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Notes to Reader 
This final report has been prepared as a deliverable of the Ditidaht First Nation’s Traditional 
Marine Use and Occupancy Study (TMUOS) with respect to Kinder Morgan Canada’s Trans 
Mountain Pipeline Expansion Project, and for the purpose of a regulatory application for 
approval of that project and for submission to the National Energy Board. Associated maps and 
GIS files have also been submitted with this final report, with the understanding that due to the 
volume of information and ongoing Ditidaht research, this information will continue to be 
developed in future, and as such is subject to change. 
 
Ditidaht First Nation retains copyright over this report and its contents. This report cannot be 
used for any purpose other than in relation to the National Energy Board and related regulatory 
processes for the proposed Kinder Morgan Canada Trans Mountain Pipeline Expansion Project, 
without the prior expressed written consent of Ditidaht First Nation. The report is not to be 
published online or circulated publicly.  
 
Some attempt has been made to standardize the linguistic transcription of Ditidaht place names, 
based on recent transcriptions prepared by Ditidaht linguists Dorothy Shepard and Deborah 
Mack. Other names and words appear in the report as presented in source materials and as 
rendered phonetically in interview notes and transcriptions. Ditidaht words appear in italics, 
except when part of a direct quote. 
 
This report does not explicitly address all matters of Aboriginal title or Aboriginal rights of the 
Ditidaht First Nation for the Study Area, although the information included provides evidence 
related to their Aboriginal title and Aboriginal rights. 
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Executive Summary 
The general purpose of the Ditidaht Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Study (TMUOS) is 
to research, record, map and describe locations, resources, and activities of traditional 
importance to the Ditidaht First Nation (DFN) that could be affected by increased marine tanker 
traffic, or by an oil spill and its associated clean up operations, resulting from the proposed Trans 
Mountain Pipeline Expansion Project (TMEP). This final report presents, in summary format, 
currently available information for DFN’s traditional marine use and occupancy sites in the 
Study Areas and information about potential impacts of the proposed project on Ditidaht people, 
interests, and territory. Further research will undoubtedly add to the information in this report. 
As such, this report should not be considered comprehensive or definitive. 
 
Ditidaht Territory takes in the lands and waters stretching along the southwest coast of 
Vancouver Island between Bonilla Point on the east and Pachena Point on the west; extends 
inland to include Nitinat Lake, the Nitinat River, and their drainage systems; and is traditionally 
considered to extend offshore as far as the Vancouver Island mountains are visible from a canoe. 
Ditidaht marine territory includes ƛ̓ušiiʔaaʔaq, or Swiftsure Bank, a significant fishing ground 
that is directly intersected by the proposed Vessel Traffic Routes for tankers for the TMEP. 
 
The Ditidaht have occupied their territory since time immemorial and maintain an active and 
spiritual connection to this landscape. To contextualize the traditional marine use and occupancy 
data that constitutes the core results of the TMUOS project, this report presents summary 
overviews of Ditidaht culture and history, Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK), and marine 
economy. Throughout most of their long history, Ditidaht ancestors enjoyed unrestricted access 
to a rich and productive marine and foreshore environment. This report details Ditidaht TEK 
relating to a range of plant, tree, bird, mammal, seafood, and fish species found within or near 
Ditidaht marine territory. These species were and, in many cases, remain critical sources of food 
and trade for the Ditidaht. And they are more than resources alone. These species and associated 
TEK are also an interconnected link to Ditidaht territory at large and Ditidaht identity itself.  
 
Since Contact, many historic events, processes, and developments have had serious deleterious 
impacts on Ditidaht people, territory, and rights. These cumulative effects include, but are not 
restricted to, the following factors outlined in this report:  
 

• disease and depopulation after Contact; 

• Indian Reserve creation; 

• loss of language and culture; 

• industrial logging; 

• park creation; and 

• fishing regulations and industrial fisheries. 

Any further reduction, of any magnitude, in Ditidaht access to fisheries and intertidal resources, 
or further degradation of these resources, will comprise significant losses to Ditidaht marine 
harvesting activities and rights. Any further damage and access restrictions to Ditidaht cultural, 
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archaeological, settlement, or other resource harvesting sites will similarly result in significant 
losses. These considerations are particularly acute right now, as the Ditidaht First Nation 
continues its treaty negotiations with the governments of Canada and British Columbia and is 
looking to ecotourism, in particular, as a future economic driver. 
 
