, the Yahi-Yana of the Sacramento Valley are
believed to have declined in number from 2,000-3,000
possibly to extinction, primarily because of a series of
massacres between 1846 and 1867. One attack on a Yahi-Yana
group in 1866 is attributed to a single farmer.

There is other evidence that some people acted
independently, outside of organized groups, to kill Indians
indiscriminately. A settler is reported in the Sacramento
PDajly Union to have boasted of multiple poisonings
accomplished by lacing flour with strychnine, then leaving
it where starving Indians would find and eat it. His most
recent poisoning effort was prompted by the death of his
brother, but he is said teo have successfully poisoned

Indians previously while living with his brother.<’ In a

War File deposition taken in 1860, a rancher stated that

57

ST

e zd o bet BESEEEARE SRS

TRCAk s IR OSSR PSR A

rz;f_
=
&
-’.'.‘,"- )
BN
.
B
2
&
,:3'?:.-
3
b3




the stock supervisor for California Indian Superintendent
Thomas Henley put strychnine in Indian "baskets of soup, or
whatever they had to eat . "

While white miners and settlers fought Indians in the
north, some Indians in southern California were also
engaged in hostile encounters with settlers from the east.
In 1851, Antonio Garra, a leader of the Cupéﬁo Indians,
attempted to create an alliance of Indians to fight
Americans who were settling in the area. The uprising,
which was aimed specifically at Americans and not Spaniards
or Mexican Californians, failed. 1In George Harwood
Phillips's Chiefs and Challengers, Carra is said to have
"sought to create a powerful alliance that would, through

careful and long-range planning, eliminate the Americans

I 5 ¢
]2

frem the entire region of Southern California.
Garra and his followers tvesented what they perceived
to he preferential treatment given Indians IiIn northern
California, where reservations were to be established.
They were also upset about being taxed by the United
States, and they wanted to stop the flow of immigrants
through their territory. The uprising failed because most
Indians at the time did not share Garra's perception of the

i After this disturbance the

Americans as dangerous.
Indians of southern California lived relatively peacefully,
with many working as laborers on ranchos or were reduced to

-

living as homeless vagabonds.h
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The Garra uprising marked the last Indian rebellion in
southern California. In the last outbreak of organized
Indian resistance in the state--the Modoo War of 1872-73--
the Indians caused heavy casualtises among U.S5. Army trocps,
but were ultimately defeated.

Although the testimony regarding massacres discussed
above is dramatic and shocking, it is generally acknowleged
that disease was the main cause of California Indian
populaticn decline. Sherburne Coock estimates that disease
caused the deaths of 33.5 percent of the estimated 1848
Indian population, accounting far 65 percent of the
population decline. The illnesses that struck the Indian

population during the American periocd occurred mostly in

chreonic form or as small outbreaks. The most common
diseases were btubevculosis, smallpox, pnsumonia, measles,
and venereal disease. " In comparing population decline

during different pericds of California history, Cock

concludes that the impact of Americans on the California

of cutsiders before them.

3

Cook studied the relative 1mpacts of viclence zand

.

disease on the California Indian population for the years

1848 to 1880. He divides death by killing into two

L2 L] L3

categories: military homicide” and "social homicide.

The first category includes Indians killed due to warfare

with Americans, which Cook considers strictly armed
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conflict between the races where the purpose of whites was

to "kill, chastise or otherwise subdue the natives'": the

second category refers to "killing directly attributable to

the sccial conditions under which the natives were obhliged
to live,” killings which would not bhe expected to occcour in
aboriginal surroundings or "in a peaceful and well-ordered
h

L]

ite community.' This second category includes deaths

i

Oy
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resulting from incidental guarrels, brawls, and revengs

n

injury. <ook asgerts that study of the latter category i

valuable as a means of messuring racial conflict.
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ures on newspaper accounts, diaries, and
later histories, Cook estimates that, overall, about 7
percent of the population decline {a leoss of 6 percent of
California Indian populatiocn) resulted from "military
homicide,”™ or war, between 1848 and 1880. In some cases,

warfare accounted for as much as 18.5 percent of the

population decline of certain tribes during the period,

according to Cook. '"Social homicide” was less significant
as a factor in reducing the population. This category is
said by Cock to have accounted for less than 1 percent of

the total population decline beftween 1852 and 18653.°

seems reasonable, however, to gquestion the use of newspaper

articles az reliable scources for the tabulation of
isolated, individual homicides of Indians, given the low
value of an Indian life in the eyes ¢f many Anglos. The
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death of one Indian was probably more esasily obscured than
a massacre of an entire village,

f California Indian demography,

In a gesneral survey ©
published four years after Cook's death 1374 death, Cook
does not discuzs the phenomenon of genocide, but he

gtrongly condemns the treatment of the Indians during the

American period:

f]
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The ov@rwhelﬁ;“g assault upen ths subsi

@ ife,
and culture of all Talifornia natives duri the shaort
pericd from 1848 to 1865 has seldom besn ddpll ated in
modern times by an invading race. . . This desoclation
Wwas acwomylish@d by a ruthless flood of miners and
farmers who apnihilated the natives without mercy or

ccmpensation.
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There 15 no lack of evidence in the form of
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indigencus peoples--including women, c¢hildren, and the
¢lderly--by whites in the early higtory of the state of
California. The Indians’ chances fovr survival were also
affected during this period by factors such zs the loss of
feood supply and the kidnapping of Indian children by

whites, An effort to determine if any of these factors--as

weall as related factors during the Spanish and Mexican

()

LL

1

periods--separately or cumulatively amounted to genc

{as defined in a previous section) must address several

igsuesz, among them the ildentity of the parties that can be
considered dirsatly responsible for Indian deaths, the

intent of those parties, the acts that resulted in the




populaticn decline, and the acticons of authorities and

bystanders as these events unfolded.

1.Cook 1978, p. 93.
2.Hurtado 1588, 47-55; Rawls, p. 78.

3.Charles Gibson, Spain in America (New York, 1966), pp.
48-67; Rawls, pp. 3-4.

4 Hurtado 1988, p. 53; Cook 1976a, pp. 305-308.

.Zook 1976a, pp. 311, 315.

(W]

6.Rawls, pp. 106-108.

7.The text of the law is reproduced 1n Robert F. Heizer,
ed. e of C A Collectio
of Dowuments from the perjod 1847 to 1865 in which are
ibed Some that ened e
Indians of California (Santa Barbara, 1974), pp. 219-224,

8.3herburne F. Cook, "The California Indian and Anglo-
American Culture,” in Charles Wollenberg, ed., Ethnic
Conflict in California History (Los Angeles, 1370}, p. 27.

9.Rawls, pp. 114-116; Hurtado 1988, pp. 211, 213; Cook
19764, p. 315.

10.The treaties are reprcduced in Robert F. Heizer, The
Eighteen Unratified Treatjes of 1851-1852 Between hg
Ca ornia ans and t g ed Stat Gov

(Berkeley, 1872).

11.Rawls, pp. 116, 126-133.

12.Quoted in Rawls, p. 132.

13.Rawls, pp. 152, 154-155.

14.Quoted in Heizer and Almguist, p. 26.

15.Robert A. Trennert, Alteynative to tinction: Federal

ndian Policy and the Beginnings of the Reservation System
1246-1851 {(Philadelphia, 1975), pp. 194-197.

16.Cook 19270, p. 31; Heizer and Almguist, p. 27.
17.Report is reproduced in Heizer 1974a, pp. 244-245,

62




MR AN AT

yatcrr

AL AN,

18.Reproduced in Heizer 1974a, p. 247.

19.Reproduced in Heizer 1974a, pp. 255-2%56.

20.Reproduced in Heizer 1974a, p. 256.

21 .Repreduced in Heilzer 1974a, pp. 257-258,

22 .Reproduced in Heizer 1974a, p. 259.

23.Reproduced in Helzer 1974a, p. 261,

24 Reproduced in Helzer 1974a, p. 262.

25.Reproduced in Heizer 1974a, pp. 93-96.

26 .Virginia P. Miller, Ukomno'm: The p Indi

Northern California {Socorre, 1979), p. 97. Many scholars
who discuss the experiences of the Yuki Indians refer to
Lynwood Carrvrance and Estle Beard's Genocide and Vendetta:
The Round Valley Wars of Northern Galifornia (Norman,
1981). There are guestions, however, about the

authenticity of Carranco and Beard’'s work, much of which is
drawn directly from Miller's efforts.

27.Cook, 1976a, p. 357.
28.Thornton, p. 110,

.Reproduced in Heizeyr, They Were Only Diggers: B
lection of Articles from California Newspapers, 1851-

1
£€. on Indian and White Relations (Ramona, 1974), p. 31.

30.Miller, p. 53.

31.Fhillips 1975, pp. 166-167.

32.Phillips 1978, pp. 68-69, 76, 167, 172~173;
33.Rawls, pp. 110-113.

34.Cook 1976a, p. 268; Castillo 1978, p. 109.
35.Co0k 1976a, pp. 259-268.

36.Cook 1976a, pp. 262-264, 267, 357.

37.Coo0k 1973, p. 93.

63




CHAPTER VII

Evidence

There 13 no shortage of argumentation both in favor of
and ocpposed to labeling experiences of the California
Iindians as genccide. Among such =2fforts are polemics which
assert that the Indians of California, along with other
7.8, Indian groups, have been subject to genccide from the

moment of first contact with ocutsiders through the present.

g
M

sing the definition of genocide discussed previcusly, it

is clear that such arguments overstate the case. More

i

gztrictive uses of the term are not always more
instructive, however. There is little to be gained from
identifyving as genccide only those cases in which a group

has been successfully exterminated, since it is very rare

[

to find a group that has bsen completely eliminated.-
Thus, the case of the Indians of California is a
difficult one. While the magnitude of population decline
amonyg the overall California Indian population from the
time of first contact to 1900 1z substantial regardless of
which estimate one accepts as accurate, the decline 1s a
result of many interrelated factors. Genocide appears to
have been one of these factors, but it wasg by no means the
single most imporiant one overall. That is no reason to

discount it. The purpose of this paper is to gain insight

into the phenomenon of genocide by examining events in a
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particular place and time and determining whether the
conditions of genocide are identifiable in that case.

