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ABSTRACT

THE GRAND TRAVERSE BANDS' LANC BASE:
A CULTURAL HISTORICAL STUDY OF LAND TRANSFER IN MICHIGAN

By

william James Gritb

The land holdings of the Native American have
dwindled substantially since their contacts with Europeans.
This study is an investigation of the Grand Traverse Bands'
land holdings as prescribed in the Treaty of Detroit, July
31, 1855. The treaty provided for the allotment of eighty
acre parcels to; the heads of households, windows, and
single adults over the age of twenty-one. Five major
questions were addressed in relation to the transfer of the
Grand Traverse Bands' hcldings: 1.) What sere the methods by
vhich the Grand Traverse Bands' transfered their allotmeats?
2.) Was there a difference between the methods of transfer
experienced by the Euro-Americans and those experienced by
the Native Americans? 3.) If the land was sold, did the
Native American receive a fair market price for the parcel?
4.) How long did the VNative American keep the fee siuple
title? And, was there any difference between the length of
time the Native American kept the title and the
Furo-American in the same area? And, 5.) Was there a
correlation between the length of time the Native Azerican
kept the allotment and the land value or potential land
value?

Archival research revealed that the Grand Traverse



Bands' members received 20,040.73 acres in allotments. Four
methods of transfer were experienced, 77. 4% transfered by
varranty sale, 3.2% by tax sale, 18.3% by quit clainm sale,
and over .6% by administrative sale. 0Usipng a random sample,
there vas a statistically significant difference Letween the
selling price received ty the Native American ($3.31) and
that received by Euro—-Americaans ($6.95) . Furthermore, the
Native American kept their land only 6.4 years compared to
over eleven years for the Euro-american. Pinally, there was
no statistical relationship between tte value of the land
and the length of time the Native American held the land.
Also, there was no significant statistical relationship
between price or the length of time tle land was held and
distance to market.

It vas further revealed that forty percent of the
allotments were obttained by sixteen lccal entrepenvers, and
they tended to acquire land juxtaposed to their other

hcldings.
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Chapter One

The indigenous pcpulations of North Aaerica developed
a number of interrelated cultural systems to utilize,
contrcl and worship the physical environment. In the area
that was to becéme the contiquous Onited States, more than
1.9 billion acres were available to the Native Americaas.
After European contact and the establishment of fcreign
povers on this continent, the Native Americans access to
vhat bad been their domain diminished dramatically. At
present Native Americans have access and superficial control
of arproximately 50 million acres, or 2.6 percent of the
original land. This drastic reduction was a coaseguence of
treaty provisions, wars, gifts, frauds, ard legal land
transfers.

Price (1969, 12) presented four stages of early
white-native relations based on evidence from North America,
Australia, and New Zealand.

Stage I: initial contact Lty Eurorpean
explorers and traders, some of whom maintain
friendly relations aand

occasionaly turn "unative" and intermarry;
these together with those gquilty of rape and
seduction start a mixed-blood or half caste

population; Turopean disease and alcchol
starts to weaken native peoples.




Stage II: arrival of land-hungary Europeans,
who forced back the 'moving frontier',
expropriate land, exterminate many who have
survived diseases, and destroy native life
and resources; the mixed bloods, sometimes
rejected by both atoriginals and invaders,
may forma a separate population.

Stage III: under missionary influence various
philanthropic moves produce ineffective
palliatives such as reservations or mission
areas, where endeavors to "iaprove" and
educate the aboriginals destroy tribal
organization and culture and continue the
process of populaticn decline.

Stage IV: "scientific adainistratioa®" with
the guidance of anthropologists, strengthens
tribal culture and finds viable economic
activity; aborigyinal populations both mixed
blood and full-blocd increase (1969, 212).

BEach stage represents a different strategy or policy
by the Europeans to contend with the indicenous pogulation.
In scme instances, full knowledge of the cutcome was known
beforehand, in other cases it was not.

This study concerns itself with the consequences of
one policy of the United States government whose aim was to
acculturate the Native American. The U.S. government
believed that if they allowed the Native American to become
a land owner they would accept the challenge and
responsibility to coantritute to American society.

Unfortunately, this pclicy did nct reach its objective,

Definition of Problen

On July 31, 1855 the Michigan Ottawa and Ojibwa

signed a treaty which stipulated that "The United States



wvill give each Ottowa and Chippevwa Irndian being the head of
a family, 80 acres of land... (Art. I, Sec. 8, para. 2)."
Other provisions of the treaty allowed sirgle pembers aad
widows also to receive land. Eventually, the Ottawa and
Chippeva received a fee simple title to the land, giving
them the full rights and respoansibilities of an individual
land owner.

The problem that is being addressed iu this research
is what happened to the land after the fee simple fpatent was
issued. The Federal government assuaed the Native American
wculd become a "productive" memker of society and vork the
land (Tyler, 1973, 67). Did that happen? Or as Washburn
states, most of the land allotted to the Bative American
transferred by unscroupulous land deals or forfeited for
delinquent taxes (1971, 18). 1Is that what happened? Or is
it somevhere in between these twc extrenmes?

In research on justice denied Michigam Indiams,
Rubenstein (1976, 1974) relates a numlter of instances in
wvhich land frauds took place after the treaties of 1854, and
1855, He, however, only relates a few instances of fraud in
relation to more than 700,000 acres whkich were allotted. It
is important to find out more detail on the transfers which
took place because of not only legal acticms which could
enste but also the econcumic ramifications.

The treaty signed om July 31, 1855, hereafter
referred to as the Treaty of Detroit (185f), set aside eight

distinct reserves, one for each of the Michigan Ottawa and
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Ojitwa groups (Art. 1, Secs. 1-8) (Aprendix A.). The
reserves vere temporarily excluded from the public land
market, so that, the Michigan Ottawa and Cjitwa could make
their selections of land as provided in the treaty. Aand of
the eight groups, this study will concentrate on the
selections, patents and transfers of the Grand Traverse
Bands. This group is important fof two reasons. First, the
Grand Traverse Bands experienced the least contact with
Buropeans prior to settlement on their lard, which did not
occur until the establisbment of a mission by Rev.
Doughkerty in 1839 (Leach, 1889) (FPigure 1.1). But in the
period after the Treaty of Detroit, tke Grand Traverse
region experienced thke most rapid population growth in
northern Michigan (Table 1.1) . This illustrates the fact
that the Grand Traverse Bands had to cope with an extreme
increase in Euro-American contact in a shcrt pericd of tinme.
Other Michigan Ottawa and Ojibwa groups did uot have this
drastic change in conrtact patterns because they were exposed
to Europeans earlier, in some cases tle beygyinning cf the
18th Century. The second reason is more of a practical
consideration. The Michigan Indian Legal Services requested
this study for further documentation to assist in legal
claims under Cong. code 2415,

There are five central issues in this research:

1.) What were the methods by which the Grand Traverse Bands'
transfered their allotments?

2.) Was there a difference between the methcds of transfer
experienced by the Euro-Aumerican and those experienced
by the Rative Am=rican?
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3.) If the land was sold, did the Native American receive
a fair market price for the fparcel?

4.) Hcw long did the Native American keep the fee simple
title? And, was their any difference between the
length of time the Native American kept the title and
the Euro-American in the same area?

And, 5.) Was there a correlation betveen the length of time

the Native American kept the allotment and the land
value or potential land value?

TABLE 1.1

POPULATION CHANGE, 1850 - 1900

County 1850 1860 1870 1880 1890 1900
Antrin N “179 1985 5237 10413 16568
Alpena 291 2756 9789 15531 18254
Cheboygan €99 2187 6524 11986 15516
Esmett 4977 1155 1211 6635 8756 15931
Grand Traverse 1288 4443 8422 13355 20479
Manitou 1043 891 1334 860
Leelanau 2158 4<77 6253 794 4 10556
Presque Isle 26 355 3114 4638 8821
Benzie 2184 3433 5237 9685
Charlevoix 1724 5114 9686 13956

Note: The county boundaries changed dramatically during
this time period. The Census Bureau ropulation figures are
for the county as named during the year of the census.

Study Area
The settlement of Michigan was a mixture of mis-

sioniary and fur trader exploring the coast and inland waters.
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The Grand Traverse Bay reqion cf lcwer Michigarn was
an isolated corner of the state, it was away froam the
linkages between the population centers in the early years
of this continent (Pigure 1.1) . Furthermore, the region vas
not heavily populated with fur-bearing marmals and
consequently was not ianvaded Lty trappers. Thus, the Grand
Traverse area vas neither visited nor settled by
Eurc-Americans. The Treaty of Washington, sigmed on Harch
26, 1836, initiated reccgnition and contact between the
Federal government and the Grand Traverse Bands. This
treaty ceded over 10 million acres of northwestern Michigan
to the United States government. In return, the Mickigan
Ottava and Ojibwa received land and mrometary compensation.
Other provisions of the treaty, bhowever, grovided for
assistance by skilled latorers and educatcrs (Arts. 4, S,
and 7). The skilled labkorers included blacksmiths,
carpenters, farmers and interpreters. FEducation was
provided by missionaries. And, each croup generally brought
their families and possessions. In the Grand Traverse
region, it is this group which tecame the first settlers.

Because of ambiquities in the Treaty of Washingtoa
and the pressures of new settlers, the Michigan Ottawa and
Ojibwa negotiated a new treaty, the Treaty of Detrocit. And
as mentioned previously, 30 acre allotments were issued to
the members of the tribal grougs. PFor the Grand Traverse
Bands approximately 37,CCC acres vwere set aside for their

selection (Pigure 1.2). Selection of individual farcels was



FIGURE 1.2 Boundaries of the 1840 reserve -and
Treaty of Detroit.






10
accomplished in three stages:
1.) an individual would make a selection cf land and report
its location at the local lard office. The selection
could be up to 80 acres.

2.) the federal government would issue the person a
certificate of d=ed for the parcel.

3.) after ten years, the individual would receive the fee
simple patent to the selected parcel.

When the patents were finally issued, on June, 1872,
the Grand Traverse Bands received 304 ratents, totalling
20,040.87 acres.

This research will coacentrate on what happened to
this land. Presently, the Grand Traverse Ottawa apd Ojiowa
hold title to approximately 98 acres in Leelanau Cc.,
Michigan. Recently 120 acres, which were held in trust by
the Leelanau Board of Commissioners, were preseanted to the
Leelanau Indians Incorpcrated. Thus, the Grand Traverse
Bands relinquished title to over 19,0(0 acres since

allotment.

Research Design

Basically, this study is the investigation of the
change in the Grand Traverse Bands settlegent patterns. The
Grand Traverse Ottawa and Ojitwa shifted from a seascnal
migratory cycle of existence to a permanent settlement;
instigated by legal and social fpressures. This research

will concentrate on tke distrikutional changes of their land
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holdings after individual allotments and feraanent
settlement. Actually, this study vill involve the demise of
their settlement and the contraction cf tteir land holdings.

Recently, a several articles have Leen published
concerning the distribution of land parcels. They have used
the rubric of "land alienation™ as their central focus
(McIntosch, 1976; Price, 1978) . This concept, however, is
confusing because it apgears to mean the land is taken froam
something or somebody. 1In actuality, the definiticn of land
alienation refers to taking land out cf the public domain
and putting into the private domain. This study will
investigate the transfer of land froa one section of the
population, the Native Americans, to anotker, the
Burc—-Americans. And as Hornbeck, in his study of land
patenting in California suggests, this issue is a major
factor in culture contact and land controversy (1979).

The most difficult proklems in land transfer research
are; 1.) deteramining the exact boundaries of the land, and
2.) determining who owned or owns the land at a particular
time. The first problem is addressed Lty cbtaining the legal
description of the property involved, and comparing that
description with those of surrcunding parcels. 1In this
study, only parcels which received a fpatert as prescribed in
the Treaty of Detroit (1855) are examined. The second
problema, that of ownership, is more difficult. Of the five
hundred and thirty-twc parcels descrited ty the Treaty

schedule, ownership could only te determiced fcr four
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hundred and sixty-six; after they transfered from Native
American to Buro-American proprietorship. Although the
original intent of this research was to irvestigate the
transfer of ownership of every parcel allotted to the Graad
Traverse Bands, both certificates and patents, major
infcrmational and monetary problems allow examination of
only about 88 percent of the parcels.

To assist in the determination of land boundaries and
ovwnership, I will use several manuscript sources from the
Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Nationmal Archives. The
Federal Government kept records of the certificates and
patents issued to the individuals acccrdirg to the Treaty
(N.A., BG 75, Books 46-U6F). 1The reccrds contained a list
of the following items: 1legal descrifption of the tract;
area; name of allottee; date of patent; wien delivered; and
how delivered. Also, included in the reccrds is a listing
of the certificate number which later became the patent
number of the parcel. This informaticn fcrms the base data
for this study.

The reliability of this information had to ke
determined if this was to be the base data. A search of
government documents at the federal, state and courty level
revealed some descrepancies. In the process of selecting a
tract, recording its location at the Michigan land office,
transfer of that information to Kashingtor, and Washington
writing the certificate and eventually the fee simple

patent, some informational descrepancies cccur. The problen
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of information reliability is exacerbated since the whole
process extended over sixteen years, involved naames which
phonetically are dissimilar to Western culture, and tcok
place in locales 800 miles apart. Overall, eighty-nine
mistakes were recorded, sixteen cf which resulted in no
patents being issued. 1A total of 3950 acres were affected,
or approximately 19.7% of all the land patented. The
protlems varied from twc people teing issued the same
certificate and pateant number for tvo different parcels, to
three people receiving mixed tracts, i.e. person A received
the SW1/4SE1/4 and the SE1/4NW1/4, person B the NWI/4NW1/4
and the SE1/4SE1/4, and person C the NE1/4NW1/4 and the
SE1,/4SW1/4, when in fact person A should bave the
SW1/4SE1/4, person B the NW1/3NW1/4 ard NE1/4NW1/4, and
person C the SE1/4SW1/4 and the SW1/4SW1/4.

The ownership question is the most difficult to
ansver. Again, vorking from the Federal records, the naaxe
of the allottee was ygiven. However, three different places
reccrded the namze; the state land office, Rashingtom D.C.,
and the county register of deeds. 1Initially, the land
office in either Traverse City or Iomnia, Michigan, would
receive the parcel description and the name of the allottee
for their original selection. But, because the Algongquian
pronounciation of thzair name and the Fnglish sound of the
name are different confusion arose. When the certificate
vas issued the pame might be spelled differertly from what

it was when the name was originally recordéed, and it cculd
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be spelled a third vay when the fee siample patent was
issued. For example, tte following are fcur spellings of
the same name; Mitchell Now gaw ne say; Mitchell Naw gaw ne
say; Mitchell Na gau say; and, Mitchell Ne ga rouse., It is
even more confusing if the given name is changed: Augustus
Nav a de ge zhick; Joseph Nau de ge shig; and, Joseph Nay
wav day de zhick. The vworst situation, hcwever, occurs with
a partial or complete translation from Algongquian to
English: George Me sko Le nay se to George Redbird or Nay
she kay she to George Allen.

The information concerning the initial transfer of
land from Native American to Burc~-Americar cwnership is
found in the County records of the register of deeds. This
office is in charge of keeping the parcel ownership records
along with all plats and subdivisions. I encountered three
stusbling blocks in obtaining information on the initial
transfers of the Grand Traverse Ottawa and Ojibwa. First,
the records in Antrim ccunty were not ccapletely accessible.
Scme of the records were kept in the basement of the ocld
County Courthouse and were suffering from emildew and
moisture rot. Any attempt to use the records would have
destroyed them. Second, in Leelanau county, the
Grantor-Grantee directories were orgarized by year and by
name. This creates two problems, as mentioned earlier, the
name cf the patentee (grantor) was inconsistent, tut also,
there are over one hundred and twenty directories cf

grantor-grantee. And thirdly, the parcel indexes to the
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libers (land records) in leelanau county are owned and
maintained by the Leelarau Title Company, not the county.
This index is helpful if the researcher has the parcel
description, the index lists information ty parcel and has
the liber and page of all transfers. The Leelanau Title
Company graciously allowed me free access tc their records
for four hours. However, that was not enough time to study
all the directories. At their normal fee of $25 fper parcel,
it would have cost over $13,300.00 to investigate all of the
allotments of the Grand Traverse Bands.

The research procedure was quite simple, yet time
consuming. The County records contain not only the listing
of the parcel description, ktut also tie name of the grantor
and grantee, the date of the transfer, the amount paid and
the acreage involved. Ey comparing the legal descriptions
of the parcels, recorded Lty the Federal gcvernment and by
the County Register of Leeds office, I could document the
changes in ovnership from the Native 2merican to
Euro-American. Utilizing both the grantor-grantee
directories and the title abstract indexes I could gather
the needed information and cross-check the data. Thus, I
was able to document almost ninety percent of the transfers.

In order to understand the significance of the Native
Americans land transfers, ore should bave a contrcl group
fcr comparison. A stratified random sample of parcels vere
selected from within the reserve area (Figure 1.3). This

group is a mixture of bcth Native Americar (31) and
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FIGURE 1.3 Random sample of parcels.
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Euro-American (30) land owners. Of tlke 1121 patents within
the reserve issued before 1872, 533 (47.5%) were Native
American and 588 (52.5%) were Furo-American. Thus, the
sample is representative of the total pcpulaticn of the
reserve area. The same procedures were used to okttain
transfer information for the sample parcels, encountering
some of the same difficulties. Crigirally sixty-five
parcels were selected, however fcur parcels could not be
fcund. This percentage cf unfound parcels (6.2%) is
approximately half of the rate experienced by Native

American allotment parcels.

Organization of the Chagpters.

The chapters are arranged so that the interaction
between the Grand Traverse Bands' land base and Pederal
policy may be reviewed and analyzed. The first chapter
presents the problem to be investigated ard the research
design of the study. It is important to realize that the
land of the Native Americamn is an integral part of their
cultural systea. Chapter Two is a discussion of the concept
of land base , its components, and how they relate to the
Great Lakes Algonquin cultural ccre. It is upcn this
conceptual framework that this study is based. Chapter
Three is an historical cverview of the Grand Traverse Ottawa

and Ojibwa Bands. It is a survey of how these peoples caae
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to settle in this region and a chronology of their contacts
with the Euro-American, toth as individuals and as part of a
political entity. This progression of events culminates
with the Treaty of Detrcit in 1855, and the issuance of the
fee simple patents.

Chapter Four is a definitional chagter. A history of
the allotment system as used in the United States is
presented along with the results of its use. This chapter
demonstrates how the experiences of tle Grand Traverse Bands
vere both typical and atypical cf other uses of allottments.

The FPifth and Sixth Chapters present the analysis and
findings of this study. The infcrmatior %ill be rot only
the answers to the gquestions posed earlier, bput also aasvers
tc extensions of the gquestions.

Chapter Seven is a summary and statement about the
conclusions which can be drawn from tte findings. Questions
and implications for nes directicns in this type of inquiry

are also presented.



Chapter 1Tvwo

The word land has different definitions. It can be
referred to as either a piece of the solid earth or as a
tract or parcel of property. However, to fully understand
its role in a cultural group its definiticn shculd be
derived froe that culture. Ia this chapter, the definition
of land base will be discussed with respect to the Ottawa
and Ojibwa. An initial framework will be established so
that the role of land base can be derived.

The meaning of a phrase or word is sometimes
constructed from the context in which it is commonly used.
Though the phrase may héve a multi-faceted definition, if it
is repeatedly employed in one context, it will be that
context which will eventual determine the meaning of the
phrase or vord (Wittgenstein, 19%3) . Such is the case for
the phrase "land base".

The term "land base" can not be used in relatioms to
only one of its meanings. If this is done, the continued
misunderstanding of the relationship letween the Native
Americans and their land will persist. The full meaning and

use cf the concept has to be incerporated in, nct cnly

20



21

everyday language, but alsc government policy and law.

The Major Facets of the Land 3ase Concept

Land is defined Lty the cultural grcup with respect to
the institutions which it effects. Lee Mctah (1974, 53)
presented a broad definition for land as perceived by the
Native American, "the relationship of a tribe to its land
defines tkhkat tribe; its identity, its culture, its way of
life, its method of adagtation, its pattern of survival."
Native American spokesperson, Vine Deloria Jr., stated quite
frankly, "American Indians hold their lands-places as having
the greatest possible meaning, and all their statements are
made with this reference point in mind (1973, 75)." Kroeber
believes "cultures are rcoted in nature ard can tberefore
never be completely understood except with reference to that
place of nature in whict they occur...(1939, 1)." Thus,
land is synonomous with the natural envircnment ir which the
peorle live.

The basic human relationship is that cf man and
nature: culture is the fprocess by which man adapts to
nature. Cohen contends that a pcpulation adapts to its
environment. It alters its relationship to its hatitat to
make that habitat a better place to live cr it makes itself
more fit to live in that habitat. And, tc adapt to the

habitat requires social orgacizaticn to direct the groups
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erergies (1974, 3). Thus, the population is a social unit
organized to harness energy for envircnmental adaptioan.
More specifically, Cohen states that the interrelationship
between the complex of human communities and their available
resources constitutes the ecological adaptation (1978, 10).
The basic interaction of a comsunity and its
cesources is generally refered tc as their "mode of
production."” Sonnefield (1978, 15) believes that
subsistence security is in large part determned by the
adequacy of resources, technology, and population control.
White takes this argument one step further saying that of
the three coaponents cf a cultural systeam (technolagical,
sociological, and ideological), technology is kasic because
the other two depend upcn it (1975, 17). And, assuming
technclogy as part of tke econcay Steward defipes culture
core as consisting of sccial, pclitical, and religious
patterns vhich are connected tc the gIrougs econoaic
activities (1955, 37) . Kessler (1974) presents a similar
organization of interacting subsystems consisting of:
techno-environment, socio-political, and ideological. The
techno-environment is thke means of prcductioa and
distribution of subsistence goods. Tke socio-political
subsystem involves iater-personal relations withio the group
and relations with other social groups. The ideclcgical
subsystean consists of religious Lteliefs, value systews, and
aesthetic endevours of the group. Thus, individual cultural

coaponents include; the social, the political, the econouic,
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the technological, the ideological, and the emvircunment.

An important component in the interpretation and
definition of culture is the interrelatedness of the parts
or components of a culture. Bidney (1953) views this
interrelatedness as the tasis cf a "five dimensioral" world
in which people live:

First, there is the vorld of nature, that

vhich offers resistance to human efforts and

vhose powers and laws he must obey.

Secondly, there is the corceptual cr syambclic

world, by which he intergrets and envisages

the natural world. Thirdly, there is the

world of cultural reality, the man-made world

of artifacts and sociofacts which are the

creation of society. Fouarthly, there is the

ideal world of conceptual pcssiblities and

values which tramnscend both the actual world

of nature and the actual wcrld of ideal

forms. Pifthly, there is the private world,

which the ego inhatits and which it does not

share with others.
Bernardi agrees with this scheme and adds a sixth dixzension,
time (chronos) (1977, 75). Thus, to understand culture is
to realize not only the interrelatedness of the cultural
components but also the interrelatedness through and with
time.

A number of key components of a cultural systea nave
been presented. They are: emvircament, technology,
resources, economy, pschology, organisas, sociology,
political,symbols, ideolcgy, and religion. Scme of the
categories, however, are€ similar and could be combined. As
menticned earlier, the abcve components of a culture were

presented to help identify key elements ir the cultural

system. The purpose of which was to present how each of the
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ccagonents related to the land tase concept. And, it is
important to reiterate, that each comfonert is interrelated

with the others.

Economic Component.

