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THE NNTC 

1. The Nlaka’pamux Nation is one of the Aboriginal peoples of Canada and part of the 

Interior Salish language group.  The Nlaka’pamux people have been referred to in the 

ethnographic and other literature as the “Thompson Indians”.   

2. The Nlaka’pamux Nation is an Aboriginal cultural, political and social entity that 

predates the onset of European colonization in British Columbia.  Nlaka’pamux 

Aboriginal title and rights have never been surrendered, extinguished or ceded through 

Treaty or otherwise.  

3. The territory of the Nlaka’pamux Nation cannot be defined in terms of a solid line but 

stretches from the general area of south of Spuzzum and below the 49th parallel in the 

south to shTLash and Snapa in the north and between Quilchena and Texas Creek. 

4. According to the Nlaka’pamux Nation’s oral history, the Nlaka’pamux people have used, 

occupied and exercised jurisdiction and stewardship over the lands, waters and resources 

of Nlaka’pamux territory since time immemorial.  Nlaka’pamux oral history and 

ethnography concerning the south-western portion of Nlaka’pamux territory is considered 

and reviewed, in part, in a draft report prepared by the Nlaka’pamux Nation Tribal 

Council (“NNTC”) Research Unit entitled “Nlaka’pamux Ethnography of the South West 

Nlaka’pamux Territory” and dated August 2009.  This report is still in draft form and will 

be subject to further review by Nlaka’pamux leadership, elders and consultants.  Attached 

as Appendix “A” is a copy of the draft report. Attached as Appendix “B” is an excerpt 

from Memoirs of the American Museum of Natural History, Volume II entitled “The 

Thompson Indians of British Columbia” written by James Teit.   Attached as Appendix 

“C” is an excerpt from the Report on the Ethnological Survey of Canada entitled “Notes 

on the N’tlaka’pamuq of British Columbia, a Branch of the great Salish Stock of North 

America” written by C. Hill-Tout.    

5. The NNTC was formed in 1982 when sixteen Chiefs of the Nlaka’pamux communities 

signed agreements that provided, among other things, for the NNTC to represent the 

collective interests of Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal title and rights, and to pursue the 
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recognition and protection of that title and rights. The NNTC currently represents over 

3,000 members of the Nlaka’pamux Nation. 

6. The existing Interior to Lower Mainland (“ILM”) transmission system, consisting of the 

5L81 and 5L82 500 kV transmission lines and associated access roads and infrastructure, 

is located in the south-west of Nlaka’pamux territory, where it enters Nlaka’pamux 

territory from the east in the Nicola valley and moves southwest to the Fraser River at 

Spuzzum, from which it then moves south into Sto:lo territory.  Nlaka’pamux territory 

has also been adversely affected by several other high voltage transmission lines and their 

associated right of ways. 

7. Nlaka’pamux people have used, occupied and stewarded the lands, waters and resources 

affected and taken up by the ILM transmission system since long before the onsent of 

European colonization in British Columbia.  For example, Spuzzum, in the Fraser 

Canyon, is one of the major villages in the southern Nlaka’pamux territory, and has been 

continuously occupied since long before the arrival of Europeans.  In 1808 Nlaka’pamux 

people guided Simon Fraser down what later became known as the Fraser Canyon to the 

Nlaka’pamux community of Spuzzum or “Spazum”, where Fraser remarked upon the 

Nlaka’pamux graveyard on the east side of the Fraser River.   

8. Nlaka’pamux people’s longstanding use and occupation of the lands, waters and 

resources in the south-west portion of the territory near Spuzzum was recognized by the 

creation of 16 reserves for the benefit of the Spuzzum Indian Band, all located in 

proximity to ILM transmission corridor. 

9. Nlaka’pamux economy, culture and society is and has always been intertwined with and 

dependent on the land.  Nlaka’pamux people have traditionally exercised numerous 

practices and traditions in their Territory, and continue to exercise them to the present, 

including the following: 

(a) Hunting and trapping a variety of animals, including deer, bear, blue grouse, 

duck, beaver, squirrels, muskrats and mink; 
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(b) Fishing in the Fraser River and tributaries thereto for, among other species, 

salmon, sturgeon and trout;  

(c) Harvesting a wide variety of trees and plants for food, medicinal, and 

manufacturing purposes, including fir, cedar, cedar roots, wild cherry bark, 

elderberries, huckleberries, Saskatoon berries, hazelnuts and mushrooms; 

(d) Managing fisheries through self regulation of fisheries access and maintenance of 

fisheries habitat; 

(e) Managing terrestrial resources through, among other things, laws governing 

resource access rights and the application of management techniques such as 

prescribed burns;   

(f) Maintaining a network of trails that provided access to the lands and resources of 

Nlaka’pamux territory and connected Nlaka’pamux villages to each other, and to 

points beyond Nlaka’pamux territory; 

(g) Maintaining and transmitting laws governing, among other things, resource use 

and management through internal processes; 

(h) Farming, ranching and grazing cattle on the land; and 

(i) Practicing spiritual and sacred customs and traditions, including coming of age 

ceremonies within the Anderson Creek watershed behind the Spuzzum reserves of 

Yelakin and Papsilqua. 

10. Nlaka’pamux people have a collective identity formed around shared linguistic, historic 

and cultural ties.  Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal title and rights are collective rights, held and 

protected by the Nation on behalf of all Nlaka’pamux people.  Social organization was 

and continues to be based on complex inter-connections between individuals and families 

from various village sites.  Rights to access and use specific resource sites are governed 

by protocols and agreements between villages, communities and families. 
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11. The Nlaka’pamux have consistently asserted and sought to protect Nlaka’pamux 

Aboriginal title and rights.  For example, in 1857 the Nlaka’pamux refused to allow gold 

digging in any of the streams flowing through their Territory; in 1869 Nlaka’pamux 

leaders petitioned the Governor of B.C. for secure land tenure and again in 1873 travelled 

to Westminster to petition the Federal representative in relation to the same issue; in 1908 

the Nlaka’pamux Chiefs wrote a Petition noting the increasing appropriation of land and 

resources, growing restrictions on hunting and fishing, lack of education and health care, 

and the irresponsibility of the local Indian Agent; in 1910 the Nlaka’pamux Chiefs wrote 

to Prime Minister Laurier demanding that the land question be settled; and in 1916 the 

Interior Tribes, of which the Nlaka’pamux were a part, joined forces with the province-

wide Allied Tribes to take their Aboriginal title case to the Imperial and Canadian courts.  

The Federal government, however, subsequently prohibited such legal proceedings on the 

part of indigenous people. 

12. More recently, the NNTC has actively defended Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal Title and 

Rights on numerous fronts including: the establishment and expansion of the Cache 

Creek landfill: BC Hydro’s Hat Creek Coal project proposal; a proposal by Canadian 

National Railway (“CNR”) to twin track its line along the Thompson River; the re-

licensing of a Seattle City Light power project which impacts the Nlaka’pamux Nation’s 

territory south of the Canada-U.S. border; submissions before the Fraser River Sockeye 

Public Review Board Inquiry; and working to develop a protocol with the CNR for 

standards to deal with potential landslides in and around the Thompson River. 

13. An issue of long-standing and growing concern to the NNTC has been the cumulative 

impacts of third-party development in Nlaka’pamux Territory, including the use of the 

Fraser Canyon as a ‘transportation corridor’ for automobiles, trains and electricity. 

14. As part of the environmental assessment process carried out in relation to the ILM 

Expansion Project, as defined below, the Environmental Assessment Office (“EAO”) 

prepared a report entitled “Assessment Report for the Interior to Lower Mainland 

Transmission Project” dated May 12, 2009 (the “Assessment Report”).  Attached as 

Appendix “D” is a copy of extracts of the Assessment Report. 
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15. At pages 168-173 the Assessment Report addresses Nlaka’pamux Nation title and rights.  

The EAO did not review or consider important sources of information, in particular 

Nlaka’pamux oral history.  Consequently, the NNTC does not accept the Assessment 

Report as providing a definitive assessment of Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal title and rights in 

relation to the area affected by the ILM transmission system.  The Assessment Report 

concludes at page 170 that there is a strong prima facie case for Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal 

rights, including Aboriginal title, to the area of the ILM Expansion Project (defined 

below) defined as Nodes A-G.  The report further concludes at page 171 that there is a 

strong prima facie case for Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal rights, including title, to the area of 

the ILM Expansion Project defined as Nodes C-H, which includes those sections of the 

project in closest proximity to the Nlaka’pamux community of Spuzzum.  

THE FAILURE TO CONSULT REGARDING THE EXISTING ILM 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

16. In the late 1960s and 1970s BC Hydro (“BCH”) planned and constructed the ILM 

transmission system in Nlaka’pamux territory to transmit electricity from generation sites 

in the interior of the province, including the Revelstoke and Mica dams, to the Lower 

Mainland. 

17. The Province did not consult with Nlaka’pamux concerning the proposed construction of 

the ILM transmission facilities, nor did it take any steps to accommodate the 

Nlaka’pamux in relation to the taking up of Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal title lands for the 

ILM facilities, or the impacts to Nlaka’pamux from the construction and operation of 

those facilities.  The Nlaka’pamux were not provided with information concerning the 

proposed project and its potential impacts to Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal title and rights, and 

traditional uses, nor were they provided a meaningful opportunity to provide input into 

the development, construction and operation of the ILM transmission facilities.   

18. BCH has in recent years begun referring some operational activities to Nlaka’pamux for 

comment.  However, at no time has BCH, or any other Provincial agency or 

representative, conducted consultations or proposed accommodations concerning the 

decision to take up lands and resources subject to Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal title and 
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rights, and the ongoing use of those lands and resources, for the ILM transmission 

system. 

19. The ILM transmission towers and right of way were built in close proximity to the areas 

used by Nlaka’pamux for fishing, hunting and spiritual practices, including the graveyard 

site on the east side of the Fraser River, and have significantly impacted and impaired 

Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal title and rights and traditional use activities.  Attached as 

Appendix “E” are photos depicting the 5L81 and 5L82 transmission lines as they travel 

through the south-west portion of Nlaka’pamux territory. 

20. The construction of the transmission right of way and associated access roads have 

opened up areas traditionally used as hunting grounds by Nlaka’pamux people, to many 

non-Aboriginal hunters and recreational users.  Where previously the land was accessible 

by trails developed, and primarily known to the Nlaka’pamux people, non-Aboriginal 

people can now readily access the right of way and surrounding area through the road 

network.  There has been a significant increase in the use of all terrain vehicles (“ATVs”) 

in the right of way area.  It is the Nlaka’pamux experience that this increased access has 

impacted the number and distribution of animals traditionally hunted by Nlaka’pamux 

people in the ILM right of way area.  The increase in non-Aboriginal hunting has also 

created concerns about safety for Nlaka’pamux people, leading to a reduced use of the 

areas now disturbed by increased access. 

21. BCH’s management of the vegetation and use of herbicide along the right of way has also 

reduced the availability of the plants and medicines traditionally harvested by 

Nlaka’pamux people.  Harvesters have noticed a decline in important food plants, such as 

mushrooms and certain types of berries, and there is a general concern about harvesting 

any food plants in and around the right of way because of the use of herbicides.  This has 

resulted in Nlaka’pamux people tending to avoid the right of way and associated area, 

and being forced to go elsewhere for the exercise of Aboriginal rights and harvesting 

activities. 

22. Access created by the road network has also led to the large scale commercial harvesting 

of plants, in particular moss and boxwood, for the floral industry.  It is the Nlaka’pamux 
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experience that this has reduced the number and distribution of plant foods, in particular 

mushrooms and berries.   

23. In addition, the ILM transmission towers have transformed the appearance of the 

landscape that Nlaka’pamux have used, occupied and depended upon for centuries.  The 

ILM towers, as well as the transmission lines coming from Lytton to the north, converge 

into a narrow point of the Fraser canyon and dominate the landscape.  From the 

Nlaka’pamux perspective, these industrial intrusions impact and degrade their spiritual 

connection to the land. 

THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE ILM SYSTEM 

24. At the time the ILM transmission facilities were planned and built, BCH anticipated the 

need to build a third 500 kV line from the Nicola Substation to the Lower Mainland.  For 

this future purpose, BCH acquired a right of way for the ILM project that was wider than 

would otherwise be required for the 5L81 and 5L82 transmission lines, so that a third line 

could be added in the future. 

25. The proposal to build the third line, to be called 5L83, was first made known to the 

NNTC in August 2006.  It was, and remains, the view of the NNTC that this proposal is 

the final stage of an integrated electricity transmission project, begun in the 1960s and 

1970s, that brings electricity generated in the Interior to the Lower Mainland.  For 

purposes of this evidence, the proposal to build the third and final line, along with all 

associated upgrades to the Nicola substation and ILM transmission lines, expansion of 

right of ways and installation of related infrastructure, will be referred to as the “ILM 

Expansion Project”. It was, and remains, the view of the NNTC that the ILM Expansion 

Project is totally integrated into, dependent upon and will form a part of the existing ILM 

transmission infrastructure. 

CONSULTATION ON ILM EXPANSION PROJECT 

26. For the NNTC the central issues regarding consultation on the proposed ILM Expansion 

Project includes the question of the consideration of alternatives to the ILM Expansion 

Project and the scope of consultation triggered by the ILM Expansion Project. 
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27. The main participants in consultations concerning the ILM Expansion Project on behalf 

of the NNTC were: 

• Chief Robert Pasco, Chair of the NNTC; 

• Chief Phillip Campbell, Boothroyd Indian Band; and  

• Debbie Abbott, Executive Director of the NNTC. 

Consideration of alternatives 

28. The NNTC was first contacted by BCH regarding the ILM Expansion Project in late 

August 2006. The NNTC was not asked by BCH representatives for their input on 

developing a structure for consultation on the ILM Expansion Project. 

29. Contrary to the statement at page 131, line 18, Section 8.2, ILM CPCN Application, 5 

November, 2007 (“ILM CPCN Application”), the NNTC did not understand the purpose 

of the initial contact as being to initiate consultation on the process and criteria by which 

BCH would select the most appropriate means of addressing an expected increased in 

demand for electricity in the Lower Mainland and on Vancouver Island regions (the 

“Alternatives Decision”). 

30. The NNTC understood from the initial contact that BCH was proposing to increase 

transmission capacity to the Lower Mainland by building, or upgrading, transmission 

infrastructure through Nlaka’pamux territory.  There was no consultation between the 

NNTC and BCH, or BCTC, concerning options that did not involve new or upgraded 

transmission works within Nlaka’pamux territory.  To the extent there were discussions 

regarding the Alternatives Decision, they were cursory in nature and restricted to the 

Upgrade to Existing Circuits (“UEC”) and ILM Expansion Project alternatives.  As 

described below, any discussions that occurred were in the context of BCH seeking to 

initiate consultations as part of the pre-application phase of the Environmental 

Assessment (“EA”) process for the ILM Expansion Project.  The discussion of 

alternatives was, in the view of the NNTC, secondary to and subsumed within the 

apparent determination by BCH that it was proceeding with the ILM Expansion Project. 
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31. BCH representatives contacted the NNTC in August 2006 to initiate consultations on the 

ILM Expansion Project.  At that time, and at all points during the meetings and 

exchanges that followed, BCH did not advise or disclose to the NNTC that, in the spring 

of 2006, BCH had filed a 2006 Integrated Electricity Plan Application with the BC 

Utilities Commission (the “Commission”) that identified the proposed 5L83 transmission 

line from the Nicola Substation to the Lower Mainland as the preferred alternative for 

increasing transmission between the Interior and Lower Mainland.  Attached as 

Appendix “F” is an excerpt from the 2006 Integrated Electricity Plan Application. 

32. Neither did BCH representatives disclose to the NNTC, or engage in meaningful 

consultations concerning, alternatives that would not require the construction or 

upgrading of transmission infrastructure in Nlaka’pamux territory.  In particular, BCH 

never disclosed that it has the benefit of substantial energy resources under the Canadian 

entitlement from the downstream benefits of the Columbia River Treaty, which power 

could be used to supply electricity to the Lower Mainland and Vancouver Island.  This 

information was, and is, material to consultations concerning the ILM Expansion Project 

because it indicates the availability of an alternative source of electricity that would not 

require either the upgrade or construction of any transmission facilities in Nlaka’pamux 

territory. 

33. Following the initial contact, Chief Phillip Campbell, met directly with BCH 

representatives in the fall of 2006 regarding the ILM Expansion Project. Contrary to the 

statement at page 132, lines 7-8, Section 8.2, ILM CPCN Application, the purpose of the 

meetings was not for BCH to provide a meaningful overview of alternatives to the ILM 

Expansion Project. Chief Campbell understood that the purpose of the meeting was for 

BCH to explain opportunities for consultation on the ILM Expansion Project through the 

Environmental Assessment Review for the ILM Expansion Project (the “EA Review”).  

There was no discussion or consultation at that meeting regarding a full range of options 

for meeting the anticipated increased demand for electricity in the Lower Mainland and 

on Vancouver Island, and the discussion was focused on the proposed ILM Expansion 

Project.  Chief Campbell informed BCH that any proposed consultation on the ILM 

Expansion Project would take place at the tribal level through the NNTC. 
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34. In November 2006 the NNTC received a letter from BCH offering capacity funding for 

their participation the ILM Expansion Project EA Review. The letter stated that the 

funding was being provided: 

…to participate in consultation efforts on the Lower-Mainland Transmission 
Reinforcement (ILM) Project. This includes participation in the Environmental 
Assessment Office terms of reference process as well as participation in review 
studies and providing input on the ILM upgrade option. 

35. The NNTC understood from this letter, and in particular the description of the purposes 

of the funding, that the consultation between BCH and the NNTC was to focus on the EA 

process regarding the ILM Expansion Project. 

36. On February 2, 2007 BCH filed its final argument with the BCUC regarding its 2006 IEP 

in which it submitted that the ILM Expansion Project was necessary and should move 

forward as quickly as practicable. Attached as Appendix “G” is an excerpt from BCH’s 

final arguments regarding the 2006 IEP Application. 

37. In February 2007 BCH representatives and the political leadership of the NNTC met 

regarding the ILM Expansion Project. BCH confirmed that it would be pursuing 

consultations regarding the ILM Expansion Project through the EA process. BCH advised 

that any consultations on the UEC Upgrade option would take place through a series of 

individual permits required for the work.  There was no discussion of any alternative to 

the ILM Expansion Project, other than the UEC Upgrade option, and by this date the 

NNTC understood that BCH was seeking the NNTC’s participation in consultations 

specific to the ILM Expansion Project through the pre-application phase of the EA 

process.  Consequently, as of February 2007 the NNTC understood that the project that 

was proceeding was the ILM Expansion Project. 

38. In March 2007 the NNTC received another capacity funding offer from BCH of $10,000 

in regards to the ILM Expansion Project. While BCH invited comments from the NNTC 

on whether the ILM Expansion Project or the UEC Upgrade was preferable, the letter 

stated that the funding was also to support the NNTC participation in the EA Review for 

the ILM Expansion Project. 
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39. The NNTC communicated to BCH its view that the EA Review does not provide a 

sufficient process in which to achieve meaningful consultation and accommodation.  

Consequently, the NNTC sought and expected direct consultations with BCH on the 

proposed ILM Expansion Project, parallel to the EA process. 

40. Based on the foregoing, by May, 2007 the NNTC did not view BCH as having offered 

any consultations concerning options to meeting the anticipated increased demand for 

electricity in the Lower Mainland and on Vancouver Island that did not include 

infrastructure in Nlaka’pamux territory.  Nor did the NNTC consider BCH to have 

participated in or offered meaningful consultations regarding the choice between the 

UEC Upgrade option and the ILM Expansion Project, as BCH was pursuing the 

regulatory approval process for the ILM Expansion Project at all material points in the 

early phase of consultations with the NNTC.  

Scope of Consultation 

41. From the beginning of its interaction with BCH regarding the proposed ILM Expansion 

Project, the NNTC advised that consultation must include a consideration of the existing 

and ongoing adverse effects of the existing transmission lines (5L81 and 5L82), the 

existing right of way and associated infrastructure (the “Existing ILM Project”) because 

the ILM Expansion Project relied on and benefitted from the Existing ILM Project and 

there had been no consultation and accommodation regarding the Existing ILM Project. 

42. BCH’s position at all material times was that its proposal to construct the ILM Expansion 

Project did not necessitate consultation regarding the Existing ILM Project. 