At the outset of this analysis, it 1s important that
the issue of the magnitude of genocide be further clarified
as it relates to the case of the California Indians. It is
my contention that intent and a pattern of activity are the
deciding factors in making a determination of genccide. B&As
stated above, genocide does not apply only to those cases
where a group has been eliminated entirely. Although
"attempt to commit gencocide” is punishable under the UN

Convention on genocide, it refers to att

&)

mpts to commit the
specified acts that are intended to at least partly destroy
a group. Theres 13 no classification for "attempted
genocide' in the event that the intended demise of a group
does not occur, as one could have an "attempted homicide.™
For the latter category, it is necessary to establish that
one or more people had the intention of killing ancther
individual. In a case of genocide, however, a person or
persons must commit certain acts with the intent to
destroy, in whole or in part, a specified group. The key

tfactors are the intent and the nature of acts, such as

&1

killing, not the complete destruction of the group. In

s me loss of life; the most

peie
[6)]
O
0]

most cases of genocide there
well known cases involve enormous numbers of victims.
Therefore, using Cock's figures as a guide, the

estimate that about 7 to 8 percent of the California Indian

o
A




population decline (representing about 4,300 individuals)
for the years 1848 to 1880 resulted from what he terms
"military homicide" (defined strictly as armed conflict
between the races) and "social homicide” (encompassing
killing from gquarrels and revenge) may initially seem
relatively insignificant when compared with the tremendous
loss of 1life experienced by other groups in history that
have been subject to genocide. It is important to keep in
mind, however, that the idea of an aggregate California
indian populatiocon, encompassing all ¢f the varied and

numerous tribal groups, is an artificial construct kased on

gtate boundaries determined in the mid 19th century. The
Indians of the region generally congregated in villages of
at most several hundred inhabitants, and the killing of
what may considered a small number of individuals by the
standards of the Holocaust had a significant impact on the

survival of scme California Indian tribes. This is because

deaths due to killing during the period discussed in this
paper were not evenly distributed among all California

Indian groups: some distinct cultural groups were subiect

to genocide to a greater degree than others.® For example,
in the case of the Yuki Indians, Cook estimates that 18.5
percent of the group's population decline was caused by

what he labels "war," the highest proportion of any of the

tribes surveyed in his study.’
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The evidence for the period 176% to 1873 indicates
that genocide of Indians occurred in California during the
American periocd, and that its perpetrators were primarily
miners and settlers who had recently arrived from the east,
I plan to show that the massive depopulation that occurred
during the Spanish and Mexican periods cannot be attributed
to genocide due to a lack of intent and an absence of
widezspread, sustained, one-sided campaigns on the part of

the Spanish and Mexicans.

Spanish iod: Conver

The purposes of the Spanish in California can hbe
briefly outlined as conversion, civilization, and
colonization. It cannot ke disputed that the arrival of
the Spanish in Alta California was accompanied by a
dramatic decline in the coastal Indian pepulaticon, but the
Spanish did not actively seek the extermination of the
Indian. In contrast to the early Spanish policy toward the
natives of the West Indies, where Indians were exterminated
as the Spaniards sought to enrich themselves, the approach

after 1600 included efforts to curb abuszes.®

The Spanish
clearly employed coercive methods in gathering and keeping
Indians at the missions of California, but throughout the

period the primary aim of contact was a spiritual conguest

of the native peocoples.

&7




That the spiritual ends of the Spanish missionaries
had physical consequences is amply demonstrated in the work
of Sherburne F. Cook. Conversion required the physical
removal cof Indians to mission compounds. The population
declined under the stresses of introduced disease, crowded
conditions, and perhaps inadeguate nutrition. Punishment,
zommonly by flogging and impriszsconment., could be considered
harsh and cruel by today's standards, although net be
contemporary standards.

Meanwhile, Indian culture was consztantly under siege
a4z the missicon fathers pursued the goal of
stianization., As far as the missiocnaries were
zoncerned, Indian spiritual life was a veid to bhe filled
hristian doctrine. The evidence indicates that the

f the missionaries was not to obliterate the

s
)
P
&
ol
o+
(8]

Indians as a people, but to bring them into the civilized
world as the Franciscans perceived it.E

The process of conversion wasg initially peaceful in
Callifornia, but that changed over time, exacerbating the
detrimental impact of the Spanish on the Indian population.
Military expeditions in search cof fugitives had become
common by 1810, and the spiritual motivation of the

]

missionaries was less olear as the obiject of the

expeditions began more closely to resemble mere subjugation

for the purpcses of forced laber.®? Cook notes that the

treatment of an Indian varied considerably depending on the
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individual in charge.f A contemporary observer, Frederick
W. Beechey, recorded his impression of the treatment of
Indians in the later mission period:

As for the various methods employed for the purpose of

bringing proselytes to the mission, there are several

reports, of which some were not very creditable to the
institution: nevertheless, on the whole I am of

opinion that the priests are innocent, from a

conviction that they are ignorant of the means

employed by those whe are under them.

There can be little doubt that the Spanish had a low
estimation of the California Indian. In the words of
Franciscan Father Geronimo Boscana:

The Indians of Californian may be compared to a

species of ape; for in naught do they express

interest, save in imitating the actions of others, but
in doing so they are careful to choose vice in
preference of virtue. This is the regult, no doubt,
of their corrupt natural! disposition.’

For the Spanish friars, though, a low opinion of the
indigenous people of California provided further impetus
for attempting to change the Indians that they encountered,
in contrast toc the attitude of Americans who arrived years
later. For some Anglos, a low assessment of the peoples
encountered provided a rationale for the isclation and
destruction of those peoples.

In terms of broad purposes, then, it is clear that the
Indians had a role in Spanish mission life and that the
Spanish who came into contact with indigencus people were

not intent on eliminating them. Evidence of cruelty and

coercion makes guestionable assertions that all of the
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Spanish missionaries were acting out of altruistic and
benevolent intentions, but it is reasocnable to conclude
that their contact with the California Indians was not
gencocidal. The purpose of Spanish incursion into the
interior areas was not for the expropriation of Indian
land, but for Indian converts and laborers. This may have
been at least in part a function of the limited number of
Spanish in Alta California (estimated at less than 4,000 by
Cook) compared with later settlers, who arrived in huge
numbers over a short period of time and who viewed Indians
az obstacles to land use. Coock observed that

in opening up California the Spanish system undertook

as far as possible to employ the Indians, even by

force, in useful pursuits. This in turn meant that
the aboriginal race was an economic asset and as such
was to be conserved. Destruction of individual life
cgcourred only when and 1if the Indian actively resisted
the process of amalgamation or definitely failed to
conform to the congueror's scheme of existence.

Wholesale slaughter or annihilation was definitely

undesirable. -

Archaeological evidence attests to the role of the
Indian during the Spanish mission period of California
history as contrasted with the Angloc period. Based on
archaeological data, Robert L. Schuyler observes that there
was "intensive and encapsulated acculturation”™ within the
Franciscan framework. He notes:

An industrial contact situation is seen 1in

cverwhelming acculturation at Indian sites and an

almost total lack of Indian materials at post~1850

Anglo sites and finally in reservesz and reservations.

There was a place for the Indian in Spanish

California; in fact, he was an integral part of its

economic underpinning. There was a continuing place,
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albeit much less important, in Mexican California; but

the nature of Anglio culture excluded him and forced

him clogse Lo extermination.*

While the term genocide has been applied by scme to
the experiences of the Indians of California under Spanish
authority, the evidence does not support such uses. The

issues of contention regarding treatment of the Indians in

thisg period appear to be introduced digsease, forced labor,

harsh punishment, and poor living conditions, but not

ling. As noted previocusly, Cock estimates that
cutright killing resulted in the deaths of 2,245 Indians,
for & percent of the general Indian population
decliine, from 1770 to 1848, much of 1% resulting from

1R

fighting back and forth during the Mexican period.*~ Heavy

Indian casualties sometimes ocourred during Spanish

2

xpeditions to collect converts or runaways, or to punish

i

Indians for stealing., but the evidence does not suggest a
pattern of massacres in which Indians were killed
indiscriminately. For example, in an incident recorded in
1805
Luis Peralta went on a punitive expedition £from Santa
Clara. After he had caught up with the Indians the
latter began to fight. He fired on them and killed
"five of the bums (gandules)." The survivers fled to
the brush, where he attacked again and killed five
more. The Spanish then "beat the bush” and captured
"twenty-five head (piezas)," all women. The prigoners
were then brought to Santa Clara for conversion.™

Despite the poor treatment that some Indians received

under the Spanish, the fact remains that the Indian had a
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place in Spanish society in California. For the
missionaries, that place was as a convert, laborer, and, at
least according to stated aims, eventually an assimilated
member of the social order. For the Spanish civil
population, the Indian population had a place as a source
of labor and of women.-'

Accounts written by mission priests at the time note
the prevalence of illness among the Indian population, but
the extent of their knowledge about the causes of those
illnesses is unclear. Widespread illness among Indians
frequently was attributed to climate, although there are
indications that the friars were aware of the detrimental
effects of close guarters. Cook nctes, however, the
general ignorance of "sanitary science”" at the time.13 In
any event, the evidence does not suggest that high death
rates due to disease prompted reactions other than
bewilderment and sadness on the part of the missionaries.