Because sustenance is a Lktasic reed cf mankind, the
production and distribution of food are basic to all
cultures (Aberle et al. Aberle et al., 1950). This point is
vell illustrated by Goodfriend's diagras (Figure 2.1) in
which, every component of a culture has a '"mode of
production™ connection (1978, 106). This contention is also
supported by Harris' coammernts in "Canribals and Kings,"
(1977) and "Cultural Materialisa" (1979). He states the
idea that at the heart cf a culture is the tendency tc
intensify production, a problesx with whick each culture aust
cope. And, in the process of producing, and distributing
goods, their social organization is configured into the
systea. Bloch (1975, 211) demomstrates hcw social relations
are formed by the comktinaticn of techrology and ervironmeant
which create production which may, in turn, be tramnsformed
into land and capital tc produce labor which may then be
organized. This is siwilar tc Gocdelier's conjectctre that
social conditions are dependent and fcrmed on the
relationship between production and kinsnip (1975, 4). 1In

cther words, social organizatior develops from the economric
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activities of the group.

Bconomic analysis, however, does nct explain ali the
interactions in A cultural system. Porde (1949, u465)
believes that economic determinism is inadequate tc explain
sccial and political organizaticns, religious beliefs, and
psychological attitudes. Exploitation oI matural resources
is governed by Loth ecoromic ard nom econcmic ccncerns and
these are not always cost-efficient (Eennett, 1976, 41).
The social institutions cf a coamunity determine both the

priorities and means to satisfy their needs.

Socio-Political Component.

The social-political and psychological components of
the cultural system defines rcles and gives identity to both
individuals and the social group. Kessler (1974, 110)
defines the socio-political suksystem as those aspects of
culture concerned with the relationships Lketween members
within the society and members of other societies. But,
Hallowell has stated that you can not separate an
individual's behavior frcm the physical ervironment in which
he lives (1942, 5). Generally, psychologists have studied
the relationship of individuals to their environment. This
has been defined as eitker ecological, environmental or
perceptual psychology (Mcore arnd Gollidge, 1976,3).

It is apparent that there are several levels or
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components to a socio-pclitical subsystem. Starting at the
center of all social interactiorn is tte irdividual or self.
It is the individual's social conciousness waich gives the
person an identity. Goldman diagrams a person's sgpheres of
identity using concentric circles centered ca "self" (Figure
2.2). PFurthermore, van Eyck (1569, 1(S) has developed the
concept of "collectively conditioned fplace consciouscess"
which states that a person has essentially the same ideantity
as the place he is from. Thus, a person is identified not
only by their social affiliations but alsc their place.

Who are you? 1If the stranger is a member of

an old, or more surely new,Stone Age band he

will reply, 'I am a Zuni, or an Arapesh, or a

Kariera'-those are my people-the peogle-so

and so is my mother and thus-and-so is my

mother's brother and this is our land, which

is the world. 1In cther words,he places

himself in a group which is a political unit,

which is culturally uniform, and which

occupies a definite geograhical fplace (at the

center of the universe), and within this

group he occupies more specific relaticnships

of kinship (1975, 27)

Basically, there are two elements to an individuals
identity. The first is internal, or how the person
individualizes his or her experiences (DeGoot, 1972). Or as
Baker (1968, 137) refers to this as tlte
environmental-organism-environmental continuum , in which
sensual stimuli are perceived Lty the individual, the
individual deciphers the stimuli, and ther reacts to the
envircnment as perceived. Aand, as the person experiences

the same stimuli a second time, the experience gained from

the first encounter enakles the persor tc perceive the
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FIGURE 2.2 An individual's circles of identity
(Goldman, 1978).
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stiguli in a different ganner. 1In the case of adventuring
into a foreign territory, at first the person is
apprehensive but with more enccunters intc the area the
person becomes confident and secure, whereas initially the
person felt anxiety. 1Ittelson descrilbes the individuaal's
position in the world as

One cannot be a subject of an environment,
one can only be a participant....tlhe
environment surrounds, enfolds, engulfs and
nothing and no one can be isolated and
identified as standing outside of, and afpart
from it... (1973, 13-15)

However, the multiple impulses generated ty the environment
have to be processed by the individual in ar orderly
fashion. Tuan (1977) believes this is done by the
world-view of the cultural group vwhich is learumed ky the
individual. Another nase for tkis is the "lived-sgace"
described by Relph (197€, 12), the world in which a person
exists.

The identificaticn of a person with a place is
reinforced by the persorn's need to have rcots or a place to
'‘call bhome!'.

To be rooted is pershaps the most important
and least recognised need of the hugan soul.
It is one of the hardest tc define. A human
being has roots by virtue of his real, active
and natural participation in the life of the
compunity, vhich preserves in 1living shape
certain particular expections for the future.
This participation is a natural cne in the
sense that it is automatically brought about
by place, conditiocs of birth, profession and
social surroundings. Every human being needs
to have multiple rccts. It is necessary for
him to drawv vwell-nigh the whole of his moral,
intellectual and spiritual life ty way of the
environment of which he forms a part (Weil,
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1955, 53).
And, as Relph suggests, to have roots is a secure point to
observe the world, knowing froam where you have come and your
position in the order of things (1976, 38).

The second elepent of a person's identity is his or
her social and political affiliations. The social and
political facets of land base are not as easily identifiable
as the material aspects. Kipnship, sex rcles, inheritance,
and cther social relationships are not detemined by the
environment but the cnvironment is used to detemine the
organization. The most pronounced way is through the land
tenure system (Sutton, 157S5). 1his irstitutico ccotrols the
ovnership and use of the land and not necessarily just the
political components. The patiop-building comfponent of an
individuals identity (Figure 2.2), refers to his or her
ethnic identity. In a study of the definition of ethnicity,
over 40% of the respondents stated that a commcn locational
origin or nation was the major attribute in ethnic ideatity
{(Isajin, 1974, 117). This vas also presented in the vorks
of Mcynihan and Glazer, "The Felting Fot (1969) and
"Ethnicity" (1976). Barth (1959) believes that the
different ethnic groups preserve their identity by
establishing boundaries to help differntiate the groups,
thus establishing territories distingquished by the group.
The “territorial imperative®™ cculd therefcre, te applied to
an ethpmic group.

An ethnic group is not defined by the area it
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inhabits. The society is defined by the teliefs they share.
This can be tramslated into their interpretation of reality,
and of the symbols they assign to experienced phenomenon

(Cohen, 1974, 9; Bateson, 1979, 31). Thus, it i3 important
to understand the belief system of a fpeople and to recognize

the symbols they perceive.

Ideology

Ideology is the third ccmponent of the land base
ccncept. It is the association of a fpeople's Lkeliefs,
cerenonies, and ideas as they relate to an area. This
definition incorporates values ard syebcls within the belief
system. It also includes the cermonies and ideas the people
display and produce (Dumart, 1970; White, 1975; aAlatas,
1977) . Ideology, in the context of land tase, is concerned
with the essence of the land, the attributes of an area that
make it important to the people. Places, and particular
features on the landscage, have a distinct meaning for some
ethnic groups (Tuan, 1974; Sopher, 1979, 3). PFor example,
the Ganga River for Hindus, Lake Victoria for the the
Buganda, or Mt. Taylor for the Taos Pueblc. As Jacobs
states, land is the spiritual ingredient cf a cultural group
(1972, 127). The sacredness of the land or an area is
manifested in the attributes important to the people.

The sacred attrikutes of an area can be placed into
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three categories. The first of these is called the origins
of the people. A particular place may be the perceived
beginnings. Vine Deloria, Jr. uses tbhe example of the
Navajo, wvho can not state the exact date cf their origias
but can point to the mountains of their origin (1973, 138).
The second attribute is the life-giving or earth-mother
concept. This is clearly trougkt cut by Eliade (1959) in
the fcllowing passage

An Indian prophet, Smohalla, chief of the

Wanapubm tribe, refused to till the ground.

He held that it was a sin to mutilate and

tear up the earth, msother cf all. He said:

'Yfou ask me to plow the ground! Shall I take

a knife and tear my mother's boscm? Then

wvhen I die she will not take me to her bosom

to rest. You ask xe to dig for stone! Shall

I dig under her skin for her bones? Then

wvhen I die I cannot enter her body tc be born

again. You ask me tc cut grass and sake hay

and sell it, and bke rich like white men! But

how dare I cut off my mother's hair?!

The third category is the "homeland of the sacred.™

The sacreds can be defined as the god-spirits cr ancestors
vhich the people hold in high esteem. Kenny states that
Lake Victoria is the resting place of Mukasa, the most
povwerful diety of the Buganda. The Lake sas a symbol of his
power (1977). The homeland of the ancestcrs can be
deaonstrated in a saying of the Yakima, that a person would
have to dig down almost a foot to reach scil; the top of the
ground you walk on is the dust of generations of Yakimas
that you can not be taken away (Ducheneaux and Kickingbird,

1973, 11).

The ideological significance of the land base is
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displayed in the three categories of: origins, life-giving,
and homelands. There are a munltitude of examples which can
display this significance in the overall definition of
ideology ranging from ceremonies conducted at harvest tiae
to works of art wvhich exhibit the artists ccncept cf some
phencmenon. The important thing to rememter is the rcle in

which the ideology plays in the concert of land base.

Interrelatedness of the Components

Because cultural groups do not exist in a vecid, there
is interaction with other cultural grcups. And, in the
process change occurs. Fisher (1573) developed the idea
that in the study of culture there are key components but
they have a traditional and an acculturated form. Thus, in
the study of any cultural systes it has tc be a dynamic
system, so that, exchange and change can te accommodated.
This is especially important in a land base, because of the
possikle feedbtack into thke syster by the ccmfponents.

There are threce aajor cosponents that can be
presented as having a key relationshifp to the land base
concept: ideology, idertity, ard epvircnment (Figure 2.3).
And, the use of the phrase land tase tas to take irto
consideration these three elements together. So that,

disruption of one will significantly affect the other two.
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FIGURE 2.3 The interrelationships of the land base

components.
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Ottawa and Ojibwa Exaample

Many studies of Native Americans are flawed by the
use of inappropriate generalizatins. After stating soame
generalization or theory, the author spends the remainder of
the study listing and explaining exceptions. There were
over 10,000 separate groups of Native Apericans inhabiting
the Western Hemisphere before Euro-American contact (Driver,
1969), speaking 1000 to 2000 different languages (Driver,
1979, 25), and spanning approxigately 12,000 miles. Thus,
it wculd be hard to generalize atout a "Native American”
culture or how one asgect of culture domipated or controlled
all others.

To avoid these protlems, land tase will be studied
frca the perspective of cne cultural groug, which includes
both the Ottawa and Ojitwa. But what cultural group
contains the Ottava and Ojitwa? The culttral identity of
the Ottava and Ojibwa can be discerned in a number of ways.
Kroeber (1939) and Driver (1969) place the Ottawa and Ojibwa
in the same cultural group with respect to their
pre-European location. Murdock, on tte cther hand,
clascsified them according to a ccmbipation of ecorcmic and
social criteria (1975). Linquistically, they are considered
pact of the Algonguian language group (¥itchelson, 1912;
Boas, 1919; Densmore, 1929; Bockett, 1942; Voceglin and

Yoeqlin, 1966). Socially, Callender separated them from
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other Central ilgonquians, and identified them as the
northern Central Algonquians (1962, xiii) . No matter what
criteria a person uses, basically the Ottawa and Ojibwa are
classed as a woodland cultural group, sreakiny an Algonquian
language and located in the upper Great Lakes region
(pre-contact) .
Some distinctions do exist even within the Ottawva and

Ojibwa. According to Danzinger (1978, 8)

By the early 1840s the Chippevas numkered

perhaps 30,000 and teld sway over what is

today the northern two-thirds of Lake Huron,

the American shore of Lake Superior, northern

Minnesota, parts of North Dakota, eastern

Montana, sontheastern Saskatchewan, and

southern Manitoba, as well as the lake

country east of lake Winnipeg extending

almost to James Bay. At this point in

Chippewva history, scholars discern five

tribal divisions; the Soutteast Chippewas of

Michigans Lover Peninsula and adjacent

Ontario, the Chippewas of Lake Scperior, the

Southwest Chippewas of interior Minnesota,

the Northern Chippevwas of the Lavurentian

uplands above the Great Lakes, and thke Plains

Chippewas or Bungees.
And, though Warren (188S) never specifies their location, he
also refers to the five clans of the Chippewas, assuming a
different location for each clan. The Ottawa consisted of
four clans distributed throughout the Great Lakes region
(Hodge, 1917; Kinetz, 1965, 227). In the beginning of the
18th Century Ottawa bands and clans were located in the
environs around Mackinac, Detroit, and the Grand and Saginaw

River basins (Kinetz, 1S65, 226-230).
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Physical Setting

The Ottawa, Ojibwa, Algcnquians, and Saul teaux (Great Lakes
Algonquian) lived in a region cf North America that consists
of several physiographic and biotic realms. Thornkterry
places the Great lLakas area in the Central Lowlands
geomorphic province, "much of the province is characterized
by the flatness of rock stréta and widespread topographic
effects of glaciation (1965, 212)." The northern part of
the province, hovever, includes the Supericr Urland, an area
of Laurentian uplands similar to the Adirondack Nountains of
the Northeast (Thornberry, 1965, 257). The Superior Uplands
are dominated structurally by tke syrclinal Lake Superior
basin. The Great Lakes region climatically is cool in the
suamer vwith uniform precipitaticn throughcut the year and
vinter temperatures belcw freezirpg for at least three months
(Trevartha and Finch, 1$73).

Dice (1943) established national biotic provinces
wvhich were a combination of vegetation types, ecological
climax, flora, fauna, climatic, physicgrarhic and soil
regicns (Figure 2.4). 1The U.S. Forest Service also
delineated a number of national divisions into what it calls
Yecoregions," vhich are a refireszent, thoutgh ccrrespond to
Dice's biotic provinces (Bailey, 1678). As illustrated, the
Great Lakes Algonquians lived in four different forest
types; oék-hickory; birch-beech-maple-hemlock; jack, red,

and white pines; and spruce-fir (Yarrell, 1954, 4).
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Bailey's forest divisions are sisilar, but he adds an
oak-savanna region to the south end of Lake Michigar. In
addition to the forest types, another valuable region for
the Great Lakes Algonguians were the ecotcnes, the
transition zones from one biotic province to another

(Cleland, 1966, 7).

Subsistence Cycle

The Great Lakes Algonguians utilized the available
food resources in vell estatlished patterrs of time and
space. Their economic activities vere demarcated by the
seasons (Dunning, 1959, 33) (Figure 2.5). The cycle started
in the spring, late “%arch or early April, with the coaming of
the crow (Gilfillian, 1501, 70). The families, dispersed
for wvinter trapping, would come together im the spring to
collect maple syrup and rroduce gaple sugar. Generally, two
families would get together and work Letween 3C0 to 500
trees (Landes, 1937, 96-97), although Wilcox (1953, 282)
states that 900 taps was average and 2000 was the aaxiaun.
This would be enough to extract about one hundred pounds of
the sweetner. The maple syrup was used nct oanly on food but
also in hard form as candy or as a focd supplement.

After the last srov rmelted, the raple sugar groups
would come together in early May in sumeer villages. Five

to fifteen families wculd gather near traditional berry
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Figure 2.5 Yearly cycle of subsistence activities.
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patches and a clear lake for fishing (Landes, 19638, 6;
Danzinger, 1978,12). A village locale belonjed, by custon,
to the families occupying it reqularly; strong ties of
sentisent reinforced this custcm (Landes, 1967,6) . While in
the villages not only berry gathering took place, but both
fishing and some gardening and tarvesting occurred.

Fishing occurred year-round, yet the seasonal
migration of the different species were well known. In the
spring and fall, vhen the fish were "running,” large catches
vere predictable and easy (Dunning, 1959, 31).

The fish vwere so numerous at the rapids

(Saulte Ste. Marie) that a skillful

fisherman, in auturn, could take five hundred

in tvo hours. (wWarner and Groesbeck, 1974,

328)
At least twenty varieties of fish could be caught, as
evidenced by the findings at the Juntunen site in Mackinaw
Co., Michigan (Cleland, 1966, Appendix E.).

All the plants utilized ty the Great Lakes Alyonguian
were native to the region until Furopeans introduced some
varieties of fruit trees in the late-1700s. Densmore (1928)
listed 343 plants being gathered in four major categories;
food, medicine, charms, and arts. Yarnell (19€64) expanded
the list to 373 varieties which were used in over 560 ways.
Hle was more specific in the nagicg his categories; food,
beverages, medicinal teas, medicine charms, smcking, dyeing,
and utilitarian needs. Elants of majcr importance vere;
wild rice, corn squash, purpkin, several tobaccos, swveet

grass, and birch.
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In the late summer, or early Septewmber, after the
last cf the wild rice had been collected, the villages would
start to disband. One c¢r two families would stay hoping to
gather the last berries or to catch tte off-shore fish, but
the majority would migrate to their traditional stream sites
to harvest the "running* fish.

Hunting, like fishing, tock place year-rourd except
that in some seasons specific animals yielded more meat or
skins. In the fall, hurtirng intensified while the animals
were fat and their coats were thickening. Winter found the
individual families trapgping tkte headwaters of their
traditional streams. Before the fur trade, a wide variety
of animals vere utilized. <Cleland (1966, Append. G) lists
over 345 species in the kiotic provinces cccupied by the
Great Lakes Algonquian. Yot all of tte species were used,
but they were available. They were the typical wocdland
animals, bear, elk, deer and moose, racoon, woodchuck,
opossum, eagle, barm cwl, mallard duck, ard geese, as well
as numerous turtles, frogs, ard snails. 71he fur trade,
hovever, emphasized the fur—-bearing arimals, especially the
beaver, otter, mink, etc. As a result, a change in emphasis
from large animals to ssall fur-tearirg game tcok flace
(Bishop, 1976, 45-47) . Thus, contact with Furogeaans
initiated changes in the resources used, which eventually

altered other aspects of their lives.
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Socic-Political Relations

The socio-political coamponent of the land base
concept corresponds to the idea of identity. 1In cther
words, a person feels a certain sense of security knowing
nct cnly his ovwn identity, but also that of the group to
which he belongs. Dunning (1959, 54-55) found four levels
of social relations amoncg tte Chippewa: 1.) Indian to
ncn-Indian; 2.) Chippewa to non-Chippewa; 3.) co-resident
group; and, 4.) family group. The first two levels can be
identified as political organizaticns, whereas the last two
levels can be viewed as kinship groupings.

The distinctions between tribal groups were quite
pronounced concerning tke areas utilized Lty each cf the
groups. Hickerson notes that the political differentiation
of the Great Lakes Algongquian bad its fourdaticn in
econcmics (1970, 1971) . And recently, Dyson-Hudson and
Smith (1978) have used the term "econcmic defensikility," to
explain a people's territorial dcmains This copnceft is based
on the fact that tribal groups will defend an area which
supplies their resource cr econcmic needs. This same
concept can be applied to the Great Lakes Algonquian clans.
The areas which they occupied were based largely on the
available resources (lLandes, 1537, 34; Hickerson, 1971,
181) . European contact altered not only the resources of
the clans, but also the ccmposition of the clans. According

to Hickerson, there were four stages c¢f sccio-folitical
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develcgment in adaptaticn to Zurcpean contact

First, there vere autonomons patrilineal
descent groups, or local clans of which there
were about twenty-five. Such clans appear to
have characterized proto-ccntact Chirpewa
organization. This stage, under the impact
of direct trade first with the Huron
middlemen, later with the French, gave way in
early historical tiaes to thke political
village. Village organization begam to break
dovn as its trade channels were takenr over by
the Prench and survived only in limited areas
vhere Chippewa were frequertly at war with
their former allies , the Sioux, who
continued to occupy adjacent territory. Upon
the collapse of the village the compcsite
hunting band assumed the rcle of the tkasic
socio-econoric unit. The composite
bhunting-trapping band, the third stage, was
adapted to relations demanding the primary
production of fur and subsistence. 1This
crganization, representing a more or less
stable adjustment tc the fur trade ard
relations with fPrench, then British, and
finally American garrisons and agencies
lasted among southuestern Chippewa from about
1730 to 1850.

Particularization cf social life in the North
did not result as it did ir the Scuth during
the reservation period, in the virtual
autonomy of the nuclear family, as lcng as
fur trapping continued to ke the mairstay of
the econoay. In sum, then, the four stages
of socio-political develogszent are: 1.)
ratrilineal descent grougs (proto-contact);
2.) multi-descent group villages (early
contact) ; 3.) compcsite hunting tands
(pre-reservation ccntact); and, 4.) nuclear
or saall extended families (reservaticn)
(1971, 173-174).

The most controversial e€lement of the development
scheme is the idea of family-bunting territories. 1In the
fall, before the villages disbanded to go to spgawning
streams, the winter hunting and trapping territories were
discussed in council. Land and territories were ncot cwned

by any one individual. The entire band owned all the hunting
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territories, they were only subdivided temporarily among the
families (Jenness, 1935,4). The hunting areas were assigned
tc families or to memkters by the head of the family, and
usually eight or ten men would hunt togetker (Kinietz, 1965,
237; Wertworth, 1892, 192). Warren believes that issuance
of hunting and trapping areas was less organized, controlled
by first come first serve (18€5S, 252) . Danzinger (1978, 11)
agrees with Warren but gualifies the statement by saying,
®*prior to the fur trade." Eventually tlte family-hunting
territory evolved into a systea in which the trading posts
assiqgpned trapping territcries (Martin, 1578, 103). And in
20th century Canada, the government has regulated the
territories (Dunning, 1959, 105). The early traders tried
to encourage planned exploitation, e.g. leaving areas
fallow, or families trapping separately, ftut to no avail
{Bishop, 1970).
Dyson-Hudson and Smith present a synposis cf the

family hunting territory question.

There are basically tvo contending viewpoints

on the origins of Northern Algoacguiar hunting

territories. Some scholars, beginning with

Speck (1915; Speck and Eiseley, 1939; coper,

1939; Hallowell, 1943), argue that a

territorial hunting systep was ap abcriginal

adaptation to maximize the sustained yields

from game, especially teaver. Others have

presented evidence that territoriality was

not aboriginal for the Northern Algonquians

and in fact arose after fur trading tad

become established (Leacock, 1954; Knight,

1965; Bishoo, 1970; 1974). While this latter

view is now generally accepted, disputes

still arise over what factors are the major

determinants of the shift tc territorial

systems of land use. Leacock has emphasized
the role of acculturation and barter economy
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in encouraging the shift frcm cooperative
group hunting to irdividualized trapfging,
suggesting that family territories were the
result of competition for fur-bearing animals
whose pelts were traded fcr food. ¥Kpight has
countered this by croting that the Bast James
Bay Cree spent over 250 years in contact with
traders and participating in the trapping
economy without developring territcrial
systeas of land tenure. Contrary to Leacock,
Knight (1965, 36) arques that fur-bearing
animal populations fluctuate drastically (as
with many other sutarctic animal species),
and that, in addition, fluctuations of the
trading economy (changes in prices, credit
availability, trading post location, etc.)
must also be considered in assessing the
viability of a territorial systex (1978,31).

The family hunting territory was part of a system that
helped define both econcmic regicmns ard family or clan
identification. This is particularly evident in marriages
between one family and another. It afppears that European
ccntact, and the subsequent trade, solidified the boundaries

betvween family territories, both de jure and de facto.

Ideclogy

To understand the interaction of the Great Lakes Algonguians
with the land, one must examine some Lasic Algonguian
ideclogical concepts. Jenness (1930, 27-29) and, later,
Martin (1978, 72) found that the Great Lakes Algonquians
recognized all objects pcssessed, not only bodies Lut also
souls and images or shacdows. Arny entity, living or

othervise, can interact with any other.
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The body and soul of an oktject are cortrolled by sgirits or
“papitous" (Jenness, 1930; Landes, 1968; Lanzinger, 1578;
Martin, 1978, 35), and, this control manifests itself in tte
tehavior of the object. To gain favor with the manitou the
Native American performs specific ceremonies and rituals at
the appropiate time (Lardes, 1968). Cther objects,
particularly animals, were contrclled by "masters."” Their
behavior was dictated with respect to other animals and man
(Jenness, 1935, 21; Danzinger, 1978, 16-17; Landes, 1968).
If a ritual was not performed frcperly, e.g. success in
hunting, the "master" arimal would not let the animal be
caught or killed. The human had to repect and demcnstrate
that respect to the "master™ (Hallowell, 1960, 42; Llips,
1947, 6; Landes, 1963, 20-22; Fiet, 1573, 119).