The tanker traffic proposed by the TMEP and a potential oil spill and associated cleanup 
operation could impact current and future Ditidaht life and rights in many ways. Two community 
meetings were held concerning the TMEP. A summary of questions, comments, and concerns 
articulated at these meetings and during TMUOS interviews are presented in the report. The 
report also includes information relevant for the development of operational plans and protocols 
delineating uses of Ditidaht TMUOS information, should the TMEP proceed. 
 
The report presents the methodology and results of the project’s research concerning Ditidaht 
traditional marine use and occupancy sites intersected by the project Study Areas. All sites have 
been classified, at the most general level, according to six “Categories” (Aquatic Resources; 
Culture History; Land Resources; Settlement Activity; Archaeology; Travel) and are presented 
on corresponding Project Maps provided in Appendix A of the report.  
 
There are currently 738 traditional use and occupancy sites documented in the Ditidaht First 
Nation traditional use and occupancy site database that are located within or that intersect with 
the TMUOS Regional Study Area. Eight (8) of these sites intersect with the TMUOS Vessel 
Traffic Route Area. These high numbers, which include sites in all Categories, confirm the 
strong maritime orientation of the Ditidaht, in the past and today. 
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Introduction 
This report is a project deliverable as laid out in a Letter of Understanding (LOU) between the 
Ditidaht First Nation (DFN) and Kinder Morgan Canada (KMC), executed on April 17, 2014. 
This document is the Final Report for the Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Study 
(TMUOS) for the Ditidaht First Nation with respect to Kinder Morgan’s proposed Trans 
Mountain Pipeline Expansion Project (TMEP).  
 
Ditidaht Territory takes in the lands and waters stretching along the southwest coast of 
Vancouver Island between Bonilla Point on the east and Pachena Point on the west; extends 
inland to include Nitinat Lake, the Nitinat River, and their drainage systems; and is traditionally 
considered to extend offshore as far as the Vancouver Island mountains are visible from a canoe. 
Ditidaht marine territory includes ƛ̓ušiiʔaaʔaq, or Swiftsure Bank, a significant fishing ground 
that is directly intersected by the proposed Vessel Traffic Routes for tankers for the TMEP. The 
extent of DFN Territory, the location of the proposed Vessel Traffic Routes for tankers for the 
TMEP, and the Tanker Exclusion Zone are illustrated in Figure 1.   
 
The Ditidaht have occupied their territory since time immemorial, as described in more detail 
later in this report.  

Report Purpose 
The general purpose of the DFN Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Study is to research, 
record, map and describe locations, resources, and activities of traditional importance to the 
Ditidaht First Nation that could be affected by increased marine tanker traffic, or by an oil spill 
and its associated clean up operations, resulting from the proposed TMEP. This final report 
presents, in summary format, currently available information for DFN’s traditional marine use 
and occupancy sites in the Regional Study Area and the Vessel Traffic Route Area (described 
below). The report should not be considered comprehensive or definitive. It presents information 
that was gathered within a relatively short timeframe and further research would undoubtedly 
reveal additional relevant information. 
 
The purposes of the Ditidaht TMUOS are to: 
 

• Provide summary information concerning Ditidaht history, culture, and traditional use 
and occupancy in Ditidaht territory; 

• Identify how marine resources in the Study Areas were used in the past and are used 
currently by Ditidaht members; 

• Outline the spatial location of Ditidaht traditional use and occupancy sites; and 
• Summarize information provided by Ditidaht members concerning impacts of the 

proposed project. 

Project Study Areas 
The TMUOS project team has identified two Study Areas for this project: the Vessel Traffic 
Route Area and the Regional Study Area.  
 
The Vessel Traffic Route Area (VTRA) is defined as the proposed Vessel Traffic Route for 
tankers for the TMEP and the Tanker Exclusion Zone, as illustrated in Figure 1. The VTRA 
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includes those DFN traditional use and occupancy sites located between the Canada-United 
States border and the north end of a 1 kilometer buffer extending north of the Vessel Traffic 
Route and Tanker Exclusion Zone. This study area was selected as it includes the portion of the 
proposed Vessel Traffic Route for the TMEP that passes through Ditidaht territory. The Ditidaht 
traditional use and occupancy sites intersecting with the VTRA are those that would be most 
directly impacted by this tanker traffic. These sites are illustrated in Map 8 in Appendix A. 
 