The impact of Spanish contact on the California Indian
population may have inadvertently been worse than what
occurred following Spanish contact with other groups
because the missicnaries were attempting to implement a
system that was poorly suited to the conditions in Alta
California. <Changes were more disruptive because the
misslionaries sought to remove and convert several diverse,
nonagricultural Indian groups at once. Thus, despite their

stated intentions, in their efforts to continue practices
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established over centuries, the missionaries pursued a
courge that had devastating consequences for the native

peoples of California.

Mexican Period: Abgorption.

Like the Spanish, the Mexicans who inhabited
California considered Indians an integral part of society,
albeit at the lowest level. The rights of Indians had made
rapid progress in the early 19th century as egalitarian
attitudes spread both in Spain and New Spain. Under Mexico
the Tndians were nominally free, but they were bound to
service as part of the rancho eccnomy through a system of
hacienda and Indian peonage..16

Violence increased between Indians and Mexicans during
the period, and there is evidence that in some instances
women and children were killed in attacks on Indian
villages. The evidence does not suggest, however, that
Mexicans sought to kill Indians based on race alone, which
would indicate genocidal intent. Throughout the period,
the Indian had a place in Mexican society, however lowly,
oppressive, and racially-based it may have been.
Intermarriage with Indians was acceptable to the Spanish
and Mexicans, in contrast to the attitudes of Americans,
who generally viewed miscegenation with contempt. The
mestizo was considered a valued, integral part of the

-

multicultural Mexican civilization.™
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Many military expeditions against Indians in the
Mexican period were retaliatory in nature, often resulting
from the theft of livestock, or were undertaken in an
effort to obtain Indian laborers for ranchos. Up to the
year 1836, missionaries, with the help of soldiers and
sometimes converted Indians, ventured farther from the
coastal mission areas seeking unconverted Indians. These

expeditions antagonized the Indians of the interior.k

Cook writes;

the explorers and convert hunters began te find the
villages empty, or were greeted with showers of arrows
as they approached. Retaliation and "chastisement"
were in order. Gentiles were carried off by force
rather than persuasion, and atrocities began to occur.
By the decade 1820-1830, the people ¢f the interieor
valleys and hills had definitely embarked upon a
policy of physical resistance, not through any
political or cultural unification, but through a
common response to a uniform style of treatment

a peaceful, sedentary, highly localized group
underwgpt conversion into a semiwarlike, seminomadic
group. -’

By the time the missions were secularized, the
interior Indians had become guite aggressive in raiding
livestock, and the response of the Mexican government was
to counterattack by expedition, which resulted in many
Indian deaths and the destructicn of several villages. A
Mexican resolution estabklishing a military border police
and plans for construction of a fortification at Pacheco
Pass indicate a shift to a defensive appreoach toward the

Indians. The Indians’' offensive peaked in 1845, and its
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decline is attributed to the arrival of Americans from

o
]

east.2
The Mexican period thus was a time of great viclence
for some Indian groups. Governor Pio Pico remarked,
perhaps arcund 1845, "The savages of the north have been
committing serious depredations. With sufficient force and
the help of all it would be posszible to destroy them. "=
In a different context, his statement could be construed as
genocidal, hbut the intent in the case of the Mexicans does
rot appear to have been the a-tual physizal obliteration of

L]

me Taillfornia Indians. The Mexicans wWere not settling in

g

aumbers *hat would permit wide-scale action against
interisr Indians--according to Robert F. Heizer and Alan F.
Almguist, the Mexican overlords numbered fewer than 500--

and the evidence does not reveal, as it does in the case of

rr

American settlersz, explicit intent to kill any Indians

-~

simply because they were Indians. -

In any event, the Mexicans were never able to pursue
their dizputes with hostile Indians. Mexican efforts to
settle California were continually hampered, as noted by C.
Alan Hutchinson:

By the time Governor Manuel! Victoria came to
California in 1832, all the best coastal land had bheen
engrossed by the missions, who spread their cattle
demains around them as if to protect themselves from
undesirable settlers in the few existing towns.

Before the country was populated by more than a
handful of people, therefore, little land was left,
uniess the settler moved into pagan Indian country.
This was where the Farias colony went for strategic
reasons; bui although the colonlsts were provided with

75




A SR AR P b SN R, e SRR S

PR T M R L e

S e

weapons, Governcr Plgueroa saw a threat to himsslf in

these arms and ordered them removed. Only the

experienced, independent American frontiersman in

Califprnia seemed to be in a position to take exposed

land.“’

As we shall see, the conflict bhetween the Indians of
ZTalifornia and Americans arriving from the eazt was much
more one-sided and widespread than that of the Indians and

Mexicans. Moreover, the broad tendencies and purposes of

settlers during the American period reveal a clear

o

genocoidal intent that is absent in the military operations

sclation and exterminatiosn.

That the Talifornia frontier under Spanish, Mexican, and

Ametican authority was a violent place 13 indisputables, and
the drastic reduction of the Indian population from the
“ims of the arrivai of the Spanish is clear. Violence
accompanied by population decline, howevsr, 1is a
Cotrelafion that of itself does not point to genocide. The

Yey 15 the nature and purpose of the viclence.

In the case of the California Indians following the
arrival of American miners and settlers from the east, the
components of genocide are readily identifiable.
Documentary evidence reveals a pattern of purposeful
shbion of Indian life by Anglos, without rzegard for
1 a threat, and without distincticn

whether L‘he Indians posed

based on age or sex.
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The case o0f the California Indians betwesen 1846 and
1873 is illustrative of genocide as perpetrated by settlers
on an indigenous population. Many parallelszs exist between
what occurred in Talifornia at this time and other
genocides in history. Before reviewing the particular
evidence of genocide in the California case, it is
instructive to consider the circumstances that made
genocide possible at this particular time in history.

In contrast to the Spanish policy of conversion and
the Mexizan policy of absorption, the Anglo apprcach
adopted by the United States and brought West by American
settlers featured little consideration for the welfare of
Indian peoples encountered. The program that had been
established in colonial America by the British focused on
the acgu:sition 2f land, either through purchase or through
cutright appropriation. An atitempt by the gcvernment in
England im 1763 *o limit the taking of Indian land by
settlers in the American colonies proved ineffective, and
was among factors contributing to rebellion 1775.°% Edward
Spicer ocutlines the Anglo approach, as implemented by
American settlers, thus:

As settlers pushed westward, the result was the growth
of a territory inhabited almest entirely by Europeans

with few persisting Indian communities . . . no
systematic efforts were made to incorporate them as
citizens. They existed mergly as objects of charity

with dcubtful human status.*®
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When pushed to the fringes of white settlement, the
Indians were free to live as they wished, provided theiy
activities did not affect the settlers. When settlers
reached California, they ran out of Western territory to
which they could push the Indians and forget about them.
The attitude that the Indian was to be isclated rather than
immediately incorpeorated persisted, resulting in the
develspment of :eservations.?

The regervatlon concept arose from a widespread

percestion that the only alternative to the extinction of
trhe Indltan was assimilation through education in white
ways, which was to take place at reservations.

Reaervations were first establiszshed with the idea of
protecting Indians until some point when they would be
ready to participate in Bmerican seociety, but faith in the
akility to bridge the gap hetween the Indian and whites
dissipated, and the reservations came to represent a means

of vtemeoval. In his study of the establishment of the U.S.

1

resepvation system, Robert A. Trennert notes that the

i

L

Indians wars of the Western states

T

re a response to a
mid-19th century reservation policy that had been deviszed
for the conditions of an earlier time:

Two decades later the exploration of the West was in
full! swing and only the Indian stood in the way. The
pressure to move the tribes away from the lands they
were not using for productive purposes increased until
the natien found itself in a major war to dispossess
the Indian.-
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In frontier Zalifornia, many whites viewed the
reservations as Indian prisons or concentration camps.
Still, they became dissatisfied with the system as a
response to their concerns regarding the Indians. In his

study of white attitudes, Rawls observes:

It was but a smal! step from this loss of faith in the
zysten to the demand for Indian removal beyond the
Pacific shoreline~-or to the demand for Indian
extermination. Today there seems tc be a quantum
diffevence in the las® step, but to many whites on the
California frontivr in the 1850s and 1860s there was
tittle difference between concentration of the Indians
on distant vesesivations and their extermination. In
2ithzyr event Indians would he eliminated, expelled, or
removed from lands desired by whites., The methads
used to accomplish that elimination was not so .
important as the certainty that it would be done.-*
Thus, the ailternatives were reduced from protection and
aszsimilation or extinction, te removal or extermination.

Meanwhile, the reduced value 0f Indian life compared
with white life was evident in a number of areas.
Distinctions based on race were codified in California’s

he Government and Protecticn of Indians,

ot

- ; o
ir gt faw

«

which Lemained in effect until 13863, Two sections 5f the
act read as fcollows:

6, Complaints may be made before a Justice of the
Peace, by white persons or Indians; but in no case
shall a white man be convicted of any offence upon the
testimony of an Indian.