The relationships between people ard animals was
generally very close, nct only ktecause of the need for
sustenance, but also becasue it was yenerally understood
that humans and animals were related.

In the creation myth of the indigenocs
Indians, these and other kteasts sere once
related to mankind. Chipewyan legend had it
that woman was the first human being. In her
nocturnal dreams she imagined herself
sleeping with a handsome ycuth, who sas in
reality her pet dog transfcrmed. One day a
giant appeared in the land. With mighty
strokes he shaped tke rough hewn landscape
into lakes and rivers and mountains-all the
landforms we know today. 1Thken he stcoped

- down and caught up the dog, and tore it to
pieces; the guts he threw into tlie lakes and
rivers, commanding tnem to kecoze the
different kinds of fish; the flesh hLe
dispersed over the land commanding it to

becone different kinds of teasts and threw it
into the air, commanding it to to become all
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kinds of birds; after which he gave the wcman

and her offspring full pcwer to kill, eat,

and never spare, fcr that he commanded them

to multiply for her use in abundance (dartin,

1978, 69)
But, as Martin later explains, the Native American began to
dominate the animals with techaclogy, i.e. guns, steel
trags, etc., acquired from EBuro-Americans. WNative American
could nov control their their own destiny without the
"masters" (1978, Chap. S and 6).

The individual also has a "qguiding manitou," which is
okttained during youth. The transition frca boy to man is
accomplished when the bcy receives his "guiding manitou;" by
going alone into the forest to experience a "visicn," a
dream-like encounter while the person is fasting. Once the
boy has received a "visicon" he is considered a man. The
spirit depicted in the "vision" becomes the persor's
"guardian manitou" (Landes, 1568). Ard, the "gmanitous" live
on the landscape, and dwell at cr near predorinant features;
caves, curious rock forrations, dominant hills, vater falls,
etc. (Levi, 1956, 35; Danziager, 1978, 16-17). Tou did not
wvant to disturb their dwelling place cr else harm wsculd
befall you or your community. Typical of this type of
phenosenon is the Witch Tree of the Gramd Portage Eand or
the Fainted Rocks along the shcre of lake Superior.

An individual's spirit was an iafportant part of the
hcmeland and ultimately the land base. At a perscan's

death, the body and soul leave to go to tle "eternal hunting

grounds to the west," while tte shadow cr épirit cf the
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person stays (Kohl, 1860, 460; Jenness, 1¢35, 18). Thus,
there is a strong desire to keef in close contact with the
burial grounds because Ltoth the remains of the fore-fathers
and their spirit or shadows are there. Drtring treaty
negotiations in the 2id-1800s a major concern was the burial
grouonds.

{re: treaty negotiations fcr pine and

minerals) No conversatioas that was had at

this time gave the Indians an inkling or

caused them to mistrust that they were ceding

avay their pine and minerals, as ttey had in

the treaty of 1837, and when they were told,

in 1849, to move on and thereky atandon theirt

burying grounds-the dearest thing to an

Indian known-they tegan to hcld councils and

to ask each as to how they understood the

treaties, and all upnderstood thez the sanme,

that was; That they [the burial grounds] were

never to be disturted if they Lehaved

themselves (Wentvorth, 1892, 12)

Por the Grand Traverse Bards of Cttawa and Ojibwa,
tvo relations with the spirit world vere guite impcrtant.
The first involves their origin myth, the second their
relaticn to the Grand Traverse region. Among the Great
Lakes Algonquians, the crigin myth tells c¢f a great flood
that submerged the world. After some time, the canoe which
saved their fathers ran aground at "Sleeping Bear™ (Raudot,
1710). Sleeping Bear sand dumes are west of Grand Traverse
bay, approximately 30 miles. Though this is orly one of
many Great Lakes Algonguian creation myths (Morriscan, 1965),
it does signify the impcrtance of the region. The bear and
its symbolism is quite importart becatse in their mythology

the bear is a symbol of man and the bears "master™ had the

mest control over behavicr (Kohl, 1860, 408; Morrison, 1965,
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39).
In a myth told tc Schooclcraft abcocut "Hasscm or the
Fire Plume,™ the importance of the Grand Traverse region is
made apparent.

Wassom and his wife socon reached tteir home
at the great sand Hills (socuth shore of Lake
Superior). The old Spirit was deligkted to
see them and haileé their return with cgen
arms. They presented him with tlte tcbacco,
and told hiaz all the requests of the people
aktove. He replied that he would attend to
all, but he most first invite his friends to
smoke vwith him. He then sept his Mezhinauwa
(aide) , to invite his friends the Spirits and
name the time for their receptior. Before
the time arrived he spoke to his son-in-law
'My son,' he said, 'some of those Maritoes I
have invited are very wicked, and I warmn you
particularly of the cne who wishes tc parry
my daughter. Some of thea you will, however,
find to be friendly. Take my advise and when
they come in, sit close to your wife-so close
you must touch her. If ycu do nct ycu will
be lost, for those who are expected to conme
in are so powerful, that they will draw ycu
from your seat. Ycu have only to observe ay
words closely, and all will be well.' wWassom
said he would obey. About midday they
coagenced coming....There were sirits froa
all parts of the ccuntry. Cne entered who
smiled on him. He was the gquardian Spirit of
the Ottawvas, and he lived near tte present
Gitchy Wekuadong (Grand Traverse Bay)e..
(Schoolcraft, 1839, 147-14¢§)

The landing of the canoe on the Sleeping Eear dunes is
analagoas to the landing of Noah's Ark in the Biblical
story. It is the place of rejuvenation for their people.
The reference to the guacdian sgirit cf the Ottawa residing
near the Grand Traverse Bay lends significance to the region
in their spiritual and religious system. Thus, the
combination of the site of rejuvenation and of housing their

guardian Spirit makes the Grand Traverse region very
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significant to the land tase concept for the Great Lakes

Algcnquian.

Summary

In the land base concept there are three interrelated
ccapcnents; the environsental, socio-political and
ideological. EBEach is significant in defiring the concept of
land tase, but none has priority. An understanding of the
interaction of the three compomnerts is essential tc an
understanding of the concept. An alteration in one of the
components vwill affect the other two.

Although a generalized definition c¢f land base can be
fcroulated its utility is limited without specific reference
to a particular tribal g¢roup. The significance of each
individual component is different for each scciety. To
impcse one definition on all is the same as saying all
Native Americans lived in tipis.

The Great Lakes Algonquiar's were influenced by the
seasons in their subsistence endeavours. During each season
they exploited the resources that gave them the greatest
returns for their efforts. This means that they wculd have
to change both their location and social organization
depending on the time of year. In the spring cmne c¢r two
families would combine to tap nmaple trees for syrug. The

early summer would bring a rumber of the small groups into a
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village setting for social activities and farming. The late
suamper sav the breakup of the villages after the wild rice
had been harvested. Fall was the time of year for the
spawning of the stream fish and the dispersion of faailies
into the interior. The coming of snow fortnd the individual
families in their hunting and trapping territories. Thus,
their economy was closely integrated swith social
organization.

The ideological relationship of the Great Lakes
Algonguian to the land sas three fold. Pirst, it was
understood that man and the rest of the wcrld were related
and controlled by "masters.™ The proper respect fcr the
"pmasters® had to be displayed to gain their favor for all
activities. The second relationship dealt with the fact
that after the "Great Plocd", the rejuventation of their
society took place in the area of the Sleeping Sand dunes of
Leelanau Co. And finally, the Grand Traverse region was
important to the Ottawa kecause that was the hcme cf tneir

quardian Spirit.



Chapter Three

The history of the Grand TIraverse Bands land base
fcllous the general schemata of other Native American bands
in Michigan, but Ltecause of their isolaticn, unigque events
have shaped the outcome. This krief etknchistcry cf the
Grand Traverse Band will focus on key moments relating
Ottawa and Ojibwa settlements and Eurc—-American contact in
the Grand Traverse region. The emphasis is on eveants having
an inmmediate and direct affect on settlement and land use.
The first section of this chapter will corcentrate on how
the Ottawva and O0jibwa moved into the Grand Traverse region.
The second will explore their contacts with Europeans asnd
will culminate with the first perwanernt Atrglo resident. The
third, and final, section will investigate the events
preceeding the Treaty of Detroit, signed im July, 1855,
vhich eventually disintegrated the settlements of the Grand
Traverse Bands.

The Movement of the Ottawa and Ojiltva into the Grand
Traverse Region "There are two sides to every coin," goes
the old adage. 1In the interpretaticn of Lkistorical facts,

fiction must also be incorporated. Such is the case in the

53
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settlement of the Grand Traverse regicn by the Ottawa and
Ojitva. The vwritten histcry of the early European explorers
detail a somevhat different acccunt and progression of
events then the oral history of the Ottawa and Ojitwa.

The period just prior toc European contact in the
Great Lakes region, the early 1600s, will be cocnsidered the
base for tribal settlement. This would ccincide with the
beginning of what Quimby defines as the Early Historic
Period (1610-1760) (1366, Chap. 11). Also, this is prior to
the establishment of the Ircquois Ccndederacy. Figure 3.1
presents an illustration of what is coansiders the
"homelands"™ of various trital groups in Michigan, ca. 1500.

In about AD 1600 the several bands of the
Ottavwa occupied areas in Northeastern
Michigan and Ontario bcrdering or Lake Huron
and the Potavatomi grobatly were dwelling in
western Michigan. By 1634 the Pctawatomi had
moved to the opoosite side of Lake Michigan
and were living in Northeasterm Wisccrsin.

By 1700 they were extanding southward along
the Wisconsin shore of Lake Michigan and scon
became the dominant tribe in the Chicago area
and southern Michigan.

After 1650 the Ottawa moved westward to
escape the Troquois. The Ottawa first
settled near Green Bay and then moved to the
upper peninsula of Michigan and by 1750 into
the upper half of the lower penirsula of
Michigan (Quimby, 1960, 128).

Writing in 1670 - 1672 Allouez establishes thke locations of

a number of the Great Lakes trital grcups

Toward the other ead of the same lake [ Lake
Superior] is found the Mission of Saint
Esprit, covering tcth the district krocwn as
Chagabuamgong poirt and the neighboring
Islands. Thither the Outaouacs [Ottawa],
with the Hurons of Tionnontate, repair in tke
seasons suitable for fishirg and for raising
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Indian corn.

After surveying the entire lake
Superior,together with the nations
surrounding it, let us qgo down to the Lake of
the Hurons, almost in the middle of which we
see the Mission of Saint Simon, estaklished
on the islands which wvere fcrmerly tke true
country of the same Nations of the Outaouacs
and which they were forced to leave uwhen the
Hurons were ravaged by the Irogucis.

The three Nations row dwelling as strangers
on the Bay des Puans [Green Bay] formerly
lived on the mainland, to the soutk cf this
island (Missilimakinac) -sose on the shores of
the Lake of the Ilinois [Nichigan], cthers on
those of the Lake cf the Hurons. A fpart of
the so-called people of the Sault possessed
territories on the mainland, toward the west
and the rest also regard that region as their
country for passing the wvinter, during which
their are no fish at the Sault. The Huron's
called Etiennontatehronnons lived for many
years on the island itself, taking refuge
from the Iroquois. Four villages of the
Otaouacs had also their lands in this region
(J.R., v.55, 1670-1672, 95, 97-1C3).

As this indicates, the activities of the Iroquois
vere a deciding factor in the early disrugtion, eliaination,
and aigration of Great Lakes Native Awerican grougs in the
17th century. The Ottawa along with the Hurom moved and
settled several times before they established permanent
residences in the Grcat Lakes. The Auron's in 1624 had
agreed upon a peace witk the Ircquois. Hcwever, a few years
later, the Iroquois broke the peace and ccampletely
annihilated a number of Huron villages. The surviving
Hurons escaped to areas around Detroit cr to western Lake
Michigan. The Ottava, lacking any allies, were forced to
move westward and united with the Hurcn at Bay des Puans by

1653. Pressure by the Iroquois pushed tte Hurons and
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Ottawa further west. Tlke Huroms fled north to the western
end of Lake Superior, tc Chagounamigan. Tke Ottawa, on the
other hand, settled on Felee Island in the Mississippi
River, three miles below the mouth of the Sainte Croix
River. However, subsegquent engagements with the Sioux
forced the Ottawa to flee. They eventually settled with the
Huron at Chagouamigan by 1660. By 1671, the Sioux resumed
their hostilities toward the Ottawa ard irtcluded the Huron,
and so again the two grcups moved. Thbis time, however,
eastwvard. The Ottawa and Huron going first to
Michillimakcinac and then their separate ways; the Huron
scuth tovard Detroit, the Ottawa either stayiang at
Michillimackinac or going to Manitouline Islands cr to
Saginav region (Blair, 1911, v. 1, 148-19C; Hyde, 1962,
109-143, Feest and Feest, 1978). As late as 1679, La
Salle's ship, the "Griffin," repcrts cbserving two villages
at Michilimackinac; one Ottawa, the other Huron (FPitting,
197€, 212). Thus, in approximately a thirty tc forty year
period the Ottawva were forced frcm their tcmeland in
southeastern Ontario to the Mississippi River, then north to
Chagouamigan, and firnally almost to their place of origin,
the northern part of Lake Hurco.

The subsequent occupation of tle Grand Traverse
regicn by the Ottawa and Cjibwa takes place in the
mid-1600s, but the exact decade is indeterminable.
Referring to Figure 3.1, the Asseguns and/or Mascutens

occuried the Bay area (ca. 160C). Greeaman (1961) believes
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the Mascotens were part of the Fotawvatomi. However,
Wakefield (1966) disputes this claim declaring the
Mascoutens were actually a sultitude cf peoples, but
gepnerally referred to as the Sauk of nortbern Wiscomnsin and
Michigqan. Several accounts are available describing the
removal of the Asseguns and Mascctens from the northern
section of Michigan, including the Grand Traverse region.
Schoolcraft, in 1847, relates the followitg story.

Ottava and Chippwea tradition rerresents
these tribes at first as ccming into hostile
collision as a nation, with a pecgle who
appear to have been their gredecessors in the
lakes. This collision we first tear of on
the inner shores of the island of
Fortagunasee [Druasond Is.] and cn tlke narrovw
peninsula of Pt. Detour, Lake Huron, the
latter being the western cape of the entrance
into the Straits of St. Mary's. Ttey fought
and defeated them at three separate places,
and drove them west. To this primitive
people who appeared to rule in the region
about Michillimackinac they gave the rame of
Mushkodians, or little Praire Indians.
Chusko, an aged Ottawa of Michillimackinac,
inveriably used the word in its diminitive
and plural froms, ramely, Mush-kc-dians-ug;
that is to say People of the Little Fraire.
He spoke of them as people whom the
Algonquins drove off... The Ottawas attribute
to thea the small mounds and the cld garden
beds in Grand River valley...

~<esIshqua-gonabi, chief cf the Ctippewas on
Grand Traverse Bay, and a man knowing
traditions denotes the war against Mtskoda
men or dwellers on Little Eraire or Flains to
have been carried cn bty thke Chiprewas and
Ottavas, and in this manner he accounts for
the fact that villages of the Chiprewas and
Ottawas alternate at this EFay on the eastern
shores of Lake Mictigan... (1847, v. 1,
307-308) .

In 1860, hovwever, Shoolcraft gives a scmewhat ditferent

account
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«esotribe of considerable isrortarce called
the Assegun or Bone Indiaans, living on the
south shore of the Upper Perinsula frcm St.
Ignace northward...this trike trespassed on
the territory of tlke Ottawas on the
Manitoulins and a sar was the result. 1In
this coantest the Chippewas were allied with
the Ottawvas and a great battle was fought
near Detour, whcre the Asseguns were
completely vanquished. They were pursued by
the vitorious tribes and were driven
vestvard, finally crossing the strait and
sitting dovn near cld Fort Mackiraw cn the
south shore, were they established their
village. But peace with their neighkors, the
Ottawas who occupied the other side of the
strait, did not last long, soon encrcachments
gave excuse for renewed hostilities. The
Ottavas and Chippewas gathered tlteir forces
and crossing over the Strait, surprised and
attacked the Asseguns in their new village
and a terrible massacre followed. The latter
wvere again routed and fled southward
following the eastern shcre of Lake Richigan
as far southward as the south bark of the
Washtenav, called ty the French the Grand
River. The Chiopewas, who bad been their
confederates in this war remained in the
lover Peninsula, however, and settled about
Grand Traverse bay vhere a remmant still
esists (cited in Utley and Cutsheon, 1906,
88-89) .

Some accounts of the removal of the Asseguns or
Mush-co-desh mention a last Lattle near tte Sleeping Bear
sand dunes (Leach, 1383; Blackbird, 1€97). Hinsdale {1931)
reinforces this claia wien he states

Sleeping Bear Pt. upon vhich is an ismense
sand dune, has nany traditions mostly
legendary. It has been a fertile field for
relic hunters. No doutt it was anm irviting
lookout for Indians. The exposure of human
bones by shifting winds indicate that bodies
were buried in the sands of the dune.
Tradition bas it that the "Bear" was the
scene of a terrific battle "™in the lcng ago."

After the annihilaticn of the Assequns and the
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Mush-co-desh, the Grand Traverse region was occupied by
either the Ojibwa or the Cttawa. In PBlackbtird's histcry of
the Ottawa, he states

The murders in cold tlood among the Ottawa
and Chippeva nations of Indians in tteir
primitive state were exceedingly fewv, at
least there was only one account in cur old
traditions where a murder had been ccxmitted,
a young and foolish Ottawa having stakbbed a
young Chippewa while in dispute cver their
nets when they were fishing for herrings oa
the Straits of Mackinac. 1Ttkis nearly caused
a terrible bloody war between the two
povwerful tribes of Indiars (they were
numerous then) sc closely related. The
tradition says they had ccurcil after ccuncil
upon this subject, and many speeches were
delivered on both sides. The Chippewuas
proposed war to settle the question cf
murder, while the Ottawas proposed ccamproaise
and rest itution for the msurder. Finally the
Ottavas succeeded in settling the difficulty
by ceding part of their courtry to tte
Chippevwa nation, which is nov known and
distinquished as tke Grand Traverse region as
their hunting ground. A strip of land which
I believe to have extended from a point near
Sleeping Bear, down to the eastern shore of
the Grand Traverse Bay, scge thirty cr forty
miles wide, thence between two parallel lines
ruaning southeasterly until they strike the
head vaters of “uskegon river, vhich empties
into Lake Michigan pot very far telcw Grand
Haven. They were also allowed access to all
the rivers and streams in tke Lower Feninsula
of Michigan, to trap the Leavers, mirtks,
otters and muskrats.

<+« The chief We-we-gen-de-btey, who discovered
a great copper kettle while hunting in that
region, was the first settler of the Grand
Traverse region acccrding to the treaty
between the Ottawas and Chippewas... About
tvo hundred and fifty years ago... (Blackbird,
1897, 7, 8, 69).

If this is true, the first settler, We-we-gen-de-lbey, canme
to the region in the 1640s. However, in a diary entry in

1850, Rev. Peter Doujheity relates the sare story but claias
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the incident took place in the 1750s (Doucherty Diary,
1850). He also states that it was not until the late 1700s
that the Ottawa migrated into the Bay region.

This later date of occupation, late 1700s, agrees
with Greenman's contention that the Lower Peninsula was a
"roran's land” before 1€7%, and it was not until the 1740s
that it became occupied cn a permanent basis. Spraque and
Smith, hovever, believes the date to Le scmewhat later, 1763
(1903, 222) . Whatever the exact date, settlesent into the
Grand Traverse region was sometime between Blackbird's date

of 1640 and Sprague's 1763.

Pirst Euro-American Contacts

The exploration of the Great Lakes region was
initiated by the zeal of the early missicraires. Figure 1.1
illustrates the westvard sovement of the missicnaires and
early explorers and the paths of their movemeat, generally
along the water courses. It can be assumed that most travel
by the Jesuits vas between the missiors ard into the
interior from the missicns. Thus, the Grand Traverse region
was circumnavigated and not visited by the missionaries at
this tinme.

The first explorers into the Grand 1Traverse area Wwere
drawn there by the death of their comranicn. In 1675 Father

Pierre Marquett was returning tc St. Ignace frcm the Chicago
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reqgion when he died somewhere mear Ludington or Framkford,
Michigan. His two partners, Pierre and Jacque, buried hianm
alonq the shore and continued their journey to St. Ignace.
On the way, they had to cc throcugh the Bay area, and wvere
thus the first whites, as far as histcriars can surmise, to
visit the Grand Traverse (Leach, 1883, 12). Another
scenerio of the death of Father Marquette, hovwever, states
that the two travellers eluded tke Bay by going in-land up
the Benzie River (Hamiltomn, 1965, 240-241), which flows
south of the Bay.

Very little is krcwn of activities in the Grand
Traverse region during the late 17th and early 18th century.
A photo-plate in J.C. Wright's, "lLittle Traverse Bay Region"
(1917), notes the Sleeping Bear Sand Dunes wvere a land mark
for Charlevoix in 1722, tut there is rc mention of the Bay
PEr se.

A clue to the lack of interest in the Grand Traverse
regicn is found in a letter frcm Sr. de Celeron, Ccmmandant
of Port Michillimackinac, to the Marquis de Beauharnois

September 2, 1741. Sir: I bave finally
induced the Savages to go and visit the most
distant parts of their clearings. Tley start
tomorrow; and as scon as they return if the
lands turn out to ke good, I shall send
frenchmen there to work on them to a proper
state of sowing in the sgring-It is
indespensible that they shculd be assisted,
as otherwise they wculd settle at Grand
Traverse, where they have already begun to
make a few clearings, a fplace 25 leagues away
from here, and therefore inconverient for

trading... (Hyde, 1962)

Because the area was not teneficial to French trade
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it vas not encouraged as a place to settle. At the same
time, trade with the Euro-Americans was becoming a major
influence on the Native Aserican populaticn, so there was no
advantage for them to mcve into the Grand Traverse area.

There are sporadic sightings of villages in the Bay
region starting in the late 17CCs. The well-known trapper
of the 01d Northwest Territory, Alexander Henry, lived with
the Wavatam family for a nurker cof years. The faamily
travelled extensively in the Great Lakes region, and on one
occasion camped on tne shores cf the Grand Traverse Bay ia
April of 1764. Henry relates that he savw the smoke from the
village across the Bay (Cuimby, 1962, 195-196). The problen
arises in trying to locate the village, because the reader
dces not know which ara of the Eay Henry was referring to.

The earliest date locating a village om Grand
Traverse Bay is found inm a Ltock Lty LittleZohn (1875)
eptitled "Legends of Michigan and the 01d Northwest",
Littlejohn relates the story of an attack on the main Ottawa
village at the south end of the Bay. The village at this
time, ca. 1803, was in the vicinity of the present site of
Traverse City, and ruled by Chief White Water.

Tvo missionaries, Fr. Badin and Fev. Perry, made
separate and infrequent trips tc the area in the 1820s
{Cclby, 1971, 7). John Howard descrited a village in a
small valley just west cf Grand Traverse Lkay near Crystal
Lake, Benzie Co. According to his account, the village had

between tvo hundred and three hurndred inhatitants in the
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late 1820s and early 1830s (Harvey, 1550, 258). Information
provided by Kinetz, however, disputes this stating the
Ottawa would only huat in the region just rorth of Crystal
Lake every third year, thus it is unlikely they would have a
perzanent village in theé area (1572, 237) . One of the first
Euro—-American residents in the Grand Traverse region was a
trapper by the name of G.S. Huktkard. He case tc the area in
1822 and set up his trag lines around tte Sleeping Bear sand
dunes (Quaife, 1344, 287).