The Regional Study Area (RSA) is defined as the marine portion of DFN Territory, as illustrated 
in Figure 1. The RSA includes those DFN traditional use and occupancy sites located within 150 
meters of a marine shoreline, including all of Nitinat Lake, and within 50 meters of any areas of 
tidal influence within Nitinat Lake and any rivers that flow into the lake or into the ocean 
elsewhere in Ditidaht territory. The RSA extends south to the Canada-United States border. This 
Study Area was selected as it is located along the portion of the TMEP’s proposed tanker route 
that passes through Ditidaht territory; it also takes in contiguous portions of shoreline and related 
areas of tidal influence. The marine shoreline in Ditidaht Territory extends 35 kilometers. Nitinat 
Lake, a saltwater inlet connected to the Pacific by a tidal passage known as the Nitinat Narrows, 
measures another 23 kilometers in length, with 50 kilometers of shoreline. 
 
The Ditidaht traditional use and occupancy sites located offshore, and those within 150 meters of 
marine shorelines and 50 meters of areas of tidal influence, could all be adversely impacted by 
the tanker traffic, an oil spill, and associated cleanup operations. These sites are illustrated in the 
Project Maps provided in Appendix A.  
 
The Project Study Areas include the general area of ƛ̓ušiiʔaaʔaq (Swiftsure Bank), an offshore 
fishing and harvesting area of historical and contemporary significance to the Ditidaht. The 
Ditidaht share Aboriginal rights and interests at Swiftsure Bank with the Pacheedaht First Nation 
and the Makah Nation. 

Proposed Trans Mountain Expansion Project and Tanker Traffic Summary 
Kinder Morgan Canada Inc. is proposing to expand the capacity of the existing Trans Mountain 
Pipeline system. If approved, the proposed project would be undertaken in numerous phases and 
consist of approximately 980 kilometers of new pipeline, 11 new pump stations and expansion of 
existing stations, additional storage capacity at existing storage terminals, and expansion of the 
Westridge Marine Terminal and associated infrastructure, resulting in a dual-line operation. 
 
The proposed development, if approved, would also result in an increase of outgoing marine 
tanker traffic from approximately 5 tankers per month to an estimated 35 tankers per month, and 
with a similar amount of return traffic. The proposed Trans Mountain Pipeline Expansion Vessel 
Traffic Routes (Shipping Lanes) (Figure 1) depart from the Westridge Marine Terminal in 
Burnaby out through Burrard Inlet to the Strait of Georgia, then south to East Point on Saturna 
Island, then southwest and south through Boundary Pass and Haro Strait to Discovery Island, 
then south and west out Juan de Fuca Strait to the Pacific Ocean. 
 
The proposed tanker traffic route intersects Ditidaht marine territory, including a significant 
portion of Swiftsure Bank, which Ditidaht members have long used extensively for harvesting 
fish and marine mammals (Figure 1). 
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Figure 1: Ditidaht Territory, Vessel Traffic Route Area, and Regional Study Area 
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Ditidaht Culture and History Overview 
This report section offers a brief introduction to Ditidaht culture and history, based on written 
archival records (including the journals of maritime fur traders, the correspondence of colonial 
figures such as James Douglas, and The British Colonist newspaper), unpublished ethnographic 
and linguistic studies, published scholarship, and other accounts.  
 
What follows provides a summary background concerning Ditidaht history and use and 
occupation of their territory, with particular focus on the marine environment. The proposed 
project’s Vessel Traffic Routes pass through Ditidaht territory and would have adverse impacts 
on the Ditidaht First Nation’s ability to pursue their practices and exercise their rights at 
traditional marine use and occupancy sites described later in this report. The following provides 
necessary context for this use and occupancy information. 