20. Any Indian able to work and support himseif in
some honest calling, not having wherewitha! teo
valntais himself, who shall be found 1oi+ering and

1

strolling about, or frequenting public places whare
liquors are sold, begging, or leading an 1mmcra1 oF
profligate course of 1ife, shall! bhe liable Lo be
arrested on the complaint of any resident citizen of
the county, and brought before any Justice sf the
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Peace of the proper county, Mayor or Recorder of any
incorporated town cr city, who shall examine said
accused Indian, and hear the testimeony in relations
thereto, and if said Justice, Mayor or Recorder shall
be satisfied that he is a vagrant, as above set forth,
he shall make out a warrvrant under his hand and seal,
authoiizing and requivring the officer having him in
charge or custody, to hire out such vagrant within
twenty-four hours to the best bidder, by public notice
given as he shall direct, for the highest price that
can be had, for any term not exceeding four months;
and such vagrant shall be subject to and governed by
the provisions of this Act, regulating guardians and
minors, during the time which he has been so hired.
The money ryeceived for his hire, shall, after
deducting the costs and the necessary expense for
clothing fcr said Indian, which may have been
purchased by his employer, be, 1f he be without a
family, paid into the County Treasury, to the credit
of the Indian fund. But if he have a family, the same
shall e appropriated for their use and benefit:
Provided, that any such vagrant, when arrested, and
fore judgment, may ctelleve himsell by giving to such
ice, Mayor or Recorder, a hond, with good

ity, counditioned that he will, for the next

e months, conduct himself with good behavior and
e some honest employment feor support.-”
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The ac¢t also provided £

5: the indenturing of Indian
czhildren to whites with the consent of the Indian's
pacents.  In reality, the laws weie used as a cover for the
practice zf abducting and selling Indian children and young
women. Most Californians condemned the practice; reports
commonly noted that kidnappers killed the parents of the
children they seized. &Abkout 10,000 Indians are estimated
to have been indentured or sold between 1850 and 1863. It
was not until California conformed with fedeiral

emancipation in 18632 before the apprenticeship laws were

repealed. Even so, a special investigator from the
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commissioner of Indian affaivs veported in 1866 that Indian
slavery was '"not uncommon” in california. -

AR letter from George M. Hanson, Superintendent of
Indian Rifairs Eor bhe Nerthern District of 2alifornia,
dated July 3, 1861, reflects contemporary awareness cf the
sroblem and »f the contradiction posed by California'l

statas as a free state:

The laws should be changed or made as to protect the

Indians against kidnapers. There is a Statute in
California providing for the indenturing of Indians to
white people for a bterm of years. Hences under cover

2f this law {as I think unconstitutional) many persons
are engaged in hunting Indians (see my report of this

month}. Even regular organized companies with their
Pres., Sec., and Treas. are now in the mountains and
while the troops are engaged in %illing the men for
alleged cffenzes, the kidnapers faollow in closze
BEssnit, BEize ghe younger Indians and pear them off
o the white settlements in every part =2f the souniry
£illing the orders of those who have applied for them
at rates, varying from $50 to 5200 a piece, and all
this is being deone under a plea of "Kindness to the
ooy Iadians”. Susch acts of injustice and vielsnge
are now tolerated by an unconstitutional law i{as I
believa) of this state {3ee my last report;.--

2rn. 1861 article in the San Francisco Bulletin,
reprinted from the Napa Reporterp, discusses the removal of
Indian children in Mendocino County from their tribe and a
subsequent statement signed by several residents denying
that the children had been kidnapped. The article prevides

some insight into the reasoning behind the removal of

Lidren:
They say that the children arve much better off wheve
they ar=, and tha* their removal has bewn beneficial
s

Yo the community, since if they had remained they must
have starved, unless the Indians had killed stock for
them Lo llve Jpon The zertificate closes by saying

2%
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that the more of them that can find homes in the
valleys, the less stock the Indians will destroy
feed theiyr children. -
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The tragic circumstances that often accompanied the
transferrali of children are illustrated in a December 1861
report from Superintendent George M. Hanson to the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs:

In the month of Qctober last T apprehended three
kidnappers. about 14 miles from the city of
Marysville, who had 9 Indian <hildren, from 3 to 10
years zf age, which they had taken from Eel river, in
Humboldt CTounty. One of the three was discharged on a
writ of habsas ccorpus, upon testimony of the other
two, who stated that "he was not interested in the
matter of taking the children”™; after his discharge
the two made an effort to get clear by introducing the
third one as a2 witness, who tzstified that "it was an
act of charity on the part of the two to hunt up the
children and then provide hames for them, because
their parents had been killed, and the children woulld
tave perished with hunger." My counsel! inquired how
e knew their pavents had been killed? Because, he
said, "I killed some of them myself."

The diminished value of the California Indian in the
eyes of whifes is also revealed in the prevalence of Indian

stereotypes and in the freguent characterization of

T
o
@

-

ali

rH

srnia Indians as something less than human. Ey
time of the Gold Rush, use of the term "Digger" in
reference to a California Indian was common. The name
reflected the perceived inferior status of nonagricultural
Indians who hunted, gathered seads, or dug up edikle rochis

for subsistence. "Digger" hecame the standard term of

r=2ferencs for a Califcrnia Indian by the mid-19%%h

3

ntury. ~ Moreover, it came ¢ embody many negative
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images of California Indians, including the perception that

they were the least advanced of Indians and that they were

dirty, lazy, and docile. "

In a letter to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
dated JSune 1, 1851, Peter Campbell remarks:

The Zalifornia Indian commonly called the digger
Indians are the most abject poor, stupid and £ilthy
tribe I have ever been acguainted with., Their chief
food consists cf roots, seeds, insects and vermin.
Sometimes they hunt the deer, elk and antelope which
ar- very abundant here, bu* they are slothful and
indclent, seldom hunting till forced by hunger.

Animal metaphors, including comparisons of Indians to

apes, pigs, and snakes, were fregquently employed by those

thely ohservations in California. Rawls

who recovrded

] L

sugyg=sts that the metaphors were used to denote the st

ATus
of the California Indians in relation to whites and “to
£

register theiyv own sense of extreme distance or difference

o~

from the people that they described.” The reduction of
the Indian in the view of the Americans was a necessary
precondition to theiy extermination, according to Rawls.

This radical loss of humanity made the prospect of

Indian extermination and extinction palatable and even

highly desirable, as 1f with thelr extermination

California would be purwfled and glpan5¢d of a set of

degraded and repulsive creatures. ”

Evidence that a view ¢f ‘he Indian as subhuman existed
at a time when Indian life was devalued appears 1a William
Kelly's memoirs of his journey to California in 1849:

In natural conformation the Digger Indian is very few

degrees removed from the oran-outang; not much above

its stature, having the same compressed physiognomy, 2

- |3

low fcrehead, with le or no space between the
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eyebrows and toots of the hair. He is altogether
devoid of rescurces, possessing little beyond the
instinctive cunning of the monkey, without a scintilla
of energy tc procure either good food or raiment. . .
Humboldt River and the head of the Sacramento are the
places where they are most numerocus; but they are fast
dwindling in numbers, for trappers and travellers
shoct them down withoul hesitation or remorse wherever
they meet them.

The subhuman status of the Zalifornia Indian is also
revealed by the use of terms such as "varmint” and "devil”
te refer to them. BAn act of aggression against whites
restulted In the use of such labels for all Indians, and in

aofs of vertalisfion wiithodut ¥egard Lo Zanoesnce o gullt.™

the Red Bluff szsemi-weekly Independent, Bugust 4, 1862:

The cibtizens in the vizinity of Stony Zreek, in this
county, have had ancther fight with the Indians in
that section. We have only been able to learn that 11
Indians were killed, and 1 white man, name not known.
Tt is becoming evident that extermination of the red
devils will have to be resorted to before the pecple
in proximity to rancherias will be safe, or ouv
mountain roads traveled with any degree of safety
except by parties of well armed wmen. ™
Arglo-American disapproval of miscegenation provides
ancther indication that the Indian was viewed by whites as
a significantly different type of being. Unlike in the
Spanish and Mexican periods, when children of mizxed
relationships were accepted economically and socially,
children of mixed heritage were rejected in Anglo
“alifcorania society and were considered to be more closely
Ao . . : £
affiliated with Indians than whites.™

Other facters relating to the arrival of whites from

the Eas* that contributed to the hostile conditions for the

24
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Indians were the existence of a minimally controlled
criminal element on the frontier, the speed with which
people arrived from the East, settlers' demands for
protectisn, and conflicts of interest on the part of
officials charged with protecting both settlers and

Indians.,

In 130%, biclogist and natural histovian C. Hart

Merriam commented on the people who had come to Zalifornia

in the wmid-39th century:

Turing the single year 1849, no fewer than 77,000

arrived., This army of gold seekers was a heterogenous

assemblage, ~comprising many good and nohle mern, hut

alzs thousands of rougher and more turbulent classes,
net sxcepting criminals. As these adventurers spread

north and south over the flanks of the Sierra and
penetrated the rugged mountains of the northwest,
everywhere invaded the territory of the Indians and
decimated the native population. From HEumboldt and
Trinity counties, from the Siskiyous, and f£rom the

£lanks of the Zierra, the story is the same: villages

were bLroken up and the inhabitants scatfered oy

massacred: men and women were debauched with whisky:
men were ruthlessly killed; women were appropriated,

and seeds of dizease were sown which undermined the
aonstitutions of succeeding generations. ™

Establishment of a criminal justice system did not

1

keep pace with the Gold Rush influx, as noted by historian

Andrew F. Rolle:

While they awaited the arrival of a regular legal
system, the miners crganized drumhead ccocurts which
meted out such penalties as ear cropping, whipping,
and even branding and hanging to convicted
transgressors., This system of extralegal justice
okviously involved abuses. Almost certainly it did
help to discourage crime, however. The regulations
that each mining area made and enforced served, in
Fact, as a practical alternative to anarchy.®

ey
%3]




Thus, given the low regard many settlers held for the
Indian peoples of California, it should neot be surprising
that an extralegal system tha: was harsh to people
considered equals should be especially hard on the Indians
considered less than human. Settlers who felt that
government officials were not looking out for them ftock it
upcn themselves to dispense justice. BAs noted previsusly,
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The consensus among those who have studied the period

is that the loss of the best food-producing lands to

settlers resulted in limited options for the Indians, and

the Indians' dilemma is often characterized as a choice

4
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5 In 1262, commissioner of
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bhetween stealing or 3
Indian Affairs William F. Dole geported to the secretary of

the interior:

Trom 2 position of indepsndence they were at once
raduced to the most abject Jependence. With no cne of
the many tribes of the State is there an existing
treaty. Despoiled by irresistible force of the land
of their fathers; with no countiry on earth to which
they can migrate; in the midst of a people with whem
they cannot assimilate, they have no recognized claim
upon the government, and are almost compelled to
become vagabonds--to stezal or starve. They are not
even unmolested upon the scanty reservations we set
apart for their use. Upon one pretext or ancther,
even these are invaded by the whiteg, and it is
literally true that there is no place where the Indian
can experience that feeling of security which is the
effect of just and wholesome laws, or where he can
plant with any assurance that he shall reap the fruits

iy 3 ] L B
of his labor.