43. In February 2007 BCH representatives and the political leadership of the NNTC met 

regarding the ILM Expansion Project. The NNTC informed BCH representatives that the 

Nlaka’pamux Nation had been seriously impacted by both the Existing ILM Project as 

well as the 5L41 transmission line (part of the UEC Upgrade alternative) since they were 

built and there had never been any consultation and accommodation regarding these 

infringements to their Aboriginal title and rights. The NNTC expected that consultation 
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regarding either proposal would include consultation and accommodation for the existing 

infringements. 

44. The second meeting between BCH and the political leadership of the NNTC regarding 

the ILM Expansion Project occurred on September 7, 2007. At that meeting the NNTC 

again took the position that meaningful consultation in relation to the ILM Expansion 

Project needed to address the existing and ongoing impacts on Nlaka’pamux Aboriginal 

title and rights from the Existing ILM Project. 

45. On November 13, 2007 the NNTC wrote to BCH as a follow up to the September 7, 2007 

meeting.  The NNTC stated its concerns regarding the deficiencies in the EA process for 

the ILM Expansion Project and requested that an additional enhanced process for 

engagement with the NNTC be developed. Attached as Appendix “H” is a copy of the 

letter dated November 13, 2007.  

46. On November 23, 2007 the NNTC again met with representatives from BCH. At this 

meeting BCH agreed to work on developing a consultation process for engaging with the 

NNTC regarding the ILM Expansion Project. 

47. By a letter to the NNTC dated November 30, 2007, BCH outlined its understanding of 

the result of the November 23, 2007 meeting. Attached as Appendix “I” is a copy of the 

letter dated November 30, 2007.  

48. On December 5, 2007 the NNTC again met with representatives from BCH. At this 

meeting the NNTC tabled a draft consultation process for the ILM Expansion Project. 

Attached as Appendix “J” is a copy of the draft consultation process. The NNTC again 

emphasized that it anticipated the development of a single consultation process to address 

the Existing ILM Project and the ILM Expansion Project. 

49. On January 17, 2008 BCH wrote to the NNTC regarding the draft consultation process 

the NNTC had tabled at the December 5, 2007 meeting.  BCH proposed a meeting to 

discuss the consultation process and to conclude a consultation agreement. Attached as 

Appendix “K” is a copy of the letter from January 17, 2008, erroneously dated January 

17, 2007. 
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50. On January 18, 2008 BCH wrote to the NNTC offering to engage in “exploratory 

discussions” regarding the BCH’s “current installations” within Nlaka’pamux Territory. 

The NNTC understood “current installations” to be a reference to the Existing ILM 

Project.  Attached as Appendix “L” is a copy of the letter dated January 18, 2008. 

51. On February 1, 2008, legal counsel for the NNTC wrote to the EAO regarding the EA 

assessment for the ILM Expansion Project.  Attached as Appendix “M” is a copy of the 

letter dated February 1, 2008. 

52. On February 5, 2008 the NNTC met with representatives from BCH regarding 

consultation on the ILM Expansion Project. The NNTC and BCH representatives 

disagreed on the need to consider, as part of the consultations concerning the ILM 

Expansion Project, the existing and ongoing impacts of the Existing ILM Project. 

53. On February 7, 2008 legal counsel for the NNTC wrote to BCH and sought a meeting 

with the BCH Board of Directors to seek resolution around the disagreement concerning 

the scope of consultations required in relation to the ILM Expansion Project. Attached as 

Appendix “N” is a copy of the letter dated February 7, 2008. 

54. On March 4, 2008 legal counsel for the NNTC again wrote to BCH and reiterated the 

NNTC’s request for a meeting with the BCH Board of Directors. Attached as Appendix 

“O” is a copy of the email dated March 4, 2008. 

55. On April 22, 2008 representatives of the NNTC, Upper Nicola and the met with 

representatives from BCH and BCTC including: Bruce Barrett, the Vice President of 

Major Projects for the BCTC; John Irving, the Vice President and General Counsel for 

the BCTC; and Lyle Viereck, the Director of Aboriginal Relations and Negotiations for 

BCH.  The First Nation representatives again sought meaningful consultations 

concerning the existing and ongoing impacts of the Existing ILM Project, as part of 

consultations concerning the ILM Expansion Project. 

56. In response, the representatives of BCH and BCTC advised that they did not agree that 

consultation on the ILM Expansion Project had to include a consideration of existing, 

ongoing and future impacts of the Existing ILM Project.  They further advised that they 
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did not have a mandate from the Provincial government to enter into consultations on the 

basis we sought by the NNTC.  In response to a question from the NNTC as to whether 

BCH was prepared to seek a mandate to enter into consultations on the scope and basis 

sought by the NNTC, BCH and BCTC advised that they would not.  They did, however, 

indicate that BCH was possibly willing to gather information about the existing 

transmission system and that information might inform their views on whether to seek 

such a mandate. 

57. BCH and BCTC stated that while they would not, and could not, address impacts to 

Nlka’pamux title and rights related to the Existing ILM Project, they would be willing to 

discuss specific grievances arising from the construction and operation of the Existing 

ILM Project, such as if their officials committed fraud when the existing transmission 

system was built, or power surges that may cause blackouts or destroy electronic 

equipment. The NNTC considered this offer to be insufficient and far short of what was 

required for consultation on the Existing ILM Project. 

58. The NNTC were very disappointed by the outcome of their April 22, 2008 meeting with 

BCH and BCTC.  Nonetheless, out of a continuing interest to pursue good faith 

discussions with BCH and BCTC, the NNTC met with BCH and BCTC again on May 6, 

2008 in Abbotsford along with chiefs from the Okanagan Nation. 

59. At the May 6, 2007 meeting the NNTC, Upper Nicola and the ONA jointly tabled a 

Proposed Framework for Protocols Respecting Existing and On-Going Issues 

(“Proposal”).  This Proposal was prepared to reflect the views heard from BCH and 

BCTC at the April 22, 2008 meeting about needing to gather further information, and was 

presented as one option for working together and advancing the consultation process in a 

way that might meet the needs of all parties.  The Proposal laid out that information 

gathering and the scoping of issues would take place before BCH and BCTC would seek 

a mandate from government, and would also have the goal of ensuring these issues were 

addressed before the completion of the environmental assessment for the ILM Expansion 

Project.  The Proposal was also clear that the process that would go forward could be 

without prejudice to BCH’s and BCTC’s position on their legal obligations with respect 
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to the existing transmission infrastructure. Attached as Appendix “P” is a copy of the 

Proposal. 

60. BCH and BCTC stated that they were not prepared to agree to the process described in 

the Proposal.  The NNTC were disappointed with this response, given that they had 

prepared the Proposal to address the concerns BCH and BCTC had expressed at their last 

meeting.  By the end of the meeting, the parties agreed to designate a smaller group of 

representatives to meet to try and develop clarity around the parties’ respective positions, 

and what areas of overlap or agreement might exist. 

61. In light of the lack of progress with BCH regarding their concerns, the NNTC and the 

ONA determined that they needed to seek the direct engagement of the Provincial 

Ministers responsible for BCH.  Consequently, the NNTC and the ONA wrote to the 

Honourable Richard Neufeld, Minister of Energy, Mines and Petroleum Resources 

requesting a meeting to discuss their concerns.  In that letter, the NNTC and the ONA 

again stressed that they were prepared to work with the Province to advance consultation 

on a timeline that fit with the EA timeline. Attached as Appendix “Q” is a copy of the 

letter to Minister Neufeld dated May 13, 2008. 

62. On May 26, 2008 the NNTC received an email from the EAO advising that the Terms of 

Reference (“TOR”) for the ILM Expansion Project had been approved, and a formal 

review of the EA Certificate application for the ILM Expansion Project would begin on 

October 1, 2008.  The TOR did not include any reference to the existing, ongoing and 

future impacts of the Existing ILM Project. Attached as Appendix “R” is a copy of the 

email dated May 26, 2008. 

63. On June 17, 2008 representatives of the NNTC, Upper Nicola and the ONA attended 

another meeting with BCH and BCTC.  The First Nation representatives understood that 

the purpose of the meeting was to follow up on the work of the small group that had 

formed out of the May 22, 2008 meeting.  However, at the meeting BCH informed the 

NNTC, Upper Nicola and the ONA that BCH and BCTC had determined that they would 

not engage in any consultations concerning the existing, ongoing and future impacts of 

the Existing ILM Project. The First Nation Representatives asked whether BCH remained 
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interested in information-gathering to assess whether they wished to alter this position, as 

first expressed by Mr. Denhoff at his November 8, 2007 meeting with Upper Nicola.  

BCH advised that it was no longer interested in the information gathering it had 

proposed, and that any discussions regarding the Existing ILM Project should occur 

between the First Nations and the Provincial government. 

64. By the date of the issuance of the CPCN for the ILM Expansion Project on August 5, 

2008, the EAO, BCH and BCTC had refused to include a consideration of the existing 

and ongoing effects of the Existing ILM Project as part of consultation on the ILM 

Expansion Project. 

65. Since the date of the issuance of the CPCN, there have been no consultations between the 

NNTC and the Province, including BCH and BCTC, that have addressed or considered 

the existing and ongoing impacts of the Existing ILM Project as part of consultation 

concerning the proposed construction of the ILM Expansion Project, or otherwise. 



 

Draft only. 

 

 

 

Nlaka’pamux Ethnography 

of the South West Nlaka’pamux Territory. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Prepared by NNTC Research Unit, 

August 2009 



Nlaka’pamux Ethnography 

of the South West Nlaka’pamux Territory. 

 

Table of Contents: 

Introduction         3 

Nlaka’pamux – The Nation       4 

The Territory        4 
“Sptakwelh” – Creation Stories     6 

Early contacts with the Nlaka’pamux     9 

Population        11 

Settlements and Villages       12 

Evidence of Nlaka’pamux Use and Occupation of the Territory 16 

Nlaka’pamux Economy     19 
A Holistic Account of the Traditional Land and Resource  
Use by the Nlaka’pamux     20 
Travel Routes and Trade     25 

Nlaka’pamux Governance      26 

Archaeological Base:       34 

Review of Spuzzum Archaeological Sites    35 
Spuzzum Study Area      36 
Age of Archaeological Sites     44 
Practice of Aboriginal Rights     45 
Occupation of Definite Tracts of Land   46 
Summary       47 

Conclusion.        48 

APPENDIX  A: The Transportation Corridor and  
Land Alienations from Nlaka’pamux Reserves.   49   

APPENDIX  B: Archaeological Overview of the South West  
Nlaka’pamux Territory,  
prepared by Robert Bandringa July 2009.   64 

Bibliography and References Cited     73 

 
 

.   

2 



Nlaka’pamux Ethnography 

of the South West Nlaka’pamux Territory. 

This paper was prepared for the purposes of showing the historic use and occupation 

by the Nlaka’pamux of the south west portion of their territory, through which area B.C. 

Hydro proposes to construct the Interior Lower to Mainland Transmission Line.   The earliest 

accounts of contact with the Nlaka’pamux, from 1808 to 1858, show a large population in the 

Canyon, systematically governed with a well-developed sense of sovereignty over their 

territory.  They were strongly organised to protect their resources and passage through their 

lands.  The accounts show a strong resource-based economy and a good eye for economic 

opportunity and a natural resourcefulness.   

Nlaka’pamux territory is traversed by two great rivers, Nt&pt&p tk qwu’uy (now also 

known as the Fraser River) and the Sheowk’tm (Thompson River) - they have been the 

lifeblood of the Nlaka’pamux Nation from earliest times.    In the last 150 years, however, 

these two rivers have also become communication, transportation, and transmission-line 

corridors.  In the process, the lives of the Nlaka’pamux have been drastically impacted.  

Their lands, resources, culture and language have been under constant assault from an 

aggressive and steady encroachment.  In the early days of immigrant dreams of vast wealth, 

the Nlaka’pamux were expected to either disappear or assimilate.  But they have done neither.   

Through their strong ties to the land and to all that is on and in their land, the Nlaka’pamux 

have endured.   

Nlaka’pamux – The Nation 

Nlaka’pamux is the name the Nlaka’pamux used before Contact and use now to 

describe themselves – and it is the name by which they were and are known in the 

neighbouring nations. 1  To be Nlaka’pamux encompasses clear notions of a distinct Nation, 

with its own territory, language, history, culture and governance.   

                                                 

1 “They call their entire tribe Nlaka’a’pamux.  They are also so designated by all the neighbouring tribes of the 
interior.” – James Teit from  his introduction to The Thompson Indians of British Columbia, (p. 2).   
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The territory of the Nlaka’pamux Nation cannot be defined in terms of a solid line but 

stretches from the general area of south of Spuzzum and below the 49th parallel in the south 

to shTLash and Snapa in the north and between Quilchena and Texas Creek. 

Spuzzum, Tuckkwhiohum (also known as Boston Bar) and Shoo-ok and Inkahtsaph 

(also now known as Boothroyd) lie within the South West curve before the territory narrows 

at what is now known as Washington State.2 

The earliest maps of the area, prepared mostly by current or former Hudsons Bay 

company employees, indicate (with various attempts at spelling) the Nlaka’pamux names of 

the largest settlements in this south west area: Spuzzum, QuYome for Tuckkwhiohum 

(Boston Bar) Inkahtsaph (Boothroyd), Tlichjane for Klickumcheen (Lytton).3   

Anthropologist James Teit described the territory as in the  

southern interior, mostly east of the Coast Range, but it extends far into the heart of 
that range…it is about a hundred miles in length by ninety in breadth.  Through this 
territory flow three rivers, Fraser River and its principal tributary  the Thompson 
River and a smaller tributary of the latter, Nicola River.  In the valleys of these rivers, 
or in close proximity thereto, are found the principal villages of the tribe, while the 
country on either side is their hunting ground. 

The Lower Nlaka’pamux winter villages were close to their favourite fishing spots 

while “their hunting –grounds extend westward to Harrison Lake and the mountains east of 

Nooksack and Skagit Rivers, and eastwards to the head waters of Tulameen and Coldwater 

Rivers.”4   

Note that Teit prepared a number of different maps of the Nlaka’pamux territory – 

they show marked differences and appear to be fairly hurried sketches to show the 

approximate territory.  5   For example, Teit’s line showing a northern boundary in one map 

reached to Ashcroft, but in another took in not only Cache Creek but points even further 

                                                 

2 Note that the USA/Canada boundary had summarily and effectively cut off the southern portion of the 
Nlaka’pamux Nation in 1860 and this wound has only recently begun to heal.  [cf. Agreement with Seattle City 
Lights] 
3 A.C. Anderson, Turnbull, Arrowsmith  
4 The Thompson Indians of British Columbia, by James Teit, edited by Franz Boas, 1899.   
5 From the  Unpublished Ethnographic and Linguistic Fieldnotes, James Teit.   (BCARS Victoria, microfilm 
reels A236-A2680) 
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north.  Variations on the eastern boundary are more marked.  It might be more useful in this 

context to remark that no indigenous “boundary lines” existed as such before contact.  

Nlaka’pamux and neighbour Nation informants speak of a common area between them where 

the shared use might or might not depend on a protocol.  Most speak of a pragmatic 

agreement whereby the resources are shared as needed.   Nlaka’pamux Elder Bert Seymour 

of Shackan, well known by linguistic scholars, has also described how the ‘boundaries’ used 

to be recognised by the bilingualism of the inhabitants: Nlaka’pamuchin and the 

Halkomelum in the south, Nlaka’pamuchin and St’at’imecets on the west and so forth. 6    

Territorial maps by non-indigenous map-makers have been uniformly contested by 

the indigenous Nations in B.C. who have asserted that this is a question that can only be 

resolved between the Elders and informed people of the indigenous Nations concerned.  

Noted anthropologist Wilson Duff himself, when challenged as to the map he had published 

of the different indigenous territories in B.C., replied that this was a matter about which only 

the indigenous people were informed. 7 

“Sptakwelh” (Creation Stories) 

Nlaka’pamux historians and keepers of the Nlaka’pamux oral traditions have recently 

begun to commit their knowledge to paper as a direct contribution to the ethnography of the 

Nlaka’pamux.  These contributions have come from Nlaka’pamux who remained fluent in 

their language, Nlaka’pamuchin.  In Our Tellings, Nlaka’pamux oral historians document the 

formation of geographic features and geological terrain and situate the people in the territory 

through their “Sptakwelh” (Creation Stories).8   The geological bases of these stories are 

evident even as one enters the southwest corner of the Nation.  Nlaka’pamux told the story of 

this well-documented petroglyph to James Teit in the late 1800’s.9   Teit was one of the 

earliest researchers to record the Nlaka’pamux creation stories – their “Sptakwelh”. 

                                                 

6 As recounted to NNTC Researchers, July 2008 

7 As recounted by Chief Robert Pasco, Chairman, Nlaka’pamux Nation Tribal Council. 

8 Our Tellings: Interior Salish Stories of the Nlaka’pamux People, compiled and edited by Darwin Hanna and 
Mamie Henry, Nlaka’pamux 
9 The Mythology of the Thompson Indians by James Teit, published 1912. As it happens, this petroglyph lies 
close to the route of the proposed new transmission line. 
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The works of James Teit have been frequently quoted in the preceding passages.   

James Teit (1864-1922) was born on Scotland's Shetland Islands and immigrated to Canada 

as a young man. He eventually settled in Spence’s Bridge, British Columbia, where he 

married a local Nlaka'pamux woman named Lucy Artko. By the time she died in 1914, Teit 

had become immersed in Nlaka'pamux life and traditions.  He also spoke the language 

fluently.   Teit was hired by anthropologist Franz Boas in the late nineteenth century, to 

undertake collecting and research for the American Museum of Natural History's Jesup 

Expedition (1897-1902). 10  James Teit was not trained as an anthropologist but worked with 

Franz Boas and presented Nlaka’pamux ethnography in terms recognised by the 

anthropology of his day.   Teit worked with a good number of respected leaders and 

‘informants’: Roi.Pellst, Tetlanetza, Whistmneetsa, Xixne among others.   His work “The 

Thompson Indians of British Columbia”, edited by Franz Boas and published in Jesup North 

Pacific Expedition, 1899 is respected as an accurately described methodical description of the 

lives, territory and culture of the Nlaka’pamux at the time of contact, circa 1858.    In the 

context of this paper, Teit’s work is especially valuable as many of his informants were 

already adult in 1858, the time of the Gold Rush that would bring such great changes to 

Nlaka’pamux lives.   Those who were younger were reliably informed by their parents and 

aunts and uncles who were adults at that time.   They provide a reliable account of the people, 

their governance and way of life before contact.  However they also provided information on 

the Nlaka’pamux cosmology and on the Transformers who gave the mountains and valleys 

their present form.  Collected mostly in his unpublished ethnographic fieldnotes, some of 

these stories were synthesized in Chapter XII of “The Thompson Indians of British 

Columbia”.  (op. cit.)  Others appear in the Mythology of the Thompson Indians, 1912. 

Charles Hill-Tout immigrated to Canada at about the same time and became an 

important amateur anthropologist, largely through his friendships with the Salish people.  His 

most significant work appears in the field reports collected by Ralph Maud in the four 

volume The Salish People of which Volume 1 deals with the Thompson and Okanagan 

people.    His work was also published in 1899.   Hill-Tout’s primary informant was Chief 
                                                 

10 The goal of the Jesup Expedition was to investigate the cultural, linguistic and biological links between the 
indigenous peoples of the northern Pacific regions of America and Asia. 
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Mischele (sic) of Klickumcheen and Head Chief of the Nation at that time. 11  Chief Mischele 

was the source for the “Creation” and “Transformer” stories that are published in Vol. 1: the 

Thompson and Okanagan. 12 

More recently, Andrea Laforet spent considerable time in the Nlaka’pamux territory 

during the 1980’s and 1990’s.   She also became fluent in Nlaka’pamuchin and her 

informants included Elder Louis Phillips of Klickumcheen and his farm at “Eleven Mile” 

who was well-known for his historical and cultural knowledge; also Hilda Austen, Nathan 

and Rhoda Spinks, Ann Drynock and Mary Shuter, all Nlaka’pamuchin-speaking Elders 

respected for their knowledge.  These Elders too have contributed their “Sptakwelh” 

(Creation Stories) which appear in different manuscripts.13   Laforet spent considerable time 

in the south west working with Kathy York and Arthur Urquart – and most notably with 

Annie York of Spuzzum, with whom she co-authored Spuzzum: Fraser Canyon Histories, 

1998.   They stated that the Creation and Transformer stories have to fix the context:  the 

actions of the Transformers were generally fundamental to the Nlaka’pamux history and the 

establishment of the Nlaka’pamux world and they described how that applied in the Spuzzum 

area. 