The 1830s started the era wvhich most dramatically
altered the life-style cf the Grand Traverse Bands. In the
beginning of the decade, the Federal Government established
a pclicy of Native American dispossession with the passage
of the Indian Removal Act of 1830 (4 Stat. 411). Earlier
treaties vith Michigan Ottawas cr Ojiltwas ceded secticns of
their land yet they were given areas in which to carry on
their activities. This new policy would remove the Ottawa
or Cjitwa from Michigan altogetter.

In the mid-1830s there was pressure from Federal and
Territorial leaders on the Native American to cede the areas
they controlled. Councils were teld in 1835 tc select nine
leaders to represent the Michigan Ottawa and Ojibwa at the
treaty neqotiations. The treaty woulé cede ten million
acres to the Federal Government in northwestern Michigan
(Figure 3.2). According to a letter sent to the Mackinaw
Agency in May, 1835, the six neadman at Grand Traverse bay

vanted Augustus Hamlin to be their representative in
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FIGURE 3.2 Hutchison's map of reserves from Treaty
of Washington.
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Washington (ACRMA, 1835, 90). Assuming that each headman
represented a village, then there were six villages in the
Bay area, in 1835.

On March 26, 1836 the Treaty of Washington (7 Stat.
491) vas ratified by Congress. There vere three grovisions
in the treaty which had major ccrseguences for the Grand
Traverse Ottava and Ojitwa, other than the ceding cf their
territory.

Article Second. From secticn afcresaid, the
tribes reserved for their cwn use, to be held
in common, the following tracts,
namely:...one tract of 20,000 acres to be
located on the north shore cf Grand 1Traverse
BaYeoo

Article Pourth. 1Ir consideration cf the
foregoing cessions, the United States agree
to pay to the Ottawa anmd Chippewa nations,
the following sums, pamely. 1st. An annuity
of thirty thcusand dcllars per annua, in
specie, for twenty years; eighteen thousand
dcllars, to be paid to the Indians between
Grand River and the Chetoigun...2nd. Five
thousand dollars per annum, for the fpurpose
of education, teacters, schcol-hcuses, and
books in their own language, to be ccntinued
tventy years...3rd. Three thousard dcllarcs
for missions, subject to the conditicns
mentioned in the second clause of this
article. 4th. Ten thousand dollars for
agricultural implements, cattle, mechanic's
tools, and such other objects as the
President may deem fproper...

Article Eighth. It is agree, that as soon as
the said Indians desire it, a derputation
shall be sent to the southwest of the
Missouri River, there to select a suitable
place for the final settlesent of said
Indians vhich country, so selected and of
reasonable extent, the United States will
forever gquaranty and secure to said Indians.

The tvwenty thousand acre reserve was to be a

temporary holding area, until suitable land could ke found
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west of the Mississippi River. According to the Annual
Report of the Commissioner cf Irdian Affairs inp 1836, this
land would have been S zillion acres in N.W. Missouri (1836,
414). According to the treaty, the Ottawa and Ojibwa were
to go to this land within five years.

Several misconcegtions arcse from this treaty
provision and the associated facts. According to H. Tanner
(1980) the treaty used a map produced by Eutchison in 1795
as the guide to determine the lccatior and boundaries of the
reserves (Pigure 3.2) . In 1839 a survey teaa vas
ccmaissioned to set the monuments for amn accurate maprping of
the area. Finally, in 1840 President Van Buren established
the boundaries of the reserve as Town 28, 29, 30 North Range
10 West (Shields to Porter, 184S; Michiganm Hist. Coll.).
This location is on the southern extreme of the Bay (Figure
1.2). This location disagrees with tke site depicted by
Royce in his work on treaty btoundaries; he used the location
depicted on the Treaty map (BAE, 1899).

Another misconcegption was the five year period of
inhabiting the reserve. The reserve was rot designated
until four years after the Treaty was signed. And, the move
westvard to Missouri was delayed and finally forgotten
because Congress never allocated the funds to suppcrt the
move. Besides, an advanced party to Missouri returned vith
a negative perceptiorn of the territory which instilled grave
apprehension among the Ottawa and Ojitwa (ARMIA, 1842, 234).

Annuities were peid as part of the cessicn cf land,
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aprrcximately ten dollars to the head of household. In the
annual report of the Commissicner of Indian Affairs, Henry
Schoolcraft comments

The benefits of the annuities are fully

appreciated by them at this era of tteir

affairs, when the chase is pearly or quite

closed, and vill enable them to get through

the severe seasons vwith less suffering then

they would otherwise encounter (2RMIA, 1837,

531-532).

According to the records of the Michigan Agency,

approximately four hundred people were entitled to annuites

in the Bay area (Table 3.1).

TABLE 3.1

ANNUITY RECEIPIENTS IN THE GRAND TEAVERSE REGION

Tribe Village M W Ch Tot Fam

Grand Traverse Chippeva Schquagonabe S1 49 107 207 58

Pen. of Ahgosa Chippewa Akosa 37 42 89 168 47

Shawbvossing Chippewa Shawkwecssing 1C 10 20 40 11

Source: (NA, Roll 424, £ C265).

The third major provisior of tkte Treaty called for
five thousand dollars per annua to be spent on education
and, of that money, three thousand cn missicns. Thus, the
assusption and conditions stipulated that education would be
fostered through religicus ocrganizations. The Presbyterian
Board of Poreign Missions decided to take advantage of the

opportunity and dispatckted Rev. Peter Doucherty of Newburgh,
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New York, in 1838 to Michigan (Vcgel, 167, 187). A steamer

brougkt hims to Mackinaw Island on July 7, 1838. He was
advised to establish his aission at Grand Traverse Bay.
Dougherty states in his diary

Thurs. July 12, 1838. Mr. Johnston
recommends Grand Traverse as the most
promising point.-He says twc or three
villages have concentrated on the north shore
of this bay some 5C or €0 miles frca the
lake. It is a band of Chiprewas-the land is
good and they are desirous cf imitating the
Indians of L'Arbour Croche, the Cathclic
mission, who have made consideraltle advance
in civilization. He says no traders are
among them and the Catholics have not gained
a footing among thea-He thinks they will not
have to remove in a numkter of years as they
are near no commodious place for a harbor nor
the mouth of any izportant river-He thinks it
doubtful whether they remove at all ke says
the chiefs have money laid aside and design
to purchase their lands as soon as tkey conme
in the market.

After several days of preparation and journey Rev. Dougherty

entered Grand Travers Bay for the first time.

Friday August 3 Did rot find the settlement
as large as I expected-I made my business
known and made some enquires but cculd not
obtain little information-There are atout
sixty men I vas told belonging tc this chief
-we again loaded our canoe and paddled across
the bay we landed at dusk near a small
village and was very much anoyed by dogs and
children These appear poor and dirty.

Sat. Aug 4 left with a fair wind and sailed
round the pt. 3 or 4 miles we then tcck our
paddles... The day was threatening and came
on the rain about ncon we kept on until wve
reached a small river whick empties into the
lake-here is a village the appearance of
which like better than amy since I left LA
Croche

Dougherty continued ais jourmey south and eventually

returned to New York.
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Ihe’folloving year Revs. Dougherty and Fleaing
returped to Grand Traverse Bay. After first going to the
spall peninsula bisecting the kay, they settled at Chief
Esquagonabe's village near the mouth cf Elk River on the
east shore. Soon thereafter Rev. FPleming received word that
his wife had died and he left, never to return. Shortly
therafter, Henry Schoolcraft, the Superindendent of the
Michigan Indian Agency, came to the Bay with an interpreter,
farmer, and blacksmith tc estaklish tle gcvernment farm and
workshop, as stipulated in the treaty. Schoolcraft decided
to set up the government project on the peminsula, even
though the mission had started in Tawassirg (E1lk Rarpids).

In June of 1839, Chief Ahgosa and several members of his
band convinced Dougherty he should move his missicn fronm
Tavassing to the peninsula. By June 29th, Dougherty had
moved and set up his mission. Cn the 3Ctl he celektrated
services with a congregation which encluded Esquagongee, the
head at Tawassing (Elk Fapids) (Vogel, 1967, 189-192).

Thus, the first permapert Euro-Agericans swere the gissionary
Dougherty and the goverrment employees. %®ith this
settlement at the tip of the peninsula, tke Grand Traverse

Bands isolation and freedos of use of tke regicn ended.

Era of Prustration 1340-1855
The period frnm 1840 to 1855 was a time of anxiety,

frustration and constant pressure for the Grand Traverse
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Bands. Their dealings with the Federal Governmeant touched
all aspects of their lives;:; shelter, livelihood, and health.
The more control over tteir life-style the Government
gained, the worse conditions became. This was coampounded by
increased pressure from the Eurc-American homesteaders.

Most frustraticn and anxiety vas centered around the
ccnstant threat of dispossession as specified in Article Tvwo
of the Treaty of Rashington (1836). The five year period
would have ended in 1341 and the Ottawa ard Ojibwa would
have been subject to removal. However, as mentioned
earlier, it was not until 1840 that President Van Euren set
aside the reserve. 1In his annual repcrt cf 1841, Comm. of
Indian Affairs Cravford states

<..othe time now rests in the discretion of
the United States, to be exercised
judiciously and in a spirit of kindness to
these poor people, I trust, and vith
reasonable notice to thea shen a
determination is made. The project cf a
northern Indian territory, if it can ke
consummated, will afford thbem a suitable
future home, in point of climate and other
respects, and, in mzy judgement, the
indulgence of remaining where they are shounld
be extended to thes until this new feature in
our Indian policy shall be either fully
adopted or rejected.

Thus, the Grand Traverse Bands were now at the mercy of the
Government, not bound tky the treaty acreezent. Rev,
Dougherty reiterates the problezs of rot tkeing settled

They have fairly ccmmenced a village. They
have laid out a street and hLave erected
several substantial log houses. VWhat retards
them from a more rapid isprcvemert, is the
uncertainity of their location. They express
themselves as being strongly desircus of
resaining on their present location and
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making it there home by purchase, if it can
not be otherwise secured tc them. Tte
gquestion of their lccatiom I say notting. I
express the desire they have often expressed
to me. I would only remark that permanance

of location is very important to their

advance in civilization, and as they need all
the stiaulus which that wculd afford, if

their minds can be put at rest, it wil be

well (ARCIA, 1841, 306-308).

- Agent Stuart, on the otker hand, perceived nc problem with
scme of the Native American grcugs because of their
isolation and uncertain future (ARCIA, 1841, 290).

According to Neumeye (1571, 287-28€) there were four
major factors that contrituted to keeping the Ottawa and
Ojibwa in Michigan. First, the Native American did not want
to be removed. Second, no farwvers wapnted their lands,
initially, and the West was developing faster than northern
Michigan. Third, to some influential people, leaving the
Ottava and Ojibwa in Michigan had its advantages. Fourth,
there vas a feeling of "magnanimity" toward the Native
American at the government level.

The distritution of the Grand Traverse Bands'
villages are significant because their location is in close
Frozximity to comtemporary settlements. Tle groups
subsistence activities in the mid-1850s fcllowed
approximately the same fpattern as illtstrated in Chapter Tvwo
(Figure 2.5). As explained by Fitting and Cleland (1969,
265-296) , villages had specific sizes, characteristics and
functions depending on the seascn of the jear.

in their gardens tley cultivated ccrr,

punpkins, beans, ard potatoes. Apple trees,
the seed for which was originally cbtained
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from the whites-either the Jesuit
missionaries or the fur traders-were planted
in every clearing., Wild fruits, especially
choice varieties of wild plum, were grown
from seed introduced from their distant
southern hunting grounds. At the time of the
present writing, fruit trees of their
planting are found growing wild in tlke young
forests that have sprumg up on akandcned
fields. The gardens were frequently soae
distance from the villages. The owners
resorted to them at the proper season to do
the necessary work, living for the time in
portable lodges or in temporary structures
erected for the occasion.

Though they hunted amacre or less at all times, winter
was the season devoted specifically tc that pursuit. Then
the greater part of the population left tte villages and
scattered through the forest. The chain of inland lakes in
Antrim county, having their outlet at Elk Rapids, was a
favorite resort, on acccunt of the facilities for fishing as
well as for hunting and trapping. Many plunged into the
deeper solitudes of the forest and fixed their winter abode
on the Manistee, the Muskegcn, cr the Saukle. Others
enbarked in canoes, and coasted along Lake Michigan to its
southern extremity, from there making their way to the
marshes of the Kankakee and the hunting grounds of northern
Indiapa and Illinois. Several families had their favorite
winter camping places on the northeastern shore of Boardman
Lake, within the corporate Ltoundaries of Traverse City.
Here the women and children remained while the hunters made
lcng trips in the woods, returning to camf with the spoils,
in some cases several times during the winter. One

principal advantage of the location was tte abundance of
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Fickerel in the lake—-an atundance that seems fabulous to the
white fishermen of the present day. They were caught with
spear throught holes cut in the ice, and were am isportant
addition to the winter supply cf food.

In spring traders came from Mackinac, and sometimes
froa other places, to barter goods for furs. Not
infrequently, hovever, the Indiamn hunter accompanied by his
wife and children, preferred tc visit the center cf trade
with bhis peltries, in person (Leach, 1883, 20-21).

Dramatic changes took place, however, with the
establishment of permanent white residents in the Bay
region. The most noteable are the missionaries, they had a
profound affect on the Eands sulsistence pattern. This can
be illustrated by Rev. Cougherty's report of 1843

The village is steadily improving. Instead
cf the temporary mat lodge,cr frail tark
house, substantial log dwellings are goiag
up. Six nevw log houses have been put up
this summer. Others will ke put up this
fall....I do not kncw that any accurate
distinction can be made between those who
follow the chase and those who fcllow
agriculture or mechanical pursuits. All who
have families make gardens, and depend
chiefly on vhat they raise for fcod, and all
hunt mcre or less in the winter. This
distinction, however, may ke made: after
securing their crogs in the fall remove to
their hunting grcunds and spend the winter
there. Others remain here permanecrtly,
making two or three hunting excursiors during
the winter. Of these there are now 14
families, vho have made arrangesents for
permanent settlements here; others expect to
do so (ARCIA, 1843, 321)..

At the end of the five year period (1841), some

members of the Grand Traverse Bands were anxious to purchase
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land from their anpnuities. Others, howvever, did not want to
face removal and left thke region, returpnirg to the
Manitoulin Islands. Dougherty relates that fact that
several families were leaving the Bay region weekly
({Dougherty Diary, 1842). This was not copnfined to the Grand
Traverse region. Blackkird (16852, 98) states that half of
the Ottawas in Michigan went back to their lands in Canada.
Shoolcraft reported 263 families had migrated, both Ottawva
and Cjibwa (1847).

A means to insure against removal uas the purchasing
of land by the Bands. 1In 1845 a number of Native Americans
tried to secure lands in Townships 28, 29, and 30, North
Range 10 West., However, the land was nct open to market at
this time, and was still considered part of the reserve
(Eorter to Sheilds, June 4-23, 1845). It was not until
1848, that Ottawa and Ojitwa ir the Traverse regios
purchased land successfully, and this was in Townships 31
and 32, North Range 11 kest. 1later, the missionaries
assisted in deciding the lccaticn of cther permanent
villages. In his diary, Rev. George Smith details his
arrival in the area around Northport and his subsequent
assistance to several Native Asericans frcm the Grand River
Band in buying land in the township (G.S. Diary, 1849). 1In
all from 40 to 50 families followed Rev. Smith north from
the Grand River basin it 1849 (Leach, 1883, 68). Rev. Smith
relates:

There are four bands enjoying in a greater or
less degree the benefits of the wmissicn;
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these are the Wakazco, or Black Hiver bangd,

the Shabwaing band, the Nagonake band, and

the Ommunise band, or the Carp River band

(Smith, RMIA, 1351, 53).

Other missions were estatlished in the late 1840s or

early 1850s. On the map of 1841 by Dcugherty (FPigure 3.3)
he locates Catholic settlements on the west bank cf East
Bay. However, later he locates the Catholic families near
Sutton's Bay, this is or the oppcsite shore of the Bay from
the previous site. Acccrding to Scheffer (197C, 9), Chief
Peshawba and his band came fros Cross Village to tkis site
in 1845. The band wvas strongly influenced by the Catholic
mission at Cross Village and tried to establish a similar
mission at Grand Traverse. Barnes believes that Father
Angleius Van Paemel opened the Catholic mission at vhat was
then called Eaglestown in 1852 (1971, 110). Thus, by the
early 1850s three different missions vwere established on the

Bay, Rev. Dougherty's, Rev. Smith's, and the new Cathclic

mission of Fr. van Pacmel.

Because land could not be purchased near Dougherty’s
mission on the peninsula, a numter of families bought land
on the west shore of the Pay, at a place nov called Onmena.
In 1852, Dougherty decided to move his mission closer to
more of his congregation and rekuilt Pis church and rectory
amongst the nev land cowrers (Dougherty, RMIA, 1852).

The missionaries created the crack in the dike for
the impeding rush of settlers. Scon after Rev. Dougherty

settled on the peninsula, Lewis Miller, tlte first permanent
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FIGURE 3.3 Rev. Dougherty's map of villages, 1840.
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settler to the area not aligned to a church or government
agency arrived (Cracker, 1935, 32). June of 1847 found
Capt. Boardman setting up a small sawwill at the northwest
corner of Boardman Lake at the fcot of the Bay (Leach, 1883,
39-40). About the same time a Frenchsaan, Nagaros Dona,
became the first white settler in Leelanau Co., at a site
tvo miles south of Leland, then called Shemacopink (Leach,
n.d., 3). Thus, the initial omslaught of Buroc-Americaans
started in the aid to late 1840s.

An event that vould eventually enccurage the further
settlenent of the region was the resurvey cf ncrthwestern
Michigan in 1850 and 18S1. The area was initially surveyed
in 1839, the resurvey was commissioned to correct the
original's inaccuracies. There were twc rajor consequences
of the resurvey. Pirst, it provided fairly detailed smapping
of the settlements and; second, a comfplete description of
soil, vegetation characteristics, and farzing potential was
prodoced. Thus, homestezders had better irformaticm on what
land vas available and the best or wvworst sites for farming
or logging.

The 1850s signal the initial breaking of the dam and
the subsequent flood of settlers. In rapid succession,
township after township in the region wvas settled. John
LeRue moved into Sleeping Bear Bay in 1847, but moved in
1851 to Northport , just north of %aukazocville. Here he
established a mill and eventually a dcck. 1In 1853 Antoine

Manseau settled on the Carp River, at the present site of
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Leland. The following year John Miller, John Porter, H.V.
Buckman, John Byrant and Prederick Cock arrived at Leland.
Deacon Dame, the assistant to Rev. Dougherty, relocated at
Northport in 1853 or 1854 and helped construct the first
wharf with John LeRue. Similarly, a wharf was built in
Leland with the support of W.H. Walker, J. Nutt and John
Fisher in 1854 (Leach, 1883, 66-70) . As significant as the
building of docks and settlements vwas the issuing of the
first patent for land outside of settlemerts. The patent
vas issued to Cashmere Bashmere for 71 acres south of
Sutton's Bay (Mich. Hist., 1943, 621) .

Sopething had to Leen done for the Native American to
assist in either fulfilling the cbligatiorns of the Treaty of
1836 or providing land fprotection. Ir his 1847 report to
the Michigan Indiam agency Rev. Dougherty states bis opinion
to resolve the Ottawa arpd Ojitwa's predicament:

Several things are producing the conviction
cn my aind that the time has come when the
interests of these people will be prcmoted by
deciding definitely the question of their
future location, by securing thes the lands
they now occupy by sale or otherwise, or
fixing them on some cther permanent hcee,
while they have soge means cf aid from their
annuities. The following reasons have
induced this opiricn: 1. They are unvilling
to make much further effort at

improvement in buildings, while they have no
assurance of remaining to enjoy them. 2. The
time has come when they should be spreading
out on

their lands, with Eore rccm for raising
domestic animals than they can have clustered
together in a small village. 3. Beccming
uneasy lest they ray have tc leave here, they
are beginning to make fpurchases here and
there, at distant points, which w%ill scatter
thema into sach small bands that it will be
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almost impossible tao collect them into
schools and meetinc¢s for izprovezent. (RCIA,
1847, 908)

The following year Agent Richmord presented a different
solution.

The Ottowas of Lake Michigan are making great

efforts to secure themselves perxanert hcses,

ty purchasing lands along the rivers and bays

off the Lake; their position enakles then,

with moderate efforts, to live well; the laad

is very productive, the fishing frcfitable,

and the county still yields to the

adventureous hunter a good return for his

toil... Should the proper means ke adopted

for congregating thkem in cczmunities, at

favorable points tcward the northern portion

of the Lover peninsula of Michigan, where the

land is fertile, fisheries groductive,

climate healthy, acd where for years they

will be undisturbed by the approach of white

settlements, it will facilitate their

advancenent and imgrove their

The progress in farming made by the separate Grand
Traverse Bands was encouraging to both the missionaries and
the agents. In 1849 Dougherty reported tkat they sold
several thousand bushels of corr and potatoes, in addition
tc prcviding a full supply for their families (RMIA, 1845,
1143). In the same repcrt Pougherty stated the need for
individual pieces of lard for the families, "thus, there
woculd be room for domestic animsals; each family could have
their children under control, and habits of neatness and
cleanliness could be prcrpted (ARMIA, 1849, 1146) .
Indian agent Henry Giltert had a screwhat revised

plan which would establish four cr five lccations of 6 to 38
tovwnships for the individual bands of Ottawa and Ojilkwa.

The land would be held in trust ty the Federal government
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and would eventually be turned into a fee cwnership when
they became "sufficiently enlightened tc te cafpable of
taking charge of it themselves (RCIA, 1852, 39)."

Dougherty's and Giltert's recosmenéations did not
fall cn deaf ears in Washington. The Comm. of Indian
Affairs, Geo. M. Manypenny, thought that all Native
Apericans could te assigilated intoc tle larger culture by
providing individual allotments (Gates, 1¢71, 154). This
theory eventually became PFederal policy in the 1850s.

Barly in 1855 the Ottawa Bands of Michigan met at
Grand River and again at Grand Traverse tc work oat specific
pcints to be negotiated with the Federal government. Their
frustrations had reached a level which could no longer be
tolerated. They agreed tc ask fcr a fermanent home in
Michigan, continued gcvernment trusteeship, and a
clarification of their rights under previous treaties (NA,
Mack. R 404, £ 561-562). There were, however, issues that
each Band wanted tut could not agree cn. The negotiations
Wwith the Pederal government commenced on July 25th ic
Detroit and lasted one week. According to White (1978),
many issues regarding Federal okligatiors under the old
treaties, continued Federal guardianship, and the
dissolution of the Ottaswa and Cjibwa tribes were discussed,
dropped, and renegotiated tircughout the veek.

The strongest need of the Grand Traverse Bards was
securing a home. The Bands mistrust of the Federal

government with respect to the land and reservaticns led to
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many discussinons on land acquistion and cwnership. The
Ottawa and 0Ojibwa wanted 160 acre allotments, but that was
not to be (NA, RG 123 Treaty Journ., 37). Finally the
treaty was signed on July 31, 1855 (Appendix A).

Of the four major topics negotiated at Detroit, the
question of land would have the most dramatic consequences
for not only the Grand Traverse Bands but all Michigan
Ottava and Ojibwa specified in tte treaty. The treaty
transformed the settlements of the different Bands from
coamunity-oriented to individual-oriented land owners. A
role that was completely alien tc their land base

philcsophy.