Efforts to protect Indians frem either unprovoked
attacks or retaliatory raids by settlers were hampered by
corrupt or incompetent officials, poor administrvation of
Indian reservations, and slow communication hetween
Califoirnia and federal authorities in Washington, T.8. The
ragervation systen o Jalifeornia aggregated members of
several different tribal groups, and food and clothing were
frequently inadequate, prompting Indians to attempt to
return to thel: homelands. Resident agents, some of whom
chared an antipathy toward the Indians, did not have the
resoureces or the authority to control settlers.?

Thomas J. Henley, a California superintendent of

Indilian affairs during a c¢rucial period, oversaw the

i

wloctisn of Round Valiley, home to the Yuki Indians, as a
reservation site beginning in 1855. By 1857, the
superintendent was himself a jeint owner of a cattle herd
in the valley, whils his four sons and a nephew were among
the first settlers in the area. J. Ross Browne, an agent
appointed by the federal government ts investigate the
condition of Indians in California, Washington, and Dregon,
reported that perscns holding land cilaimzs in Round Valley
were "nearly all connected in zome way or other with the
Superintendency."s Henley was custed from the Indian
sepvioe Lm 185

In the same region, beginning in 1852, Lieutenant

Edward Tillon of the Sixth 7.S. Infantry attempted to
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In his own testimony regarding the capture of Yuki,

Hall acknowledged that Indian children were killed:

T think all the sguaws were Xilled because they
refused to go further. We fock one bey into the
valley, and the infants were put out of their misery,
and a gir! tep years of age was killed for
stubbernness. "

The raids against several Indians groups in northern

§ Califrovniz were noted by Special Agent Browne in Sepltember

3 1353

% A war of extermination has been declared against the

b3 . N .

z ascouse Creek, Eea: River, Eel river and other

% neighbeciing Indians. Zome twenty or thirty armed men

E are said to have been busily cccupied during several

' months past in killing Indians South and East of the

Mattole.

; In an August 1859 letter, Lieutenant Dillon's

5 supericy, Major Jchnson, expressed resignation regarding

3 *he actions of settlers against the Yuki: "I believe it to
P the settled determination of many of the inhabitants teo
exterminate the Indians; and I see no way of preventing

2 iy nT

% : , -

Z Among settlers with reputations for "Indian hunting”

i was Walter §. Jarboe, who organized and led the Eel River

3

% , . .

: Rangers, which received compensation from the state for

; 1859-186C expeditions against the Indians. Under Jarbce,

5 iadiscoriminate killing was the rule, and actions against

;A

; %2 Indians began even before the militia received its

; commission from Governor Weller.” Two days after
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commissioning the group in September 1859, Weller wrote to
Jarboe:

The information which I have received satiszfies me
that there is eniy a small band of these Indians
engaged in committing outrages upon the Whites and you
should bhes careful to discriminate hetween the innocent
and the guilty--an indiscriminate warfare against the
Ukah tribe could not be Zustified by the facts now in

my possession.
Tn an October 13

ed that Js

g b

[
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n *ke case of ¢

59 report to the Indian commissioner,
rhoe "has been engaged for some months
alentliess pursuit of the Indians in

tering miscellaneously all with whom

e
LI

without regard to age or sex.' -
known deaths of 1,146 Yuki after 1858

L

Rangers and other settlers' raiding

he Yana Indians, who inhabited the

ley east of Redding, the population

declined over a period of 20 years from 1,900 to probably
l23s than 100. The first recorded contact with whites
occurred in 1846, and a series of massacres followed. By

1865 only a few membe
Indians, also known a
last significant Yana
the stated reascns £
to Jerald Jay Jchnson

. o
sebttlers cam be abifz

re of the Yahi subgroup =f Yana

s the Mill Creeks, remained as the
population. Murders of whites were
v the killing of Yana, but according
, "the deaths of fewer than 52

Sukted to them with any degree of
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The heart of the Yahi homeland in north-central
ralifornia was traversed by the Lassen Trail, a route used
by settlers arriving from the East. A single incident of
killing or harassment of settlers could spark a call to
drastic action againat all Indians. The Red Bluff semi-

weekly Independent published the following reaction to the

killing and scalping of three white children:

There should be a general turnout from all sections,
and every Indian exterminated that can be found In the
wountains east of us. No perscn iz =safe along this
vallay as long as the savages are permitted to prowl
around unmolested. It was only last spring that Mr.
Mzador was chased by Indians near Antelope, and the
only way to deal with the rascals is to shoot them
down upon sight.™”

Apparently, *here were occasions when the impulse to

facth venge indiscriminately was suppressed. In his

W
I
D

memoire, Indian hunter and Bubtte County sheriff Robert A.
Anderson recalls the community reaction following the death
of two white girls and a white boy:

Many parties were raised and hurried into the hills.
n fact, the feeling against the Indians was so bitter
that it was proposed to wmakes a general clean-up, even
5f the friendly Indians, of which there were camps at
Bidwell's, at Keefer's and at the Phillips place on
Pine Creek:; but Mr. Hickek, the hereaved father,
forbade this being done on his behalf, and, of couvse,
at such a time, his wishes were respected.”

LT

An 1860 repor: of Bdjutant-Ceneral Kibbe on

ey
I
3

expaditions against the Indians, which he states were

conducted in response to theft of

stock, destruction of

improvements, and murders of settlers in the region,

provides some insight into the group's intentions:

33
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Several expeditions, numbering respectively from
fifteen to thirty men, although fitted out with an
express view to take summary vengeance 1n their
object: and even at the time when the troops under my
command took the field, so bold had the Indians
hecome, that they were extending their exploits,
rapine, murder--even into the intermediate
neighborhoocd of the camp <¢f the regular troops--from
whom, they appeaied tc entertain not the slightest
apprenension of arrest or punishment. Kncwing these
fa-ts, and having suzceeded in collecting together as
brave and effective a company of officers and men as
any country could produce, most of them experienced
Indian hurters, 1 entered at cnoe upon the duty,

“Weratofore found So very 2ifficult, of penetrating to
the yevy haunts of the savages, with a view to
congquer, and 1f, possible, rid Lhe countcy forever of
their presence.’

Kihbe reports that about 200 Indian men and one woman
were killed in the expeditions, and he praised the men of

his groudp for “their exalted magnamity in exempting women

i

and children from the slaughter."” He reported that

captured Iindians were tvansferred to govsrnment

Major G. J. Raines, in a letter to Commissioner of
Indiarn Affairs Thomas J. Hendricks, gives a scmewhat

AiEfeent account of Kibbe's expediticns. Aaccording to

1

Raines, Xibbe and his 80 volunteers were regponding at the
request of a Captain Bell and his voluntee:rs, who had been

attacking Indian ranches and kxilling indiscriminately. The

¥illed untold numbers c¢f Indians, but finally changed
el F Laftl?s and made provisions and shipped to
Mendocino Reservation some 350 Indians or more, Kibbe
having attained the glory as was said of finishing the
wa., and ridding the country of the Indians on Mad
River, Redwood, and wvan Dusins fork.™
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armed settlers in Mendocino County. Of the events at
Humboldt Bay, the repcrt states, "The perpetrators seem to
have acted with a deliberate design to exterminate the

Tndian race.” -

In tre 192% Handkook of *he Indians of Caliifornia,

Atf:ed L. Kroeber considered possible reasons why small

"hill tyibes" including the Yana experienced drastic

decline while other Indian groups living in closer contact

L
T
e
o
ZL
)
§ o
o
15

p2ople had bhetter survival rabtes.:

1

e, a tyibe numbered 2,800 or 3,0
-onecentrated people, 1t may have so seemed
enturesome to the whites to give way to passion and
commence a war of extermination. Moreover, the
natives furnished labor, services, perhaps even food,
and soon acguired some means to make thelr trade worth

1t

while. Much, therefore, tended toward a preservation
af amicable relations. A little group of hill men,
however, was of small potestial use; they were too

seattered to be available for work, and too poor to

buy much; they were likely to be sc hungry as to kill

cattle or horses on opportunity, and thereby sow the
seads of conflict; and lLowever brave or dgsperate,
they were nobt strong enough to be feared. -

Kroeber's reaction in 132% te the devastation that had
besn e2xperienced by California Indians may seem
dispassionate to readers today, but his sense of
resignation does not seem unusual given the "removal or
extermination’ thetoric surrounding the events.

Not esveryone viewed the alarming pace at which

extermination was gaining faver with resignation, however.

The events in Northern California prompted a call for

26




respoensiveness on the part of the government in the San

Francisco Bullstin in 1861:

ften egpressed its
ab minate slaughter of Indians
in , ot mazy to intensify its
OB o the subisct Tet the constant repetition,
oh ge scale, of the same kind of ocubtrages against
houm . rende it impossible tao abstain from
Ere ref this crying evil, | While we
bhel the which the Indians are being
sxterminated ctly horrible, we are dispozed to
i VETY POS ilowance for our own people
T ;nout the of the State referred to by our
correspondent 1t County], the Indians are
undoubted] Ve oying. They are becoming more and
& acou ST > live on what they can steal, and it
almost possible Lo settle the country and bring
under tivation in consequence of the constant
redati of these natural enemies to civilization.
santl bt is zteadily gaining amcng the people who
d friends slain, or suffered loss of
that ex mination of the
vy zafebty the whites Thiz
the prevaliling sentiment, and
lear Lake and the Gregon
the Copazt Range, number
will all be killed within
nt as s the task of
Yooact oin
reclaiming

least, a time came when failth in government action
dissolved, and remcoval was no longer considered a viable

outcome was extermination.