Apart from the evidence of the work of the Transformer, “Rock writings” are also 

found in remote areas of the Nlaka’pamux territory.  They attest to a rich spiritual and 

                                                 

11 Chief Mischele, (as spelled by Hill-Tout), was the interpreter who worked with Indian Reserve Commissioner 
G.M. Sproat in 1878, and was chosen as Chief of the Nation in 1879 at the large meeting of the Nlaka’pamux 
that year to discuss their continued jurisdiction over their own affairs. 
12 Another source of ethnographic information about the Nlaka’pamux at this early time in the history of British 
Columbia was Harlan I. Smith, who also contributed to Franz Boas’ Jesup North Pacific Expedition with 
“Archaeology of Lytton”, 1899. 
13 See also: Laforet, Andrea and Annie York, 1981.  Notes on the Thompson Winter Dwelling in The World is 
as Sharp as a Knife:  an Anthology in Honour of Wilson Duff. Ed. D. Abbott, 115-22. Victoria:  British 
Columbia Provincial Museum.      

Laforet, Andrea Canada’s Visual History The Thompson Indians in B.C. Pacific Coast Ethnologist, Canadian 
Ethnology Service 

Laforet, Andrea. 1982. Excerpts from the Thompson Collection.  National Museum of Man , Ethnographic 
Collection of Thompson Slides  
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philosophical heritage.14  In They Write their Dreams on the Rock Forever, Spuzzum Elder 

Annie York presented a detailed explanation of rock art images from her people’s culture, 

from the spiritual meditation in the mountains that was essential to the education of those 

with special gifts: winter spirit dancing, shamanism, midwifery, life and death, hunting, and 

herbal medicinal practice.  While this text deals with the rock writings of an Nlaka’pamux 

watershed to the north of Spuzzum, there are a number of such rock paintings throughout the 

south west of the Nation.  These are most often located in remote areas, often high in the 

mountains.15  The writings indicate a deep-rooted knowledge of the land, rivers, climate, 

plants, humans and animals in all their inter-related dimensions and complexity 

Early Contact with the Nlaka’pamux  

However, the first written reference to the Nlaka’pamux by name and by geography 

was by Simon Fraser in 1808. As he made his way down Nt&pt&p tk qwu’uy River (Fraser 

River), he described a clearly delineated Nlaka’pamux territory with a clearly delineated 

governing authority.16  An Nlaka’pamux Chief escorted Fraser from the Statlimx territory to 

the Nlaka’pamux territory.  In June 1808, Fraser stopped at what was probably Nohomeen, 

crossed to either Tuckozap or Klickumcheen (at what is now called Lytton) to meet the tribal 

chiefs and 1200 people who had gathered there to meet him.17  “They have many chiefs and 

great men," commented Fraser in 1808.  The spring salmon were coming up the River and 

Fraser wrote that he was supplied with salmon, berries, (salmon) oil, roots and dogs to eat.  

He was also impressed with the good health and the great age of many of the people. 

                                                 

14 As explained by Nlaka’pamux Spuzzum Elder Annie York to Richard Daly and Chris Arnett, published by 
Talonbooks, 1993. 
15  Previous to this submission, the legal team travelled just twenty kilometres west of Spuzzum, near the 
mountain divide to the Coquihalla valley, where a logging road passes within a few metres of a huge boulder 
where not so long ago, ochred messages were added to those of previous visitors from the Spuzzum community 
to that sacred place.  The Nlaka’pamux face the dilemma that exposing these sacred sites to defend their 
territory brings vandals and ‘collectors’ to despoil the sites. 
16 Simon Fraser, letters and Journals, 1806. ed. By W.K. Lamb 1960.  pp. 84 and 86 and 97. 
17 James Teit understood that most had come down from the Bootahnie Valley (the large high valley formed by 
the confluence of the Fraser and Thompson Rivers), a very popular Nlaka’pamux resort for roots, early berries, 
hunting, horse-racing and meetings.  They would also have come from the neighbouring Stein, Inklyuhkinatko 
and Kwoiek valleys. 
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 Fraser was guided down the canyon which now bears his name by local 

Nlaka’pamux people in 1808 as far as Spuzzum, the southernmost Nlaka’pamux settlement 

on the Fraser, mentioned by name as ‘Spazum’.  Here he crossed the River to see the 

astonishing carved tombs at the graveyard opposite.18   

 Simon Fraser had opened up new possibilities for the fur trading companies 

and the Hudson’s Bay Company soon established trading posts at Victoria, Qw’?ntl’en [now 

also known as Langley]  and Tk’umlups [now also known as Kamloops].  Established in 

1811, Fort Kamloops served the north-south trade route between northern BC and 

Washington State, as well as a fur collection and trading depot for the surrounding area, 

including the Nlaka’pamux.  One of the earliest journal entries, made in January 1822, reads 

that 20 Nlaka’pamux arrived "loaded with salmon which they traded chiefly for tobacco and 

bayonets."   [Hudson’s Bay Company Journals] 

  "Dried Salmon is the Staff of life,” wrote Archibald McDonald from 

Ft. Kamloops, “and fortunately seldom fails."  He wrote that they got little salmon locally, 

that four or five trips were made each fall and winter from Fraser River to Klickumcheen, 

where each fish from Fraser River was split and dried with the back bone out, weighing one 

pound, and from whence they return laden with thousands of fish.   

  In his 1821 report to the Governor of the company, McDonald 

included a general description of the surrounding Nations, chiefs and principal men, noting 

Chief Senitsea and Chief Tunuska of 1076 Coutamines {Nlaka'pamux}.19 

  HBC employee Donald McLean’s journal entries describe their annual 

expeditions to “The Forks” (Klickumcheen – the river junction) to trade for thousands of 

dried salmon there.20  By and large, however, the HBC connection with the Nlaka’pamux 

was at their trading posts to which the Nlaka’pamux brought furs (mostly beaver) and dried 

                                                 

18 The continued difficulties of traveling in the canyon before roads were built was graphically indicated by one 
of the first surveyors in the Canyon in 1859 – William Cox could not describe Jackass Mountain18 (at Kanaka 
Bar) because he was too busy just trying to stay alive, he said.  [Howay, Early History.]  
19 included in a Despatch from George Simpson published for HBC Records Society.   
20 Later in 1822 the chief trader recounted that that HBC Montigny and 10 men started for Fraser's River:  
" …the principal course or intention of sending him is to procure dried fish for our winter … we have nothing to 
depend on but dried salmon.”  Montigny returned in September from Nlaka'pamux at Klickumcheen with a total 
of 40 large and 20 small beaver skins and 5,200 dried salmon.   
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salmon.  The furs decreased but HBC journals show that dried salmon remained a steady 

trading item for the Nlaka’pamux.   

  Hudson Bay Company Governor George Simpson made one journey 

through the Nlaka’pamux territory during the salmon fishing season in 1828: "the population 

is numerous, forming themselves into Camps of 10 or 12 Families at the different Rapids 

where they collect Salmon which is their principal means of subsistence."  He wrote the 

lower 40 miles of the River (likely Klickumcheen to Yale) were "more rapid ...banks more 

rugged, and in many places consisting of Rocky precipices difficult to pass on foot among 

which are the habitations of the Natives, who become more numerous as we descend, the 

frequency and violence of the Rapids being favourable to the principal occupation of 

fishing.”  The large population and the significance and extent of the salmon fishery were 

constant themes in this account.  He wrote of a “whole population of several thousand 

Souls.”  21    

Population: 

In his article “The Fraser Canyon Encountered,” 22 historical geographer Cole Harris 

discussed Fort Langley Chief Factor Archibald McDonald’s census of the Nlaka’pamux in 

the southern portion of the territory in 1830, which was based on information obtained from 

those trading at the fort.23  He calculated some 3,000 to 3,500 people lived between Spuzzum 

and Tuckkwhiohum, at the south of the Nlaka’pamux territory.  Information from later 

census attempts largely corroborated McDonald’s estimates.  Harris suggests “there were 

equivalent fishing sites further up-river…there seems no reason why a large number of 

people could not have lived there.”  

However, when smallpox struck the Nlaka’pamux in the Canyons in the winter of 

1862-63, it took a devastating toll.  James Teit described how sometimes all the inhabitants 

of a winter dwelling (up to about 70 people) would succumb: the roof would be pushed in by 

nearby survivors and the dwelling burned and abandoned.  A new dwelling would be built 
                                                 

21 The Champlain Society, Part of Dispatch from George Simpson 
22  B.C. Studies, No. 94, 1992.  

23 McDonald had also travelled down the Fraser with a Hudson’s Bay party two years previously. 
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the following year nearby if there were any survivors from the settlement.  24 Teit estimated 

that the population before the epidemic was three or four times larger than it was in 1899.  

The first missionary, the first Indian Reserve Commissioner and first census taker also all 

understood that the Nlaka’pamux population had been reduced by at least third of their 

original numbers.  They attributed the causes generally to the small pox and a number of 

additional ills brought by colonization.25   According to Cole Harris, these launched a 

“demographic disaster”.  The population continued to decrease for decades.  However, the 

census for the three communities at the south west for 2008 showed that the population for 

each was now almost the same as when Blenkinsop had recorded them in 1878.   The 

population profile of these communities is similar to that of the other First Nations in B.C.:  it 

is much younger and is entering the family formation and child-bearing age.   The new 

demographics indicate a population that is increasing rapidly to reach its former strength. 

Settlements and Villages  

 The earliest written accounts of encounters with the Nlaka’pamux reflect rather the 

movements and interests of the Hudson Bay Company personnel than a holistic account of 

the lives and economy of the Nlaka’pamux.   The HBC passage through the territory was 

principally along the major Rivers and their interest was to procure salmon for their Forts.  It 

was and is certainly true and relevant to this paper that the salmon were “the staff of life”, 

playing a vital role in Nlaka’pamux lives.  For the last 150 years, the movement of the 

Nlaka’pamux to the River banks in the late summer and fall has been documented in writing 

                                                 

24 “The Thompson Indians of British Columbia”, published in The Jessup North Pacific Expedition, ed. by 

Franz Boas, New York, 1900; Extract,  

25 Report, Rev. J.B. Good, Lytton, 10 November 1868. [Columbia Mission, Dept. Theology, University of 
British Columbia, Box 5601 A4 B1 1859-69 p16];  
Report of George Blenkinsop, census taker for IRC, 30 June 1879 (estimated), RG 10 Volume 10012 
The Thompson Indians of British Columbia, by James Alexander Teit, ed. by Franz Boas, New York, 1900;  

Cole Harris: The Resettlement of British Columbia (Vancouver: UBC Press), 1997 

Extract, Cole Harris: [The Fraser Canyon Encountered, B.C Studies, No. 94, Summer 1992];  

Letter from Indian Superintendent J. Lenihan to Minister of the Interior, 18 October 1876 [RG 10 Vol. 3641 file 
7493] 

11 



and by photographs 26 and then film.   However, the economy and life-style of the 

Nlaka’pamux involved a regular movement over the whole territory during the course of the 

year, (see below) starting and ending with a prolonged stay in the winter settlements which 

were in the valleys alongside the larger rivers.  Early anthropologists noted that these were 

obviously situated close to their favourite fisheries and certainly this is corroborated by the 

number of fish caches that are evident at the old winter village sites.  This is most evident in 

the archaeological reports of those villages which have since been abandoned for various 

reasons.  27 

 Teit wrote that the “the villages of the Lower Thompson Indians (southern 

Nlaka’pamux) seem to have been much more stationary than those of the upper division of 

the tribe.  Many families wintered for generations, in fact, as long as can be remembered, at 

the same spot.”  He noted that since the advent of the whites, some of the smaller villages 

have been abandoned, “decrease in the number of inhabitants has been one of the prime 

causes of removals.”  Teit wrote that, in 1858, Koia’um (Tuckkwhiohum) was the largest and 

most populous village, but at the time of writing (i.e. 1899) Kapatci’tcin (Kopchitchin, on 

what is now Boston Bar IR 2) and Spo’zem (Spuzzum) were the largest villages in the south 

west.  They contained fully one third of the whole population, while all the other villages 

were small. 

 The first missionary to stay in the area and to learn the language, John B. 

Good, listed the larger Nlaka’pamux settlements in 1867.  At the southwest, he named: 

Yeakok of whom Homehomeold is Chief with a population of 20, (around what is also 

known as Boothroyd) but a bracket shows he is chief for a number of villages which include 

Kapaalth {Inkahtsaph} with a population of 72 and Sho-ook with 30 people; Uuitshoose 

                                                 

26 Some of the earliest photographs were taken between Spuzzum and Tuckkwhiohum.  In 1866 Frederic Dally 
exhibited an excellent photograph showing rack upon rack of drying salmon on the huge rocks above Hell’s 
Gate “a favourite fishing place for the N[atives].  [BCARS Photographic Collection] 
27 For example the village of Schwimp which was wrongly pre-empted and which pre-emption was wrongly 
allowed to stand.  Other example is at Shrypptahooks above Hell’s Gate which was severed by a 400-600  ft. 
wide Canadian Pacific Railway right of way, to the extent that the area became uninhabitable.  (Site forms). 
Archaeological site forms here show extensive fish cache sites.   On 18 September 1918 J.A. Teit wrote to 
archaeologist Harlan Smith  that "on the CPR side of the Thompson River I came on a  group of over 30 holes 
(the remains of  fish caches or cellars of the old Nekaumen {Nicomen} Band of Indians" which "were all 
together and on the edge of a high bank in pen woods immediately above the CPR grade a little west of 
Thompson station.” 
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{Kahmoose} with 33 people, Tsawamuck with a population of 43 of whom Tooniht is chief 

and Kleeuktl  with 23 people of whom Chilshaskat was chief.  At Tuckkwhiohum (Boston 

Bar) he lists Quyome with 150 people and names Chief Shakesoh and on the opposite side of 

the River was Kopchitchin with 45 people of whom Soye was chief.  A third village with 26 

people is listed here but the name is torn off in the text.  At the south of the Nlaka’pamux 

territory was Spuzzum with 100 people of whom Kowpelsh and Humssuina were Chiefs, and 

Chatawig {Spuzzum IR 4?} with 40 people of whom the chief was Scuoth.28 

 George Blenkinsop accompanied the Indian Reserve Commission to the 

Nlaka’pamux in 1878 to record census information.  He confirmed the Nlaka’pamux names 

of most of the southwest settlements where they were set aside as Indian Reserves: Spuzzum, 

Teequaloose, Shwimp, Skuet, Skuhwa and Yelakin at Spuzzum; Tuckkwhiohum, 

Kopchitchin, Buktum, Scaucy, Skokeum and Shrypttahooks (at Boston Bar), and (at 

Boothroyd) there was Twawamuch, Tsinktaktl, Speyum, Kahmoose, Sho-ook, Inkahtsaph, 

Chuckcheetso and Stiehanny. 

 Charles Hill Tout, who worked in the area at the close of the 19th century, 

wrote in 1899 that the Nlaka'pamux had altogether some 62 villages, and he listed eleven on 

the Thompson (i.e. Sheowk’tm), nine in Nicola Valley, eleven on Fraser (i.e.) above 

Klickumcheen and 31 villages on Nt&pt&p tk qwuy’uy below Klickumcheen.29 

                                                 

28  (to the north and east he continued: with Klickumcheen or Lytton with population of 270 souls, of whom 
Spintlum and Meshalle are Chiefs; Tuckozap and Inkluckcheen with 36 souls, Chief is Scohicem; Nohomeen 
with 65 population of which Quaw mosokam is Chief; Nickeyeah and Papyum with 40 and 44 pop.,of which 
chiefs are Tumsquest and Ta- himit Kim; Stryen, pop. 108, of which Quohip Kan is Chief; Nickelpalm, pop. 24, 
names Chief AtoowonaKouse; NaSackup and Nachap with 38 pop., of which Chiefs are Quolsopah and 
Tahmalchl; Chuwack, Kilchool and Cheekuwak {?} with 38 pop., Chief is Kesapalose; Nizam'ok {?} with 60 
pop of whom Nizahortz is Chief; Nicomen with pop. 132 of whom Naweislalok is Chief; Kumcheen or Cook's 
Ferry with 120 pop. of whom Shinamitsee is Chief; Ntekem, Nequaqyateko and Spatsum with 90 pop. of which 
Shemikaltsee is Chief and Pascah; Schlast {Ashcroft} with 60 pop. of whom Mehaskut is Chief;  Nicola Valley 
villages: Hutlamelst of  Shackan, Naweeshistan of Shuwak, Hykyiz and Zoat, Quomlquah of Tootsamen; 
On the Fraser south of Lytton are Siska and Skuppah with 100 pop. of which Norhefkken and Toowalapatsa are 
chiefs; Klukkanktan or Kanaka Bar pop. 74, names chief Hasowtkim Hoy-een "across the river" - Chief 
KXukwastaskat.  
  
29 For the Kahmoose-Shoo-ok-Inkahtsaph area he noted  Nkatzam "log bridge across stream {opposite Keefers 
-Inkahtsaoph}, Kapasloq "sand roof"- a great settlement in former times -{Researcher Note: this is probably 
Nahatlatch}, Cuk "little hollow or valley" {Sho-ook}, Skmue "edge of the flat" {Kahmoose}, Cntaktl "bottom 
of the hill" {Boothroyd IR 2}, Tzauamuk "noise of rolling stones in bed of stream {Tsawamuck};  
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 James Teit also listed the Nlaka’pamux settlement names known at that time adding 

some translation or meaning of some of the places.  30  

 Though the lists of southern Nlaka’pamux settlements are consistent over the 

first thirty years of contact, they are misleading in that they were drawn up by those with an 

ethnocentric bias towards a physical and evidently permanent settlement.  They tend to 

detract from the equally relevant fact that, for a good two thirds of the year, the inhabitants 

spent most of the time in the watershed areas, stretching from the river banks back over the 

surrounding mountains.  The number of Nlaka’pamux names that Ms. Annie York 

documented on the main trail up the Broadback Mountain at Spuzzum (see below) attests to 

significant occupation of the larger territory during the spring, summer and fall at the time of 

                                                                                                                                                        

for the Tuckkwhiohum people he noted Npektem (Buktum) "where the Indians obtained the white clay they 
burnt and used for cleaning wool, etc.", Timetl "place where red ochre was obtained", Klapatcitcin "sandy 
landing (Kopchichitchin IR 2), Kleaukt "rocky bar", Tkkoeaum (Tuckkwhiohhum  - Boston Bar IR 1}, Skuzis 
"jumping” (Scaucy), Ckuokem "little hills" {Skokeum IR 6}; and for the Spuzzum community he noted Tcatua 
{Chataway?} {BC Studies No. 94: 1992 - opinion that this is "Tcetawe (Teit) or Yelakin; Skuouakk "skinny 
people" {Spuzzum IR 5}; Tikuiluc {Tikwalus Creek at Chapmans Bar}, Ckuet {Skuet}, Cuim "strong head 
village of the Lower Thompson just above Yale" - {Shwimp, north of IR 1}. 
Cpuzum or Spuzum.  - "name has a reference to a custom prevalent here in the old days: the people of one place 
would go and sweep the houses of the people of another and they would return the compliment next morning at 
daybreak - this was a constant practice.” 
His list continues:  Tlkumtcin  "their headquarters from time immemorial",: Nkaumen (Nicomen), Nhaiiken 
(Drynock), Nkumtcin (Kumcheen), Nkoakoaetko ("Yellow Water" on Pemynoos IR 9}, Pimainus ("grassy 
hills"), Pkaist (Pokheitsk Cook’s Ferry IR 10 - "white rock"), Cpaptsen - "where Spatzin grows", a great 
milkweed, from which the people made their thread, string nets, {Spatsum}, Cnpa "barren or bare place" (Black 
Canyon – Nepa), Sklale, Cornwall Creek, "where the Indians secured a certain mineral earth, with which they 
covered the face to prevent it from chapping", Ntaikum - muddy water {Oregon Jack Creek IR 3}. Nicola 
Valley:  Klukluuk - "a slide" (Klokowuk), Cqokung, "stony place", Nhothotkoas "place of many holes", 
Koaskuna, Petit Creek, Culuc "open face" (Shuluk), Ncickt "little canyon", Zoqkt {Shuta Creek}, Koiltcana 
{Quilchena}, Stcukosh {Red Place}. 
-Above Lytton, on Fraser: Nhomin, Stain {Stein Creek}, Nokoicken, Yeot, Stcaeken, Nklpan "deep" 
{Nickelpalm}, Ntako "bad water", Ncekpt "destroyed" Nesikep, Tceucq, Tsuzel "palisaded enclosure containing 
houses", Skaikaieten, and Spapium "level grassy land"- river bench opposite Lytton, Nkaia, Nickeyeah Creek, 
Skappa, "sandy land" {Skuppah}, Kokoiap, "place of strawberries", Siska, 
Ahulqa, Nzatahatko "clear water" {Inkluykninatko?}, Sluktlakten "crossing place"- Indians crossed the river in 
canoe here {Kanaka Bar}; Statciania "beyond the mountain" (Jackass Mountain-Stiehanny), Nkoiam "eddy.” 
30  From south to north he listed Spuzzum - little flat, Tequaloose - something shining or bright {Spuzzum 3 or 
10}; for the Boston Bar area he listed Skuzzy - jumping - probably referring to falls of water, 
Tuckkwiowhum - to pick berries {Boston Bar 1}, Kopchitchin - little sandy shore {Boston Bar 2}, 
Buctum - white gulch or hollow {Boston Bar 4}; for the Boothroyd community he listed Nepopulchin - slide 
shore, Speyum - flat ground {Boothroyd 3}, Tsawawmuch and Chaumox - connected with word washing, 
Tsintahklt - 'reaches the bottom - probably with ref. to a trail, Kahmoose - brow of hill {Boothroyd 4}, Shok – 
valley, Nahatlatch - ice/icy, Inkatsaph {Boothroyd 6} connected with bone placed there or possibly something 
woven; Stlakament - continues or goes on its course -{river}, Staiyahanny - this side of the bluff, ref. bluff of 
Jackass Mt. 
 