Summary

The early histcry of the Grand Traverse region's
occupation and use is ircomplete and bhas many gaps. Several
scurces suggest the area was inhabiteé¢ ky the Mascotens
and/or Asseguns in the Leginning of the 17th century. As
the century progressed, they were forced westward by the
Ottawa and Ojibwa. The first contacts with Europeans
occured as they journeyed by the region. The early
explorers and missionaries into the Great Lakes basically
by-passed the region tecause it cffered nc immediate
advantages to thea, both in teras of markets cr goods. Few
contacts and no missicns cr trading settlements vere

estaktlished.
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The founding of the United States and its
expansionist thrust eventually trought the Michigan Ottawa
and Ojibwa into contact with the Federal government. The
Treaty of Washington (1836) ceded approximately 10 million
acres of northern Michigan to the Federal gcvernment,
ipcluding the Grand Traverse region. Provi;ions within the
treaty provided for skilled labor and missionaries to
"educate® the Ottawa and Ojibwa. The treaty also had a
clause stating the Michigan Ottawa and Ojibwa would be moved
west of the Mississippi River into a rermanent reservation.
Thus, the Native Americans had tc cope with the fact they
would ke moving from their traditional hcselands.

The move was to take place within five years after
the treaty was signed. The time framework, hovever, was
never met. The instakility of tke situaticr surfaced in all
aspects of their lives; farmwming, housing, and education.
Ccapcunding this atmosphere of apprehensicn was the fact
that the Grand Traverse region was exfperiencing a large
influx of Euro-American settlers. The Michigan Ottawa and
Ojibwa were caught between not Xnowing if they vwere to be
removed westward or not and the fact that their hcmelands
were teing purchased by in-coming settlers.

Pinally, in 1855 the different Bands of Ottawa and
Ojitwa met with the United States governmert and negotiated
a new treaty This treaty dealt with issues concerning land,
tribal organization, provisions of former treaties and

annuities. The land issues however, tad the mcst fprofound
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effect on settlement. Every head of tousehold was given the
Ofportunity to select 8C acres and receive a fee simple
title to the land. This provisicn transformed the Michigan
Ottava and Ojitbva from a community based society tc a

society in which land wvas owned ty the individual.



Chapter Four

The Pederal governaent's allotment policy uas
initially haphazard, but later Lkecame the primary tool for
dealing vwith Native American land rights. This tramsition
took place in 1887 with the passage of the Dawes Act (24
Stat. L. 388), more cosamsocnly ktcwn as the General Allotment
Act of 1887. Prior to this time, a number of treaties, acts
and prcclamations contained some type of stipulaticn
regarding allotments. The followving disctssion will address
(1) the use of allotments previcus to 1887 and (2) tte
General Allotment Act atd subsequent legislation.

This chapter will discuss some of the ways in which
allotments have been used by the United States governzent.
Hopefully, this will enakle the reader tc understand not
only the allotment process, but also how the Treaty of
Detroit wvas an integral part of this pclicy. Also, the
consequences of other allotment attempts will be presented
tc provide a measure against which the results of the Grand

Traverse 3Bands allotments may te meastred.

87
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Definition of Allotments

Allotaent practices may be traced either by citing

the use of the word as a nmoun or by ncting its use as a
verb. Kinney (1937, €2) states that in 1633 the General
Court of Massachusetts Cclony declared any Indian

Who should come to the English plantations

and live civilly ard unerrly should have

‘allotments amongst the English, acccrding to

the custom of the English in like case'...

He also found that the Ccmmonwealtt of Virginia ia

1655 made reference to Mallctting"” lards to Indians as a
group, rather than to irdividuals. Tbug, the Massuchusett's
Court was assigning lands to a worthy individual, wvhereas,
the Virginia assembly dealt witk a ccisunal allotment.
Under the United States Government two different treaties in
1798 used "alloting" in their terminology. 1In the June 1st
treaty with the Oneida, trital land was alloted to
individuals and families (Cohen, 1942, 206). Llater, the
Octoter 2nd treaty with the Cherckees "allotted" lands
temporarily to the Indian ageat (Kinney, 1937, 83). The
word allotment is used as a ncur and is tlte parcel of land

given to a person. The word allot or allotiag is the verb

and is the giving or distributing of the 1land.
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Use in Treaties

It vas not until the 18CS treaty with the Choctaws (7

Stat. 9) that a specific individual vas granted a reserve;
5,120 acres in southwestern Alakama to the two daughters of
Samuell Mitchell "by Molly, a Chaktawwcmar" (Gates, 1971,
142). This started a trend toward giving land as a gift or
as a special favor within a treaty. Treaties immediately
after the War of 1812 scretimes stipulated an allctment for
those Native Americans favoring the Urited States during
that conflict. An examgle is the Aug. 9, 1814 treaty signed
and concluded by Andrew Jackson with the Creek of Georgia (2
Stat. 120)

Provided, nevertheless, that where ary

possession of any chief cr varriors of the

Creek nation, who shall have been friendly tc
the United States during the war, and taken
an active part therein, shall be witkin the
territory ceded by these articles to the
United States, every such person shall be
entitled to a reservation cf land within the
said territory of cne mile square, tc include
iaprovements as near the centre there of as
maybe, which shall insure tc said chief, or
warrior, and his descendants, so lcng as he
or they shall continue to cccupy tike same,who
shall be protected by and subject to the laws
of the United States

The land promised to the loyalist, however, was not
granted in fee and was part of the trust. A subsequent
treaty with the Creek, March 3, 1817 (3 Stat. 330) gave then
the land with fee sinzple title cnly after improvements were
made upon the parcel (Kinmey, 1937, 8u4-86). 1This then made

the Native American a land cwvner with full responsibilities
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of ownership.

The advantage of receiving an alloteent was the added
inccme that could be obtained by selling the land and
returning to the tribal groué. Gates (1971, 148) found that
once the importance of including individual reserves suas
realized by the tribes, they would not negotiate without
such a clause. The level of aksurdity reached its peak with
the Miami treaties of 1834, 183E€, and 1&84C.

.eein the resulting treaty of 1834, cnly
twventy-five individual reserves were granted,
but the price paid for the cessicn wvas a
dollar an acre. Jchn B. Richardville,
principal chief of the Miagis, who already
had received 8,000 acres in individual
reserves, vas given an additiomal 20,320
acres, and all his holdings were to te
conveyed to him in fee. He was also toc have
$31,800. Prancis Gcdgroy, already tbhe
grantee of 4,480 acres, was given 6,400 more
and $17,612. The three Miami treaties
brougth the total reserves granted tlea to
112,800 acres. A total of $1,132,C0C was to
be paid for the cessions of these three
treaties, a sum far larger than the United
States could expect to recover from their
sale. The Miami were also rromised a
reservation in the Indian ccuntry of 500,000
acres which was to ke guaranteed "to thenm
forever" (Gates, 1971, 154).

Finally, in 1833 Comm. of Indian Affairs Cass issued
a statement that whenever possitle individual allctments or
reserves would not be negotiated. Gates (1971, 158) feels
the individual reserves were not part of a well conceived
plan tut rather served two purpcses: in the south, they were
a means of eliminating the Indians; ard ir the north, they
Wwere used to gain the surport of the Indianms.

These purposes identified by Gates, fit the gcneral
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oktjectives of Indian policy during the Jacksonian Era.
There were two well defined elements in tkte policy. First,
to segregate the greater part of the Native American
population from the Anglo population. Second, the
assignment of tracts of lands to individuals willing to
accept the social and pclitical system of the Anglo society
(Kinney, 1937, 79-80).

This can be exemplified ty the ccmktination cf removal
ard allotments signed by the Chickasaus, Creeks, Cherokee,
and Choctaw in the 1830s. Generally, the provisions were
made such that an individual cculd rerain on allotrzent east
of the Mississippi or remove to a reserve in "Indian
country”" and not ke botkered by the Arglo society. Needless
tc say, those who remained east cf the Mississippi quickly
lcst their land.

In a thorough study of allotments it Alabama and
Mississippi, Mary Young (1961) found staggering amcunts of
land being acquired by a few Anglo individuals. For
example, thirty-three buyers cf land accusulated over 1.5
@illion acres of allotments and later bought anm additional
461,437 acres by purchasing the holdings cf small
speculators, parcels ranging frca 100 tc 10,000 acres (1961,
131-132) . The importance of this study is in not cnly the
amcunts of land involved but alsc the procression of land
owners. The land transfered frce Native American to local
or small land speculator to large lanc¢ cceganies.

Generally, the land companies were a conglomerate of
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investors centered in major cities, e.g. FKew Ycrk cr New
Orleans.,

The treaties were signed with ambiguities which were
to the advantage of the Anglos. One of tke majcr lcopholes
in the Chickasaw's treaty allowed Anglo's who had married a
Native American to receive all of the priviledges of the
Native American (Carney, 1961, 65). Thus, the
Anglo-American's extended family could cccupy and develop
faras on lands that would have normally been developed by
"full blood"™ Chickasaws.

With all the proltlems of securing selections, issuing
allotments protecting the land from squatters, verifying
ownership, and the myriad of other difficulties, the Federal
gqovernment of the 1800s still ftelieved the allctment systenm
could work. 1In his annual report of 1838, Comm. Crawford
vrcte

eessllless some system is wcrked out ky which
there shall be a separate allotment c¢f land
to each individual whom the scheme shall
entitle to it, you will lock in vain for any
general casting off of savagism. Common
property and civilizatior cam not co-exist
(ARCIA, 1838).

The idea of civilizing the Native American kecame an
integral part of the Federal Indian pclicy in the 1840s.
Several programs vere initiated to accomplishAthis end.
Education vwas regarded as ome method of acculturating the
Native American. Missicnaries were given the responsibility

of providing schools and a proper Christian educaticc to the

Native American. Treaty provisicn during this era
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stipulated money for education through the missions and, in
some cases, provided skilled labor to educate the Native
American in carpentry, tlacksmitting, or farming.

Other technigques, however, were attempted tc
acculturate the Native American. The Utah Indian agency
experimented with a systes of Indian farm allotments to feed
the territory's Native Aamericans and provide a suitﬁble
environment for their acculturation. 1In 1851 Bringham Young
appointed several vhite settlers as ™farmers to the
Indians."” They vwere to establish reservation farms in which
they supervized the agricultural purstits of the tribal
meabers and distributed the yields to the workers. However,
by 1860, mismanagement and the loss of direction in the
farms caused the system to fail (Beetcm, 1977-1978, 314).
Thus, even local officials had difficulty managing an

allotment systen.

Use as Policy

The United States governsent believed in the
acculturation of the Native Aaerican, and in the 1850s began
a tsunami of allotaents. The Treaty of 1€54 with the
Omaha's (10 Stat. 1043) was the first of sany negctiated by
Comm. Geo. Manypenny, tle strongest sugporter of an
allctment policy. Article Six of the treaty was typical of

agreesents signed by Manypenny.
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eeesCause the whole or such porticn of the
land hereby reserved, as he may think profper,
or of such other land as may be selected in
lieu thereof, as proveided for ir Article
first, to be surveyed intc lots and to assign
to such Indian or Indians of said tribe as
are willing to avail theaselves for the
priviledge, and whc will lccate cn the sane
as a permanent home, if a single person over
twenty-one years of age, one eigkth cf a
section... (Kinney, 1937, 114)

In the seven years following 1854, forty treaties
included provisions for surveying reservations and allotting
the lands to individuals in amounts ranging from 80 to 320
acres. Native Americans in Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota,
Nebraska and Kansas were either given fee simple titles
irnediately or they could receive a fee simple title after a
prescribed delay. Treaties negotiated further west were
subject to a moratorium of twenty-five years before the fee
simple title would be issued (Gates, 1971, 163). No matter
hcvw long the time lag, the the Native American received a
title to land which they were assumed tc make profitable or
prosgerous.

The policy of using allotments as a means to
acculturate the Native Agerican was instigated by a
dissappointment in previous attempts to effectively handle
Native American relations with the Federal government.
Ccam. of Indian Affairs Denver stated in 1858 twc major
protlems stemm}ng from the creation of reservations in the
west., First, the delaying of any action tecause the

reservations were still tentative encampments. Second, the

expense of maintaining the reservation plus payment of
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annuities (ARCIA, 1858). 1In an attempt to dissolve
reservations and their sukbksequent expenses several proposals
vere presented. One exanple of this is a five point plan
for correct acculturation descriked by Agent Geary of the
Oregon and Washington agency in 1859.

1.) Land should te assigned to irdividuals,

so that each Indian could have a fixed houme,

and an individual right to the scil.

2.) Indians should be compelled to perfornm

regular labor for their cwn suppcrt. 3.) The

agent should be permitted to find homes in

suitable

white families for neglected Indian orphans.

4.) Industrial boarding schcols shculd be

established, "vwhere habits of cleanliness,

punctuality, and order shculd be carefully

cultivated."

S.) Only men "of pure morals and correct

deportaent" should Le emplcyed on

reservations. (Tyler, 1973, 795)

This type of thinking characterized the Office of

Indian Affairs for several decades. Gates states that Coaun.
Dcle in 1863 and Comaw. Saith in 1873 both emphasized
allotments as a means of inducing the Native Amrican to make
improvements in their lives and farming (1971, 163). The
Board of Indian Commissioners issued three recommendations
in 1869 which reinforced this emphasis on acculturation.
They wanted to abolish all reservations, cease the issuance
of annuities, and issue land in severalty (Kimney, 1937,
148). The emphasis on individual allctzernts was paramount
in the policy of the Cffice of Indian Affairs, but not to

the Federal government cverall.
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Use as Lavw

Previous to 1871, allotmerts were incorporated in
treaties on an individual basis, and ro stardard size, time
span, or guarantees cxisted. 1he Approgriation Act of 1871
(16 stat. 544, 566) brought to an end the Senate's ability
to ratify treaties negotiated with individual tribal groups.
Op to this point it wvas the policies cf the Office of Indian
Affairs and the Senate which were being dictated in
treaties. With the passage of this bill it would now have
to ke Congressional policy which wculd be igplemented toward
Native American relations, not just Senate preference.

Through several differeant administrations, a
moltitude of bills and Ltearings, backrccm politics, and the
lobbying efforts of several interest ¢grougs the new
Congressional policy was formulated in one all encompassiang
bill (Washburmn, 1975; Gates, 1971). This lawv is known as
the Laves Act (24 Stat. L. 388), whick was sigred cn
February 8, 1887. The rajor provisions of the act were

1. A grant of 160 acres to each family head,
cf 80 acres to eaclt single ferson over 18
years of age and tc each orphan under 18, and
of 40 acres to eact single person under 18;
2. A patent in fee to ke issued to every
allottee but to be held in trust by the
Government for 25 years, during whick time
the land could not te alienated or
encuabered;

3. A period of 4 years to ke allowved the
Indians in which tlkey should make their
selections after allctrent should te applied

to any tribe-failure of the Indians to do so
should result in selecticn for them at the
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order of the Secretary of tte Intericr;

4. Citizenship to be conferred uron allottees
and upon any other Indians who had atandoned
their tribes and adopted "the habits of
civilized life.™ (Cchemn, 1942, 2(7-2(8)

In 1881 Senator B. Coke (LCem., Tex.) initiated a bill
(S. 1773) which would be a comprehensive issuance of land in
severalty (Vashburn, 1973, VI1I). Though the bill was never
passed it stimulated discussion and isplarted the concept of
land in severalty. VNumerous statements were made in the
fclloving years to substantiate or discredit the allotament
system. One of the most ardect supporters of the system was
Sen. Pendleton (Dem., Ohio). Imn the Senate hearings on the
Coke Bill ({S. 1773) he stated that allotments "mean to
encourage the idea of prcperty...home...farming...arcts of
civilization" He went on to say "it will take them frca
bartarism, and elevate them into a plane shich will nct only
make them fit to be citizens btut fit to raise higher and
higter in civilization (Washburmn, 1973, VIII)."

The Curarator of the Smithsonian Institution, Bureau
of American Ethnology, John Wesley Powell, sent a letter to
Congress stating his views on tte issve of lard in
severalty:

There are three prerequistes to the ultimate
civiliza tion of the North American Indians.
The first is, they must adopt the civilized
family. The second is, they must recognize
individual property rights including property
in land as they are recognized under the
institutions of civilizaticn. Ttkird, they
must abandon the industries of savagery and

engage in the industries of civilization
{Washburn, 1973, ViIiI).
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These three recommendaticns substantiated the claias of
Senator Pendelton.

Indian Commissioner Price in his armual report of
1882 reiterated the belief in the allctment systea by
declaring that "in no case where allotments have Leen made
and the titles secured, with proper restrictions, have any
other than the best restlts folloved ({Kinney, 1937, 189)."
This statement, however, disregards tte claias of Mighigan
Agent Smith made in 1872

that of over 8000 Indians in Michigan very
fev are competent to take ckarge of their own
affairs, and...heavy losses in land and
timber (took place) immediately after the
first issue of patents (ABMIA, 1€72, 509).

A concern for the Native demrican's plight saw the
creation of several Native Aperican awareress crganizatioas.
These groups were generally composed of pclitically active
people, some of whom sere well-known experts in their field.
O0f the groups, the Indian Rights Association, the Lake
Mohonk Conference, the Missionary Boards, and the Board of
Indian Commissioners all supported a bill offering land in
severalty and used their congressional influence (Tyler,
1973, 95). The supreme aim of the friends of the Native
American was to substitute white civilizaticn for tribal
culture, and they shrewdly sensed that the difference in the
concepts of property were fundamental in the contrast
between the two ways of life. Tley were confident, that if

every Native American had his owrn parcel cf land, guaranteed

by a patent from the Federal government, ke wuld enjoy a
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security vhich no tribal-communal possession could afford
him (Cohen, 1942, 208).

Sen. Pendelton (Lem., Ohic) tried tc sum the whole
purrcse of the allotment system in the phrase "it must be
our part to foster anrd encourage within tlem this trinity
upon which all civilization depends-family, home and
property (Washburn, 1973, VIII)." These sentiments were
strongly reenforced by statements after tle passage of the
Daves Act., In 1891, he listed

...the reservation system belongs to a
"vanishing state of things" and must scon
cease to exist.

.«.the Indians must confcre to "the shite
man's ways," peaceably if they will, forcibly
if they must...They can not escape it, and
must either confore to it or be crusted by
it.

«..the tribal relations should be brcken up,
socialism destroyed, and the family and the
autonomy of the individual substituted.

And, the need for "civiliziang" the Native American was also
used to explain why the Native American might reject
allotments. Comm. of Irdian Affairs Adkirs states in 1872

Indian opposition wculd be prompted Lty four
attitudes; Indians were loathe "to give up
their savage custozs;" they vwere suspicious
of "any innovations upon their nomadic way of
life;" they were ignorant cf allctaert's
purposes! and their minds had been poisoned
and their fears arcused Lty designing white
men..."personal motives™ had been found at
the bottom of every case of Indian cgposition
which had come to the attention of the Indian
office (ARCIA, 1872)

Tvo rebuttals to this method of "civilizicg"™ the Native

Arerican address not only the method tut also the grocess
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and present issues never addressed in the debates. D'Arcy
McNickles wanted to kpnow why im all of the debates on hoae,
faasily and property theyj never asked the cpinion of the
Native American (1957, 104). Was it tecause of the
statements of Comm. Adkins? Also, Price (1973, 531) makes
the okservation that there was ar overwtelming preference
for civilization based con labor rather tham acculturation
based on the accumulaticn of cagpital. Neither of those
issues have been confrorted.

Rep. O'Neill (Dem., Mo.) opposed the Act because it
was not as encompassing as he had hoped. He wanted a
broad-tased severalty prcgram which wculd sclve the problenms
of not only the Native American but also those of the poor
Anglovand the "colored people." He held that after the
Native American received their ipdividual allotments, the
uballotted reservation lands should be made available to
workers who had lost their jobs to lator-saving machinery
and to other landless people (Mardock, 1571, 216). Also,
because the Native American was not using all of the
resources available on the reservatior, tte surplus sould
allovw expansion of livestock, farming and mineral recovery
by other sectors of the population (Jurgenson, 1978, 12).
Pinally, there appeared to be decreased expenses fcr the
Federal government in acdministering tte gpclicy (Cchem, 1942,
208). And if the excess land was not used, Commissioner of
Irdian Affairs Morgan calculated that the surplus lands,

after allotments, could be sold for approximately $66
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million (Otis, 1934, 5u47).

Another arquement against the allotment policy was
presented by Sen. Morgan (Dem., Ala.) with regard to its
legality. He thouqht that it was in vioclation of treaty
obligations to some of ttke Native American groups (Cong.
Record, 46th Cong., 3rd Sess., 778-788) . Price also feels
that the Federal govarnment weat beyond tbkeir theoretical
bounds of fee coantrol in the dividing cf ccmsugal lands
(1973, 443).

A group that did not want land in severalty were the
Nations living in the Oklahoaa territory. In 1887 the
International Council of Indian Territory, to shich 19
tribes sent 57 representatives, voted unaimously against
allotments. The Couacil sent Pres. Cleveland a resolution
vhich cited the "sad experience™ whict wculd "engulf all of
the nations and tribes cf the territory in one comaon
catastrophe, to the enrichment of land monopolists (Otis,
1934, 550)." Their influence persuaded tte writers of the
lav to exclude them from the Act, as cited in Section VIII.

The Act, hovever, vas passed and its repercusions
started almost immediately. The law impacted cm all aspects
of Native American life, instigating migration, loss of

livestock, and heightened frustration and despair.

Effects of Allotments

The Federal government was forewarned that some

individuals both within the government and missionairy
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people would likely attempt to take advantage of the Native
American. In 1878 Comm. Hayt sade the statement:
Experience has shovwn that even the mcst
advanced and civilized of our Indians are not
capable of defending their land when title ir
fee is once vested in them. The reservations
in trust are at once infested ty a class of
land-sharks, who dc not hesitate to resort to
any measure, however, ipiguitous, to defraud
the Indians of their lands (ARCIA, 1878,
443) .
This was reinterated Lty Sen. Teller (Dem., Colc.) in his
infamous speech of 1381
If I stand alone in the Senate, I want to put
upon the record my prophecy in this satter,
that vwhen 30 or 40 years shall have passed
and these Indians shall have parted with
their title... (Cong. Record, 46th Ccng., 3rd
Sess., 783).

The outward expression of the Act was tc civilize the
Native American, the inward expression of the Act wuas
another matter. its purpose was defined by the micority
report of the House Indian Affairs Ccsmittee in 1880. It
states that the real aim of the bill, referring its
predessor, to the Coke Eill (S. 1773), was to make the
Indian lands vulnerable and open them ufp tc settlement
(Cohen, 1942, 208). The exact consequence of rtoth Hayt's
and Teller's statements.

Overall the consequences of the Gereral Allotment Act
touched all aspects of the Native Americars life. The
National Resource Board in 1935 after extensive research
listed eight major social and economic effects of the

allotment systea (Nat. Res. Bd., 1935, 10-11). The social

effects range froam the treak up cf the ccrpunity
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organizaticn to shattered families. The econoeric
ranifications stemmed from the loss of land, the subdividing
of inheritance, and the lack cf financial sugpcrt fof
investment or improvement. The most overwhelming of the
consequences, however, sas the lcss of land.

When the allotment pericd ended in 1934 a tctal of 64
acts and proclamations bhad to ke issued tc clarify the
statements in the Dawes Act (Kianey, 1937, 245-246)
regarding the land. But these had no effect on stcpping the
dramatic loses. A total of 246,569 allctments vwere issued
ccmprising over 40,848,172 acres on 1(0 reservations
(Ducheneaux and Kickingkird, 1573, 23). 1In 1881, the land
holdings of the Native Americans vere estimated to be
155,632,312 acres. A numker of Federal acts and
prcclamations reduced their hcldings to 1(4,314,349 acres by
1889 {(Cohen, 1942, 207). By the turn of the century, they
had claim to only 77,865,373 acres. And, as stated
previously by 1934 allotment hcldings only acccunted for
40,848,172 acres. A loss of 114,784, 14C acres frcs 1881 tgc
1934 (Otis, 1934, 5Su6).