Ditidaht Territory and Language 
Ditidaht territory takes in the lands and waters stretching along the southwest coast of Vancouver 
Island between Bonilla Point on the east and Pachena Point on the west. This eastern boundary 
corresponds with the western boundary of the Pacheedaht, with whom the Ditidaht share close 
cultural, kinship, and linguistic ties. The Huu-ay-aht are the neighbouring First Nation to the 
west. Ditidaht territory further extends inland to include Nitinat Lake, Nitinat River, and their 
drainage systems, and Lake Cowichan.1 Ditidaht territory is traditionally considered to extend 
offshore as far as the Vancouver Island mountains are visible from a canoe. This offshore area 
includes ƛ̓ušiiʔaaʔaq, or Swiftsure Bank. 
 
Anthropologists describe the Ditidaht as members of the Nuu-chah-nulth (formerly Nootka), a 
cultural group whose territories extend along the majority of the west coast of Vancouver Island 
and across the Strait of Juan de Fuca to the western tip of the Olympic Peninsula.2 The Ditidaht 
language, spoken also by the Pacheedaht, is one of three related west coast languages that 
together constitute the southern branch of the Wakashan language family.3 Reminiscent of the 
term Nootka, a resilient misnomer that resulted from British Captain James Cook’s first 
encounter with Nuu-chah-nulth (Mowachaht) peoples in 1778, the Ditidaht are widely described 
in the historical record as “Nitinaht.”4 This pronunciation, and subsequent spelling, derives from 
the Nuu-chah-nulth language spoken north of Ditidaht territory, from Pachena Point to Cape 
Cook; here, “d” is pronounced as “n.”5 

                                                
1 BC Treaty Commission, “Statement of Intent, Traditional Territory Boundary, Ditidaht First Nation,” 
http://www.bctreaty.net/nations/soi_maps/Ditidaht_First_Nation_SOI_Map.pdf (accessed 26 May 2014). 
2 Anthropologists have further distinguished between the Northern Nuu-chah-nulth, “north of Estevan Point,” the Central Nuu-
chah-nulth, “between Estevan Point and Pachena Point,” and the Southern Nuu-chah-nulth, “south of Pachena Point and 
including both the Nitinaht and the Makah, who live around Cape Flattery on the Olympic Peninsula.” Eugene Arima and John 
Dewhirst, “Nootkans of Vancouver Island,” in Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 7, Northwest Coast, edited by 
Wayne Suttles (Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution, 1990), 391. The organization now known as the Nuu-chah-nulth 
Tribal Council formally adopted the term Nuu-chah-nulth (“All Along the Mountains and Sea”) as a replacement for “Nootka” in 
1979: http://www.nuuchahnulth.org/tribal-council/welcome.html (accessed 20 February 2014). 
3 Arima and Dewhirst, “Nootkans of Vancouver Island,” 391. 
4 On the Nootka misnomer see Eugene Arima, Denis St. Claire, Louis Clamhouse, Joshua Edgar, Charles Jones, and John 
Thomas, “Introduction to Volume,” in Between Ports Alberni and Renfrew: Notes on West Coast Peoples. Canadian Ethnology 
Service, Mercury Series Paper. Vol. 121 (Hull, Quebec: Canadian Museum of Civilization, 1991), 1, 8. 
5 Arima et al, Between Ports, 248. Linguists John Thomas and Thom Hess report that at an October 1984 Nuu-chah-nulth Tribal 
Council (NTC) meeting near Tofino, the NTC “proclaimed that the language and people previously known as Nitinaht be called 
henceforth Ditidaht.” John Thomas and Thom Hess, “An Introduction to Nitinaht Language and Culture,” Victoria, 1981, n.p. 
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Ditidaht language and territory intersect in the many place names that populate the Ditidaht 
landscape. Working with anthropologists Randy Bouchard and Dorothy Kennedy during the 
1980s and 1990s, Ditidaht Elders recorded over 250 place names along the coast and inside 
Nitinat Lake. Many of these place names memorialize Ditidaht knowledge, use, and occupation 
of the marine environment. ƛuuʔuuws (Clo-oose), for example, the name of one major Ditidaht 
village, translates into English as “camping beach.”6 A rock near Nitinat Narrows where whalers 
used to tie up their catch before it was processed is called batl’uus, or “tie-up place for whales.”7  

Ditidaht Traditional History 
The term “Ditidaht” translates into English as the “people of diitiida,” a village located at the 
mouth of Jordan River in what is now Pacheedaht territory. Several recorded oral traditions 
recount the common history of Ditidaht and Pacheedaht peoples at this site and elaborate on 
subsequent westward Ditidaht migration. 
 