14 



Contact.  The maps of the trails with the fishing, hunting and gathering polygons drawn up 

by Thomas Andrew for the Inkahtsaph watershed (see below) attest to the significant 

occupation of the larger territory for three quarters of the year in modern times.   

Evidence of Nlaka’pamux Use and Occupation of the Territory 

Evidence of the Nlaka’pamux life style and economy in the Spuzzum area, as based 

on a regular occupation of different areas of the Nation during different parts of the year is 

documented in Fraser Canyon Histories, 1808-1939 quoted above.  Ms. York, born in 1901, 

recounts descriptions of life from her mother, grandmother, aunts and uncles – the generation 

inhabiting Spuzzum at time of Contact.  Her account follows the dramatic upheaval caused 

by the Gold Rush of 1858, the settlers, the railways, the residential schools: a very turbulent 

part of Nlaka’pamux history that needed to be recorded.  However, she also details the 

ancient seasonal journeys to collect foods and medicines around Spuzzum, the mountain 

trails they took, the mushroom areas, the berry patches, the mountain sides where people 

gathered lily corms or the different bark for their famous baskets, and the lakes and streams 

where they came for trout in the early spring.  Her family and the community members 

travelled widely to hunt – again by well-known trails.  She names all the stopping places, 

streams, clearings, mountains and spiritual sites on Broadback Mountain: the mountain that 

principally sustained the formerly large community at Spuzzum and Schwimp.  Central to the 

economy and sustenance are the salmon.  She describes the traditional ceremonies for the 

first salmon to return and the traditional laws to respect and protect the salmon.  Most people 

have a special interest or expertise: Ms. York had a singular knowledge of the indigenous 

plants and their uses.31   

Contributing largely to her descriptions of their travels in the territory was her cousin 

Arthur Urqhart, who hunted widely and knew the habits of the animals and the Nlaka’pamux 

hunting trails intimately.  Cartographer and Social Geographer Dr Ken Brealey has minutely 

mapped the accounts of Ms. York and Mr. Urqhart as documented in the Spuzzum: Fraser 

Canyon Histories.  The map is attached and attests to their broad knowledge of this mountain 

                                                 

31 Turner, N. and L.C. Thompson, M.T. Thompson and A.Z. York, 1990: Thompson Ethnobotany, Royal British 
Columbia Museum Memoir No. 3 Victoria. 
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and its significance in the everyday physical and spiritual life of the people living in the 

Spuzzum and Schwimp communities.   

Ms. York travelled widely through the Nation, as was the case for most other 

Nlaka’pamux.  The basket makers of Spuzzum were well known and their baskets sought 

after. Ms. York describes how the old people told her that people came to trade from the 

Nicola Valley, from the Harrison Lakes area, and from the Nations to the west and south.  

Trade is necessarily a two-way event.  Ms. York’s mother was from the northern part of the 

territory and thus she had access to the gifts of the northern watersheds – for example, the 

skopen (bitter root) and the berries, the moose hides, red ochre, jade or nephrite stone and 

many other trade items that were less accessible in Spuzzum.  She also had relatives in the 

Nicola Valley.  These accounts suggest that Ms. York’s knowledge of and access to many 

other parts of the Nation was not particular to her.   

In the same way, she makes the case that her detailed knowledge of the Spuzzum area 

was not unique to her cousin and herself: her documentation is an example of what was 

taught through the generations to all Nlaka’pamux. 

  Certainly, this is borne out in the maps prepared over the summer of 2009 by 

Inkahtsaph Elder Thomas Andrew, fluent in Nlaka’pamuchin and Council member for his 

community that lies another twenty miles up the Nt&pt&p tk qwu’uy [Fraser River].  These 

maps, describing his travels and activities during the different seasons of the year, show a 

broad and detailed knowledge of the Inkahtsaph watershed and the surrounding Mahowkum 

mountain range.  He drew in a network of hunting trails, the trails they took to the berry and 

mushroom areas, to gather the cedar roots and cherry bark for the basket makers, the trade 

horse trails they used to reach the Nicola Valley, all of which he learned from the 

grandparents who raised him, and who, they told him, had learned them from their own 

grandparents.  He wrote in the Nlaka’pamuchin names for the mountains, streams and other 

notable places where he can remember them.  Mr. Andrew’s plans of the Inkahtsaph 

watershed show the same degree of knowledge and of year round use and occupation as that 

described by Ms. York for Broadback Mountain at Spuzzum. 

 In the work carried out to document their relationship with the land, the term 

“tmixw” is central.  While the narrow translation is “the land”, it carries connotations of a 
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physical relationship with all who live and grow and depend on it.  The scope of the 

knowledge, the depth of the relationship with the “tmixw” and the strength of the 

commitment to fulfill their given role to steward the land are documented through the other 

communities as Elders and informed hunters and gatherers engage in mapping their 

knowledge of the territory.  Plans of the Spuzzum, Tuckkwhiohum and Shoo-k and 

Inkahtsaph show the broad and regular use and occupation of the deep and numerous 

watersheds that have sustained their communities for generations.   

These are not the shaky drawings of a long gone era.  These maps reflect the current 

land use activity, highly restricted and impacted as it is by early land pre-emptions, by the 

roads and railways through the transportation corridor, by the wide clear-cut transmission 

rights-of-way, by the devastating effects of clear-cut logging on the salmon and trout streams 

and on the fur-bearing animals and on the deer and other meats that sustain the community 

during the winter months.  These maps also indicate the depth of the knowledge of the 

remaining accessible areas: informants show from whom they learned of these areas, 

activities and trails and if they know who had taught their own informants.  They indicate a 

delicate but deeply rooted footprint on all the lands in the Nation.  They confirm the 

continuity of the occupation of the Nlaka’pamux Nation from before the time of contact and 

extending to the present day. 

 They also corroborate the ancient Nlaka’pamux notion of stewardship of the 

land.  The maps help with land management planning.  Mapping sessions usually include 

stories of the different “Watchmen” who were responsible for ensuring which lands were to 

lie fallow, which areas were not to be hunted, which lands were to be burned during any 

given period.   

While early anthropologists and observers have not documented the extent of the 

travel, the trails and the place names, and the life style to the same extent as they did for the 

winter villages, Teit certainly provided as detailed descriptions of the different portable 

summer lodges as he did for the winter dwellings.32  Hill-Tout described the food caches at 

the different camp sites – for meat and plant foods.   Both gave detailed information on the 

                                                 

32 The Thompson Indians, op cit. pp.28-34 
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hunting instruments, fishing poles and nets, root-digging tools, berry picking baskets, 

cooking hearths etc. that were germane to life in the mountains and lakes and along  the 

rivers during the spring, summer and fall.33   The Nlaka’pamux knowledge and use of the 

different plants in the area has also been thoroughly documented. 34  

Nlaka’pamux Economy. 

 As stated earlier, the earliest accounts of European contact with the 

Nlaka’pamux focus on the Rivers and the fishery Given the inhospitality of the remaining 

terrain, it is evident that “foreign” travel would be limited to the major waterways and to the 

weather conditions: i.e. often at the height of the salmon fishery.  This certainly was and 

continued to be until recently the most significant staple of the Nlaka'pamux economy - and 

of their culture and lifestyle, a fact that had been made abundantly clear to early Hudson’ 

Bay Company traders and also to the first Indian Reserve Commissioner to visit the area.  

Indian Reserve Commissioner G.M. Sproat wrote to the Deputy Minister of the Interior on 30 

July 1878 that "the whole 30 or 40 thousand Indians in BC are a fish eating people, and to all 

of them but more especially perhaps to the Interior Indians, the salmon is the principal article 

of fish diet, the Indian chief food, for the winter, and indeed at all times…Nothing will 

restrain them when the fish at last arrive: the salmon first and God next' an old Indian said to 

me last year.”  He continued that "the land question would be a trifling matter in the eyes of 

the 30  or 40 thousand Indians who inhabit BC compared with any question that arose about 

salmon … their requirements are easily understood - they must have salmon."  The people 

not from the Fraser get the bulk of their supplies by trading with people on the Fraser and 

"hence has arisen a very old and still actively existing intertribal traffic." 35 

  Sproat’s letter was in response to a proposed regulation that he 

considered would deprive the Indian population in the interior "of an essential and much 
                                                 

33 The Salish People, op. cit. p. 58 
34 Turner, N. and LC. Thompson, M.T. Thompson and A.Z. York,1990 Thompson Ethnobotany, Royal British 
Columbia Museum Memoir No. 3 Victoria. 
 
35 G.M. Sproat Letterbook # 2 pp.193-197: Indian Lands Registry.  Note that the largest percentage of the 
NNTC budget, time and resources is spent on protecting the salmon fishery and Nlaka’pamux jurisdiction over 
the fishery. 
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prized article of diet which in fact constitutes their staple food during the whole year.  The 

Government of England 25 years ago might as well dare prohibit the cultivation of potatoes 

by the Irish.”  He quoted his instructions as Indian Reserve Commissioner from the Minister 

of the Interior of 25 August 1876, that stressed "most wisely…upon the necessity of not 

disturbing the Indians in possession of fishing stations….it is certain that if the Crown had 

ever met the Indians of this Province in council with a view to obtain the surrender of their 

lands for purposes of settlement, the Indians would in the first place have made stipulations 

about  their right to get salmon to supply their particular requirements.”  Sproat suggested 

that “the time has not come and is probably quite distant for ceasing to regard this question as 

quite a special one.”  (ibid.) 

  Nlaka’pamux Elders have often noted that their favourite fishing 

places are at the mouths of the tributaries which bring down rich nutrients to the major Rivers.  

These Creek mouths however are just the portal to a considerably wider economy.   At a 

conference of Nlaka’pamuchin-speaking elders held in 2003, they spoke of their respective 

watersheds as their “nwha’bet’n”, as a treasure chest that contained everything they needed.  

The Spuzzum Creek watershed, the Gilt Creek watershed, every watershed in this 

southwestern portion of the Nation, are the nwha'bet’n of the Nlaka’pamux communities 

there: they are the land, the “timieux”; the rivers and nature – the animals and plants – 

provide their water and food and clothing; there are sacred places to fulfill the soul, and there 

are the elders who hold the histories of the people, their stories and their teachings; it’s where 

they live and socialize.  Access to the resources of the different watersheds is realized 

through a complex social system of inter-marriage and the protocols that have lasted through 

the centuries. 

A Holistic Account of the Traditional Land and Resource  
Use by the Nlaka’pamux. 

 Archaeologist Sylvia Albright was employed by the NNTC and the different NNTC 

communities between 1992 and 1995.  She prepared the “Summary of the Traditional Land 

Use Patterns in the Fraser River Canyon” in August 1994 based on her research with the 

Fraser Canyon people, and from published sources.  She also pointed out that many of the 

older people who provided information for the earliest anthropologists (for example Charles 

Hill-Tout and James Teit from 1890’s to 1920)  could easily remember their adult and 
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younger experiences of 40 or 50 years earlier, a time prior to the arrival of the miners and 

settlers of the Gold Rush. 

  These early studies by Teit and Hill-Tout corroborate Nlaka’pamux 

informants on their descriptions of the tradition of a seasonal cycle of economic activity.36  

The Nlaka’pamux people had developed a logistically organised strategy for procuring what 

they needed during the year: and when different resources were available at the same time in 

different parts of the territory, different task groups were organised accordingly.  The 

Nlaka’pamux calendar was organised by and named for the most important activities for the 

settlements for that period.37  These studies also corroborate the Elders’ statements about 

territory - that each watershed contributed what was needed of the different resources.   

The Nlaka’pamux “year” begins with the First Moon in November: hunting season – 

N.oolhwuh.  Teit described the different hunting methods that were used before rifles were 

introduced.  The same detailed knowledge of the territory is required to hunt today as it was 

in earlier days however: knowing the different animals’ travel routes, their trails, the location 

of their salt licks; knowing where is the weeyAh (lichen) that deer eat in winter when the 

snow is deep and so on.  While hunters primarily sought deer, they also hunted mountain 

goat and sheep, marmots and bears.  As today, hunting was mostly, but certainly not 

exclusively, done by men, alone or in small groups.  Hunting parties made trips of several 

days at a time into the mountains to hunt game animals in the fall. 

                                                 

36  The cycle is often known as “seasonal rounds”, a term that has been disputed as not recognizing the title to 
the land through regular and consistent use of and management of the resources and the lands.   
37 First moon (in November) the deer rut and people hunt 
Second moon   people go into their winter houses 
Third moon   the last people go into winter houses 
Fourth moon   some people camp in lodges for a time 
Fifth moon   people in houses for a short time 
Sixth moon   people catch fish in bag-nets 
Seventh moon   people go on short hunts 
Eighth moon   people pick berries 
Ninth moon   people commence to fish salmon 
Tenth moon   people fish and cure salmon 
Eleventh moon   people prepare fish oil 
Autumn    people hunt large game and go trapping.  [James Teit 1900.] 
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Second and third Moon: People go into their Winter Houses:  [TSElhcheen and 

nkapch-hhEn] 

Sylvia Albright noted that the settlement patterns of the Nlaka’pamux people clearly 

reflect the importance of fish resources as the focus of the aboriginal economy in precontact 

times: the winter villages are located nearest the prime fishing areas along the River.  

Archaeological evidence indicates that the Nlaka’pamux subsistence economy and settlement 

patterns have a recorded history of 3 400 to 4 000 years.  [Richards and Rousseau in 1987]. 

Andrea Laforet, now at the Museum of Civilization, noted that “some winter villages, 

like Spuzzum where there was adequate space and water, were home to several hundred 

people; others had only a few households.  The composition of villages, and even of 

households, could change from season to season as people moved to take advantage of 

different resources in different areas, or travelled to visit different sets of relatives”  

[“Kinship” 1987, p. 4]… (For) each marriage contracted between families living in different 

areas bound those families together and made the resources of each family accessible to the 

other family as long as kinship obligations were maintained.” [“Kinship” 1987. p. 5:] 38  

Burial grounds are located near all the permanent winter villages, usually on 

prominent points of terraces or low sandy hills overlooking the river in the main valleys.  

Teit noted that each group of families had their own burial ground, located in a conspicuous 

place, a short distance from the village.  [Teit 1900: 330]  39 

During the Fourth and Fifth Moon [TSelhnwalhn and  shnoonA-wt] people moved to 

their seasonal summer lodges, a portable framework of poles, covered with lengths of bark or 

long reed mats, set up at seasonally occupied trout-fishing camps at the lakes along the river 

terraces as well as at the root gathering grounds.  Later they would set up at hunting camps 

                                                 

38 Teit, and more recently Andrea Laforet, described in detail how the winter houses were built – houses that 
sometimes accommodated extended families of up to about 70 people at a time. 
39 A prime example is the burial ground at the point where the Spuzzum Creek enters the Fraser.  Behind it was 
the village of Shwimp which is still evident from the large number of relatively recent depressions indicative of 
large winter homes.   
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and berry and mushroom gathering areas.  Again, Teit gives detailed descriptions of how 

these and other smaller ceremonial lodges were constructed.40     

The Sixth, Seventh and Eight moons [nPehhkshm, yeKm and shQUeeyAlhk] were 

times for Gathering Activities …Once spring arrived, the Nlaka’pamux fanned out to the 

furthest extent of their territory.  For the Nlaka’pamux the European concept of “unused or 

unnecessary” parts of a territory is an anomaly.  Where the people do not build or walk or 

cultivate, the animals roam, raise their young and eat; the rivers and lakes bring and nourish 

the fish on which people and animals rely; and the plants that bring nourishment to all, grow 

in all parts of the watershed.  Animals and plants and people share the territory.  Through the 

good management of the territory, the Nlaka’pamux were able to procure fresh or dried and 

stored fish, meat, and furs; the territory supplies the berries, mushrooms, roots and vegetables 

that are gathered in the warmer months.  Families used to go each summer to the same places 

in the mountains to gather vegetables and dry berries.  [Laforet: p. 14].  WhooShm 

(soapberry), an important dietary and medicinal berry, also an important trade item still 

found at indigenous markets, is found at the higher elevations as are certain roots, while 

others like the tsa-weta, wild spinach, are found at lower levels near the rivers.  

It is interesting to note that the BC Ministry of Environment is now considering 

planning for the maintenance of biodiversity.  This has always been an important aspect of 

the Nlaka’pamux world view and cultural information.   

The Nlaka’pamux recognised by name 350 plant species in their watersheds: more 

than 122 species used as foods, at least 200 species for medicinal purposes and over 115 

species used in manufacturing and constructions.  [Turner, Thompson, Thompson and York 

1990]   Plant foods including a wide variety of roots and berries formed an important part of 

the diet.  Shoots and tender stalks of others were eaten fresh as a vegetable in the spring as 

were the certain layers of several varieties of pine and spruce.  Many different berries were 

collected into the traditional woven baskets, much preserved for trade and winter use.  Hazel 

nuts and pine nutlets were favourite fall additions, and also roasted in earth ovens for winter 

storage.  [Teit 1900:233] 

                                                 

40 Teit, 1899. 
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Several kinds of root crops were gathered in early summer and also in fall, dug with a 

fire hardened tool made of serviceberry wood.  [Teit 1900;231 and Smith 1899:137]    Large 

quantities of roots were cooked and preserved for trade and winter storage by steaming or 

roasting in large earth ovens.  [Teit 1900:236].  Different kinds of roots were found in 

different watersheds, at higher or lower elevations. 

The Ninth, Tenth and Eleventh [nKAhhmn, shchequAytwuh and Sh.OOyoo.shm] 

months of the Nlaka’pamux calendar were named after the intense fishing activity of the late 

summer and early fall.  Several species of anadromous salmon and fresh water fish were 

available to the Nlaka’pamux throughout the year: the salmon, sturgeon and steelhead at 

different times in the Fraser and the freshwater trout in the lakes in the early spring, summer 

and also in the winter.  As mentioned above, the significance of the salmon to the 

Nlaka’pamux was noted by all foreign travelers through the territory from earliest times: by 

Hudson Bay Company personnel from 1821, by the first Governor of Vancouver Island in 

1857, by the first permanent missionary in 1867, in federal and provincial instructions to the 

Indian Reserve Commissioners in 1876 and in the detailed reports of the first Indian Reserve 

Commissioner in 1878.   

At the end of the 19th century anthropologist James Teit described in detail the 

different techniques and implements used for the different fish at different parts of the River.  

[Teit 1900:234-254]. 