] fatalistic view of Indian
progpecis sxpected whites Lo have a passzive yole In the

e of the native population: the demize would be
an of the progress of civilization.
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On the other hand there were, as noted above, plenty

of people who saw an active vole for whites in eliminating

ST

actively scught to be rid of the

o
L

the Indian. Scme

[57)
T

an threat--whether real ov perceived--by organizing

foda
bt

nadi

L]

L a

-1
=]
(L
o
e

hunting raids, or by supporting such attacks on

Iindians through taxation. The intent to

'y f'

erminate
Indianz as though they were nuisance animals i1s apparent in
reports of bounties being offered for Indian scalps. The

April 14, 18%%, Marysville We=skly Zxpress quoctes the Red

Eluff Beacon:

E new pian has been spted by our nelighbors opposite
this place to chas_kge the Indians for thelir many
depvedations during bthe pa wifiter . Some men are
Yired to hunt thewm, who are rzcompensed by resceiving
s much for each scalp, or zome aother satisfacltory
evidence that they have been kj ,led. The money has
bean taken up by subscription.

I fkie May 23, 1861, =ditinmn of the Marysville Appeagl, the

4

o ol 1 4
L’;‘La;ld.

i

fallowling item I3 reprinfted from the May 9 Shgabs

=

The party who ztarted in pursuit of the Indians who
committed the depredations we noticed in our last
iszue, overtook them on Milli Creek, in Tehama county,

and succeeded 1in killing feur of their number. Mr.
Waggoner recovered his horse, but the rest of the
stolen animals had been killed and saten. A meeting

of citizens was held a day or *wo ags at Haslerigg's
store, and measures taken to raise a fund to be
disbursed in paymen* of Indian scalps for which a

bounty was offered. A Zommittee was alszoc appointed to
confer with a meeting to he held during the week at
Antelope Creek. The Initiazl steps have been taken,

and it iz safe to assert that the sxtinction of the
tribes who have been to settlers such a cause of dread
and loss, will ke “he iesult. -

3
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The genocide of Indians during the early American
pericd in California deserves recognition alongside other
cases of genocide through history. In terms of numbers of
lives lost, the case cbviously is not comparable in scale
to the loss of millions of Jews and others under the Nazis,
of one to two million Cambodians under the Khmer Rouge., and
of hundreds of thousands of Armenians under Turkey.
However, what happened in California in the mid-18093
parallels those events in a number of important ways, all

of which roint to a determination of genocide in the case

of the Indians of California, undery the circumstances
described previously.

Theorists have outlined a number of preconditions
common to cases of genocide. One of those preconditions is

the reduced value of the victim group in the view of the
perpetratory group. According fto Chalk and Jonassohn,
genccide 1is not possikle as long as the potential victims
are perceived as people: "We have no evidence that a

genocide was ever performed on a group of equals. The

i
[

P...J -
o2
41

Vi ms must net only not squals, but also clesarly

de ed as something 1 than human.”- Likewise, Jack

e

3
4]
i
in
¢t
-

i

»

Nusan Porter notes that an important component of genoccide

1% the reduction of victims te the level of non-humans.®
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In a psychological analysis of the phenomenon of
genocide, Ervin Staub writes:

The most terrible of human capacity is that of
profoundly devaluing others who are merely different.
Often there i3 a reversal of morality, and killing
them comes Lo be seen as good, right, and desirable.

In the course of all this, new group norms evolve, and

institutions are established in the service of
enocide or mass killing. The progression may oocur
g . e
in a short fime, although offen intense devaluation
1

has already developéa by the time those who bgCﬁm th
perpetrators of genocide appear on the scene.”

Such devaluation 1s fregquently found in genccides

t indigencus pecpies, notss Leo Kuper:
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This is a common phenomsnon, the egquating of hunting
and gatherlng pecples with animals, and hunting them
down in the same way as animals . . . The elaboration
of denigrating and justifying ideclogiles was an
intringic part of the colonizing process, and these
ideologies are often described as significant factors
in the genocidal attacks against colonial peoples.”
Another precondition of genocide noted by Porter and
by Chalk and Jonassohn iz the presence of bureaucracy.
According to Porter, bureaucracy 1s necessary for greater
sfficiency in carrying out genocide; Chalk and Jonasschn
see 1t as essential for overcoming "reluctance on the part
of most ordinary peocple in all sccisties to carry out a
mass slaughter of defenseless victims."”” However, Chalik
and Jonassohn state that there are exceptions to this

precondition "when the victim group is numerically small,

O

such as the indigenous tribes wiped cut by colonial
settlers,"

104
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Thus, the events in California reflect a certain type
of genocide, involving settlers versus indigencus peoples.
This type of gencecide is among four kinds that Chalk and
Jonassohn distinguish according to the motives of the
perpetrators:

1) to eliminate a real or potential threat (e.g., by
the Tutsl in Burundi, the Pakistani government in
Bangladesh, and the military in Indonesia);

Z) to spread terror ameong real or potential enemies

Lt

3

Cenghis Khan in Europe and Asia, Shaka in Southern Africa,
and the USSE in the Ukraine);
3y teo acguire sconomic wealth (numerous cases

resuliing from European expansion in the Americas, Asia,

4; to implement a belief, theory, or an ideology (by
Turkey against Armenians, by Nazis in Sermany, and by Fol

in the case of the California Indians, the genccide

of genoclide was the

L]

was of the third type, and the agent

%

ttler, ov private enterprise, with the government sharin

[in]

some responsibility. Because Chalk and Jonassohn limit
application cf the term genocide to cases in which the

perpetrator is s state or other authority, they lakel

-t

events in California during the American period genocidal

massacres. I hbelisve that there 1s no need for such a

-t
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intant
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limitation on the use of the term, since 1

o




and the acts that form the basis of a determination of
genocide, not the authority, or lack of it, on the part of
the perpetrators. An officially sanctioned genocide is a
specific type of genccide, but not the only type.
Moreover, the UN convention on genocide includes "private
individuals” among parties subject to punishment for
genoccide. Other groups identified by Chalk and Jonassohn
as being subject to genocide of the third type include the
Herero of South West Africa (now Namibia), from 1904 to
1507, and, more recently, some of the tribes of the
Brazilian Amazon.

Two kinds of action discussed by John H. Bodley in his
study of the causes of tribai population decline are "wars

L]

of extermination” and "punitive raids.” Bodley uses the
term war of extermination rather than genccide in his study
without explaining why he avcoids the label, but the range
of treatment of indigenocus peoples that he discusses
clearly encompasses the phenomenon of genccide. According
to Bodley, the difference between punitive raids and wars
is that punitive raids tend to be short punishments
for specific offenses committed by the natives and the
intent is merely o =stablish administrative control.
Wars, however, may involve protracted campaigns, often
for purposes of extermination or the forced removal of
native pepulations that are ncot in themselves of
direct economic value.’
Expaditions into the interior of Califernia in the

later Spanish and Mexican periods would be appropriately

labeled punitive raids as defined by Bodley. 1In several
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such incidents, the Indians attacked were characterized as
“"rebels" from the missions.-- Cook presents records of
expeditions againszt Indians during the Spanish and Mexican
periods in table form, and an examination of the listings
indivates thait white-Indian fighting during those times was
concentrated in time and place. Morsover, the racords
indicate numerous oocasions when Spanish or Mexican parties
were padly beaten by the Indians whom they had attacked, in

contrast to the largely one-sided fights in the American

&n incident that stands out i3 the 1837 Mesa-Amador
sxpedition against the 3ierra Miwok, in which 200 Indians

ware reported massacred and 160 captured. According to

resulted from campaigns conducted over a numbesr of years
against certain Indian groups. The tabls reveals steady

activity against specific trikbes including the Yuki,

the table indicates suffered a reported 525 deathz from
military operations beitween 1853 and 18585, 0ddly, the




useful as a visual tool depicting patterns of campaigns
against certain Caiifornia Indian groups.