Archaeologists and anthropologists James Haggarty and Richard Inglis have succinctly 
summarized one detailed account recorded by anthropologist Morris Swadesh in 1931, and later 
translated into English by Ditidaht linguist John Thomas. In this account, Chief Peter, a chief of 
the wawa.xʔadiʔsaʔtx, a Ditidaht local group, who later married into the Pacheedaht, relates that 
Ditidaht settlement in the area was sparked by intertribal conflict. As Haggarty and Inglis explain 
of Chief Peter’s account: 
 

According to this tradition the people from Tatoosh Island, off Cape Flattery in 
Washington, got into a fight with the Ozette and were forced to abandon their 
home. They moved to Jordan River … and became the Ditidaht. Here they lived 
for a long time. Again they got into a number of conflicts, this time with the 
Clallam, Sooke and Saanich. These groups banded together and attacked the 
Ditidaht forcing them to move again.8 

 
After this, some Ditidahts moved to Cullite Bay, Carmanah, and Cullite,9 others to Clo-oose, 
Whyac, and Tsuquaadra.10 
 

                                                
6 Ditidaht First Nation, “Ditidaht Settlement Sites and Their Cultural Significance, Prepared for the British Columbia Heritage 
Conservation Branch.” Malachan, BC: Ditidaht First Nation, 1994, 29. 
7 Randy Bouchard and Dorothy Kennedy, “Ditidaht Indian Place Names and Site Utilization: Field Notes,” 14 February 1994, 
75-76. 
8 James Haggarty and Richard Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park Ethnographic History,” in Unpublished Manuscript, Parks 
Canada Western Region, Calgary. Copy held at Archaeology Division, Royal British Columbia Museum, Victoria, 1986, 200-
201. 
9 Cullite Bay is distinct from Cullite, located on Cullite IR #3 (Pacheedaht).   
10 Chief Peter, “How the Nitinats Came to Nitinat. Translated by John Thomas in 1985 for Pacific Rim Ethnography Project.” 
Philadelphia: American Philisophical Society Library, Franz Boas Collection of American Linguistica, Mary Haas and  
Morris Swadesh Field Notebooks, Notebook IV: 23-32, 1931. In an account recorded by anthropologist Ann Bates, the late Elder 
Ernie Chester explains that those who settled at Clo-oose were compelled to leave diitiida due to insufficient food supply. Ann M. 
Bates, “Affiliation and Differentiation: Intertribal Interactions among the Makah and Ditidaht Indians,” (PhD Thesis, Indiana 
University, 1987), 293-294. Another narrative about migration from diitiida was shared by Elder Lena Johnson: “English 
Translation of a Story About tl’aadiiwa (Klanawa), Originally Told in the Ditidaht Language by Lena Johnson, circa 1973,” 
Source binders accompanying Ditidaht First Nation, “Ditidaht Knowledge and Use of the Between Tsuquanah Point and Cape 
Beale,” Malachan, BC: Ditidaht First Nation, 1999, Document 62. 
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In a 1983 interview with Haggarty and Inglis, late Ditidaht Elder Joshua Edgar offered an 
alternative explanation for migration from diitiida: overcrowding. Edgar described the Ditidaht 
travelling “down the coast” until they came to Whyac, where they encountered another group, 
the Daʔu.wʔa.tx. “There were so many Ditidaht here at the time,” he related, “that they changed 
the name to Ditidaht … but before that it was Duowaht.”11 Edgar described the Daʔu.wʔa.tx as 
the original group who inhabited the Nitinat Lake area, a characterization echoed by a number of 
other Ditidaht Elders and recently reiterated by one of Edgar’s grandsons.12  
 
John Thomas has offered another iteration of dispersal from diitiida. He situates this experience 
prior to a Great Flood that occurred in the distant past: 
 