Archaeologist Harlan Smith, working in the area at the same time, wrote that  

on account of the importance of the fish diet, the more permanent villages of the 
Indians are located on the larger rivers, principally on the Fraser and Thompson … 
Bones of the food animals, such as deer, black bear, birds and fish, were found with 
the remains of the village sites.  When the salmon come up the river from the ocean to 
spawn, they swim in such immense schools that they are easily dipped out with a 
hand-net.  Their bones, frequently found in the old hearths, indicate the use of this 
fish for food.  [Smith 1899-129 and 134] 41 

Hill-Tout described how the captured fish were placed in a basin in a bedrock outcrop, 

or a basin was formed on the bank by placing several large boulders in a semi-circle.  Fish 

                                                 

41 More recent anthropological and archaeological reports in Complex Hunter Gatherers (see appended 
References) on the large Keatley Creek site about forty miles north of Klickumcheen confirm the role of the 
salmon in the lives of the people along the Fraser River since time immemorial. 
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were cleaned at the edge of the river and prepared for drying on racks at the fishing camps 

along the river bank.  [Hill-Tout 1899(1978)-54] 

Large quantities of salmon caught during the summer and early fall runs were dried 

and stored for trade and winter use.  Dried salmon were stored in underground cellars located 

in clusters at the fishing camps or winter village sites.  These were cylindrical pits about 3-6 

feet in diameter dug into the grounds and lined with bark.  After the dried fish were placed in 

the pit they were covered with bark and a pole roof, and the whole was covered with pine 

needles and earth.  [Dawson 1891-9 and Teit 1900:194-5]   Dried salmon could be stored for 

two to three years in the underground cellars for use in times of emergency.  [Teit 1900-235].  

The old cache pits used for storing dried fish are highly visible at fishing camps and village 

sites along river as are the smaller pits for cooking salmon and rendering salmon oil. 

In the Twelfth Moon [shwuhAQUt] the hunters sought the bigger game, ready for the 

winter. 

Travel Routes and Trade. 

Nlaka’pamux maintained trails throughout their territory as they travelled to make use 

of the wide range of resources in different ecological zones, and to visit and trade with their 

neighbouring communities.  Fraser described the complex system of ledges and ladders along 

the Fraser Canyon.  The first miners would have made use of these as they rushed up the 

River in their search for gold.  Early surveys indicate where these crossed the route or 

boundaries they were surveying.  While many of the old well-used fishing and hunting trails 

have been destroyed or taken over by railway and highways and by logging and logging 

roads, Nlaka’pamux mappers still show a complex network of old and new trails.  The first 

Township Plans show some of the more well-known or more widely used ones that extended 

over the mountains to neighbouring territories.   

There are consistent references above to resources that were used for trading: dried 

salmon, berry cakes and dried or roasted roots, medicinal plants or berries, furs, jade and 

soapstone etc.  Nlaka’pamux communities engaged in extensive trading between 

neighbouring villages within their own tribal borders as they also participated in more 

extensive trade networks between different groups of the southern interior and coastal areas.  

People living in different parts of the tribal area had variable access to different resources, so 
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village communities tended to specialize in the production of one or more kinds of goods for 

trade with their neighbours. 

Centrally located communities specialized in preparing dried berries and roots.  

Quantities of steatite and nephrite, obtained from natural boulders and outcrops along the 

Fraser and in the watersheds, were used in the production of valuable items such as nephrite 

adzes and carved steatite pipes, bowls and figures.  People here also produced superior 

canoes and traded them to other communities.  Cedar root baskets of excellent craftsmanship 

and artistic merit were made by women living in the villages along the Fraser canyon.  These 

were traded to communities up the Thompson River for the bitterroots in the drier 

communities and sunflower seeds of the Hat Creek area, also for Indian hemp called 

“spatsem” at the village of the same name.  Deer were also more common in the Thompson 

valley than in the Fraser Canyon.42  From the Okanagan, the people of the Canyon obtained 

deer, moose and buffalo skins, and articles made of these, also red ochre, and articles made 

of hemp twine.  [Dawson 1891: 17]  With their neighbours to the south, Nlaka’pamux would 

have traded for the mountain goat hair blankets.  Coastal products such as whale bone and 

dentalium shells were obtained in trade via the Lillooet and Chilcotin [Smith 1899: 134 and 

Teit 1900: 408] 

The largest trading centres would been an area just north of the Bootahnie Valley 

nearer the Fraser River and at the Nicomen Fish Market.  Teit suggested that, given the 

difficulty of traveling within the Fraser Canyon, the southern Nlaka’pamux traded mainly 

with each other or travelled to the confluence of the Skagit, Coquihalla, Harrison and Fraser 

Rivers at Hope to trade with the coastal peoples and their neighbours. 43 

Nlaka’pamux Governance. 

Detailed testimony of the continued occupation of the whole of the Nlaka’pamux 

territory has been given in countless court rooms, board rooms, and hearings in countless 

efforts to defend Nlaka’pamux lands and resources over the last three decades.  The most 

well known are the Nlaka’pamux alliance with the neighbouring Sto:Lo and Secwepemc to 

                                                 

42 [Teit 1900: 259] 
43 From the Boas Collection: Salish Ethnographic Material at BCARS, A-239 APS. 
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protect the salmon fishery from the destructive impact of the proposed CNR Twin Tracking, 

followed by the equally successful effort of the Lytton First Nation to prevent clear cut 

logging of their sacred mountain sites along the Stein.  44 

 These actions flow from the sustained belief and tradition of the right of 

governance of the Nlaka’pamux territory and of the right to defend the Nlaka’pamux 

resources: this is a responsibility that to be ‘Nlaka’pamux’ infers.  These actions follow from 

the actions of the ancestors to defend the territory from neighbouring nations as recounted in 

oral histories.  They follow from the defence of the Nlaka’pamux Nation lands and resources 

from the miners and their vigilante armies in 1857 and 1858  (see below) and by any legal 

means possible since then in the face of colonial, provincial and federal efforts to deter them. 

In 1856, when Hudson Bay personnel at Ft. Kamloops alerted the HBC Governor of 

Vancouver Island that Nlaka’pamux had traded gold at Kamloops and that Europeans had 

immediately evinced an interest in collecting the gold, Douglas reported to the Colonial 

Secretary:  

The native Indian tribes of the Thompson's River…have lately taken the high-handed, 
though probably not unwise course, of expelling all the parties of gold diggers, 
composed chiefly of persons from the American territories, who had forced an 
entrance into their country.  They have also openly expressed a determination to resist 
all attempts at working gold in any of the streams flowing into Thompson's 
River - they want gold monopoly for own benefit and from a well-founded 
impression that the shoals of salmon which annually ascend those rivers and furnish 
the principal food of the inhabitants, will be driven off, and prevented from making 
their annual migrations from the sea.45  

News of the Gold finds spread furiously and within a short time thousands of unruly 

and gold-hungry persons arrived, overland from Oregon and Washington and eastern Canada 

and by the boatload from the now stripped California gold mines.  They were stopped at Yale 

in the spring by the high water.  Then, they were held off by the Nlaka’pamux at Spuzzum, 

Teequaloose, Scaucy and Tuckkwhiohum.  Spring melt had made the River impassable, 
                                                 

44 Some other examples: defending lands from proposals for land fills at Ashcroft and Highland Valley, for land 
fill extensions at Cache Creek, defending Hat Creek from unregulated mining projects, Morin dam.  
Nlaka’pamux title and use is referenced in all the challenges under the referral system.  These questions also 
arise as neighbouring nations submit Comprehensive or Indian Act Band Claims that encroach upon the 
Nlaka’pamux Territory or Nation rights.   
45 James Douglas to Secretary of State for the Colonies, 15 July 1857, Correspondence re Fraser Gold District, 
UBC Special Collections 
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while the densely forested narrow rocky canyon sides were held by the Nlaka’pamux.  

Accounts in the Victoria Gazette show that in July and August 1858, a large contingent of 

miners organised to negotiate their entry into the Nation for the exploitation of gold.  The 

account of this expedition shows that the group had to meet with each Chief and community 

along the River to negotiate their peaceful journey up the River.  Those who did not follow 

this protocol were not allowed to proceed.  The leading group was given to understand that 

the final meeting had to be held at Klickumcheen (later also known as Lytton) with the 

principal Chief of the Nation.  Runners had apparently been sent out and Chiefs had arrived 

for this meeting from all parts of the Nation.  Here was a treaty concluded and the Head 

Chief Sexpinlhemx (Spintlum) and other Chiefs escorted the miners back to Yale to report.  

In spite of assiduous searches over the past century, no document has been found which 

records the terms of the Treaty, although it is recorded that the Treaty was ratified by 

Governor Douglas in Yale on their return. The Nlaka’pamux recorded the terms in the 

traditional way – by memory and oral transmission.  Chief Benedict of Inkahtsaph described 

it as an agreement for each nation to treat each other with respect and share the lands and 

resources fairly and in peace. 46 

                                                 

46 a. The Chief Benedict of Inkahtsaph (also known as Boothroyd) wrote down what he had been taught about 
this Agreement and sent it to the Dept. Indian Affairs on 6 June 1918    It was reprinted  in the Minutes of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs Appendix H10 1961.  Chief Benedict has been told that Chief Spintlam agreed 
with Douglas that "The running water and the Trees of the forest, my children and yours will use as they see fit, 
they shall share and share alike ... The Fish. This is ours, we are to fish at any time for our food in any stream 
or lake; and if your children are in need of food, they can do the same.  The Birds that fly.. and the animals in 
the forest, these are ours also, we shall hunt and use these as our food … Now all these things my children are 
to use, just as long as this world lasts; for the God who made this world made us (the Thompson Tribe) and put 
us here in the middle of this valley and gave us these things for our use and food.   I do not want any white man 
to enter, or break into our homes, nor tell us to move off our land to go and build elsewhere, we are to be left in 
Peace where we are …  there is never to be any more blood shed of my children nor yours within the district 
over which I am Chief …  Lytton is the Central Point and extends to the Four Outer Posts,  within which the 
Thompson language is spoken and wherein my children go to hunt and prepare their food.  … We shall share 
and share alike yours and mine, we will live in Peace with one another until God  decides to destroy this earth"; 
  
   b.  Documentation of the 1858 Fraser Canyon wars was submitted to the federal government by the NNTC 
Research Unit in a number of Specific Claims in 1989-92.  Prof. Donald Marshall  has subsequently published 
an account in his article “No Parallel - American Miners/Solders at War with the Nlaka’pamux”, published in 
“Parallel Destinies”, University of Washington Press, 2002.  This story has been made into a feature film 
“Canyon Wars”, released 2009. 
 Douglas was not confident that the miners would hold to the terms of the Treaty.  Professing himself anxious as 
to the protection of the Aboriginal Nations from the foreign mining population and also as to maintaining 
British authority in the area, he instituted Rules and Regulations.  His authority was confirmed by the British 
Crown and he was named Governor of British Columbia in November 1858. 
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What followed however, once Joseph Trutch took responsibility for the colonial 

relationship with the indigenous nations in 1864, was a deliberate and systematic breaking 

down of that agreement.  The policy of the succeeding colonial and federal governments was 

to continue to suppress and then usurp the governing authority of indigenous nations in B.C.   

The numerous Petitions and Memorials and Declarations drawn and by Nlaka’pamux and 

their neighbours between 1869 and 1927 attest to periods of a struggling continuity of their 

traditional concept of Nationhood and governance.   

In 1869 Sashiatan, (former) Nlaka’pamux war chief and surrounding chiefs met with 

the new B.C. Governor regarding lands and water 47; in 1873 Nlaka’pamux Chiefs travelled 

to New Westminster to meet the first Indian Affairs Dept representative in B.C. and petition 

about the encroachments by settlers on to their lands, which concerns they repeated to Powell 

in 1874 when he travelled to meet “Interior Indians” 48, and again to Indian Reserve 

Commissioner Sproat in 1878   

In 1908 and 1909, Nlaka’pamux Chiefs met at Kumcheen (near Spence’s Bridge) to 

draw up and send the federal government a Petition that dealt with strictly national 

(Nlaka’pamux) concerns: the lack of arable lands, grazing and water to sustain their people, 

the restrictions on hunting and fishing, the lack of education and health care, the 

irresponsibility of the local Indian Agent.   

 However, the Nlaka’pamux had also formed an alliance with the Syilx 

(Okanagan), Secwepemc and Statlium to form the Interior Tribes organization to continue 

the fight for aboriginal rights and title.  The principal organizers were Nlaka’pamux Chiefs 

Tedlanetza and Whistametza: the active support of Nlaka’pamux chiefs from the south west 

of the Nation is attested by the signatures of Chief Paul Heena of Spuzzum, Chief George of 

Kopchitchin (opposite Tuckkwhiohum) and Chief Benedict of Inkahtsaph.   

The Chiefs’ fathers had been promised by the first colonising agents that until the 

land was reserved, and the rest settled for, they would have "the same liberties as from time 

immemorial to hunt, fish, graze and gather our food supplies, wherever we desired, also that 

                                                 

47 As reported in Columbia Mission, op. cit. 

    48 National Archives of Canada, RG 10 vol. 1794 
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all trails, land, water, timber would be as free of access to us as formerly.”  This was the 

tenor of all presentations made to representatives of the federal and provincial governments 

between 1909 and 1916.  It was the tenor of most introductory presentations made by the 

individual Nlaka’pamux Chiefs to the Royal Commission on Indian Affairs who met with the 

different communities in 1913-1914.   

 In 1916, the Interior Tribes joined forces with the province-wide Allied Tribes 

to take their Title case to the Imperial and Canadian Courts.  In spite of the active 

discouragement of the Canadian Government, delegates did travel to London to make their 

case.  In June 1926, the Allied Tribes presented a petition to parliament for a special 

committee to settle indigenous title issues in British Columbia.  In 1927, the Canadian 

Parliament prohibited all such political action on the part of the indigenous people.  This ban 

stayed in effect for the next quarter century.   The balance of power at the community level 

lay with the Indian Agent. 

 A few small Advisory Committees began to form in the 1960’s but the 

emphasis was on Advisory.   However, in 1969 the federal government attempted with The 

White Paper to terminate the existence of any indigenous nationality and  indigenous people 

reacted resolutely.   The National Indian Brotherhood was formed at a national level, while 

the Union of B.C. Indian Chiefs (UBCIC) was established in the West.  Nlaka’pamux Chiefs 

were prominent in the movement and remained very active within it throughout the 1970’s.  

In 1980, Nlaka’pamux Chiefs were among those who travelled with hundreds of others to 

Ottawa, then to Europe and finally to Westminster, London, in order to ensure the inclusion 

of Aboriginal Title and Rights within the new Canadian Constitution.  The effort was 

successful, but the federal government reacted to reduce the influence of the UBCIC.  

Community leaders began to organise within their separate Nations.49 

This was 125 years after the Agreement to treat respectfully had almost immediately 

turned to a struggle for the indigenous people to retain even the elements of their traditional 

governance. 

                                                 

49  The UBCIC has endured and continues to negotiate and inform on provincial and national issues.  The 
NNTC and NNTC Chiefs continue to be active members of the UBCIC. 

29 



In 1808 Simon Fraser had described a healthy and wealthy people, with an 

organization whereby over a thousand people could be gathered for a ceremonial occasion at 

short notice, whereby visiting notaries were formally allowed into the territory and escorted 

through it and most notably, were required to meet the “many chiefs.”    He was followed by 

Hudson Bay Company and other traders, intent on trade not land or resources.   They 

acknowledged our ownership of the country, treated our chiefs as men…found the 
people of each tribe supreme in their own territory, and having tribal boundaries 
known and recognized by all; the country of each tribe was just the same as a very 
large farm or ranch {belonging to all the people of the tribe} from which they 
gathered their food; and all the people had equal rights of access to everything they 
required, they had everything they needed.    50 

Charles Hill-Tout in 1899 described the “Social Organisation” or the Nlaka’pamux 

governance structure as  

numerous village communities, each ruled over by an hereditary chief.  Of these latter 
there were three of more importance than the rest, viz. the chief of the lower division 
of the tribe, whose headquarters was Spuzzum; the chief of the Nicola division 
Tcuaqamuq; and the chief of the centre division whose headquarters was Tlkumtcin 
(Lytton).  Of these three the most important was the chief of the central division.  He 
was lord paramount.  The conduct of affairs in each community was in the hands of 
the local chief, who was assisted by a council of elders.  In all the relations of life, the 
elders of the (communities) played an important part, and in all family consultations 
their advice was sought and listened to with the greatest deference and respect.  In 
addition to the hereditary chiefs, martial chiefs or leaders were temporarily elected 
during times of warfare from among the warriors.51    

 The descendants of the “many chiefs and great men” to whom Fraser referred 

in June 1808 were named by the Rev. J.B. Good in his list of communities quoted above.  In 

this list he also included the names of “watchmen and captains” for each community, an 

attempt to evolve an existing system of people holding certain responsibilities within the 

community.   

                                                 

50 From presentation of Chiefs from the Nlaka’pamux, Secwepemc and Syilx Nations to Prime Minister Laurier 
on 25 August 1910.   
51 p. 43.  The Salish People, the Local Contribution of Charles Hill Tout.  Vol. 1: the Thompson and Okanagan., 
published by Talonbooks.   

This corroborates the earlier description by Rev. J.B. Good of Chief Sashiatin as the War Chief from 
Klickumcheen in 1867.  (This was in the times of acute tensions between the Nlaka’pamux and the brash 
newcomers to the territory). Source ‘Columbia Mission’, Anglican Archives, School of Theology, UBC. 
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 Chief Sexpinlhemx (Spintlum) was recognised by the first Indian 

Superintendent of B.C., I.W. Powell, as the Head Chief of the Nlaka’pamux in 1874.  Powell 

specifically requested he be sent a cap, coat and flag attesting to his authority.52   In 1876 

local Archdeacon Wright wrote of “Sexpinlhemx  , Head Chief of the Thompson tribe."  He 

defined the inferior chiefs to the Head of the Tribe, the latter known as Chief.53 

 In the summer of 1879 Nlaka’pamux Chiefs gathered at Klickumcheen 

(Lytton) to discuss how they should retain jurisdiction over their own affairs.  Indian Reserve 

Commissioner Sproat had been invited to attend and reported "the Indian meeting at Lytton ... 

the most interesting meeting which has taken place in this country, for it was convened by 

themselves, for their own purposes, and the whole business was managed by themselves."  

The discussions "embraced a variety of subjects."  It is a useful account even while it betrays 

an ethnocentric bias of colonial paternalism.  Sproat was apparently unaware of earlier 

meetings to discuss affairs of governance – for example the meeting with Fraser and the 

meetings with the miners, and doubtless such meetings to discuss affairs of governance had 

been conducted “and managed by themselves” for centuries.  He attached a list of the Chiefs 

and Councillors attending (which included those from the south west at Spuzzum, 

Tuckkwhiohum and Inkahtsaph): “though scattered over this great extent, they are sharply 

defined as a Nation or group, distinct from the Flathead in the New Westminster district, and 

also from the Shuswaps and Okanagans.”  He reported that "almost 1000-1200 Indians and 

1500 horses were present…during this visit, which extended over two weeks."  A new Head 

Chief was chosen.54  A large number of resolutions were passed to deal with the regulation of 

internal affairs.55  Indian Reserve Commissioner G.M. Sproat recommended support for the 

continued Nlaka’pamux governance in the territory, but both federal and provincial 

governments were strongly opposed and Commissioner Sproat was forced to resign his 

position on this issue. 

                                                 

52 Powell Journal, Notes on Visit to “Interior Indians”, RG 88 vol. 494 
53 Mission Field 1877 19th Annual Report, Anglican Archives, University of British Columbia, Vancouver. 
54  This was Chief Meshal/Mischele, oral historian of the “Sptakwelh” (creation stories) mentioned above.  
55 National Archives of Canada RG 10 vol. 3669 file 10691and RG 10 vol. 3696 file 15316 p889-893 
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From 1880 to 1980, in the allotment of reserves and imposition of a colonial 

government, the federal government attempted to commandeer the traditional system of local 

chiefs and councillors to an administration of the policies of the Dept. Indian Affairs.  

However, there was one clearly Nlaka’pamux concept that has remained significant to the 

Nlaka’pamux approach to and practice of governance as they have responded to the different 

events and pressures that started with Joseph Trutch and ended with the defeat of the White 

Paper.  This is in the concept of “kwukwpi” which predates European settlement and can be 

seen to be at work at various levels through these various events. 

At the formation of the Nlaka’pamux Nation Tribal Council in 1982, sixteen kwukwpi 

of the larger Nlaka’pamux communities signed agreements that the organization deal with 

wider interests of the Nation: aboriginal title through a Comprehensive Claim and also the 

rights that continued to flow with those – for fishing and hunting.  The Council was also to 

deal with the internal interests of the people – education and health and local administration.  