The enormous loss of land was kncwr befcre the Act
was passed. Former Conmm. Manypenny, who in the mid-1850s
established the policy cf allotments, said bhe felt he had
"committed the highest crime®” had he teen atle to foresee
the results of his policy (Gates, 1971, 1€5). Aand, Comn.
Morgan in 1892 had to qualify the Dawes Act because he

became avare of its pitfalls
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First, there is the danger that citizenship
will be thrust upor the Irdian before he is
prepared for it. Second, there is a danger
that the educational systeaz will be ckecked.
Third, there is a danger that the Service

vill not be lifted cut of pclitics. Fourth,
there is danger of Christian people failing
in responsibility (ARCIA, 1892, 217-218).

Thus, as is alvays the case, the policy-makers define the

pitfalls after the decision has teen made and its weaknesses

become evident.



Chapter Five

The General Allotment Act of 1887 and the Treaty of Detroit
(1855) had one common element: Loth allotted land in
severalty to the Native American. The strongest similarity
betveen the two acts, however, is the consequent lcss of
land by the Native American.

The Treaty of Detroit set aside six and one-half
townships (Appendix A, Article 1, Sec. S) froam which a
qualified meaber of the Grand Traverse Bards cculd select an
allotment of up to 80 acres. Eligible individuals (Appeadix
A, Art. 1., Sec. 8, para. 4) had five years to make their
selection., Then, after a certificate was issuved there was
an additional wait of ten years tefore a fee simple patent
could ke secured (Appendix A, Art. 1, Sect. 8, para. 10).

The treaty closed to puklic settlesent cver 87,400
acres (Pigure 1.2). This amount is somewbat deceiving,
however, because in subsequent articles of the treaty it is
stated

It is also agreed that any lands within the
aforesaid tracts ncw occugpied by actszal
settlers, or by persons entitled to
pre-emption theron, shall ke exespt from the

rrovisions of this article; provided, that
such pre-eantion claims shall be proved, as

105
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prescrikted by law, refore the 1st day of
October next. (Art. 1, Sec. 8, para. 16)

Also, certain types of land and specific sections were
declared closed to settlement tefore the treaty was
negotiated; Lands of this type sere defined in the Swvaap
Act (1841), the Internal Improvement Act (1846), and the
Primary School Act (183€). The total acreage exepsgted by
the three acts vas 13,940. Also, the amount of land
patented before the treaty became effective totalled 11,700
acres. Thus, 25,640 acres cocr apgroxisately 29% of the
reserve was not availakle for selecticn (Figure 5.1).

A few Ottawva and Ojitwa kegan searchking for parcels
in late 1956 with the aid of either Rev. Cougherty or Rev.
Smith (Dougherty Diary, 1856; Ssith Diary, 1856). However,
documents at the land office in Traverse City cr the
Naticnal Archives (Washingtcn) no longer contain the list cf
individuals who petitioned for the initial parceis. Because
of adainistrative delays the certificates were not issued
until 1864. The éelecticns made in 1&5€6-1€57 had to be
reentered because the Indian agents made mistakes on parcel
selections and selectees (NA., Rcll 408, f 0492-04S3). The
Federal government was prepared to issue 205 certificates
tctalling 13,573.19 acres in May of 1857 (NA, Roll 407, f
049%) . But because of mismanagement could not process the
selections. Finally, in 1864 tlte first certificates were
issued. Onfortunately 1656 acres were not certified to
allcttees who would have received the land in 1857. Also,

there vere 93 descrepencies (11.5% of the total) in the
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FIGURE 5.1 Acreage exempt from Treaty of Detroit.
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certificates. The errors ranged from having legal
descriptions backward, e€e.g. SW1/UN®R1/8Sec.9 instead of
NW1/4S¥W1/4Sec.9, to inccrrect townshir and range listings of
parcels. In a few instances, two people received
certificates for the sare land.

Pinally, President Grant signed the fce sieggle
patents for the Grand Traverse Bands on June 24, 1872. This
vas approximately two years after patents were issued to
allottees at the other reserved areas, Little Traverse Bay
and Grand River. 7ive hundred and thirty-two parcels were
described on three hundred and four pateats, tctalling
20,040.17 acres. This is agprcximately 23% of the reserved
area and only 32.4% of the €1,76C acres available for

selection (FPigure 5.2).

Methods of Transfer

A key issue in studies cof land tramsfer is knowing
the methods by which the land transfered. It is generally
assumed that allotted land was either stolen from the Native
American or taken away for tack taxes (Washburcp, 1971).
Sutton capsulizes the allotment in his description of
westward expansion by Euro-Americans.

eesChicanery, fraud, and sgeculation, as well
as bona fide homesteading ard illegal but
tclerated squatting, accompainied white entry

into Indian country (1975, 45)

Generally speaking, there are five methods of 1land
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FIGURE 5.2 Parcels patented according to Treaty of
Detroit.
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acquisition: warranty sale, tax sale, quit claia sale,
executor's deed, referee's deed (Callahan, 1965, 28-39). 1In
the transfer of the Gracd Traverse Bards allotted lands,

they experienced four of the five methods (Table 5.1).

TABLE S.1

METHODS OP TRANSFER FCE PATENTEL LANDS.

acres percent
i;;tanty SaI;- 14,165.55 77.33 )
Tax Sale 580.00 3.17
Quit Claim Sale 3,452.32 18 .85 -
Administration Sale 120.00 <65

Total 1€,317.817 T1€0.00

Socurce: Author.

As observed from Table 5.1, the majority of the
transfers vere warranty sales with a lesser ascunt by tax
sales and the other two sethods. This is similar to
Washburn's findings. transfers is similar to other Native
American groups. However, knowledge cf tke types of
warranty sales that tcok place and how they coapare to the

region overall aust be considered.

Differences in Method of Traansfer

The percentage of warranty sales or tax sales alone

cannot present the overall stability of a region, by itself
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is not sufficient information. The occurance of a method of
transfer must be compared to tte regicnal frequency to
determine if a difference existed between the groufp being
studied and the populaticn as a whole. Lccal Euro-Americaans
may have experienced the same methods at the same frequency,
thus, a question is whether or not there uwas a difference
betveen the methods of transfer experienced by Native
Apericans and those experienced ty Euro-Asericans. It is
often assumed that the Native Americans lost their land by
deceit or tax sale. The work cf Youngqg (1$61) and Otis
(1934) verify this for lands allotted to the Five Civilized
Trites and by the General Allotment Act. However, it must
be asked whether this is any different than for the majority
of nev Buro-American farmers ard immigrants to the area.

Inspection of Tatle S.2 reveals a difference between
the sampled Native American and the Euro-2merican residents
of the study area. 4And using the chi-square test, there is
a statistically significant difference Letween Native
Azericans and Buto;lmericans methods cf transfer (.001 level
of significance).

The number of cccurances alone, hosever, dc not tell
the whcle story. Two Native Americans within the sample,
Prancis Blackman and Jotn Ahgosa, were considered “"frontmen"
for land speculators frcm Chicagc and the local area (Leach,
1€88; LCP, 1978). 1In tle reserve area alcne, the two men
held title to 4015.24 and 8757.78 acres, respectively.

Together this accounts for 14.7% of thke reserved land.
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TABLE 5.2

METHODS OF TRANSFEF FCR SAFPLEL PARCELS

D e —— - - - - wn - -

acres percent
" Warranty sale  1,569.00  66.91
Tax Sale 540.00 23.03
Quit Claim Sale 156.CC 6.66
Adeinistration Sale 80.00 3.40
Total 2,345.00 1C0.00

Table 5.2a Transfers for all saampled parcels.

D DD D D D - D D D WD D D D WD D D D G D D D D > D G D G D WD WD WD D D WD WD WD D D D D D WD D D > =D >

Warranty Sale 914.60 75 .52
Tax Sale 180.00 14 .86
Quit Claia Sale 36.40 3.01
Administrative Sale 80.00 6.61

Total 1,211.00 100.00

Table 5.2b Transfers fcr saspled Eurc-American parcels.

- e e - - ——— - A - - - - W — - - — - - - > - > - —— — ———

Warranty Sale 655.02 57.71
Tax Sale 360.00 31.72
Quit Claim Sale 120.00 1C.57
Adeministrative Sale 0.00 0.00

Total 1,135.02 1€0.00

Table 5.2c Transfers fcr sampled Native American parcels.

Source: Author.
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In relation to the sawmgle parcels, they acccunt for
320 of the 360 acres sold by quit claim. Generally, the two
men's financier would extend the money to puchase land from
either the Federal governsent cr the State. They would then
stake their claim to the lard ard pay tbe minusum frice for
public land, $1.25/acre. After a length cf time they would
then sell the land to their "silent partner™ for a fractionm
of its worth, generally $.025/acre. Agent Saith, in a
letter dated January 31, 18€7 described tlke method:

Blackman and Avgcsa informed me at tte
payment made to them nct lcng sircce that the
lands purchased by theam were not purchased
for themselves nor for Indians but fcr
wvhitemen who furnished the money and paid for
the land that they signed a good many papers
for pleaty land and for doing which the
vhitemen paid them some morey as wvell as
their expenses (NA, Boll 808, £ 0215-0217).

Table 5.1 demonstrates that a majority of the Gramnd
Traverse Bands' holdings were transfered Ly warranty sale.
Hovever, the full story of how thke transfers tcok place is
nct told by the table. In some instances the land was
parcelled into smaller tracts and each tract experienced a
different method of transfer. For example, the
SW1/4NW1/4Sec.12 T29N RIW was patented as 40 acres, however,
Charles Chang waw nav quau sold the S1/2SW1/4NW1/4Sec.12 (20
acres) in 1880 in a warranty sale and the
N1/2SW1/4NH1/8Sec. 12 (20 acres) Ly quit claim in 1882.

Also, the occurance of the different types of

transfers is not indicative of thke techricue used to secure

the transfer. For example, in some instances, land
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speculators would offer to purchase a small quantity of
standing timber on an Ottawa or Ojibwa's lard. The price
for the timber was generally fair and paid upon the signing
of an agreement. Assuming the agreement uwas related to the
sale of the timber, the ¥ative Agericam wculd sign the
document. Unfortunately, upon inspection of the agreement
by a notary, the Native Americaam would learm that instead of
signing a contract for timber, ke had sigred a warranty deed
for his property (NA, Roll 412, £ 0118(C119). Other
examples of land transfers vithout the full understanding by
the Native American occurred in all of the reserved areas in
Michigqan. Rubenstein finds a nusber cf similar instances in
both the Little Traverse area and especially the Isabella
region (1974, 1976). Thke basic scheae was the same; deceive
the Native Americam intc signing a documert they believe to
be fcr something else when it is actually the warranty sale
of the land.

Without the proper documentation, it is alacst
impossible to discern the facts regarding every Grand
Traverse Bands' land transfer. And, that documentation is
ncn-existent in most cases. Thberefore, a number of other
indicators have to be used to discern the circumstances
surrounding the land transfer. A few of these indicators
relate to the length of time the Native Aserican Lkeld the
title, the price paid fcr the land, and tke value of the
land.
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Length of Owvwnership

Because Native Asericans bad never cwned land it is
assumed that once they received a parcel they did not know
vbat to do with it. Because of this, it bas also been
assumed and demonstrated (Fletcher, 1886; Young, 1961) that
the land would often quickly "slip through"™ the Native
American's hands. Young (1961) documented how lapd would
transfer from the Native American to a small land speculatcr
wvho would eventually sell to a large land entrepereur. She
generalizes that the land would ke sold #ithin twenty years
after receiving the title.

The Treaty of Detroit made explicit when the Ottawa
and Ojibwa would receive the fee simple title tc their
parcels (Art. 1, Sec. 8, para. S). According to the records
(NA, RG75, #389), most cf the patents for the Grand Traverse
Bands were signed on June 26, 1872 and delivered or August
6, 1872 by Agent Betts. Thus, the base date frca shich the
Grand Traverse ottawﬁ and Cjibwa owned a fparcel vas June
2€6th. Much of this land transfered almost immediately. 1In
1872 alome, 1355.4 acres were transfered, cr 6.76% of their
land in less than six mcnths. As shown ir Figure 5.3, there
was a rapid transfer of parcels within the first ten years,
after which the rate leveled off. Generally speaking, of
the 18,317.87 acres on which irfcrwation is availatle, the
" average length the patentee kept the title was 6.3 years,

the median, however, was 2.5 years.
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The four year difference Letween the mean and the
median can be attributed to the rapid trarsfer of parccels
immediately after patents were received wiich then continued
intermittently until 1928, skews the distribution. Further,
a number of the parcels which transfered in the 1880s and
1890s were subdivisions cf the of the original patents
parcels. Thus, a person would sell twenty acres at one tinme
and another ten later, and the last ten at a still later
date.

The next question of interest is hcw the Native
American's tenureship ccmpares with that cf the general
pcpulation of the region. Comparison of these two groups in
the sasple data, as illustrated in Table £.2b, reveals the
general population held their lacd for 9.07 years with a
median of 6.4. Again, tkis is the coerbined Native American
and Euro—-American population. If the Eurc-American people
are separated from the Native Aserican pcgulation, their
average length of tenure increases to 11.7 years, whereas
the Native Americans decreases to an average of 6.4 years.
Using the student t-test a statistically significant
difference is demonstrated Letween the lertgth of time the
Native American held their land and the length of time the
Euro-American had ownerskip (.05 level of significance).
This difference can be related tc the fact that the Native
American vas not accustcmed to land ownership
responsibilities or otligations (Brooks, 1878).

Furthermore, the Native Apericar did not fully understand
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the capabilities of land ovnership. The rapid turm-over of
property indicates that the Cttawa or Ojiktwa who received a
title either received a very quick prcfit on the land and
therefore wanted to sell it in a hurry or they did not
consider the long terum Lkenefits cf ovrership and lcst that
CEportunity.

Two separate incidents assisted in the demise of the
land tase of the Native Americar in thke Grand Traverse
region. The most important was the closirg of the mission
fcunded by Rev. Dougherty in 187C. His assistance and
perseverance helped the Cttawa and Ojikwa make the initial
adjustment from a huntirg and fishing existence tc a more
settled life-style. With the closing of the mission that
influence was gone. The second incident concerned the
reaoveal of the federal assistactce prcvided by the farmer
and carpenter assign2d to the Indian Agency. Thus, with
both of their building tlocks cf acculturation, faith and
practical knowledge, gore the Native Americans had to 'fend
for themselves' against land speculators.

Por each method c¢f transfer the average length of
time the land vas held differs. This is reasorable given
the different procedures involved for each type of sale.
For example, lands transfered Lty warranty sale were held an
average of 4.2 years, ir contrast to fparcels scld for unpaid
taxes which wers held ar average of 12 years. This large
difference may be accounted for by the fact that the

taxpayer could be deliquent for a rinimum of three years
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before legal procedures would Le taker.

In the case of the commissioners or adaministrative
sale, the facts are not reflective of the process. 1In all,
only three parcels were so0ld ty this methcd, all three in
1882. Generally, the legal technicalities of an
administrative sale extends the length of time the title is
held by the principal hclders even though, technically the
land is out of their hands. For examgle, Emma Greensky
received the patent for the NE1/4NE1/U4 Sec 20 T31N RBR11W.

She died in late 1879 or early 1680 leavicg her estate to
Elisabeth Meskobenace, who sold twventy acres to John and
William Meskobenace for $1.00. The remaining land ﬁent into
prokate and vas sold to Charles A. Nelscn in Dec., 1880.

The Gill's secured a mortgage on Nelscn's land and
foreclosed in 1890. 1In 1894 the Meskcltenace's filed a court
action challenging the Gill's title. When the land was put
into probate, Judge Williams crcered William Nelson,
administrator of the estate, to sell the land. The
Meskobenace's claimed title tc the lands that were sold and
vere not notified of the grobate proceedirgs. The case was
heard by Circuit Court Judge Corkett cn July 28, 1894,

Judge Corbett found many legal irregularities, imperfections
and oamissions in the agpcintment of William Nelson as
administrator of the Greensky estate and, therefore, the
sale cf the lands to Gharles Nelson were deemed invalid
{Leelanau Co. Cir. Ct., Docket #103; ICE, 1977). 1hus,

though Emma Greensky died in 137S or 1880, her estate was
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not settled until 1834, fourteen years later.

Land Value

It is reasonable to assusze that the length of time a
parcel of land was held related to its value. That is to
say, the best lands would have a tendency to be acguired
first by the land speculators. Thus, thkere could be a
relationship betveen the value of the land and the year it
vas sold. There are various means of defining land value,
including taxed value, market value, tse value, and
potential value.

From 1855 thrugh the mid-1890s the tax value of
property in the Grand Traverse Lkay regionm was a constant
figure, $1.25 per acre. 7Thus, all lands had the same tax
value no matter what the land could produce, where it was
located, or vhat was or it. Tax valce, then, is cnly an
indication of the number of acres a persor owned and, in
terss of alloted lands, that never exceeded 380 acres.
Barlowe (1978) indica tes there are tvc major methods of
determining land value. The first methcd involves dividing
the income generated by the land for a 1C year period by the
rate of interest. The rate of interest is defined by the
percent of the income invested ir equipsert and production.
The second method entails calculating the income generated

after the expenses are deducted. These generally include
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labor, transportation and purchase costs. On virgin land,
however, the different methods c¢f detersicring land value are
limited by a number of key variatles: initial cost of
property, income gygenerated, and transportatiom costs (horse
and cart?). Several studies have shown, bowever, scils to
be an important indicatcr of agricultural land value by
association with productivity (Hardy and Sibold, 1974; New
Ycrk, 1974; Locken, Bills and Bicsvert, 1¢78; and Pasour,
1979). 1In fact, a number of states (Illinois, Indiana,
Minnesota, Wisconsin) curreatly use soil series in their tax
equalization plans to estimate use value. And sipce the
principle use was agriculture, soil productivity is a viable
mettod of determining land value.

Primary information on area soils came from the Soil
Survey of Leelanau Co. (1973), ard the inccmplete Soil
survey of Antrim Co. (1979) (Figure 5.4). Generally, tae
soils of this region racge from loamy in the morainic areas
to sandy near the dunes in the west, tc muck and bog in the
low-lying areas. The tcpography is predcminately sorainic
in the southern two-thirds of the study area (Figure 5.5).
A number of drumlins exist thrcughout the area testifying to
its glaciated past. Adjacent to the large lakes and the
Great Lakes coaﬁts are the lake terraces and beaches.

In order to calculate the potertial of the land,
information was collected on factors rerresenting the lands
pctential. The major variables in this regard are

agricultural and timber productivity. Agricultural
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FIGURE 5.4 Soils in the Grand Traverse region.
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FIGURE 5.5 Topography of the Grand Traverse region.
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productivity measures were gathered from the 1870 and 1880
Census Bureau data combined with the potertial yields as
determined by the Soil Surveys. Information was available
in toth Census and Soil Survey scurces on the yields of fiwe
major crops; corn, oats, wheat, alfalfa acd mixed bay. The
vields of other revenue froducing groups (e.g. potatoes,
squash, and pumpkins) in the Grand Traverse region were not
listed and thus could nct te used. Land gctential, or value
generated by agriculture, was calculated ty susaing the
incceme of each crop assuming an equal percentage of land was
compitted to each crop, as listed in the Census regorts.
Nineteenth century Michigan was covered with virgin
forest. Before the agricultural productivity of the land
could be realized the tiamter had to be cleared. Michigan,
in the later half of the century, was a dcminant center for
lumker production in the United States and so timber cleared
for agriculture could be sold (Dunbar, 19€3). This source
of income is incorporated intoc the calculated land potential
of the parcels. Information was gathered from a variety of
scurces to estimate the average stand of timber in the
reserve (Appendix B). Valuakle data care from the records
of the Hannah and Lay Luskter Cc. of Traverse City, who
logged in an area immediately south of the reserve. They
had cataloged data relating to the number of trees in a
section, the number of lcgs prcduced Lty tke trees, and the
nuaber of board feet cut from the logs. Combining this

information with data froa the "Historical Atstract of the
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Onited States"™ (1976), the Soil Surveys, the Censuses of
1870 and 1880, and U.S. Forest reports it was fpossible to
estimate the dollar value of the standing timber per acre.
Thus, by adding the market value of the timber to the market
value of the crops, an indicatcr cf land gctential could be
established. This methcd takes into account the possible
inccme generated from clear cutting an acre of lard and
transforming it into prcductive agrictltural land, an
important factor in the initial cpening of the frontier.

Two other technigues, described by Nortom (1976) in a
study of settlement in 19th century southeastern Ontario,
vere used to detail lané quality and gotertial. One
technique rates the different soils in the area, the other
interprets the distance tc market centers as a dterminant to
land potential. The first techrique incciporates
information froma the soil survey regarding the agricultural
potential of the soils fcund in a tovnshifp. Agricultural
pctential is divided into eight classes and each class is
assigped a value from highest (8) to lowest (1). 1The

formula used by Norton is:

8
Q=3I (¢ . D )
i3=1  ij 3
j = class
C = the % of land in the ith towaship and the jth class
ij
D = the value of the jth class
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This formula was modified by replacing the townshipf
percentage with section percentages. Thus,the resclutionof
the study area is increased.

Using this technigue, land quality measures did not
vary drastically from prcductivity obtained from the Scil
Survey. This technique does not take into consideration the
fact that the poor agricultural soils are still gccd for
timber production. Thus, areas with mediocre soils for
agricultural production tut prcducing good timber may be of
interest to a land speculator vhc anticipates a ragid and
profitable turnover of the property after it has been
clearcut.

Norton's second procedure for detersining township
potential emtails calculating the distance from the
centriods of the township to the three closest market
centers, vhich are weighted by pcpulaticn. Norton's foraula
is:

-¥

(s * P )
1 ik k

N =
i k

e w

<
i

the potential cf the ith township on the basis of
i the three closest market centers.

0
n

the distance between the ith township and the kth
ik center.

a constant

[ 4
"

Again, because of the spatial resolution required in this
study, section centriods were suktstituted for tcwbpshig

centriods. There were four market centers in leelanau Co,
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during the study period (1870-18S0) : Traverse City, Suttoa's
Bay, Leland, and Northport. 1In Antrim Co., there were only
"tvo market centers: Traverse City and Elk Rapids. The
population figures used in the eguaticn are frca the 1880
Census since incomplete information existed previously.
Since Norton found the constant (w) to be .5 for every year
of his sixty year study, this value was retained in the
current model. Pigure 5.6 illustrates the distribution of
land potential. The area adjacent to leland was found to
have the highest potential. This would seer lcgical due to
the size of the market center and the area's proxiaity to
bcth Ncerthport and Suttcn's Baje.

Referring to Table 5.3 the relationship betweer land
value and the length of time tke Native Arerican teld the
land is statistically irsignificant. Aalsco, the lands
potential in relation tc market was statistically
insignificant. Thus, tlke potential land value was not an
isportant factor in dettermining how long the Native
Aperican kept the land. The Native American was nct

interested in the long tera profits.

Price Per Acre

It is generally assumed that selling price rerlects

the actual value of the fproperty scld. Hcwever, if the

seller does not know the true value of a possession, it nay
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FIGURE 5.6 Calculated land potential by market center.
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be scld for either the criginal price (to the seller) or for
the value it holds for the seller. Also, a person may
dispose of the item as scon as pcssible just to get rid of
it or to acquire a short term gain. In the case of the
Grand Traverse Bands, the latter two reasons seem to be
relevant vith respect tc a Native Americar selling their
land.

O0f the four methods of transfer only two, warranty
sale and quit claim sale, are directly ccrtrolled by the
patentee. During the study period, there vere three hundred
and ninety-one warranty sales (14,165.55 acres), with an
average price per acre cf $3.53. The saxisuam faid for an
acres wvas $30.00 the mirimua $0.001 . Of the ninety-four
quit claim sales (3452.32 acres), the average price per acre
was $0.13 vith a maxipus of $1.27 and a mpinimuz of $0.01 per
acre. By definition, a person selling land by quit claia
did so because of the expedience of the method, thus it can
be assumed that most patentees who used a gquit claim sale
were doing so for quick grofit.