In the preflood era only the village di.ti.daʔ Jordan River existed. There were 
three brothers living in di.ti.daʔ who moved away. One settled at ča.di. on 
Tatoosh Island off Cape Flattery. From him descend the Makah people. A second 
brother settled at pa.či.daʔ Port Renfrew and the eldest settled at wa.ya.ʔaq on the 
south side of the outflow from Nitinaht Lake to the Ocean. From these four sites 
the Nitinaht and Makah populations grew and spread until the disastrous smallpox 
epidemic of 1852.13 

 
Other stories more explicitly connect Ditidaht origins to the Great Flood. John Thomas’ mother, 
Ida Jones, describes a family leaving diitiida by canoe during the Flood and landing on a large 
mountain, kaakaapiya.14 After the water receded, and many years spent living on kaakaapiya, 
the sons descended to Nitinat Lake and settled, eventually, with the rest of the family at what 
became Whyac. “Finally,” Jones relates, “got lots of people coming from, growing at Nitinat. 
And then later on, they go each beach, like Carmanah, Tsuquada (that’s the other side of 
Nitinaht), Klanawah, Tsusiat, way along that--all Nitinaht started from this one family canoe.”15 
 
Another Flood story, meanwhile, recorded in 1922 by settler Alfred Carmichael, recounts pre-
Flood inhabitance at “Nitinat” (Whyac). After retreating up kaakaapiya in their canoe, where the 
family anchored to the elderberry root, Nitinat chief Cha-uts-sem, his wife, and their four 
daughters returned to Nitinat after the floodwaters receded. Cha-uts-sem then went in search of 
his people at Neah Bay and “Nit-ee-na.” “All of the people,” the account continues, “returned to 
Nitinat with their Chief. They built new houses on the ocean at Nitinat. They called it Dak-oo-a 
cuts.”16   

                                                
11 Joshua Edgar and Joe Edgar, “Transcript of Interview with Joshua Edgar and Joe Edgar by J. Haggarty and R. Inglis, 13 
September 1983,” RBCM, Pacific Rim Ethnography Project, Binder: Ditidaht Place Name Data Sheets, Victoria, BC, 1983, 1; 
Haggarty and Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park Ethnographic History,” 201. 
12 Ditidaht First Nation, “Ditidaht Settlement Sites and Their Cultural Significance,” 108; Donald Edgar, “Interview of Donald 
Edgar at Malachan I.R. Band Office on April 10th, 2014 by Kevin Neary, Chelsea Horton, Brendan Neary, Mary Lucas, and 
Kelita Sieber.” Victoria, BC: Traditions Consulting Services, Inc., 2014. For an alterative account of Da?u.w?a.tx presence in the 
area see John Thomas in Arima et al, Between Ports, 285-286. 
13 Thomas and Hess, “Introduction,” 160. 
14 Thomas himself recounts a condensed version of this story in Arima et al, Between Ports, 285. 
15 Bates, “Affiliation and Differentiation,” 293. 
16 Alfred Carmichael, “The Legend of the Flood According to the Ohyaht Tradition,” in “Indian Legends of the West Coast of 
Vancouver Island (Manuscript),” Victoria: B.C. Archives, Add Mss. 2306, 1922. Carmichael writes in preface to this account that 
“This legend was told to Hy-na-um by Cheepsaw. Cheepsaw was brother to the father of Hy-na-um, the father was 
Tsa-tsa-wist-a-a, Hy-na-um told it to me.” Haggarty and Inglis have described Hy-na-um as “a Ditidaht.” Haggarty and Inglis, 
“Pacific Rim National Park Ethnographic History,” 201. Carmichael also published this account a number of years later in a 
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While recorded narratives offer different timelines for the settlement of Whyac, they consistently 
characterize it as an early, and often the original, Ditidaht village besides diitiida. As John 
Thomas observed in a 1991 publication, “When people today talk about ‘Nitinat’, they refer to 
Whyac [Wa:ya:ʔaq] as ‘Nitinat’, which to me gives evidence that the village was the founding 
village of the Ditidaht nation.”17 

Ditidaht Sociopolitical Structure 
The present-day Ditidaht First Nation consisted, prior to European Contact, of a number of 
independent local groups, whose names derived from those of their primary village locations.18 
These local groups were headed by chiefs, or chaabat, with hereditary claims to specific territory 
and ceremonial property, known as tupaat.19  
 
In 1981, John Thomas prepared a list of nine such local groups and villages:  
 