A kwukwpi, named Chairman, was chosen to lead the governing organization.  These 

meetings, at a time when efforts had been renewed to reduce the power structures of 

indigenous nations, were an eerie reflection of those described a century earlier in a similar 

political climate.  The Nlaka’pamux political organisation has developed once again to deal 

with their internal and broader issues in a form that is recognizably Nlaka’pamux.  A useful 

example is the NNTC CIT'IYC Council.  The term Cit'iyc refers to the overall process to 

administer justice between Nlaka'pamux members.  The initial modern application of Cit'iyc 

is in relation to the Nlaka’pamux fishery.  The principle of accepting responsibility for wrong 

doing remains central to the Nlaka'pamux justice system as it relates to fishery matters.  If a 

person accepts responsibility they can then be held responsible to their own community 

members.   

Traditionally, these were the sk'wens cha' a saytkenmc, which translates as to look 

over the people, that is, watchmen. 56 The watchmen were, as the name implies, the ones 

                                                 

56 In 1867 missionary J.B. Good listed the larger Nlaka’pamux communities and included the names 
of “watchmen and captains” for each.  While he did not elaborate on their functions, these terms are current 
though translated back into Nlaka’pamuchin, in the NNTC CIT'IYC Council.  
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responsible for watching over community members and bringing wrongdoers to the justice 

process.  After the watchmen in the justice process, there was the Captain who would refer 

matters on when necessary to the process known as tuhkkEEnm.  TuhkkEEnm translates to 

mean "swear to tell the truth.”  While the names have changed, this same basic process will 

be followed today.   

 Through the NNTC, Nlaka’pamux Elders have produced a series of 

Nlaka’pamuchin language programs for the schools.  The NNTC provides broad social and 

health services, administrative and research support and inter-government liaison to member 

communities.  Nlaka’pamux sit on indigenous, federal and provincial Child Welfare and 

Health Councils, and the many different resource and indigenous cultural councils. 

 On the broader front, the Nlaka’pamux Nation Tribal Council has worked 

with neighbouring indigenous governments on issues of mutual interest.  In 1986, for 

example, Fraser River Aboriginal Nations signed a Fishing Treaty between them to re-assert 

fishing management and jurisdiction responsibilities.  This kind of mutual interest 

negotiation remains on-going. 

 In sum, against the attempts to thwart or usurp the authority of the 

Nlaka’pamux kwukwpi, the tradition of Nlaka’pamux governance and jurisdiction has 

endured, albeit through some dark periods.  The Nlaka’pamux language and culture has 

survived the residential school policies, albeit with some losses.  The allocation of very tiny 

reserves for the Nlaka’pamux and non-allocation of water rights to these reserves has ensured 

the continuing reliance on the timieux, the continuing use and occupation of the whole 

territory, the continuing tradition of responsibility to steward the lands, waters and resources 

for the benefit of future Nlaka’pamux generations. 

  Archaeology Supporting the Nlaka’pamux Use and Occupation of the 

South West Nlaka’pamux Territory. 

The limited archaeological work carried out within the Nlaka’pamux Nation testifies 

to the occupancy of the area by the ancestors of the people who live here now, with a 
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relatively similar lifestyle and economy.57  However, each academic and general researcher 

who has attempted an archaeological overview of the Nlaka’pamux territory has concluded 

that the archaeological information available indicates more where archaeological 

investigation has been requested in the light of some development rather than an indication of 

the places of occupancy by the Nlaka’pamux of their territory. 58 

 

We incorporate below a Review of Spuzzum Archaeological Sites in the Context of 

Evidentiary Requirements for Establishing Aboriginal Occupation and Proving 

Aboriginal Title which was prepared by Michael A. Klassen, (Klahanee Heritage Research), 

2009.  

Background 

The decision of Judge Vickers in Tsilhqot'in Nation v. British Columbia, 2007 BCSC 

1700 is precedent-setting in terms of how it establishes the specific evidentiary requirements 

for proving Aboriginal title. Of the three elements in the test for Aboriginal title (occupation, 

exclusivity, continuity), the judge placed the greatest emphasis on evidence of occupation. In 

this decision, archaeological sites in the Tsilhqot’in Claim Area were considered an 

important form of corroborating evidence for determining the existence of Aboriginal 

occupation at the time of the presumed assertion of Crown sovereignty in 1846. In the 

Tsilhqot’in case, archaeological evidence was used to corroborate oral testimony, historical 

documents, and other forms of evidence. 

Moreover, the judge considered archaeological evidence useful for determining 

Aboriginal occupation of “definite tracts of land,” as opposed to site-specific occupation. As 

well, an important emphasis was placed on the importance of trails, trail networks, and 

corridors in relation to archaeological sites and resource locations. As noted by Judge 

Vickers, “sites and their interconnecting links set out definite tracts of land in regular use by 

                                                 

57 Complex Hunter-Gatherers, Evolution and Organizations of Prehistoric Communities on the Plateau of 
Northwestern North America, edited by William C. Prentiss and Ian Kuijt, published by University of Utah 
Press, Salt Lake City, 2004.  Authors present the archaeology of the Plateau, inclusive of the Fraser-Thompson 
drainage. 
58 For example, Prof. Cole Harris in Fraser Canyon Encountered, published in B.C. Studies, No. 94, Summer 
1992 
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Tsilhqot’in people at the time of sovereignty assertion to an extent sufficient to warrant a 

finding of Aboriginal title” [paragraph 959]. 

From this perspective, archaeology can provide corroborating evidence for 

establishing Aboriginal occupation of definite tracts of land, by correlating archaeological 

sites to 1) locations in oral traditions, 2) place names, 3) locations described in oral history 

accounts, 4) references to places in historical documents. 

The Spuzzum Study Area 

Following from the decision in Tsilhqot'in Nation v. British Columbia, the focus of 

this review is on archaeological evidence useful for proving Aboriginal occupation of 

“definite tracts of land.” The review was restricted to registered archaeological sites available 

from the provincial Remote Access to Archaeological Data (RAAD) online system. In the 

interests of expediency, this review focuses primarily on archaeological sites in the 

immediate vicinity of Spuzzum where the proposed ILM alignment deviates from the 

existing transmission line right-of-way, as represented in the figure “ILM Project Alignment 

Orthophotos (16 of 34)” or Figure 4-1. This area was also selected because it represents the 

section of the proposed ILM alignment that will have the greatest degree of “new” impacts 

and infringements on Aboriginal title and rights. In addition, a select few sites elsewhere in 

the vicinity of the proposed ILM alignment were included as examples of additional 

archaeological evidence with the potential for corroborating oral testimony. 

It must be noted that archaeological evidence in this study area is not complete, and 

gaps exist in our knowledge. Known and registered archaeological sites in the study area are 

restricted to those areas where people have looked for them in the past, and many areas have 

not been surveyed. In other words, the absence of archaeological sites is not evidence that 

archaeological sites are absent. Additional survey is certain to identify additional 

archaeological sites. Oral histories are also a potential source of information on the locations 

of sites. For example, archaeologists have yet to search for and identify a number of housepit 

village locations described in Laforet and York (1998).  

Nonetheless, existing archaeological evidence in the Spuzzum study area is useful for 

corroborating other sources of evidence for establishing Aboriginal occupation at the time of 

the assertion of sovereignty, and for proving Aboriginal title. Archaeological evidence is 
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useful for corroborating locations mentioned in oral testimony and historical documents, 

determining the time depth of occupation and the length of occupation, and establishing 

continuity from 1846 to the present. As well, archaeological evidence can be useful for 

corroborating the Aboriginal activities linked to the practice of Aboriginal rights. 

 

In this review, I have reviewed the information available for each archaeological site 

in the study area, in order to identify archaeological evidence that: 

• Can be dated to the period before and after AD 1846,  

• Show evidence of activities linked to the practice of contemporary Aboriginal rights 

(e.g., resource gathering, hunting, fishing), 

• Correlate to place names and locations described in oral testimony and historical 

documents (villages in particular), and 

• Are linked to trails, trail networks, and transportation corridors, and corroborate the 

occupation of “definite tracts of land.” 

 

Twenty archaeological sites located in the immediate vicinity of Spuzzum Creek were 

reviewed (see Table 1). Two additional sites located north of this study area in the vicinity of 

the proposed ILM alignment were also reviewed, as these represent examples of specific 

types of information that can be used to corroborate evidence of Aboriginal occupation. 

The sites reviewed included two sites with culturally modified cedar trees (CMTs) of 

Aboriginal origin (an additional site includes a modified Douglas fir tree), seventeen sites of 

Aboriginal origin variously consisting of housepits, rock shelters, cache pits, and 

surface/subsurface “lithics” (stone artefacts), and one petroglyph. Burials were also reported 

at two of these sites, although direct evidence of the burials or ancestral remains was not 

observed. In addition, one “archaeological” trail of Aboriginal origin is included in this 

review (note that the reference to a trail at site DkRi-6 was not substantiated in the records). 

In addition, two “historic” sites of presumed European origin were identified. 

 

 



 

Table 1. Archaeological Sites Reviewed in this Study 

Borden 

# 

Type Age Activity Comments Correlation 

DjRi-4 Surface 

lithics / 

[housepits?] 

“pre-

contact” 

Not specified Albright 

(1992) also notes four 

large housepits at this 

site 

Speyem 

(Albright 1992); 

Associated with 

Spuzzum Creek trail 

(DjRi-105), and with 

Cwímp (also see 

Albright 1992) 

DjRi-

29 

Housepits “pre-

contact” 

Habitation 2008-not 

relocated 

Associated 

with Spuzzum Creek 

trail (DjRi-105) 



Borden 

# 

Type Age Activity Comments Correlation 

DjRi-

55 

Surface 

lithics 

“pre-

contact” 

Not specified  Spó’zem (Teit 

1900); Cpuzum (Hill-

Tout 1898); spezm’ 

(L&Y 1998); 

Spo’zem (NNTC Map 

# 156); Associated 

with Spuzzum Creek 

trail (DjRi-105) 

DjRi-

82 

Cache pit 

/ CMT 

“pre-

contact” / 

“post-

contact?” 

Resource 

utilization 

Douglas fir 

CMT is presumed 

post-contact 

 

DjRi-

104 

Rock 

shelter / Surface 

lithics 

“pre-

contact” 

Habitation / not 

specified 

Trail adjacent 

(DjRi-105, Spuzzum 

Creek) 

Associated 

with Spuzzum Creek 

trail (DjRi-105) 
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Borden 

# 

Type Age Activity Comments Correlation 

DjRi-

105 

Trail Pre-

contact to 

post-contact 

Hunting, 

gathering, and 

transportation 

Connects arch 

sites; See Teit (1910), 

Laforet and York 

(1998) 

Substantive 

oral history references 

in Laforet and York 

(1998); also see 

NNTC Spuzzum map 

DjRi-

111 

CMT 

(cedar) 

Likely 

pre-1846 

Resource 

utilization 

  

DkRi-2 Burials / 

Cache pits / 

Housepits? 

“pre-

contact” 

Burials / 

Resource utilization / 

Habitation  

Simon Fraser 

reference; see Albright 

(1992) for a summary 

of oral history and 

historical references 

Cwímp or 

Shwimp (L&Y 1998), 

Cuimp (Hill-Tout 

1898; Quimp (NNTC 

Map # 150); 

Associated with 

Spuzzum Creek trail 

(DjRi-105) 

39 



Borden 

# 

Type Age Activity Comments Correlation 

DkRi-3 Rock 

shelter / Cache 

pits / Surface 

lithics 

“pre-

contact” 

Habitation / 

Resource use / not 

specified 

  

*DkRi-

6 

Trail / 

petroglyph 

Post-

contact? / 

pre-contact 

Transportation? 

/ Ceremonial 

No information 

on trail 

 

DkRi-

53 

Cache pit 

/ Surface + 

Subsurface lithics

“pre-

contact” 

Resource use / 

not specified 

Encompasses 

DkRi-3? 

 

DkRi-

60 

Cache pit “pre-

contact” 

Resource use   

*DkRi-

87 

CMT 

(cedar?) 

1833 

to 1910 

(1955) 

Resource use   
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Borden 

# 

Type Age Activity Comments Correlation 

DkRi-

88 

Burial / 

Housepit / 

Subsurface lithics

Pre-

contact to 

post-contact? 

Burials / 

habitation / not 

specified 

Oral history 

references to burials 

and habitations; see 

Laforet and York 

(1998:25, 29) 

Spó’zem (Teit 

1900); Cpuzum (Hill-

Tout 1898); spezm’ 

(L&Y 1998); 

Spo’zem (NNTC Map 

# 156); Associated 

with Spuzzum Creek 

trail (DjRi-105) 

DjRi-

25 

Surface 

lithics 

“pre-

contact” 

Not specified  

DjRi-

28 

Surface 

lithics 

“pre-

contact” 

Not specified  

DjRi-

66 

Cache pit 

/ Housepit? 

“pre-

contact” 

Resource use / 

habitation? 

 

potatwt 

(NNTC Map # 158); 

[n]pstwét (L&Y 

1998) 

DjRi-

67 

Cultural 

depressions 

Post-

contact (20th 

C?) 

Mining? Historic 

evidence (non-

Aboriginal?) 

 

41 
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Borden 

# 

Type Age Activity Comments Correlation 

DjRi-

78 

Cache pit 

/ Other cultural 

depression 

“pre-

contact” / 

post-contact 

Resource use / 

Not specified 

Aboriginal or 

non-Aboriginal origin 

of post-contact 

depressions not noted 

 

DjRi-

81 

Cultural 

depression / 

“Historic” 

cultural material 

post-

contact  

CPR 

construction 

Probable non-

Aboriginal origin of 

site is noted 

 

DjRi-

83 

Surface 

lithics 

“pre-

contact” 

Not specified Site record 

indicates probable 

subsurface materials; 

also associated with a 

spiritual site 

DjRi-

84 

Surface 

lithics 

“pre-

contact” 

Not specified Site record 

indicates probable 

subsurface materials 

Potatwt 

(NNTC Map # 158) 



Age of Archaeological Sites 

 

For the reviewed sites, information on age is very limited. I will first consider the 

non-CMT sites of Aboriginal origin, excluding the trail. Most of these sites were identified 

primarily on the basis of surface inspection, with limited subsurface testing in a few cases. 

None of the sites were systematically excavated, and diagnostic artifacts (i.e., correlated to 

specific time periods) were not observed. As a result, specific archaeological dating evidence 

for the sites of Aboriginal origin is absent. Based on the absence of artifacts and materials of 

European origin, these sites are presumed to be “pre-contact” in age. Technically, pre-contact 

refers to archaeological sites dating from the period preceding direct contact with Europeans, 

which in the Spuzzum area occurred with Simon Fraser’s descent of the Fraser River in 1808. 

In reality, however, some sites labelled as pre-contact could very well have a post-1846 

origin. For example, pithouses and cache pits continued to be used by the Nlaka’pamux until 

the end of the 19th century and sometimes even into the 20th century. Without systematic 

excavation or other investigation, the precise age of the presumed pre-contact sites is 

inconclusive. In other words, many of the presumed pre-contact sites could span the pre- to 

post-1846 time period. This is particularly apparent when these sites are correlated to oral 

testimony and historic records (see below). 

On the other hand, several culturally modified trees in the CMT sites were increment 

cored, providing fairly accurate dates or age ranges for these sites. Site DkRi-86, in particular, 

shows conclusive evidence of Aboriginal use of forest resources before and after 1846, with 

relatively substantive evidence of the continuity of use from at least 1833 to 1910. Given that 

only a small sample of the 30 CMTs at this site was increment cored and dated, the 

remaining CMTs are likely to provide even more substantive evidence of continuity from 

“pre-sovereignty” to the present. 

Last, the trail registered as DjRi-105 was identified as having a pre-1846 origin by 

archaeologists, primarily on the basis that it links a number of pre-contact sites. The trail is 

also referenced in oral and historical sources, and continues to be in use today. As such, this 

is strong evidence of continuity in use of the trail from “pre-sovereignty” to the present. 
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Practice of Aboriginal Rights 

Without systematic excavation, the activities associated with the reviewed 

archaeological sites are not always clearly evident. In particular, the activity associated with 

lithic artefact sites is difficult to ascertain without detailed investigation, and is not specified 

in the records. On the other hand, many of the smaller cultural depressions are identified as 

cache pits in the archaeological records. The location of these cache pits in the vicinity of the 

Fraser River and village sites strongly suggests that they were used for storing salmon. 

Likewise, the activity associated with the CMT sites is the procurement of cedar bark for the 

purpose of manufacturing objects and shelter. As such, both the cache pit sites and the CMT 

sites are associated with activities linked to the past and contemporary practice of Aboriginal 

rights. 

It is unlikely that the Crown would contest the evidence of the Aboriginal right to fish 

and harvest forest products. As noted by Judge Vickers in Tsilhqot'in Nation v. British 

Columbia, attached to this concession of Aboriginal rights is an implicit acknowledgement of 

pre-sovereignty occupation [paragraphs 680-681]. The presence of cache pit and CMT sites 

corroborates the practice of Aboriginal rights at the time of the assertion of sovereignty. 

The sites identified as having housepits and rock shelters are evidence of habitation, 

and the housepits in particular are evidence of “seasonally occupied villages” as considered 

in the Tsilhqot'in Nation v. British Columbia judgement.  

Correlation to Place Names and Oral History 

A number of the archaeological sites correlate with place names and locations 

referenced in oral histories and historical documents. 

DkRi-2 (burial, housepits, cache pits) is found at the location known as Cwímp on the 

north side of Spuzzum Creek (Laforet and York 1998) [also Shwimp (Laforet and York 

1998), Cuimp ( Hill-Tout 1898); Quimp (NNTC Map # 150)]. This was the location visited 

by Simon Fraser in 1808. This area is now generally included in the area called Spó’zem. See 

Albright (1992) for a comprehensive summary of the extensive historical and oral history 

information associated with this location. 

DjRi-4 (surface lithics, housepits) is known as Speyem (Albright 1992). 
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DjRi-55 (surface lithics) is found at the location of the Nlaka’pamux village called 

Spó’zem (Teit 1900) [also Cpuzum (Hill-Tout 1898), spezm’ (L&Y 1998), or Spo’zem 

(NNTC Map # 156)]. DkRi-88 (burial, housepits, subsurface lithics) is located immediately 

across Spuzzum Creek from this location, and may represent Spó’zem and/or Cwímp.  

DjRi-29 (housepits) is registered in an area roughly corresponding to the location of a 

village referenced in Annie York’s oral history information, published in Laforet and York 

(1998). 

A group of sites (DjRi-25, 28, 66, 78, 83, 84) is associated with the place name 

[n]pstwét (Laforet and York 1998) [also pstewt, or potatwt (NNTC Map # 158)].  

A group of archaeological sites (DjRi-4, DjRi-29, DjRi-55, DjRi-104, DkRi-2, DkRi-

88) is spatially and associated with Spuzzum Creek and the Spuzzum Creek trail (DkRi-105). 

The significance and use of the trail along Spuzzum Creek is extensively documented in 

Laforet and York (1998). The Spuzzum map produced by the NNTC shows various 

Aboriginal resource uses and habitation places (described by Annie York) overlapping with 

the trail and archaeological sites along Spuzzum Creek. 

Occupation of Definite Tracts of Land 

Much of the information summarized above provides archaeological corroboration 

for Aboriginal occupation at the time of the assertion of sovereignty. Of particular 

significance, however, is the group of archaeological sites associated with Spuzzum Creek 

and the Spuzzum Creek trail. The judge in the Tsilhqot'in Nation v. British Columbia case 

considered evidence sufficient for proving Aboriginal title to consist of 1) seasonally 

occupied villages, 2) managed resource areas (i.e., “cultivated fields”), and 3) regular use of 

definite tracts of land for resource exploitation. For the first of these, the judge relied 

references to villages in oral testimony (oral traditions, oral histories, place names) and 

historical records, corroborated by archaeological evidence where applicable. For the latter, 

the judge placed considerable evidentiary weight on trails linking sites and resource areas.  

Given these evidentiary requirements, the Spuzzum Creek area, from Cwímp to the 

uplands, is an example of a definite tract of land that demonstrates Nlaka’pamux occupation 

at the time of assertion of sovereignty in 1846, with continuity to the present, thereby 
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meeting the test of Aboriginal title. Occupation of villages at Spuzzum Creek is referenced in 

both oral histories and historical documents, spanning the period from at least 1808 until the 

late 19th century (see Albright 1992; Laforet and York 1998). This occupation is corroborated 

by the presence of housepit villages in the archaeological record. Likewise, use of the 

Spuzzum Creek trail is referenced in oral histories, and corroborated by archaeological 

evidence, to give it a pre-sovereignty to contemporary age range. Last, the trail clearly 

connects important resource gathering areas and fishing sites, as evidenced by Annie York’s 

oral history and corroborated by archaeological evidence of cache pits and other 

archaeological sites. As the proposed ILM alignment crosses this “definite tract of land,” 

where sufficient evidence exists to prove title in the courts, this represents a case for an 

infringement of title and rights.  