A basic assumption is that the lcnger the Native
Aserican held the land the more valuable it wouald teccme.
However, the data does tct suppcrt this assumption. A wveak
negative relationship is found Letween the length cf tinme
the Native American held the title and the price paid per
acre (r = -.0945 at .03 level of significance). Actually it
appears that the longer the Native American kept the land

the less that persom was paid upon its sale. Generally
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speaking, this can be accounted for by the number cf
transfers that took place between family sembers. A
patentee, concerned that the parcel wculd not transfer to a
family member after he or she died, would sell the land to a
famnily member for $1.00 or approximately 30.025 per acre to
insure that the land stayed within the farily.

With regard to lands sold by quit claim, the
assupption could be mada that because a person sells by quit
claim they want to dispcse of the land faster than a
varranty sale. However, statistically this is not shown to
be a correct assumption. Again, a weak relatiomship is
demonstrated between the length of tise tke title is held
and the price paid per acre (r=.237 at .02 level of
significance). This may represent the fact that as time
progressed the number of availakle patented parcels
decreased and the land speculator was w¥illing to pay a
sliqghtly higher rate.

The relationship between the price paid per acre and
the length of time the land was held is distinctly different
for the randomly sampled control grour. TFTor them, the
correlation coefficient (r) is .462 (.0C1 level of
significance) , demonstrating a slightly stronger
relationship between the price paid ard the length of tiame
the land was held. 1In this icstance, tle assumrpticn was
correct, the longer the land was held the higher the price
per acre., Purther, the average price per acre of the sample

grour is $5.16 for land scld ty warranty deed, over 32.35



137

more per acre than the allotted land.

There is an even more dramatic diffence if the
Euro-American population is serarated from the Native
American population in the control sample. The
Euro-American received an average price of $6.95/acre,
almost $4.50 more than tte allotted land. This grcup held
the land for over 11.7 years on the average. However, there
was statistically no relationship between the length of time
the Euro-American held their lard and the asount paid per
acre (r= .075 at .69 level of significance).

The results of these calculaticns support Brookings'
findings based on interviews in 1878, that the Ottawa and
Ojitwa in the Grand Traverse region were rot receiving the
fair benefits of their holdings. They vere tramsfering
their property without the benefit of any substantial income
gains and selling their rroperty at prices far belcw the
market rates. The following examples relate the method of
transfer more adequately than dc the rusbers on the register
of deeds ledgers. Brooks relates that one schemz used to
obtain the Native American's land was for unscrupulous
Euro-Americans to get thke Native American intoxicated and
then persuade them to sell their land for "five or more
dollars." Another tachnique employed against the Native
American was to encourage an irdividual tc accumulate a
small debt and, once the credit was extended far enough, the
creditor would threaten a lawsuit if the Cttawa or Ojikwa

did not pay immediately. Afraid of ttke ccnsegquences, the
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Native American would sign a legal tender, a deed cr
mortgage on his property, to avoid the suit. Finally, a
ploy that demonstrated the craftiness of the land speculator
involved convincing the Native Axerican that certain
equirment was essential toc farming success. The farming
isplenments vere then sold tc the Native American on credit
with a mortgage signed as collateral:

...These transactions are planned in soae
cases vith the greatest deliberation. Taking
a successful neighkcring farmer as ar
example, the Indian is told that if he had
money he could be egually successful: this
being admitted the tender of mortgage is made
and accepted. The mortgage is tten drawn,
the date of payment fixed at a season when
the Indian is expected tc Le unalkle tc meet
it and at maturity, payment not being made,
the mortgage is foreclosed. 1If, by any
chance, the Indian raises the priancigpal and
interest and attempts to redeem, be learns
for the first time that he has heavy costs
and a large attorne¢y fee to meet, and in
despair he abandons the contest and the
perpetrator of the fraud reaps his
anticipated reward... (NA, Roll 411, £
0113-0129)

Summary

Initially four questions were asked. The first and
second questions dealt with the methods of transfer
experienced by the Grand Traverse Band. The third question
addressed wvhether or not the Cttawa or Ojikwa received a
fair market price for their property. The fourth guestion

has tvo parts, both concerning the lenrgth of time the land
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vas held. These questicns have teen addressed in fast
research, but not for this Native American group, not parcel
by parcel, and not concerned with other settlers ip the
regicn.

The methods of transfer experienced by the Graamd
Traverse Bands wvwere generally of the same type experienced
by the general public; sarranty sale, tax sale, quit clainm
sale, and administrative sale. However, the Grand Traverse
Bands experienced a higker rercentage of tax sales and quit
claios sales than did Euro-Americans in the area.

The price paid per acre to the Native American was
less than that paid the Euro-Agerican for ccmparable land.
Generally, if the Native American sold their land, they
received $3.53 per acre. However, if they sold their laad
by quit claim they received, on the average, 30.13/acre.
Comparatively, the Euro-American selling their land received
$6.95/acre, almost $3.5C more per acre than the Native
American.

The median lengtk of time the Grand Traverse Cttawa
or Ojikwa held their land was cnly 2.€ years. The average
length of land tenure sas somewbat longer, 6.3 years. The
Native American held the land a significantly shorter period
than the Buro-American pcpulaticr, whc had an average land
tenure of 11.3 years. The length of time Native Americans
held their parcel was not significantly related to either
the value of the land ncr its lccatior.

In the aggregate, the Grard Traverse Native Americans
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neither kept their land for any substantial period, nor did
they receive a fair market price wvhen they sold their
property. It is important, however, to itvestigate the
facts behind the figures. Not ornly is the seller and method
of transfer important, but also vho subsequently acquired
the land if a full understanding of the land transfer

Frocess is to be gained.



Chapter Six

Thus far, statistical techniques have been used in
this study to prove or disprove several assumptions
concerning Native American land transfers. These
assumptions deal with the method of transfer, the length of
time the land was held, and the price paid for the land.

Por the Grand Traverse Bands in the 1Sttk century, the land
transfers not alvays follow the assumed pattern. Not all
their lands were forfeited for back taxes, not were the best
lands apparently swindled from tkem. Mcre than 75% of the
allctted lands were sold, though the price paid for the land
was dramatically different frcs that raid to the
Burc-Americans for sisilar lands.

The Grand Traverse Ottawa and Cjikwa experienced the
same phenomena descrited bty Mary Youag (1961), local
entrepeneurs acquired the majority of the land. Aquisition
of land by local land speculators exhibits distinct
patterns. The patterns are of two tyres, either date
specific or buyer specific. The date specific patterns shcw
a distribution of lands acquired during specific time
intervals. TFor example, lands transfered immediately after

141
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the patents vere issued, June, 1872, were generally the
lands avay froam the established villages (Figure 6.1). The
name specific patterns demonstrate more of a regionalization
by family. This spatial €lement of land transfers
ccantributes to a fuller understanding of the land transfer

process.

Tempcral Patterns

In the preceding chapter it was demonstrated that the
length of time the Native American held tte title did not
effect the price paid fcr the gprcperty. RAnother variable to
be considered is the distance between the parcel and the
nearest trade center. Again, logic wculd suggest that the
parcels nearest the trade center would be sold first for the
highest price because of their favoralkle location.

However, it was demonstrated that locatior and the price
paid for a parcel were not statistically related (Table 6.1).
). Using the correlaticn coefficent (r) to determine if a
statistical relationship exists ltetween distance tc market
center and the length of time the parcel was held, produced
the result that they were not significantly correlated
(Takle 6.1). Thus, distance tc rarket cecter sas rot
significant to either tlke price paid per acrc or the length

of time the Native American held their land.
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FIGURE 6.1 Villages depicted on the Land Survey of
1850 - 1852.
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TABLE 6.1

CORRELATION CF DISTANCE ANLC TIMNE

Trav City Sut Bay Leland Nrcthprt

—-—— - - - - D - - - — - — - ———— -

distance -12339 .08206 .00390 -. 11608

Table 6.1a Correlation tetween distance from each fparcel
to market and the length of time the land.

land value

time - 17430

=64

Table 6.1b Correlation ketveen the land value and the
length of time the land was held.

Source: Author.

A visual inspecticn of Figure £.3 reveals that alaost
tvo-thirds of the allotted acreage transfered by 1880. The
majority of transfers tcok place from 1872 to 1874, with a
gradual decline until 1878, the last year a large number of
transfers took place. 1Ip the Grand Traverse region, as in
the area studied by Youmng (1961, 102) , the majority of the
lands vere transfered within the first ten years after the
fee simple title was received. Otis (1934, 447) cites the
case of the Shawnee, Pottawvatamies, ard Kickapco living in
Kansas who lost the majcrity cf their allctted lands after S
years, even though there was a twenty year non-sale proviso
in the treaty. The distributicn of parcels transfering in
the first six years follcwing the issuance of the fee title
display a definite trend. Most of these parcels are in the

eastern portion of T2939N 811W, the center region of T30X
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R12¥W, the north central area of T30N R11W, and the west half
of T318 R11W (Pigure 6.2). This, however, is due to the
fact that those areas are where the majority of the
allotments vere located (Figure 5.2). The four areas are in
close proximity to their historic village sites, which were
the fccal points for allctment selection. The historical
factor is well illustrated by the allcoctments adjacent to the
churches estatlished Lty Revs. Ccugherty ard Smith, in Omena
and Northport respectively. Cracker (193f) regorts that it
vas not until 1876 that the parcels around the Presktyterian
Church (Omena) started to transfer, even though the church
itself closed in 1871.

The distinct clustering cf the patents portrays
itself in the temporal patterns cf lanpd traasfer.
Basically, the four areas of settlemert experienced
transfers throughout the years 1872 - 1S7€, however, the
number and density of the tramsactions changed thrcugh time.
Table 6.2 presents statistically the distribution cf the
parcels transferred. Generally, the distributions tend to
be random, however, because the four areas in which
allctments occurred were distinct, transfers withinp the
separate areas can be clustered. During the two and one
half years froa June, 1872 until the end cf 1874, a aajor
share of the land transfers occured, 8213.2 acres (44.33%
of the total). There were two sajor reasons for this
temporal concentration cf transfer activity. The first and

the most important was tlke opening of the reserve to rublic
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FIGURE 6.2 Parcel transfers by year.
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sales in 1872, coinciding with the issuance of the fee
simfple patents. Starticqg in 1872, the general public could
make selections and homestead in the six and one-half
tovnships closed by the treaty. Early speculators were
interested in acquiring as much land as pcssible. The new
Native American patentee's uwere cousidered fair game for the
speculation schemes. As mentioned previotsly, a number of
different aethods wre used to extract the title froam the

naive Ottawa and Ojibwa.

TABLE 6.2

NEAREST NEIGHBOR ANALYSIS BY YEAR

MEAN

NEAREST NEABEST

NEIGHBCR NEIGHBOR
YEAR N DENSITY DISTANCE STATISTIC

before

1873 34 . 116 - 566 . 429
1873 100 . 267 -386 «329
1874 86 «234 «525 - 414
1875 41 . 100 « 695 <376
1876 37 <131 <403 . U482
1877 24 .09¢ «699 .308
1878 34 . 169 «605 «324
1879 18 .094 . 675 .700
1880 10 . 065 .860 « 329
1881 21 .07€ .683 « 633

1882 18 . 090 - 714 - 304
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Agents for land speculators circulated among the
patentees and tried to persuvade them to seil their lands.
The two most noteworthy agents were Prancis Blackman and
John Ahgosa, since both were meskers cf tke Grand Traverse
bands and could approach other members of the bands without
generating the suspicior an Eurc-American would. Generally,
they would contact widows or the elderly or disabled
'persons. Brook's report of 1878, relates how a notary
public would conveniently be available if a mortgage had to
be signed, and it apnears, from court records, that in a
number of cases that notary puklic was Francis Blackman
(Mich. Circuit Court, Dcc. #6z, Nov. 26, 1E8d).

The second reasor for the transfers occuring so
rapidly after the issuarce of the patent sas the fact the
Native American did not know what to do with the land once
they had the title. They were nct adequately precared,
culturally and technologically, to become farmers cn a scale
to exist in a capitalist society. Both Revs. Saith and
Dougherty mentioned this as early as the 1850s (Smith Diary,
1851; Dougherty Diary, 1852). Brook's reiterates this sanme
sentiment in his 1878 report (NA, Roll 411, £ C119), and
Rubenstein further substantiates this in tis research (1976,

1977) .
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Buyer Specific Patterns

Basically there were two types of people acgquiring
land in 19th century America: 1.) people wanting lands for
investment or speculation, and z.) pecple wanting the lands
for their own farming use. Unfortunately, the distinctions
between the two are not clear-cut. However, the differences
between speculator and farmer may be imfplied by tke nuaber
of acres a person or fasilies owns in the area. Given the
technology of the time, the terrain, and the types of crops
produced, a family would have tc be grite industrious to
wcrk more than 160 acres (Svenga, 197C) . Thus, if a person
or family acquired more tham one hundred and sixty acres in
transfers it may indicate the land was used for speculation
and investaent.

A listing of family names was made from the 506
tranfers }included in this study. Seventeer landhclders
received 160 acres or mcie from the treaty patentees (Figure
6.3). The acquistions of this group from Native Americans
total approximately 8603 acres (42.9% of the total). This,
however, includes 602 acres which the State received, if
this is excluded ther the total acreage acquired by the
remaining sixteen landhclders is 8001 acres (39.9%). Thus,
alacst tvo-fifths of the land went to a relatively small
grour of people.

A visual survey of the parcels acquired by each

family (Figure 6.4) reveals a concentraticn of holdings.
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FIGURE 6.3
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Native American land accumulated by family.
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This has been tested statistically by a nearest neighbor
analysis of the parcels ottained by the families from Native
Awsericans (Table 6.3). Each of the families display a
statistically clustered distritution of transfered parcels.
The Miller and Nelson families illustrate the stroagest
grouping of acquired parcels, whereas the Manseau family had
the weakest. However, the strongest or weakest still
displayed statistically clustered patterns, knowing that a

random pattern has a nearest neighbor statistic of 1.0.

TABLE €.3

NEAREST NRIGEECR ANALYSIS CF F2AMILIES

Mean

Nearest Nearest

Neighbbor Neighbcr

Family N Density Distance Statistic

Deaster 14 »257 «241 . 204
Gill 37 <247 «302 « 300
Lee 15 - 104 «502 «323
Manseau 10 <34 .237 «346
Miller 28 .118 .178 . 122
Nelson 36 . 129 «2€4 . 189

As illustrated in Figure 6.3, the Gill family
accummulated over 1500 acres frco Native Americans. This
does not include any lard the Gills acquired from
Eurc-Americans, from the public domain, or from Native
Americans who did not receive the fee sipmple title vis-a-vis

the Treaty of Detroit. The distributicn cf Gill family
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FIGURE 6.4 Native American land accumulated by family.
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parcels is centered generally in T31N R11W (Figure 6.4).
The proximity of this land to either Lelard or Northport is
very advantageous. Which undoubtedly led to the
establishment of Gills Pier, located in tlke northwestern
portion of the township.

The Gill's acquired the land by either warranty or
tax sale. Approximately 36.9% cf the land (556 acres) was
bought at tax auctions. The average price for this land vas
$.098,acre. Of the lands bought in a wvarranty sale, the
average price per acre was $2.82, almost $.70 less per acre
than the average ($3.52) the Native Aserican was receiving,
though more than the median value ($2.5C) .

After many years of sailing, Capt. Peter Nelson
settled in Northport. Eventually, the Nelson family
accunulated over 1325 acres frce the Grand Traverse Bands.
The majority of the Nelson's lacrd was concentrated in T31N
R118, close to Northport (Figure 6.4) . A few parcels vere
acquired just south of leland. Except for one hundred and
tventy acres, all of the land was purchased through warranty
sale (1243.76 acres) at an average price cf $3.95/acre.
This is forty cents higher than the average paid the Native
Arerican. The other cne hundred and twenty acres vere
acquired through tax purchases with an average price of
$.072/acre.

Except for the Gill and Nelson families, the other
lccal entreprenours acquired less than six hundred acres

each froa the Grand Traverse Bards. The rmost notabtle of
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this group are: Lee, Lederle, Deuster, Marseau, Blackman and
Ahgosa. The first four were among the earliest settlers in
the region. Blackman and Ahgosa vere Native Americans that
not only acquired land Lut assisted Eurc-Americans to do so.
Together, this group accumulated over two thousand two
hundred acres (10.9% of the total). 1In most cases, the
families were the initial homesteaders in amn area and
ottained lands through the varicus government sponsored land
purchases. Eventually, they enlarged their holdings past
the size which could be considered a family tarm.

The Lee family came to the Grard Traverse region in
the mid-1850s. The first parcels they received vere in
Sections 10, 15, and 21 cf T2SN F114, totalling 2%6.39
acres. Eventually, they expanded their operatioans and
holdings, acquiring apprcximately 550 acres frcm patentees
(Figure 6.4). The parcels, however, are distributed
thrcughout the reserve and are nct concentrated in any one
area. Pive parcels in Section 9 and 10 of T29N R11W
provided an enlargement cf their initial tkcldings in that
area. All of the land was purchased through warranty sale
at an average cost of 34.36 per acre. This is $.84 more
than the average paid fcr warracty sale tc the Native
Americans and $1.55 more than the median paid. The general
location of the Lee family in this area of the county is
evident in that the jetty on the West Bay coast is named
Lee's Point.

Another family which cawme to the Grand Traverse
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region in the 1850s vere the Deuster's. John and Hubert

- Deuster owned and operated a general stcre in Suttcn's Bay
and over the years accumulated 4€0.8 acres from the Ottawa
and Ojibwa in the Bay area (Figure 6.4) . The majority of
the land was in T30N R11W with the exception of four parcels
in Section 11 of T29N R11W. Jchn Deuster fpurchased the
acreage by warranty sales except for 40 acres, which were
acquired by tax sale. The average price they paid for the
varranty sale land vas $2.12/acre. Tbhis is £1.40 less than
the average price paid, and $.3€ less thar the median. The
Deuster's were involved in a couple of tramsactions which
received notice either in the parpers cr ir court (LCP,
1978).

Antoine Manseau w»as the first Furo-American settler
on the Carp River in 1853 (Leach, 1883, 69). He built a dam
for a saw mill, east of the Lake Michigan shore, which
eventually became the site for the town of leland (Littel,
1965, 5). He sold the land in the Leland area in 1859. His
son, Antoine Han§eau Jr., estaklished a grist mill three
miles north of Sutton's Bay and Manseau Sr. purchased 300
acres from Native Americans in T30N R11W in the vicinity of
the nill (Littel, 1965, 51) (Figure 5.4). Of the lands
purchased by varranty sale, Marseau St. paid ar average of
$2.99/acre, or about %$.t4/acre less than the average. The
area in vhich the parcels were located is adjacent to what
is now known as Mamseau Statior.

Among any groufp cf people there are individvals who
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are crportunists, willing to take advantage of a situation
to benefit themselves at the exgense of others. Among the
Grand Traverse Bands, two people were of this category and
assisted Euro-Americans in acquiring allotted land, Jchn
Ahgcocsa and Francis Blackman. As noted previously, together
both men received title tc over eleven thcusand acres while
the land was closed tc putlic sale, 1855-1872. This land
was eventually sold to the persons whc financed the advances
tco ptrchase the land.

It is impossible to calculate how gany acres
transfered from Native American ovwnership to Buro-American
ownership due to the persuasion of Ahgosa ard Blackman. It
is possible, however, tc calculate and illustrate the lands
vhich they purchased. The Ahgosa family acguired 390 acres,
the majority (275 acres) by warranty sale, the remainder by
either tax sale (75 acres) or quit clais purchase (40
acres). The price paid per acre for the sarranty deeds was
$1.36 or $2.16 less than the average. The major
conceantration of the land vas in T31N R11W, an are€a knowvn as
Ahgosatown (Figure 6.5).

The Blackman family did not accusulate as ruch
territory, yet they were instrumental in a numker of 1land
transfers. For themselves, they bought orly tvo hundred and
twenty-three acres, at $z.04,/acre ($1.4E8 Lelow the average).
The lacds that they purchased were split Letween tkte
northern part of T30N R11¥ and the center of T29¥ R11k

(Figure 6.5). The nortlern parcels are clcse to the village
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FIGURE 6.5 Blackman and Ahgosa holdings
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of Peshabestown, and the southern parcels near the Lee

holdings.

Sumsmary

Two patterns can be discerned in the lands transfered
from Native Amperican to Euro-American ownership, a teamporal
and a family specific pattern. The year specific
infcrsation demonstrated the fact that parcels were being
transfered statistically ino a random pattern but in
actuality the transfers vwere clustered among the initial
allotted parcels. The frequency cf transfers after

the patents were issued indicates that there was,
initially, intense effort to cobtain Native American land,
vhich subsequently tapered off as supply decreased.

The parcel distritution cf the family srecific
transfers reveals the territoriality of the local land
speculators. Bach faaily had their particular region in
which they procured parcels. The larger cperators could
better control the areas in which they vanted parcels énd so
their land holdings were pore ccncentrated. The much
ssaller speculators, Losever, had to take what was available

and had scattered distribhutions cf holdings.



Chapter Seven

This study attempts to expand cur ctnderstanding of
the traasfers of land frcsm the Grand Traverse Ottawa and
Ojibtwa to the Buro—-American. (uestions ccnceraning who owned
the land, the method cf tranfer, and who purchased the land
assist in completing the knowledge about the transfers.
Additiocnal information regardinog the role of "land base"™ in
the Great Lakes Algonquian cultural systea and how
allotments had been used by the Federal gcvernment provides
a better understanding cf the meaning or significance of
tkese transfers.

This study deals only with parcels in vwhich the
original patentee received the fee sisple title through the
requirements specified ty the Treaty of Detroit (1855). The
original ovwner was a Native American and a memaker of one of
the Grand Traverse bands who received title to a tract which
was in a specific reserve in northwest Michigan.

The Grand Traverse Bands land transfers did not
generally follow the unscrupulovs fravds cr tax sales which
Washburn states as the general case. The majority of land

transfered by warranty sale, though they did receive a price

163
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that wvas substantially lowver than the prices Furo-Americaas
received in the same tixe period. However, what is not
kpovwn about the land is what kind of imprcvements vere made,
if any, on the lands of the Native American or
Buro-American. The Eurc—-Americars did keep their land for a
longer period, consequently affording them time to make
improvements and thus atle to ccsmand a higher price.

Overall, the Native American scld bis or her land
quite soon after receiving the fee simple title, on the
average 4.3 years later. This was parkedly sconer then
their couanter part, the Euro-Aperican, whc kept their title
for at least 8.9 years. Further, when the land was sold the
Native American received $3.52 per acre, whereas the
EBuro-American received $6.95 per acre.

The rapid turnover of the Native Agericaas’
allctments and the low price for their land can be accounted
for ty tvo factors. First, the Ottawa or Ojibwa did not
know how to manage the property and use it to its potential
sc they sacrificed long term gains for short term profits.
Secondly, they encountered a nusker of local entrepeneurs
who were anxious to ottain their lands and who, as
demonstrated in a number of examples, used some deceitful
techniques to do so.

Neither the lecngth of tike the land was held nor the
price paid per acre was related to the potential production
of the land or its location. Current eccrceic land rent

theory does not apply tc the Grand Traverse Bands and their
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land. The parcels were tought ard sold irregardless of
their location with resgect toc market centers. However,
specific buyers purchased tracts which wvere adjacent or
close to their other holdings. 1This is true fcr such land
owners as Wa. Gill, J. Cuester, R. Lee, and J. Miller.