Previcus sections of this paper have shown that events

California between 1848 and 1873 went beyond war,

gelf-defense, Much evidence

n to its
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Mendocinoe County, provided this acceount of an attack by the

group on an Indian rancheria:

We left Long Valley in the aven_“g, and traveled in
the night until we saw the fire of an Indian rancheris
fsic], which rancherie we surrocunded when day was
breaking, a:i waited until near sun up before we
attacked and killed twenty, consisting of bucks,
squaws, and children, and alsoc took two sguaws and one
chi:d, g*isoners; thade killed were all killed in
about thrse minutes,

Recording to Miller, this event was typical of many

zttacks, in which the only offence ¢f the rancheria was Lhe

misfortunes of being discovered. TThere was no specific
reazon other than that the victims were Indians. No beef
or horse mest was found there,'-’

The feorcible transfer of children from c¢ne group to

ancther, 2z sesoond act specified in the UN convention on
genocide, cccurred through the practice of kidnapping,

which was widespread in Californiz bhetween 1850 and 1883,

ook estimates that the number of children

3,000 te 4,000. He savs that the practice was tolerated
hecause of the difficulty of prosecuting offenders, and

a large segment of public opinion held that the Indian
children were much better off as virtual slaves in th
well~to-do and good Christian atmosphere o¢f the white
families than they would have been sugierlrg misery
and atarvation with their own parents

=

An article published on May 20, 1857, reported the

following
The Pitt River volunteers have returned to Yreka,
carrying with them a number of children, who were
presented to different familiez in that placs. The




Union says that some of *hem are brxght little
specimens and no doubt will be of puch benefit to
those who raise and care for them, -’

Recording to Lecg Kuper, the reference ftao the
transferral of children in the UN Convention on Genooids

resulted from debate over including cultural genoccide, or

ethnocide, as a crime under the convention. The referesnce
to the transfer of children, zlong with the use of ths word

,_,
[
U}

"ethnical”™ in the t of groups covered by the convention,
were intended to extend protection to groups with

bive cultures or Zanguages.x In the case of the
crnia, attitudes regarding the forcible

transfey of ohildren illustrate the low valus that some

ndians as a distinct cultural group. Ths

act of kidnapping aione contributed to the breakdown and
destruction of some Indian groups; the fact that parents

were sometimes killed so that children could be sesized

akes the kidnapping that occurred significant not onl
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hnocide--defined as acts commitied with intent
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culture--but as a compenent of the genocids of
»

™

Indians.
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As discussed previously, the private enterprise

of the genccide in northern California 1s also found

bt
s

ctheyr genocides that involved settlers or commeroial

ventures versus indigenous peocples, such as the cases of
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outlined in Chalk and Jonassohn's collection of case
histories, the arrival o¢f German c¢olonists in what was
South West Africa initiated a struggle for conirol of the
tand. The Here=ro, a nonagriculiural herdsman grcup,
revolted agalnst German settlers in 1924, killing more than
100 German soldiers and settlers. A major cause of the
revolt was the lack of rights afforded the Herero by the

Sermans, who '"described the Africans as baboons and treated

4

e aczordingly.”  The Hersro were angered by plans to
move ther to reservations, by intensified efforts on the
part 2f German traders to collect debts, and by "the
centinued refuzal of the courts to punish Germans for
raping and murdering Hereros.' - Following the revolt,
thousands of Herero died when additicnal troops and weapons
were brought in.  Measures taken against the Herero are
reported te have included the deliberate poisoning of water
holes.-- The Herero population declined from about 80,000
in 1204 to just 15,300 by L2121, iargely due to killing in
hattles by German troeops, difficult working conditions and

disease in prisons and labor camps, and killing by patrols
P

or thirst in the desert.--

In the case of the Indians of Brazil, settlers drawn
*2 Amazonia by land, gold, and timber have caused the
disappearance and decimation of Indians c¢f northwestern

region of the country. Chalk and Jonasschn summarize

events there:

111




mhe farmers and miners kill Indians whe obstrust the
opening of the land, chase away the game on which the
Indians depend for an important part of their diet,
spill toxic mevcury from their gold cre separators
into rivers and streams, and infect the bioclogically
vulnerable Indians with diseases they have nsver
encountered before. -

rn the 1%th and sarly Z0th century, professional Indian

-
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hunters reportedly killed tiribal pecoples in Brazil; one
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to have put strychnine in

ndian huntery is said in 183

drinking water wells of a Kaingang settlement in Sac

Paclo. " <Chalk and Jonaszschn warn that 1f Brazilians do
not enfcroe new conservabion policies, "the tragedy of the
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Indians in the American West will be repeatsd along
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ers in the casess of the

not immediately seem claar:

to have Degun bDecause
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rase of California, becauses Indians had killed settlers or

stolen livestock, and nobt expliciily because they were

I
Indians. The key to undevstanding both cases, however, is
perceiving the evolution {or degeneration; of the situation

inte a genocide. The devaluation of the lives of

4

]

indigenous peoples permitied this degeneration to happen;

settlers upset by Indian thefi or harassment, or who
believed that Indlans represented a threat or obstacle,
came Lo care less and less about distinguishing among those
who were guilty and those who were not




The role of government authorities in the genocide

.

experienced by Califcrnia Indianz 1

1]
i
o]

1ot entirely clear.
As stated previously, the events that occurred in
California can ke identified as representative of a
particular type of genocide: genocide of indigenocus
peoples for the acguisition of wealth. Within this
category, there have been <¢ases in history in which

government authorities played a primary role as a

perpetrator of genocide, and some have argued that such was

s
-y

U

e case in California. Jack Norten, a Native American who

has written about the experiences of the Indians of

northwestern California, uneguivecally dencunces the role
of government authorities: "The government of the United

+ . . -

States, as well as the varicus state, county, and municipal

guevernments have conspicuo y developed and implemented
policies resulting in genocide being constantly practiced
against the native pecpls.”""" By naming the governmen:t as

perpetrator, Norton expresses a view of eventsz that neatly
fits Chalk and Jonassochn's general model of gencoids.

In the case of the California Indians, however,
evidence of a direct, ocveri government role in committiin
genocide is lacking. The main actors in the case
indisputahly were settlers who, on their own initiative,
took measures to eliminate the Indian population. The
government 4id not coerce them to fight Indians; they

clearly chose thelr own coursges of action.

-
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This is not to say that government authorities had no
role whatsocever in setting up conditions which contributed
te the hardships faced by California’'s indigenocus
populaticn and which may have even encouraged abuse of
Indians. The 18530 Act for the Government and Protection of
Indians legisiated racial differentiation in Califeornia by

limiting the legal recourse of Indians and providing an

3]

official sanciion for treating Indians differently than

o

whiites. Meanwhile, the state subsidized scores of military

campaignsg by voiunteer groups in which Indians were often
%illed indiscriminately.?’

Federal authorities chose to reject 18 treaties,
drafted in 18%1 and 18%2, despite pleas for passage from
Indian agents who viewed the reservations as essential not
only for the protecticn of settlers but for the protection
of Indians as weil. California Superintendent of Indian
affairs Edward F. Beale reported in May of 1852 that he saw
no course of policy other than the ratification of the
treaties t35 secure the peace and friendship of the Indians,
and he specifically mentioned the need o protss-t the
Indians on the reservations.-° The rejection of the
treaties, largely as a result of the percepticn that the
land to be set aside was too valuable to cede, representsd
a majcr setback in the efforts of some government officials

te protev: Indians from setiler encroachment.




The actions of some government officials were indeed
part of the genocide of Indians in California, bub their
behavior does not necessarily implicate the U.3. government
as an institution. United States Army Brevet Capit. Lyons
and those under him bear responsibility for the 1850 Clear
LaZe massacre in which at least 135 Pomo were killed
indiscriminately. Round Valley Reservation supervisor
James Short, = political appointee of President Lincoln,

was implicated in a massacre that ocourred at the

reservation in August 1842 At that time, at least 23
Indians were killed in an attack on sleeping Waillaki. One
zettler was killed, and cone wounded. The testimony undey
cath of a settler involved in the massacre, James McHenry,

There were about 27 or 28 of wus. It was befores day.
.I suppose Capt. Short knew about 1t. . TCaptain

Short] said he did not see the use of men going into

the mountains to hunt Indians when they were in here

on the Reservation. . . . He said they were coming in
without families, and he thought they were coming in
for no good. About 100 had come in. He said that
pilaced in the position he was, he did not like to
sanction any acl, but he thought something cught to bs
done with them.-"

The impulse to eliminate the Indians is most clearly

evident at the local level. The extrems courses of action
taken by residents have been discuzzed at length in this
paper. They include the estabiishment of vigilance

committees and the organization of voiunteer parties far
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Indian raiding expeditions, and the raising <f money to pay

bounties for Indian scalps.--

The relatively benevolent approach to the Indians on

the part of the federal government compared with actions

taken at the local level is discussed in an editorial

publi

185¢4:

local

shed in the San Francisce Bulletin on September 1,

The peolicy of the government of the United States when
sincerely acted upon and carried out is really
benevolent, and the desire of these having the
direction 2f Indian affairs at Washington, is
ostensibly to protect the Indians, and assist and
encourage them while accustoming themselves to the new
habits and modes of living which are forced upon them,
by the continual and rapid enc¢roachments of theirv
white neighbors upon their ancient hunting grcunds.
Buf while such feelings may influence the authorities
at Washington, and even govern the actions of all
honest agents of the government who deal directly with
the Indians, a very different sort of desires appear
to influence a large porition of the inhabitants af our
border districts. With them every incenvenience the
result of contact ¢f the two races is to be remedied
only by driving the red men back or by
extermination.”-

Of course, at all three levels--federal, state, and

--there were sharp differences of opinion over how

Indian~white relations should ke handled. 1In letters to

what

newspapers, residents freguently expressed their dismay at

they considered unwarranted attacks against Indians.

In the January 21, 1860 San Francisco Bulletin, one reader

wrote

to the editor:

I see that Mr. Kibbe--I am tired of calling him
"General"-~-styles his expeditions a war!! I would
1ike to know how many guns or rifles he found among
the Iadians. When McElroy's body was found, he had a

bullet hole through his head. If Xibbe was well

116




posted he would know there is a heap of white Indians
around.

As a taxpayer--and I have been one for five
years--1 sincerely hope that such gross injustice will
not be committed as to call upon the people of

California to meet the expenses of such a "war."_ _ When
will California get rid of her great "generals"?--
Therefore, in identifying those respoensible for

genocide against the Indians of Califarnia, it would be

alr to place the blame on government as a whole, or on

211 zettlers The partiez responsible for genocide in
Talifornla were gome settlers and officials, with

government authorities setting up ceonditions that were

favorable for the pursuit of genccidal activities.

Indian scouts gomebtimes accompanied whites on expeditions

against other Indians.”™ The usze of Indian assistance by
whites does not detract from a finding of genocids,
however., During the Nazi Holocaust--for many, the genocide

by which all genocides are measured--some Jews were Xept
alive to work in the camps.®

In northeastern ifornia, Modocs alarmed by the

arrival of settlers--who entered their tervitory from the

PR - _—— + T o B oy A
eazt on the Applegate Trail--and by numerous attacks began
2 o 1 1 - 4 - “ v £
a campaign against fthe Anglos Elthough the majority of
= = k- <

caubtlious appreoach to the whites, those eager hto drive away




the settlers held sway. 1In later days, Modog Chief

Schenchin commented on the econflict: "7 ths ught, 1f w

[t

2illed all the white men we saw, that no more would come.