It will be possible to identify similar archaeological evidence corroborating 

Nlaka’pamux occupation and title for other definite tracts of land crossed by the ILM 

alignment.  

Summary 

Twenty-two archaeological sites were reviewed for evidence that corroborates 

Nlaka’pamux occupation of definite tracts of land in the Spuzzum area.  

• CMT site DkRi-86 shows conclusive evidence of Aboriginal use of forest resources 

before and after 1846, with relatively substantive evidence of the continuity of use 

from at least 1833 to 1910. 

• A number of cache pit sites and the CMT sites are associated with activities linked to 

the past and contemporary practice of Aboriginal rights. 

• The archaeological sites associated with Spuzzum Creek and the Spuzzum Creek trail 

corroborate oral history and historical evidence of Nlaka’pamux occupation of a 

definite tract of land at the time of the “assertion of sovereignty” in 1846, with 

continuity to the present: 

o The Spuzzum Creek trail is identified as having a pre-1846 origin, and 

continues to be in use to the present. 
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o The housepit sites are archaeological evidence of pre-1846 “seasonally 

occupied villages,” while several of these correspond to post-1846 named 

villages referenced in oral histories and historical records. 

o The trail connects village sites, resource gathering areas, and fishing sites, as 

evidenced in oral histories, and corroborated by archaeological evidence of 

housepits, cache pits and other archaeological sites. 

 

 

Conclusion. 

We present the detailed information above to show that the position and extent of the 

Nlaka’pamux Reserves do not in any way reflect the pattern of traditional land use by the 

people here: the reserves were the winter village lands left over from the first takings by the 

immigrant settlers.59   They were also established at a time when the population was at an all 

time low.  They have subsequently been so reduced by the public transportation, power and 

communication needs of the rest of Canada as to be no longer sustainable for the purposes for 

which they were reserved.  We append (Appendix B) a Schedule for each of the Fraser 

Canyon communities to show that their reserve base has been reduced by one seventh to as 

much as one third by these alienations. 

For thousands of years the Nlaka’pamux lived well in their territory on the resources 

provided by their “timieux.”  Their continuing reliance on the “timieux” has ensured an 

unbroken connection with it, a continued understanding of what needs to be done and when, 

and a strong sense of stewardship, of a need to protect their “nwha’bet’n.”  This is at the root 

of Nlaka’pamux values.  The steady alienation of land and the lack of any alternative 

economy in this narrow rocky section of the Canyon, have forced the Nlaka’pamux to 

continue to rely as much as possible on their traditional resources, debilitated as these are by 

the events and circumstances of the last 150 years.  

 

                                                 

59 See the correspondence and Letterbooks of the Indian Reserve Commission 1876-1880, specifically those of 
sole Commission, G.M. Sproat as he travelled through the Nlaka’pamux territory.   
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APPENDIX  A:  

The Transportation Corridor and Land Alienations  

from Nlaka’pamux Reserves. 

Reserves were first allotted for the Nlaka’pamux twenty years after miners, publican 

and ranchers were allowed to pre-empt lands in the area.  Colonial laws against the 

encroachment of indigenous settlement lands fisheries etc. were not enforced.  The 

Nlaka’pamux population was at an all time low after the small pox epidemic and other ills 

brought by the Gold rush and colonial occupation. 

Gold had first been “discovered” along the Fraser River in the Nlaka’pamux territory 

in 1856 - and it was here that gold seekers came in their thousands in the next few years.  

They continued up to the Cariboo.  It was to cater to their needs and to encourage settlers in 

their wake that the first road to the Interior was built.  The Cariboo Wagon Road followed the 

banks of the Fraser to Lytton, and thence along the banks of the Thompson River. 

When British Columbia joined Canada in 1871 one of the motivating factors for 

Union was the building of the Canadian Pacific Railway from coast to coast to unite the 

country.  In 1882 the route from Port Moody in the west to join the Prairie route was decided:  

the CPR line was to follow the Cariboo Road through the Fraser Canyon past Boothroyd to 

Lytton and thence the Thompson canyon to the east.  This seemed to confirm the pattern for 

the next century: in 1883 the Pacific Telegraph was built alongside the railway, in 1911/12 

the second national railway60 wound along the opposite banks and in 1925 the first 

Provincial Highway through the canyons.  Road and rail travellers here see the high 

Transmission towers draping lines carrying power and fibre optics over widely cleared rights 

of way.  The TransCanada Highway today winds through those same canyon corridors.   

                                                

It is evident that the engineering and economic factors involved in these huge 

undertakings required that the routes follow the very scarce flat and accessible routes through 

the canyons.  Unfortunately, this was also the land most highly valued and intensively used 

 

60 The Canadian Northern Pacific Railway, now Canadian National Railway. 
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by the First Nations people living in this territory.  While trains, trucks, cars, power and tele-

communications pass without interruption between the east and west coasts of Canada, it is at 

the expense of the land base reserved for the Nlaka’pamux people, more than two thirds of 

their reserved residential and arable lands and much of the shore line.  The impact has been a 

gradual but persistent breaking down of the Nlaka’pamux reserved and unreserved land base.  

Such losses to the land and resource bases has meant significant losses to the Nation.   

The most convenient way of showing the persistent and large land takings is through 

charts of such takings through the Nlaka’pamux Reserves south of Klickumcheen.  The 

following charts shows the situation in the Fraser Canyon more than century after Indian 

Reserve Commissioner Sproat had alerted the Department of the poverty and unsuitability of 

the Indian Reserve lands here.  The information is taken from the Reserve General Registers 

which are compiled by and held at the Department, Reserves and Trusts Division: 

A.  At Spuzzum over 15% of the Spuzzum reserved lands had been take for the use 

and benefit of Canadian power and transportation requirements.  The land that remains for 

the use and benefit of the Band is rocky mountainside. 

       Lands Taken Land Allotted 
       For Right of for Spuzzum  
       Way by 1970 at 1970 
 
Spuzzum I.R. 1        302.00 ac. 

 Lands Taken for CPR right of way    15.61 ac. 

 Lands Taken for Provincial Highway          2.075 

 Lands Taken for Trans Canada Highway    13.90 ac. 

 Land Taken for Trans Canada drainage ditch     0.393 

 Land Taken for BC Hydro Transmission       34.49 ac. 

 Lands Taken for BC Hydro widening       3.991 ac. 

Spuzzum I.R. 1A        312.00 ac. 

 Lands taken for CPR right of way     36.40 ac. 

 Lands taken for Trans Canada Highway            0.269 ac.    

 Land Taken for BC Hydro Transmission       27.56 ac. 

Papsilqua I.R. 2           41.00 ac. 

 Land Taken for BC Hydro Transmission        12.27 ac. 

Papsilqua I.R. 2A          78.20 ac. 
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 Lands Taken for CNR right of way       9.60 ac. 

 Lands taken for BC Hydro Line            4.38 ac. 

Papsilqua I.R. 2B          58.10 ac. 

 Lands Taken for CNR right of way       7.90 ac. 

Teequaloose I.R. 3          19.00 ac. 

Teequaloose I.R. 3A        187.00 ac. 

 Lands Taken for CPR right of way     37.63 ac. 

Yelakin I.R. 4           72.50 ac. 

 Lands Taken for CNR Right of Way       6.99 ac. 

 Lands Taken for Provincial Highway             0.21 ac. 

 Lands Taken for Trans Canada Highway       0.827 

 Additional Lands for Trans Canada       0.385 ac. 

Yelakin I.R. 4A         160.00 ac. 

 Lands Taken for Provincial Highway       3.887 ac. 

 Lands Taken for Trans Canada Highway       7.033 ac. 

 Additional Lands for Trans Canada       4.401 ac. 

Long Tunnel I.R. 5           8.00 ac. 

 Lands Taken for CPR right of way       1.64 ac. 

Long Tunnel I.R. 5A         94.10 ac. 

 Lands taken for CPR right of way       5.30 ac. 

Skuet I.R. 6          13.50 ac. 

 CNR Right of Way         1.66 ac. 

 Land Taken for BC Hydro Transmission       0.50 ac. 

Spuzzum I.R. 7        126.00 ac. 

 Lands taken for CNR right of way      12.15 ac. 

Spuzzum I.R. 8        129.00 ac. 

 Lands taken for CNR right of way      10.47 ac. 

Saddle Rock I.R. 9         99.9 ac. 

 Lands taken for CPR right of way      12.95 ac. 

 Lands taken for Trans Canada Highway          14.40 ac. 

Chapman’s Bar I.R. 10          1.26 ac. 

 Lands taken for CNR right of way        0.75 ac.) 

 Lands taken for Trans Canada Highway              0.48 ac.   
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Total land allotted      1702.16 ac. 

 Total Land Taken for Public Right of Way       290.50 ac.   

 

B. The Boston Bar Band was allotted a total of 1,479.19 acres of reserve land.  

Between 1878 and 1970, 192.113 acres have been taken for public rights-of-way.  This 

amounts to one seventh of the total reserve acreage, and includes much of the best land.  The 

size, placement, and nature of the rights-of-way in some cases have rendered the remaining 

reserve lands unusable or uninhabitable. 

       Taken for         Land allotted for 
       Public r/w        Boston Bar Band 
          
Tuckkwiowhum IR 1       9.17 ac.    95.00 ac. 
 Trans Provincial      5.80 ac. 
 Trans Canada       7.99 ac. 
Boston Bar IR 1A  - (CNR r/w excepted)       89.50 ac. 
 Trans Canada     19.10 ac. 
Kopchitchin IR 2 - CPR r/w   45.50 ac.  359.00 ac. 
 Green Ranch Road      4.908 
  Additional taking 2003     1.00 
 Provincial Road        4.80 ac. 
  Additional taking  in 1976    1.1204 
 BC Hydro r/w       1.374 
Austin’s Flat IR 3   CNR r/w      1.53 ac.      3.25 ac. 
 Provincial road – unsurveyed. 
Bucktum IR 4: CNR r/w      8.25 ac.    64.00 ac. 
 Trans Provincial r/w      1.78 ac. 
  Trans Canada Highway r/w     1.05 ac. 
Scaucy IR 5 - CPR r/w      5.86 ac.    18.00 ac. 
Paul’s IR 6 - CPR r/w      0.86 ac.       1.75 ac. 
Shrypttahooks IR 7: - CPR r/w    34.11 ac.    87.00 ac. 
Boston Bar IR 8 - (CNR r/w excepted)      320.34 ac. 
 Trans Provincial      1.89 
 Trans Canada     13.25 
 Logging Roads        5.01 
Boston Bar IR 9         162.00 ac. 
 Logging Roads (not surveyed)     
Boston Bar IR 10        163.00 ac. 
 Logging Road       3.35 ac. 
Boston Bar IR 11 (CNR  & provincial road /w excepted)   116.35 ac. 
 Trans Canada r/w    13.86 ac. 
 Highway Drainage Ditch     0.551 ac.   

       
Total Lands Allotted            1,479.19 ac. 
Total Lands Taken             192.113 ac.  
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C.  At Boothroyd the last takings by B.C. Hydro raised the total of public rights of 

way through Boothroyd reserves to one sixth of their total land base.   

      Taken for  Land allotted for 
      Public r/w Boothroyd Band 
        
Tsawawmuck I.R. 1         47.50 ac. 
 CNR r/w    13.42 ac. 
 Trans Provincial Highway r/w      0.67 ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w    7.44 ac. 
  Total takings     21.53 ac.      
 
Tsintahktl. 2          37.00 ac. 
 CNR r/w    15.06   ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w    2.802 ac. 
  Total takings     17.862 ac.      
 
Speyum I.R. 3        374.50 ac. 
 CPR r/w    90.17 ac. 
 Road r/w      5.17 ac. 
 New Road r/w      1.97 ac. 
 BC Hydro r/w    29.77 ac.     

   Total takings    127.08 ac.      
 
Kahmoose I.R. 4          60.00 ac. 
 Trans Provincial Highway r/w   1.22   ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w   2.324 ac. 
  Total takings      3.544 ac.       
 
Sho-ook IR 5          413.00 ac. 
 Trans Provincial Highway r/w   4.24 ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w   6.57 ac.  
  Total takings     10.81 ac.  
 
Boothroyd IR 5A        203.33 ac. 
  
Boothroyd IR 5B        400.40 ac. 
 CNR r/w    33.67 ac. 
 Trans Provincial Highway r/w    4.11 ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w    4.00 ac. 
  Total takings     41.78 ac.  
 
Boothroyd IR 5C          96.00 ac. 
 Trans Provincial Highway r/w   3.22 ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w   6.99 ac. 
  Total takings     10.21 ac.  
 
Inkahtsaph IR 6         454.00 ac. 
 CNR r/w    43.07     
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             2.58 ac. 
        3.75 ac. 
 Trans Provincial Highway r/w  11.47 ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w  29.54 ac. 
  Total takings     90.41 ac. 
  
Boothroyd IR 6A         243.06 ac. 
 
Boothroyd IR 6B          40.00 ac. 
 
Chuckcheetso IR 7          44.50 ac. 
 CPR r/w    26.82 ac. 
        26.82 ac.  
 
Staiyahanny IR 8          74.50 ac. 
 CNR r/w    10.17 ac.  
        0.14 ac. 
    Trans Provincial Highway r/w      3.96 ac.    

  Trans Canada Highway r/w   25.01 ac.  
  Total takings     39.28 ac.  
 
Boothroyd IR 8A      .  145.02 ac. 
 CNR r/w    54.60 ac. 
 Trans Provincial Highway r/w      9.73 ac. 
 Trans Canada Highway r/w  14.11 ac. 
  Total takings     78.44 ac.  
 
Stlakament IR 9           40.00 ac. 
 BC Hydro r/w    15.41 ac. 
        15.41 ac.  
 
Dufferin IR 10           15.50 ac. 
CNR r/w        6.10 ac. 
        6.10 ac.  
 
Chaumox IR 11         163.00 ac. 
 BC Hydro r/w      7.55 ac. 
        7.55 ac.  
 
Sam Adams IR 12          42.12 ac. 
CNR r/w     12.52 ac. 
Trans Provincial Highway r/w       1.10 ac. 
Trans Canada Highway r/w      5.607 ac. 
   Total takings   19.227 ac.  
 
Fish Blue Lake IR 13        204.00 ac. 
 
Total Lands Allotted     3097.41 ac. 
Total Lands Taken     516.053 ac. 
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The Present: 

There are just four reserves at Boothroyd that are untouched by rights of way:  these 

are new reserves added at a later date, when there was even less land available to choose 

from.  They are high and hilly, dry and described as useful only for firewood and limited 

pasture. 

Thirteen out of the 19 parcels reserved for the Boothroyd Band have lost from one 

third to a full two thirds of the reserve. 

In less than a hundred years, at least seven reserves that were to serve the Boothroyd 

people as their home base have been rendered uninhabitable as a result of takings.  The 

principal village was relocated to Kahmoose IR 4, but this reserve can only accommodate 50 

houses at most. 

The Boothroyd Band now comprises the same population as in 1878, at the allotment 

of the original reserves which Sproat had considered inadequate to their needs.   

 

D.  At Kanaka Bar, roads and railways had taken over one quarter of the reserved  

lands by the 1950’s, but even the high acreage does not reflect the real damage.   The best 

lands were taken, access was cut off to the river shore and the remaining lands were severed 

into small steep and stony parcels separated from each other by national transportation 

arteries. 

But the last and very considerable taking of lands by B.C. Hydro raised the total of 

public rights of way  through Kanaka Bar to a full third of their total reserve land base.  

       Taken for     Land allotted for 

       Public r/w    Kanaka Bar Band 
       by 1970         by 1970 
 
Nekliptum I.R. 1 surveyed at       30.00 ac. 
Kanaka Bar I.R. 1A       170.00 ac. 
 Land taken for CNR right of way   30.41 ac. 
 Land taken for Prov. Highway right of way    8.18 ac. 
 Land taken for Trans Canada right of way  
 (inc. with I.R. 2 acreage) 
 Land taken for CNR drainage     0.127 ac. 
 

 54



Kanaka Bar I.R. 2       118.00 ac. 
 Land taken for CNR right of way   23.29 ac. 
 Land taken for  Prov. Highway right of way    3.01 ac. 
 Land taken for Trans Canada right of way  24.41 ac. 
 Additional land taken for Trans Canada        6.678 
 
Pegleg I.R. 3           10.00 ac. 
Pegleg I.R. 3A           19.90 ac. 
 
Whyeek I.R. 4 “ “      351.90 ac. 
   Land taken for CPR right of way  111.00 ac. 
   Land used for logging access road      2.7 ac. 
   Land taken for BC Hydro right of way      36.94 
       ____________________ 
Total lands allotted         699.90 ac. 
Total lands alienated       246.645 ac. 
 
 
E. At Skuppah, nearly one quarter of the Skuppah lands are encumbered.  Until 

the railways, highways and power lines are no longer necessary for the use and benefit of 

others, these lands are not available for the use and benefit of the Skuppah people.   

        Lands Taken Land    
    For r/w allotted 

        by 1970 for Skuppah    
     Band  at 1970 

Skuppah I.R. 1 at        20.00 ac. 
Inklyuhkinatko I.R. 2 at     169.00 ac. 
Lands taken for CPR right of way 58.72 ac. 
Lands taken for Provincial highway   7.12 ac. 
Lands taken for Trans Canada   1.20 ac. 
Skuppah I.R. 2A surveyed at        43.67 ac. 
Lands taken for CPR right of way 32.15 ac. 
Lands taken for CPR wye    2.40 ac. 
Skuppah I.R. 2B surveyed at       50.50 ac. 
Lands taken for Trans Canada   2.04 ac. 
Pooeyelth I.R. 3 at        20.00 ac. 
Lands taken for CNR right of way   0.38 ac. 
Skuppah I.R. 3A surveyed at    150.00 ac. 
Lands taken for BC Hydro r/w 21.84 ac. 
Skuppah I.R. 4 at        59.00 ac. 
Lands taken for CPR right of way 18.35 ac. 
Lands taken for Provincial highway   2.80 ac. 
Lands taken for Trans Canada   1.19 ac 
(1.92 ac. less 0.73 ac.) 
Skuppah I.R. 4A surveyed at    113.00 ac.   

   _________________________ 
Total lands allotted     625.17 ac. 
Total lands taken for right of way 148.19 ac. 
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F.  By 1970, the situation for the Nicomen people was as follows: 

Nicomen IR 1:            151.50 ac. 
1862: Cariboo Wagon Road        loss of traditional village lands and loss of 

traditional fishing camp sites. 
1885:   CPR right f way                 29.26 ac. taken -  and water supply withheld 

from upper bench land. 
1930:   Trans Provincial Highway   0.33 ac. on northern boundary, 
        one  fifth of the reserve taken. 
1958:   Trans Canada Highway       0.52 ac.  Over one fifth of the reserve taken. 
1960:   B.C. Forest Service Road    5.63 ac.  taken. 
Total expropriated         35.74 ac.  =  Nearly one quarter of the reserve taken.  
   
Sackum IR 3:           20 ac.    
1885 CPR            7.80 ac. taken including most of the only farm land. 
      Abandoned due to CPR taking. 
1930:   Trans Provincial Highway   1.63 ac.  taken, nearly one half of the reserve. 
1958:  Trans Canada Highway        7.355 ac. taken. 
Total expropriated:            16.785 ac. over four fifths of this reserve taken. 
 
Gulada IR 3A:                     1.50 ac. 
1885 CPR r/w           0.85 ac. taken, nearly half of the Reserve 
1930:   Trans Provincial Highway       0.27 ac. taken, nearly two thirds of the reserve. 
1958:  Trans Canada Highway             0.155 ac. taken 
Total expropriated                       1.275 ac. - over four fifths of this reserve taken. 
 
Skhpowtz IR 4:                 16.00 ac. 
1911  CNR right of way          5.69 ac.  taken, over one third of the reserve,  

       including all good land, access trail and  
       all foreshore 

Total expropriated                     5.69 ac. Abandoned by end of 1920’s.   
 