Overall, seventeen local entregeneurs purchased over
8000 acres of the more thanm 20,000 acres allotted.
Assisting in the purchase of lands vere tuo Native
Americans, Francis Blackaan and John Ahgosa. #Who,
themselves, had purchased lands from other memkers oif the
Bands. They also received title to vast secticns of the
reserve area once it was cpen to public market. They
eventually, hovwever, sold the parcels to several land
speculators, who helped finance the iritial purchases.

The percentage of Native American allotgeants sold for
taxes vas significantly different than the lands cwned by
Buro-Americans. This difference may Le attributed to the
fact that the Native Americans had no previcus experience
vith these financial burdeans and were ill-equipped to deal
with it. The tax structure assumed a profit from lard based
econonric endeavours fros which tke tazes could be paid.
Unfortunately, many of the Ottawa and Ojitwa in this region
vere unaccustcmed to a capitalist ecoromy and were not
motivated to accumulate a profit. They did not have the
training or equipment tc participate in this type cf
activity and so did not. This sentiment was expresscd by

Agent Saith before the patents were issued (RCIA, 1871) and
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later by Brooks in his report (1878).

The Grand Traverse Bands land Frase was reduced
dramatically after the patents vwere issued. The loss of
their land base and increased Euro-American settlement of
the Grand Traverse regicn comkiped to ccllarse the Bard into
one small community at Peshabestcwn. Today, this community
is now trying to build its stature as a dynamic force in

Native American revitalization.

Future Research Directicns

This research addresses questions relating to the
transfer of land from tke Gracd Traverse Bands to
Euro-Americans. However, a nuamber of other major questions
concerning land and land base cculd fcllow from this study.
One obvious expansion of this study is to the other Bands
involved in the Treaty cf Detrcit, ghe Little Traverse, the
Grand River, the Chebcygan, the Thunder Bay, Beaver Island,
the Saulte Ste. Marie, and those peoples 'north of the
Straits of Mackinac?®.

Two other areas cf research which ccrrespond to the
transfer questicn deal with the fpeople involved in the
transfers. What happened to the Native Averican after their
land transfered? Did he or she leave thke region, furchase
other land, or move in with relatives? According to the

Census Bureau the numbters of Native Americans in the Bay
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area increased for a couple of cecades after 1880. Does
that mean the people remained, or was that natural increase?
The second area which wculd exgpand our kncwledge concerning
Native American land and land base explcres the contemporary
perception of land base for the Great Lakes Algonquian. Do
the conteaporary Ottawa and Ojitwa in the Grand Traverse
region have the same perceptions of the land base as their
ancestors? What is their current perception? 1Is there a
movement to preserve the 'old ways'?

In conclusion, there are three topics in wvhich this
initial research could be the foundation. The first area
could continue study of land transfers. The second area
would identify the settlement patterns of the disgplaced
peorle. And the third, a contesmporary definition ¢f land
base would be developed for the Great Lakes Algonquians.

The potential to develop additional tcpics is very favorable
because of the recemt decision bty the Pederal government to
recognize the Grand Traverse Band of Cttawa and Ojibwa as a
tribal entity. This reccgnition now sakes it possible for
these people to receive the benefits of Federal support.

The questions now to be asked relate to hcw the sugport can

be best utilized.
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Appendix A

TREATY WITH THE OTTAWA AND CHIPPEWA, 1856.

Juiy 31 188, Apticles of agreement and convention made and concluded at the city of

I Stac, €21 Detroit, in the State of Michigan, this the thirty-first da{ Vof ley,

eyt Al 18, ong thousand eight hundred and fifty-five, between George W. Many-
pcisimedept 19, penny and Jlenry C. Gilbert, commissioners on the part of ¢

United States, and the Ottawa and Chipperoa Indians of Michigan,

parties lo the treaty of Marcn 28, 1836.

In view of the existing condition of the Ottowas and Chippewas, and
of their legal and equitable claims agninst the United States, it is
between the contracting partics as follows:
Nn o a2 ArticLE 1. The United States will withdraw from sale for the bene-
drawn trommie.  fit of said Indians as bereinafter provided, all the unsold public lands

:)ithi:x the State of Michigan embraced in the following descriptions,
wit:
v, we of the sx - First. For the use of the six bands residing at aud near Saulto Ste.
Muivma Mare. | Marie, sections 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28,.in township 47 north,
range 5 west; sections. 18, 19, and 30, in township 47 north, range 4
west; sections 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 22, 23, 25, and 26, in township 47
north, rangro 8 west, and sectiun 29 in township 47 north, rango 3 west;
soctions 2, 3, 4, 11, 14, ayd 157n township 47 north, range 2 cast, and sec-
tion 34 in township 48 north, range 2 east; sections 6, 7, 18, 19, 20, 28,
29, and 33 in township 45 north, range 2 caxt; sections 1, 12, and 13,
in township 45 north, mnge 1 :east, and section 4 in township 44 north,
. range 2 east.
. Por the uso of the Second. For the use of the bands who wish to reside north of the
e Nieamas® Straits of Macinac townships 42 north, ranges 1 and 2 west; town-
ship 43 nortb, range 1 west, and township 44 north,‘mngo 12 west.
Yor the Beaver Is- ird. For the Beaver Island Band—High Island,and Garden Island,
land band. in Lake Michigan, being fractional townships 38 and 39 north, range
1(1). west—40 north, raange 10 west, and in part 89 north, range 9 and
. 10 west. L
For cerain other Fourth. For the Cross Village, Middle Village, L’Arbrechroche and
bands. Bear Creek bands, and of such Bay du Noc and Beaver Island Indians
as may prefer to live with them, townships 34 to 39, inclusive, north,
range 5 west—townships 34 to 38, inclusive, north, range 6 west—town-
shipe 34, 36, and 37 north, range 7 west, and all that part of township
84 north, range 8 wesﬁslying north of Pine River. :
Por bands who are  Fifth. For tho bands who usually asscmble for payment at Grand
rually pad atomnd Traverse, townships 29, 30, and 31 north, range 11 west, and town-
ships 29, 30, and 31 north, range 12 west, and the cast baif of town-
) ship 29 north, range 9 west. v
PoreheGrand River  Sixth. For the Grand River bands, township 12 north, range 15
bands. west, and townships 15, 16, 17 and 18 north, range 16 west.
o the Cheboygan  Seventh, For the Cheboygan band, townships 35 und 36 north, rmange
- 8 west.
Por the Thunder Eighth. For the Thunder Bay band, scction 25 and 36 in township 30
Ray band. nortg, rungo 7 cast, and scction 22 in township 30 north, range 8 cast.
Furchase lor tands Should either of the bands residing ncar Suult Ste. Marie determine
her ihe miminnary to locate near the lands owned by the missionary society of the Meth-
lands st Iroquols odjst Episcopal Church at Iroquois Point, in addition to those who
now reside there, it is ngreed tbat the United States will purchase as
much of said lands for the use of the Indians as the socicty may be
willing to sell at the usual Government price.
ot of lands 0 The United States will give to each Ottowa and Chippewa Indian
being the head of a fumily, 80 acres of land, and to each single person
over twenty-one years of age, 40 acres of land, and to eanch family of
orphan children under twenty-one years of age containing two or more

g
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persons, 80 acres of land, and to each single orpban child under
twenty-ono years of agv, 40 acres of land to he selocted and located
within the soveral tracts of land bercinbefore described, under the
following rules and regulations: '

h Indian entitled to land under this article may make his own
selection of an{eland within the tract reserved berein for the bund to
which he may belong— Provided, That in cusc of two or more Indians
claiming the same lot or tract of land, tho matter shall be referred to
t.h:t Indian agent, who shall examine the case and decide between the
partics.

For the purpose of determining who may be entitled to land under
the provisions of this article, lists shall be prepared by the Indian
agent, which liats shall contain the names of all persons entitled, des-
ignating them in four classcs. Class 1st, shall contain the names of
beads of families; class 2d, the names of single persons over twenty-
one yeans of age; class 3d, the names of orphan children under tweaty-
onc years of age, comprising families of two or more persoiis, and
class 4th, the names of sinFle orpban children under twenty-one ycars
of age, and no person shall be entered in more than ono class. “Such
lists shall be mudo and closed by the first duy of July, 1856, and there-
after no applications for the benetits of this article will be allowed.

At any timo within fivo years after tha completion of the lists, sclee-
tions of lunds mug' be miade Ly the persons entitled thercto, and &
notice thereof, with a description of the land selected, filed in the oflico
‘of the Indian agent in Detroit, to be Yy him trapsmitted to the Ofice
of Indian Affairs at Washington City.

" All sections of land under this article must bo made according to the
usual subdivisions; and fractional lots, if containing lexs than 60 acres,
may bo regarded as forty-acre lots, if over sixty and less than one
hundred and twenty acres, as eighty-acre luts. Selectious for orphan
children may e made by themselves or their frionds, subject to the

approval of the agent.
_ After selections are made, as horein provided, the persona entitled
to the land may tako immediate ion theroof, and the United

States will thenceforth and until the issuing of patents as hereinafter
rovided, bold the same in trust for such persons; and certiticutes shall
issued, in a suitable form, guaranteeing and securing to the holders
their possession and an ultimate title to the land. But such certificates

shall not be assignable and shall contain a clause oxpressl g prohibiting _

the sale or transfer by tho bolder of the land described therein.

After the expiration of ten years, such restriction on the power of
sale shall be withdruwn, and a patent shall be issued in the usual form
to each origival holder of a certitivate for the land described therein,
Provided That such restriction shall cense only upon the actual issu-

Selection, how

Listof
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Raule  within ten
ears forbidden.

After ten years a
potent shall inue and
restrictions on  eales
cense,

ing of the patent; And provided further That tho President may in

his discretion at any time in individual cases on the recommendation
of the Indian ngent when it shall appear prudent and for the welfare
of a::{v bolder of a certifiente, direct a patent to he issued.  And pro-
vided aleo, That after the expiration of ten years, if individual cases
shall be reported to the President by the Indian agent, of persons who
. may then bhe incapable of managing their own atfairs from any reason
whatever, he may direct the patents in such caxes to ho withbeld, and
the restrictions provided by the certificate) continued so long as ho may
deem nccessary and proper.

Should any of the hends of families die before the issuing of the
certificates or putents herein provided for, the same shall issue to the
heirs. of such deceased porsons. I

The bencefits of this article will bo extended only to those Indinns
who are at this :time nctual residents of the State of Michigan, and
entitled to participate in tho annuities provided by the treaty of March
2R, 1836; but this provision shall not be construed to exclude nny
Indinn now Lelonging to the Garden River band of Sault Ste. Marice.

All the lund embraced within the tracts hereinbefore described, that
shall not have been nppropriated or selected within five yenrs shall

Provision for case of
death..

To whow this treaty
shall cxtend.

After five yeam the
remaining Infidds may
beentered inthe usial
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remain the property of the United States, and the same shall thereafter,
for tho further term of five years, be subject to entry in the usual man-
ner and at the same rate per acre, as other adjacent public lands are
then held, by Indisns only; and all lands, so purchased by Indians,
shall be sold without restriction, and certiticates and patents shall he
issued for the sume in the usunl form as in ordinary cases; and all
lands remaining unapproprinted hy or unsold to the Indians after the
expiration of the last-ientioned term, may be sold or disposed of by
the United States as in the case of all other public lands.

Nothing coatained herein shall be #o construed : s to prevent the
uppropriation, by sale, gift, or otherwise, by the United Stutes, of any
tract or tracts of land within the aforesaid reservations for the loca-
tion of churches, school-bouses, or for other educational purposes, and
for such purposes purchnses of land may likewise he made from the
Indians, &e consent of the President of the United States, having, in
every instance, first been obtained therefor.

It is also agreed that any Iands within the aforesaid tracts now occu-
picd by actual scttlers, or by persons entitled to pre-emption thercon,
shall be exempt from the Frovisions of this article; provided, that
such pre-emption cluims shall be proved, as preseribed by law, before
the 1st duy of October next.

Any Indian who may have heretofore purchased land for actual set-
tlement, under the act of Congress known as the Graduation Act, may
scll and dispose of the same; and, in such case, no actual occupancy or
residence by such Indians on lands so purchased shall be necessary to
enable him to secure a title thereto. .

In consideration of the henefits derived to the Indians on Grund
Traverse ‘Bay by the school and mission established in 1538, and still
continucd by the Board of Forcign Minvions of the Preshyterian
Church, it is agreed that the title to three separate picces of land,
being parts of tracts Nog. 3and 4, of the west fmetional half.of section
85, township 30 north, range 10 west, on which are tbe mission and
school buildings and improvements, not exceeding in all sixty-three
acres, one hundred and twenty-four perches, shall he vested in the said
board on {nyment of $1.25 per acre; and the I’resident of the United
bl:a:fs shall 1ssue a patent for the same to such pervon as the said board
shall appoint.

- The United States will also pay the further sum of forty thousand
dollars, or so much thercof as may be necessary, to be applied in liqui-
dation of the present just indebtedness of the suid Ottawa and Chip-
pewa Indians; provided, that all claims presented shall be investigated
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, who shall prescribe
‘such rules and regulations for conducting such invcstigntion, and for
testing the validity and justness of the claims, as he shall deem suitable
and proper;-and no claim shall be paid except upon the certificate of
the said Secretary that, in his opinion, the same is justly and cquitabl
due; and all claimants, who shall not present their claims within such
time as may be limited by said Secretary within six montbs from the
ratification of the treaty, or whoxe claims, having heen presented,
shall be disallowed by him, shall be forever precluded from collecting
the same, or maintaining an action thereon in any court whatever; an
provided, also, that no portion of the mouey due said Indians for
annuitics, as berein provided, shall ever be appropriated to pay their
debts under any pretence whatever; provided, tbat the balunce of the
amount herein allowed, as & just increase of the amount due for the
cessions and relinquishments aforesaid, after sutisfaction of the awards
of the Secretary of the Interior, shall be paid to the said Chippewas
or expended for their benefit, in such manner ns the Secretary shall
prescribe, in aid of any of the objects specitied in the second article of
this treaty.

ArticLe 2. The United States will also pay to the said Indians the
sum of five hundred and thirty-eight thousand and four hundred dol-
lars, in manner following, to wit: ‘
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First. Eighty thowand dollam for eduentional purposes to be puid o BiEMT thovand
. N 0 A R : » equal
in ten equal annual instalments of cight thousand dollars ench, which snaval insaiiments.
sum shall be expended under the dircction of the President of the
United States; and in the expenditure of the same, and the appoint-
ment of tenchers und management of schools, the Indinns shall be con-
sulted, and their views and wishes adopted so far as they may be just
and reasonable.

Second. Seventy-five thousand dollars to be paid in five equal annual Bereqtyave, thou-
instalments of fifteen thousand dollars cach in agricultural implements cqual aunual instal-
and carpenters’ tools, houschold furniture and building materials, cat- ™™
tle, labor, and all such articles us may be necessary umf useful for them
in removing to the homes hercin provided and getting permanently
sctticd thercon.

Third. Forty-two thousand and four bundred dollars for the support | Forty-two thewami
of four blacksmith-shops for ten years. T bincEsmith Shope:

Fourth. The sum of three hundred and six thousund dollars in coin,  Thre mndret wnd
as follows: ten thousand dollars of the principal, and the interest on 5 e 'mia per ran
the wholo of said last-mentioned sum remuining unpaid at tho rate of "
five per cent. annually for ten years, to he distributed per capita in
the usual manner for paying annuities. And the sum of two hundred
and six thousand dollars remaining unpaid at the expiration of ten
years, shall bo then duc and payable, and if the Indians then require
the payment of suid sum in coin the same shull be distribut Jkﬂr
cupita in the same manner as annuities are paid, and in not less than
four cqual annual instalments.

Fifth. The sum of thirty-five thousand dollars in ten annual inatal. Jhirts Ave thousnd
ments of three thousand and five hundred dollars ench, to be paid only instaiimenta,
to the Grand River Ottawas, which is in licu of all permanent annui-
tics to which they may be entitled by former treaty stipulations, and
which sun shall be distributed in the usunl manner per capita,

ArmicLe 3. The Ottawa and Chippewn Indinns hereby release and j Nabiithes uuder
discharge the United States from all linbility on account of former lewet.
treaty stipulations, it being distinctly understood and agreed that the

nts and rnymcnts hereinbefore provided for are in licu nnd satis-
action of all claims, legal and cquitable on the purt of said Indians
jointly and sceverally against the United States, for lund. money or
other thing guarunteed to said tribes or cither of them by the stipula-
tions of any former treaty or treatics: exeepting, however, the right
of fishing und encampment secured to the l.‘»hippc\\'ns of Suult Ste.
Marie by the treaty of June 16, 1820.

ARTICLE 4. The interpreters at Sault Ste. Marie, Mackinae, and for  Interpreter.
the Grand River Indinns, shall be continued, and another provided at
Grand Traverse, for the term of five years, and us much longer as the
President may deem necessary.

Axticre 5. The tribal orgnuization of suid Ottawn und Chippewn  Triel oraniziion
Indians, except so faras may he necessary for the purpose of carrying saets.
into effect the provisions of this agreement, is hereby dissolved: and
if at any time hereafter, further negotintions with the United States,
in reference to any matters contained herein, should become necessary,
no general convention of the Indians shall he called; but such as reside
in the vicinity of any usual place of payment, or those only who are
immediately interested in the questions mvolved, may arrange all mat-
ters between themselves and the (Tnited States, without the concurrence  Furure treaties: now
of other portions of their people, and ax fully and conclusively, and ™"
with the <ame eflect in every respect, as if all were represented. :

AxTICLE 6. This agreement <hall be obligatory and binding on the | Trents when to b
contructing partics as soon as the sume shall be rutitied by the Presi-
dent and Senate of the United Statex.

In testimony whereof the said George W. Manypeuny und the said
Ilenry C. Gilbert, commissioners ax aforesuid, and the undersigned
chicfs and headmen of the Ottawns -and Chippewas. have hereto set
their hands and seals, at the city of Detrait the day and year first
above written.
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The Calculaticn of Potential Land Value

The land values for the allotments were calculated
using the land value formula described bty Barlowe (1978,
314) , V=I/r. This involves calculating ttke income of a
pacrcel (I) for ten years and dividing by the actualization
rate (r). Generally speaking, the actualization rate rfor
agricultural land is five percent in the C(poited States. To
calculate the income of a parcel in 1870, the inccae
generating pursuits have to be ideatified. The Grand
Traverse region of the 1870s was still virgin timber land
and this would have to Le cleared befcre any agricultural
pursuits could be followed. Livestock breeding wvas mot an
active pursuit in this regica, nor dairy farming. The major
agricultural activity was crop and graim farming. Thus,
income could be generated froa the timber stands on the land
and the products of farming.

No exact figures are given for timker yields ia the
Treaty area, so that, pctential timber yields had to ke
interpolated from a variety of scurces. BRassdell suggested
that the northwest portion of the Lower peninsula of
Michigan could produce tetween €000 and 8C00 board feet of
lumter per acre (1893, 110-111). This estimate was derived
from a "typical™ half section cf land in Bepnzie County, just
scuth of the Treaty area.

A second estimate of the potentiial board feet on an
acre of land was presented by Brcwn (1919). He estimated
the average yield per acre to be approximately 6117 toard
feet per acre. This figare takes intc account the diversity
of the biotic provinces in the United States and the
potential yields of eack province.

One method used to estimate the nusber of bcard feet
on an acre is to use the annual growth rate of the timber on
the acre in as a proportion of the dersity of the stand.

The Leelanau Co. Soil Survey (1973) listed a table of the
potential productivity ratings per acre per year fcr
voodland types (Table 3., 27). Using ths figure, it is then
possible to calculate tie pctertial stand for am acre, all
that is needed is the picportion of the pctential rate of
growth to the density of the stand. This proportion varies
according to vegetation regime ard maragement techrigue.
The Grand Traverse regicn is considered to be in the
transition zone between the Carcliniar and the Canadian
biotic provinces (Dice, 1949). And as a primordial forest,
it can be categorized as low cr non-managed land. A
progcrtion of 3.007% can be used as tte net annual growth
rate in relation to the growing stock ipventory (Cliff,
1973; National Forest Service, 1574). The average potentia
productivity rating per acre iin Leelanau Co. is 237.5 bd.
ft. per acre (Leelanau Cc. Scil Survey, 1973), and by
dividing this nuaber by the annual growth rate (3.007) will
produce an estimated grcwing stock of 7898.2 koard feet per
acre. A nunrber within the range estimated by Ramsdell.
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A more accurate estimation of the tisber prcduction
wvas possible using records from the Hannah and Lay Lumber
Co. of Traverse City. The Company locged timber from the
headvaters of the Boardman River, which flows into the Grand
Traverse Bay. They kept accurate reccrds of the number of
trees cut, the logs produced and the board feet cut froa .the
logs. The majority of their lcgging cperations were in
Grand Traverse Co., just south of the allotted lands.
Generally speaking, the two areas are similar im scil types,
vegetation, topography and climate. A sample of logging
sites wvas taken and averages were calculated for the number
of trees cut, logs produced and board feet sawed on an acre
of land. On the erage, the Harvah and lay Lumber Co. cut
29.97 trees per acre vwhich produced 4.52 logs per tree and
extracted 18.93 board feet per log. Thus, when the tctal
estimated average yield per acre is 2%62.99 board feet per
acre. However, this is not the total numkter of board feet
on an acre, this is only the numter of board feet cut.
Generally, only 41.09% cf the timber is cut (National Porest
Service, 1974). Thus, the potential Ltoard feet per acre is
6407.4. A nuaber close to the average calculated Lty Brown
and within the reange estimated ty Rassdell.

It is now possible tc calculate the gponetary
potential from timber sources on the land. Again, land
value can be estimated Ly summing the inccme from the land
for ten years and dividing by the actualization rate. 1In
this case, the income shkould inccrporate toth lumbering and
farming pursuits. It will be assumed that the owner wvwill
clear cut the land in ope year, so that, farming can
commence unhindered. Accordiang to the Census Bureau in
1870, lumber products were valued at $16.24 per 1000 board
feet. Thus, the average worth of the timker on one acre in
Leelanau or Antrim Co. was $104.C6.

Assuming the owner would use the land for maximunm
profit, crops were weighted bty groducticn acccrding to soil
productivity. Four crops vere used as the major faraing
production; corn, oats, wvheat acrd hay. Tlte market value of
each crop was the average commodity price listed in the
"Historical Abstract of the UOnited States™ (1976). 1In 1870
cern sold for $.52/bushel, oats $.43/ton, wheat 31.04/ton
and hay $14.45/ton.

Income per parcel was calculated by summing the
market value of the farm products for a nine year period.
The potential productivity of thke land for farming assumed
lcw management techniques as sp specified by the Scil Survey
(1973) . The farming potential was calculated for each
parcel and proportioned in relation tc the percentage of
land in each soil type. This is the same techpique used in
calculating the timber yields per acre per allotted parcel.
Finally, the income from timber yields swere added to the
inccme from farming. The combined income was then
proportioned by the profit margin of farm land under 1low
management and input techniques (Eley andWRehrwein, 1940,
Chap. V). In this case, a propcrtion of .04 cn the market
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dollar. Thus, for any parcel cf land ip Aptrie or Leelanau
Co. the hypothetical value of the land ranged from $53.37 to
$108.82 per acre.

These figures, hcsever, are the byrothetical land
values or potential land values. If they are compared to
the land values recorded in the Federal Pcpulation Scheduale
of 1870, they are only slightly larger than the recorded
values. The average land value for ar Furc-American in
Antria or Leelanau Co., assuming a 80 acre parcel was $40.46
per acre. Whereas, the Native American's land vas valued at
$11.42 per acre.

The hypothetical land value will be used in this
study because it represents the potential land value with
respect to both the timier and crop ptoduction. And, even
though it is slightly higher than the reccrded land values
it does not incorporate tte differences tetween
Eurc-American and Native American ownership.
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