We killed all we could: but they came more and more, like

,__.

new grass in spring.””" The remark poses froubl inyg
duestions; 1t seems to parallel genocidal sentiments made
los and raises the possibility that, given the right

het
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s
9]
&
=
[£3
[
b
o
»
€1
T
n
o
[k
il

-
or
e

m
=
O
<
1
it
o
i

i

b

L g have pursued a genocide

In 1332, an entire wagon train of 35 emigrantis was
killed at Bloody Point, a site favored by Modocs for attack
and szlegs That same year, however, a commpany of 21
mounted civilians from Yreka, led Ly Ben Wright, ambushad

signal.

suddenly opened fire. oOnly ten Indians were ahle -
escape. >’
In his account of Modoc-Anglo hostilities, William

Newsll Davis notes

131

the disparity of views that existed

within both the Indian and Anglo communities when it came

to dealing with the other:
Bad and irresponsible members of both races oftep
controiled the collective reputation of =ach in the

lls




eyes of the other. A wronyg committed against them by
a lawless white man led the Indians tc a blanket
distrust of the entire white race. The act of an
unruly “savage' hurtful to t o

t he whites brough
wholesale indictment of all Indians as “varmi
“devils,' and often led tco indiscriminate retal
against_the first Indians come on, innocent o
guilty.”

The majority of contemporary commentators note that

nostilities between California Indians and Anglos generally
crourred when whites attacked natives in response to the

iczs of animals such as horses, plgs, or cows. Tt iz often
mentioned in the accounts of contemporary evewitnesses that

Indians faced the choice of stealing or starving; when

T 1 o
Tndia

o
L
i

cle, they were subject to vicious retaliation by

parties cof szettlers An article in the May 31, 18346,
edition of the Sacramento Daily Union described the
zituation
The Indian war is defunct. The wh 01@ matter hasz besn
a cowardly farvce, the threatening legions of Indians
turning cut to be but 100, deeking refuge in a brush
from the rowdies, who, on the least cccasion, delight
in the sport of szshooting th@m
As in all cases of thiz kind, the fault has been
Wwith the whites. The kerds of cattle said to have
been stampeded turn out to be a single calf taken to
supply the deficiency o¢f meat during an Indian feast.
Retaliation, of 2 brutal character, p this tri?
cffense, coated all the disturbance.

In 1860, a joint committee of the California

legislature traveled through Mendocino County, including
FPeta! . Cloverdale, Tkiah, and Round Valley, to
investigate the condition of the Indians there. The

Majority Report, issued by four of the five members of the

ik
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committee, could describe the situation of Indians in many
parts of the state:

The march of civi

ilization deprives the Indian of his
hunting grounds and other means of subsistence that
nature has sc¢ bountifully provided for him. He

i
naturally looks at this as an encroachment of his
rights, and, either from motives of revenge, or what
13 more likely in California, from the imperious and
pressing demands of hunger, kills the stock of the
settler as a means of subsistence, and in conseguence

thereof, a war is waged against the Indian, with its
ineidents of cruel, inhuman revenge, rapine, and
murder, which we are sorry, from the evidence before
us, to be compelled by some few of our citizens.”’

The Mincrity Report, by sole dissenter J. B. Lamar,
chalrman of Lhe committee, asserts that the Indians of the

the ssitlerz’ actions

W.H. Brewsr, a member of the Ceological Survey of
Talifornia, wrote in 18281

There are pnow "Indlian ftroubles”™ at var

the upper part of the state--whit= men mnu

troops are cut--and as yet I have not h

intelligent white man expresss any opini

whites are vastly more to blame than tF

An issue that arises when censgidering human rights
issues in earlier times i3 presentism. In reviewing this

case, current readers may wonder if it is presentistic to
label as genocide cases that predate adoption of ths UN

convention on genocide. ©Only the label is recent, however.




activities from war, and that human rights abusez wers
cause for ocutrage.

Authors of accounts from mid-1800s California
recognized that what was happening was atrocicus under the
prevailing moral standards, and many spoke out against such

treatment. Indeed, it i3 not unusuzal to see the tarm

in

crime against humanity”™ applied to what was happening, a

there, eav

™

8 awWwarsnes iy
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though the label linking the svents to phenomena found

idian children c¢learly was
viewed by many as an affront to humanity. Indian Agent

W.P. Dols wrobte in the 1881 Report of the Commissiocner of

portiocns of Humboldt and Merndocinc
cf dezperate men have carrvied on a
pping for twe years past. Indian
eized and carrvied into the lower
old into virtual slavery. Thsge crimes
againsgt humanity s¢ excited the Indians that they
Legan to retaliate by killing the cattle of the
whites. At once an order was issued to chastize the
guilty. Under this indefinite order a company of
United States trocps, attended by a considerable
volunteer iorse, has been pursuing the poor creaturess
from one retreat to another. The kidnsppers fcllow at
the heels of Lke soldiers to seize the children, when
their parents are murdered, and sell them tc the best

i

advantage. ™

In the U.8. Senats in 1860, during debate over a
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Several newspaper accounts of Indian massacres, including
the one at Humboldt Bay that same year, were read in*o the
record at the reguest of Sen. Henry Wilson of

x
i

fomom oo byt b B
Massachuset

Lfterwards, Wilson remarked:

tf}

I am informed by officers of the ARrmy that it
fact which they %now to be frue, that Iandians
hunted down in some partions of *he State of

California; that old bucks, as they are called, are

&

&

}.. il
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w

killed, and the children taken and dispozed of, and in
certain cases sold as slaves. I am informed by an
cfficer of the R&mg whno nas served in Callfornia, and
s now in this city, that he has seen these very
children who are thus held. 8Sir, the abuses that have
peen perpetrated upon the Indians of California are
shocking to humanity, and thig Sovernment owes it to
itself to right their wrongs.?®

Sen. Milton Latham of California responded that the

which he sald had

that the
h§ 4 &
ity " - - o e e ] K o - - T - —~
newspaps:s acoounts were greally exaggerated in fact

Lhe committee’'s majority report included the following

-

statement regarding actions against Indians in Mendocino

o~

. & .
LOUnTy .

We are unwilling to attempt to dignify, by the term
"war," a slaughter of beings, who at least possess ths
human form, and who maks no resistance, and make no
attacks, ,either on the perscn or residence of the

LS )

citizen.”

Thus, although the concept of genccide had not yet

1

peen fully articulated as it would be following the
Helocaust, those who indiscriminately killed Indians in
California and those who foreibly removed Indian children

[
a2
(39




were viewed as having transgressed contemporary standards
of human behavior.
In their examination of various cases, Chalk and

Jonassohn briefly zaddress the issue of presentism. They

P
pot

. .
13 reila

&,

there i35 no problem in applying the label whenever such

phenomena occcurred. Moreover, such application is long
overdus in many <azes, they say. Since the late Middle
Rges, Lhe authors write, genocide has increasingly been

viewed as inconsistent with the values of human soclebty:

snlst 'y has resulted until recently in what
we have callsd the c&!fective denial of the prsvalence
of genccidal events; that is, the ignoring of these
events in historlicoal reporting, or their gicszing over
by the use of vague or ambiguous terminology.™
1.Chalk and Jonaszssochn, p. 28
2.Porter, p. 12
3.Ervin Staub, The Rogts of Bvil The Psvehological and
Cuitural Criqgins of Genogide and Other Forms of CSroup
Vigiencs ‘Cambridge, 1%8%), p. 18.

4. Fuper, p. 54.

5.Chalk and Jonasschn, p. 22.
£.Chalk and Jonassohn, p. 28.
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.Chalk ard Jonasschn, pp.

i

8.%kalk and Jonaszchn, p. 256,

g H. Bodley, Vichtims of Progreaa (Pale Alto, 1%22), o,
4 ,

0. Bancreft, vel., 18, pp. 112-1158

1l.Cock 1%7%8a, pp. 2485-2E51,
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Gencoide has occurred
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happened in variocus regions
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reference to this crying evil . . . the horrible butchery
which 1s rapidly becoming an crganized =zystem."

The words suggest an uncomfortable American parallel
to genocides that occurred long ago in distant places, an
to more recent massacres that are suspected of being

genccidal in nature, but of which there either is not

D

enough known or which society has yet to be persuaded
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injustice experienced by numercus indigenous peoples and
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minority populations seems fo czall for aszssignment of hlame,
but a general Iindictment of European colonial powers for

genocide does little to clarify or resclve anything.
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accusation for mistreatment or oppression, 1t is of more
use to acknowledge that some cases of mass death, or even
discriminatory racial policy, which do nct meet a strict
raise important gusastions.

alifornia Indians were not subject to direct,

indiscriminate slaughter under the Spanish, but they

certainly suffered and their numbers declined sharply after
the Spanish arrived. Why, given the centuries of

experience that the Spanish had with indigenous peoples,
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resolve the problem of understanding just why such things
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happen. 1In his study of the srigins of genocide, Ervin
Staub cites difficult life conditions, such those that

might have been experienced on the frontier, as factors
that can generate psychological changes and motives that
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Although genocide was not a primary cause of the indigenocus

demographic collapse, it was a significant cause of decline

for some distinct Indian groups. In California, it had a
decisive impact on the survival of some Indian groups, zuch

as the Yuki and the Yahi-Yana. The phenomenon as it
ccourred i the United States should not be helittlad

merely because other factors, mainly disease, tock a
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greater tcll on the Indian population than outright
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