 
Klahkowit IR 5:                               197.00 ac.  Described by Sproat as “the largest 

Nicomen Reserve.” 
1911: CNR right of way          20.87 ac.  over one tenth of the reserve, including  

access trail 
1916:        Three families lived here. 
1926:       Balls noted they now shared the water of  
      a small spring with the Seddell Station  
      for the CNR.  Seven people lived here.   
Total expropriated            20.87 ac. Abandoned by 1959 for lack of water  

       due to CNR and inaccessibility due to 
       Trans Canada retaining walls. 

 
Sleetsis IR 6:       22.00 ac. small flat with garden.   
1911:  CNR Right of way       5.57 ac.  taken, one quarter of the reserve, 

  including access trail and all foreshore. 
1916:      one family lived here. 
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1926:       Two people lived there.   
Total expropriated      5.57 ac. 1930: Reserve abandoned as  

  inaccessible 
 
Shoskhost IR 7:          19.00 ac.  of which 3 ac. had been cultivated,  
      foreshore was part of reserved fishery. 
1911: CNR Right of Way       3.68 ac.  taken, nearly one quarter of the reserve,  
      including access trail and reserved 
      fishery on foreshore 
1916         Access was poor and dangerous 
1926:        Two people lived here 
Total expropriated             3.68 ac. Abandoned by end of 1920’s.  
 
Unpukpulquatum IR 8:           6.50 ac.   allotted as a fishing reserve 
1911: CNR r/w            2.71 ac.  taken, over one third of the reserve,  

including all foreshore, part of reserved  
fishery. 

Total expropriated              2.71 ac. 1916:  unoccupied “dry farm land and  
       Fishing Station.”  Access was dangerous, 
       by water.   

 
Putkwa IR 14                                  10.5 ac.  allotted as a winter resort, a mining 
      resort and a place for drying berries.  
1911: CNR Right of way               4.04 ac.   taken, over one third of the reserve. 
Total expropriated          4.04 ac. 1916:  “dry farm land”, “small area of  
      good land but cut up by CNR.”   
      unoccupied.   
 
Shuoucten IR 15:    10.50 ac.  foreshore was included in the reserved  

       Fishery 
1911:  CNR Right of Way      2.83 ac.  taken, nearly one third of the reserve. 
Total expropriated             2.83 ac. 1916:  unoccupied 
 

Note that the above does not reflect the impact of the takings on the Nicomen people 

and their residential lands. 

In less than a hundred years, eight out of the nine reserves that were to serve the 

Nicomen people as their home base have been rendered uninhabitable as a result of takings.   

Conclusion: 

While the Department of Indian Affairs enforced a specific agricultural economy and 

a settled life on permanent reserves, the continued lack of water and lack of suitable farming 

lands, the constant erosion of their reserve lands by transportation and power rights of way, 
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means that the Nlaka’pamux have continued to depend on the traditional sources found in the 

larger extent of their territory.  

With such reliances, they have maintained a strong sense of the stewardship of the 

lands that they understand was given them with this responsibility.  This is at the root of 

Nlaka’pamux values.  At the turn of the century Teit wrote of the belief among the 

Nlaka’pamux people that flowers, plants and grasses are the blanket of the earth, and that if 

too much vegetation is picked or destroyed, the earth is sorry and weeps.  61  Renowned 

ethno botanist Nancy Turner describes this as a cultural belief, a sanction against destroying 

culturally and ecologically important species and habitats.  Nlaka’pamux elders have 

described this more broadly still: their responsibility includes not only the plants and all that 

grows in their watersheds, but all the animals and fish that live there too. 

 

                                                 

61 [Teit manuscript: quoted by Nancy Turner p. 20 Earth’s Blanket] 
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APPENDIX  B. 

We incorporate below an Archaeological Overview of the area prepared by 

Robert Bandringa for inclusion within this report. 

Through a review of various archaeological assessments and reports, examples of 

ethnographic-related information were identified for the southern portions of Nlaka’pamux 

territory. The information that was selected was perceived to have supplemental value to the 

existing (in-house) ethnographies already produced by the NNTC. In addition, this report is a 

limited critique of the gaps and deficiencies that appear in the record that the archaeological 

reports and assessments collectively create (inadvertently or not) for the area. Thirteen 

consulting reports were reviewed, ranging in years published from 1993 to 2001. These 

reports are housed in the NNTC archives and were selected because of their regional focus 

on the southern portion of Nlaka’pamux territory.  

Specific to the southern portions of Nlaka’pamux territory, three themes were 

identified: 1) existing archaeological reports are biased to low elevation, valley bottom 

locations; 2) archaeological reports are limited to permanent records of aboriginal use and do 

not speak to or address other kinds of land and resource use of the Nlaka’pamux; and; 3) 

trails and trail networks maintained by the Nlaka’pamux are an important ethnographic 

component of the region. 

Archaeological Studies biased to low elevations 

Existing archaeological reports are dramatically biased to low elevation, valley 

bottom locations. Conversely, there is an apparent scarcity of archaeological reports that have 

focussed on mid-elevation and alpine regions. This is in many ways the nature of impact 

assessments because the archaeological research completed is merely a required (even 

cursory) step of industrial developments. The study sites are determined by where industrial 

developments are proposed to take place, not in creating a holistic picture of use and 

occupancy. 

Upper level and alpine environs are harder to access (which may also make them less 

studied), but the Nlaka’pamux are widely known to have moved about seasonally and 

harvested from different elevations throughout the year and for a host of reasons. Albright 
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(1993) wrote of the Nahatlatch area that included hunting activities in the mountains (p.9), 

sacred and ceremonial activities and places being “usually high mountain peaks, at lakes, 

streams or waterfalls” (p.10). Laforet and York (1981) wrote of the Spuzzum area that 

“throughout the nineteenth century, fishing at family-owned sites along the Fraser River and 

the gathering vegetal foods in the mountains continued to be essential” (p.5). Also, 

“adolescent boys who were in training up in the hills were also often away at night, but they 

may not have stayed away during the severe part of the winter” (p.16). 

There is also evidence from an adjacent area in the Chilliwack Forest District that 

shows archaeological studies in higher elevation areas to be meaningful. It is not known if 

this can in turn be projected and applied to mid-slope and higher elevation areas of southern 

Nlaka’pamux territory. In reference to one forest site in the upper Harrison River area 

specifically, over 186 culturally modified trees were identified; “mid-slope and higher 

elevation areas of the territory are important aboriginal land use areas and a range of 

archaeological sites can be anticipated [in] these areas” (Oakes 2001; p.8). 

It is also important to point out that registered archaeological sites are clustered 

mostly at lower elevations, close to the river valley bottom. This is due in part to the number 

of river valley bottom developments, such as rail, that have taken place there as opposed to 

higher elevations. However, it should be noted that the RAAD system does not indicate 

survey areas where archaeological sites have not been identified. If studies in higher 

elevations were conducted and no archaeological sites found, this will not be indicated on the 

RAAD system. 

Similar to a bias related to elevation, the archaeological records in the reports and on 

the RAAD is fragmented or biased according to watershed. In short, minor watersheds are 

understudied in the southern portion of Nlaka’pamux territory.  The Nahatlatch watershed, 

however, is presented as being very well studied, with multiple archaeological sites recorded, 

including a large, pre-contact winter village as noted in Albright (1988).  On a watershed 

basis within the southern portion of Nlaka’pamux territory, little archaeological work had 

been done in the Ainslie Creek area and the Anderson River area, with limited investigative 

work in the regions of Scuzzy Creek (Golder 1998; p.18).  As a recommendation of the Yale 

First Nation, there is value in addressing and conducting watershed level approaches to 
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archaeological assessment modeling (Yale First Nation and Hoffmann 2001; p.36). This is an 

attempt to capture and appreciate the nature of the environmental-cultural complex in a more 

holistic manner. 

Limitation of Archaeological Studies to Physical Evidence 

As is the nature of the archaeological reports reviewed, they are limited to permanent 

kinds of records and evidence of aboriginal use. This, of course, does not give a full spectrum 

of or address other kinds of land and resource use of the Nlaka’pamux. As Oakes (2000) 

wrote,  

archaeological assessments, by definition, are restricted to the identification 

and evaluation of material remains of past human activity. It is probable that a 

wide range of traditional activities occurred within the proposed development 

areas that have left no material traces, such as hunting, trapping, berry 

gathering (and associated forest-burning practices), plant collecting, and 

spiritual activities are more appropriately addressed through a Traditional Use 

Study. (p.11). 

At the time of contact, the territory of the Nlaka’pamux was anything but untouched.  

In fact, it was a highly managed, enhanced landscape, brought about by such management 

tools as pruning, transplanting, selective harvesting and selective fire, otherwise known as 

landscape burning (Turner 2005).  Specific to the lower portion of Nlaka’pamux territory, 

fire has been documented as a well known and important tool in the Spius watershed.  It is an 

area with an extensive history of traditional burning practice by the Nlaka’pamux (Turner 

2005; p.214). 

Only recently have ecologists as well as both historical and physical geographers 

begun to realise the full extent of how fire was used by First Nations – interpreting the scope 

of fire as a dynamic tool through archaeological, ecological and fire history records. 

Governmental policies that outlawed the use of fire were ignorant of the benefits of selective 

fire, such as increasing edible plant species numbers and diversity (such as berries), 

increasing game, soil enrichment, weed control and the curbing of severe, potentially 

devastating fires, etc. 
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The use of fire in the reviewed reports was only mentioned briefly once (Oakes 2000; 

p.11) as this evidence is not generally captured as part of an archaeological survey.62  The 

record of these kinds of holistic management tools is a significant component (and represent 

a potential gap) in the ethnographic record of the Nlaka’pamux. These kinds of land 

management regimes are crucial to portraying a more global picture of the heart and ethics of 

the Nlaka’pamux and their rich relationship to the land. 

Trails and Trail Networks 

While the Fraser canyon is an obvious corridor within the southern portion of 

Nlaka’pamux territory, there is also a network of trails spread out over the land. These trails 

and trail networks maintained by the Nlaka’pamux are an important ethnographic component 

of the region.  Apart from a key inventory of Nlaka’pamux trails (Wada et al, 1998) within 

the Chilliwack Forest District (in which 26 trails were identified), it appears that few trails 

have been recorded in a comprehensive or systematic way as part of other archaeological 

studies. As suggested by Wada et al (1998), despite considerable archaeological work having 

been done within the narrow corridor paralleling the Fraser River in the lower canyon, a 

region dense with archaeological sites, little has been “said of any aboriginal trails within the 

surveyed area,” even though “the density of recorded archaeological sites along the river 

suggests heavy occupation and movement in the area” (p.5). 

Laforet and York (1981) wrote that “the Nlaka’pamux maintained trails throughout 

their Territory as they travelled to make use of a wide range of resources in different 

ecological zones, to visit and trade with neighbouring communities” (p.5). Albright (1993), 

writing specifically of the Nahatlatch area, presents a good overview of Nlaka’pamux land 

use patterns in the area, including trails and travel routes (pp.11-12). 

There also appears to be a strong link between trails and other kinds of archaeological 

sites. For example, when ground truthing segments of 26 of 35 identified trails in the 

                                                 

62 Note: with more progressive kinds of resource management being re-introduced in regions across Canada, a 
return to the use of landscape burning in the lower Nlaka’pamux territory would seem to be hampered in some 
areas by the presence of hydro line towers and corridors. The Merritt Forest District has shown past interested 
in re-introducing the use of fire as a management tool, at least in selected areas of the Spius watershed. 
When the practice of selective fire use was outlawed by the Canadian Government, it was seen as a practice that 
harmed the land. The law was brought about to protect the land but it actually did quite the opposite. 
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Nlaka’pamux trail study, 20 new archaeological sites were identified (19 CMT’s and one 

basalt flake) (Wada et al, 1998). Again, “In many areas, trails can be one of the most 

valuable predictors of archaeological site locations” (p.13).63 

Citing Ken Favrholdt (unreferenced), an expert on historic trails and roads in southern 

and central interior B.C., evidence also shows that some trails labelled ‘historical’ and 

aligned with gold-rush or fur-trade-era periods are potentially aboriginal in origin (Golder 

1998; p.5). This may be the history of “a wagon road on the west side of the Fraser River 

between Spuzzum River and the 1863 Alexandra Suspension Bridge” as well (p.5). Likewise, 

Wada et al (1998) also makes note of this general history within Nlaka’pamux territory: 

Since the arrival of non-native settlers in the last 150 years, development within 

Nlaka’pamux Nations traditional territory has increased steadily. Many aboriginal trails were 

later used by non-native settlers as pack and wagon trails and some have now become major 

roadways leading to urban settlements. (p.1) 

The RAAD shows an unnamed trail (likely what some refer to as the Anderson Creek 

Trail) traversing the Spius watershed area to the Boston Bar and Anderson River Area.  This 

trail appears to be a direct link between areas of the Nicola Valley (via Spius) with the lower 

Fraser River Canyon64 It should be noted that other potential Nlaka’pamux trails that are 

noted in archaeological reports because of their proximity to proposed developments do not 

appear to be shown on the RAAD. For example, BPH (2001) makes note of what is termed a 

fur trade era trail (ca.1848), running 1 km southwest of the cutblock. Wada et al (1998) also 

spoke of significant travel trails (such as the Anderson Creek or Uztlius Creek Trail) and 

some of the history within the southern Nlaka’pamux territory (p.5): 

                                                 

63 As a side note to this, indigenous trails are known the world over as being related to archaeological sites and certain kinds 
of anthropomorphic ecological modifications. Darrell Posey’s writings with the Kayapo of Brazil comes to mind, where 
plants on either side of many trails were heavily managed. It is an example of an engineered or altered landscape along 
pathways. Similar things could be said of Nlaka’pamux trails. The recording of 19 new CMT’s along trails (in an initial 
baseline study) seems to support the fact that they are an important tool and example of Nlaka’pamux influence on the land 
extending well beyond river valley and village areas. 
 
64 What is presumably the Anderson Trail, as signified on the RAAD,  appears to be abbreviated and altered from its 
previous form. The end of the trail that comes down into Boston Bar does not reach the Fraser River proper, but is met or 
overlapped by a single lane gravel road. It could be assumed that the road was built on top of the older trail? 
This is also true of the Spius Creek end of the trail, where it is presumably taken over by a single lane gravel road (while still 
quite high up in the mountains, opposite almost south of Stoyoma Mountain, roughly 1000 meters) that then carries on down 
into the Nicola Valley. Presumably, this section of the trail was also built over (at least partially) by a single lane gravel road. 
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During the time of the Caribou Gold Rush (1858), miners occupied the river [Fraser] 

and prevented Nlaka’pamux people from “procuring their annual supply of fish” (Wyatt and 

Wyatt 1971). As a result, the Lower Thompson Indians (Nlaka’pamux) were said to have 

taken overland routes and settled in the Nicola Valley. Trails linked Hope and Boston Bar 

with Coldwater, via the Coquihalla River and other routes (Wyatt and Wyatt 1971:52). 

In regards to the vicinity of Spuzzum, “several resource people remembered their 

grandparents, or community elders, mentioning a trail from Anderson Creek to Merritt” 

(Wada et al, 1998, p.9). Significant trails were also noted by resource people along the Fraser 

River at, Scuzzy Creek, Tilton Creek and Teequaloose (IR #3), “and remain actively used for 

hunting, fishing, and berry picking” (p.9). 

Wada et al (1998) identified three kinds of trails within the southern Nlaka’pamux 

territory: travel corridors (trails used for long distance travel); gathering trails (used for 

hunting, plant gathering or fishing); and multipurpose trails. The most heavily trailed area in 

the study was in the region of Boothroyd / Boston-Bar (24 trails). As to reasons why certain 

trails were used, “factors such as terrain features, proximity to water, food sources, and 

cultural values” were said by resource people to factor in to why trail routes were chosen 

(p.3). Also, “difficult routes often led to sites abundant in berries, game, fish, stone sources 

for tools, sacred grounds, and meeting locations” (p.3). 

As presented by Wada et al (1998), three main variables seem to correlate or 

potentially contribute to predictive modelling for trails. All three of these variables would 

also seem to be factors related to potential ILM impacts: 1) Proximity to water - travel route 

trails historically follow watercourses, and fishing trails, of course, show association with 

water sources; 2) Slope – there is a clear tendency for trails to follow “ridges or breaks in the 

slope”, and thus, over mountainous terrain, “trails tend to be located in passes or saddles, as 

they provide the easiest passage. However, there also exists examples of several trails that 

“crossed fairly steep side slopes or climbed steep grades” as well as trails that “ran directly 

up or down hill, contrary to the ‘path of least resistance rule’”; 3) Cultural Factors – “vision 

questing sites and other important spiritual places were often intentionally chosen because of 

their remoteness and seclusion” (p.12, 13). 
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In a summary of trails in southern Nlaka’pamux territory, Wada et al (1998) puts it 

well: 

The Nlaka’pamux, who still actively use trails for hunting, fishing and 

gathering, consider trails to be an important link between their past and future. 

Often, information pertaining to a trail location is passed among family 

members from generation to generation. Skills required when gathering cedar 

roots for making baskets, or preparing food from berries or other plant sources 

are taught along these routes. Fishing and hunting techniques that prepare a 

youth for adulthood and ultimately provide an important food source are 

demonstrated and reinforced in hunting camps and fishing sites accessed by 

trails. Other skills, not as evident, such as preparing hide, making clothing, 

drying and smoking fish, preparing medicines and foods, would not be easily 

acquired without a vast classroom, which the Nlaka’pamux Nation’s 

traditional territory comprises (p.16). 
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Inventory of Reports Reviewed  

Albright, Sylvia, 1993. Overview of Heritage Resources and Values in Nahatlatch Drainage 

(Integrated Resource Management Planning), Prism Consulting. 

BPH, 2001. Preliminary Field Reconnaissance (PFR): Archaeology Potential [SNFR-

A47237-CB-G5 Extension]  

Daniels, Lori, Doug Brown, and Nicole Oakes, 2001. Archaeological Impact Assessment of 

TSL’s A58044, A51348, and A51349, Chilliwack Forest District: Appendix A, 

Dendrochronological Analysis of Select CMT’s from TSL’s A51348, A51349 and 

A58044. Sto:lo First Nation Territory, in the Chehalis River watershed and at 

Harrison Lake. Simon Fraser University, Department of Archaeology 

Golder Associates, 1998. Archaeological Investigations of Interfor’s Proposed Timber 

Harvesting Blocks 30-A and 30-S, Near Tikwalus Creek, B.C. (Non-Permit Report). 

Golder Associates Ltd., 1998. Archaeological Impact Assessment of Proposed JS Jones 

Timber Ltd. Forestry Developments, Boston Bar, B.C. [Heritage Inspection Permit 

1997-147].  

Golder Associates, 1998. Archaeological Impact Assessments and Reconnaissance 

Inspections of Proposed Timber Sale Licences, Chilliwack Forest District (Heritage 

Inspection Permit 1997-147).  

Golder Associates Ltd., 1999. Interim Report on Archaeological Impact Assessments of TSL 

A35630 (Gilt Creek), TSL A53991, Blocks A and B (Stoyoma Creek), and 

Associated Access Roads (Permit 1999-137)  

Golder Associates Ltd., 1999. Interim Report on Archaeological Impact Assessments of 

Block D68A (Scuzzy Creek). and Blocks U15A and U17A (Uztlius Creek), and 

Associated Access Roads (Permit 1999-137).  

Golder Associates Ltd., 2000. Archaeological Impact Assessments of Proposed 

Developments in Portions of the Chilliwack Forest District [Heritage Inspection 

Permit 1999-137]. 
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Hoffmann, Tanja, 2001. Chilliwack Forest District Archaeological Potential Assessment 

Review, Yale, Circa Heritage Consulting, Yale First Nation, , B.C. 

I.R. Wilson Consultants Ltd., 1996. Archaeological Inventory & Impact Assessment, South 

Ainslie Forestry Road, Yale Land District, Heritage Conservation Act Permit 1996-

154. 

Wada, Gail, Karen Aird, Jeff Bailey, Philippe Decloitre, 1998. Nlaka’pamux Trails in the 

Chilliwack Forest District: Implications for Archaeological Modelling and Forestry 

Planning (Forest Renewal BC, project # PA97376-1RE). 

Zacharias, Sandra, 1994. Nahatlatch Drainage Heritage Inventory of Significant Use Areas 

(Archaeology Branch Permit 1993-130) Deva Heritage Consulting. 

Additional References 

Laforet, A. and A. York. 1981. Notes on the Thompson Winter Dwelling. Unpublished 

manuscript, University of Victoria Archives. 

Turner, N.J. 2005. The Earth’s Blanket. Douglas and MacIntyre, Vancouver.  
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