• the caqqawisaʔtx, main village of caqqawis;  
• the ƛa.di.wa.aʔtx, main village of ƛa.di.wa;  
• the cuxʷkʷa.dʔaʔtx, main village of cuxʷkʷa.dʔ;  
• the wa.ya.ʔqaʔtx, main village of wa.ya.ʔq;  
• the ƛu.ʔu.wsaʔtx, main village of ƛu.ʔu.ws;  
• the ca.xʷi.ytaʔtx, main village of ca.xʷi.yt;  
• the qaqbaqisaʔtx, main village of qaqbaqis;  
• the wawa.xʔadiʔsaʔtx, main village of wawa.xʔadiʔs;  
• and the qwa.ba.duwaʔaʔtx, main village of qwa.ba.duwaʔ.20  

 
Indicative of the strong maritime orientation of the Ditidaht, these villages are located along the 
marine coastline stretching from Bonilla Point to Pacheena Point. Further reflecting Ditidaht 
reliance on aquatic and marine resources, other villages and camps are likewise located on or 
near marine, river, and lake shorelines. Ditidaht ancestors selected their village sites based on a 
variety of factors such as availability of food and fresh water, suitability for launching and 
landing canoes, exposure to wind and waves, defensive features, and sightlines. The Ditidaht 
seasonal round included taking up residence at several locations throughout the course of an 
average year in order to take advantage of locally or seasonally abundant resources. These 
locations continue to be of great importance to the exercise of Ditidaht rights and culture. 
 
At a recent community meeting held on Malachan Indian Reserve #11, the late Elder Stanley 
Chester shared his views on the subject of local groups and their amalgamation into the Ditidaht 
band, something he connected to the Reserve creation process: 
                                                                                                                                                       
Victoria newspaper: “Children of the Ya-Ee: An Indian Legend,” Daily Colonist (2 June 1957), 13-14. 
17 Thomas in Arima et al, Between Ports, 285. See also Haggarty and Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park Ethnographic History,” 
202-203. 
18 Haggarty and Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park Ethnographic History,” 193-200, 297; Arima et al, Between Ports, 280-288. 
19 Randy Bouchard and Dorothy Kennedy, “Preliminary Notes on Ditidaht Land Use,” Prepared for Millennia Research, Ditidaht 
Indian Band, and British Columbia Heritage Trust, Ministry of Tourism and Ministry Responsible for Culture (Victoria: B.C. 
Indian Language Project), 1991, 6-8; Arima et al, Between Ports, 232, 282-288; Haggarty and Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park 
Ethnographic History,” 13. 
20 Haggarty and Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park Ethnographic History,” 198-199. Also, Bouchard and Kennedy, “Preliminary 
Notes on Ditidaht Land Use,” 3-4. 
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…whoever surveyed and gave us Reserves, each group of people, they were not 
as one band, they were separate. Each Reserve or each piece of land that they 
lived in. What we looked for, our ancestors looked for, were places where they 
could have access to rivers that had fish in it … places where they would live to 
be near food supply. Eventually there was sixteen groups. Each group had leaders. 
In our language it’s called chaabat. This is what we have to teach our young ones. 
When I was growing up my grandfather from my father’s side put into us, Jimmy 
and I, never forget who our leader is.  
 
Now, this is after these sixteen groups amalgamated, made into one, which is 
called band now. Like I say, each group had their own chief and when the Elders 
of that day, they had an agreement that we will only have one chief that will be 
leading our people, as one group, not sixteen different groups. Which made our 
band have many warrior men in them days. Once we amalgamated there were 
many.21 

 
The local groups that came to compose the Ditidaht were renowned warriors, whalers, and canoe 
builders. They hunted and harvested extensively, on land and sea. Early European Contact and 
subsequent British and Canadian colonialism would come to take a significant toll on Ditidaht 
lives and social, spiritual, economic, and political structures. It would not, however, extinguish 
them. Ditidaht ties to territory, and all it sustains, run deep and resilient among the people of 
diitiida. 

Contact Period Records and Relations 
The earliest extant written record relating to the Ditidaht appears in the context of coastal 
European exploration and the maritime fur trade. On 14 July 1788, en route to the Strait of Juan 
de Fuca via longboat, a member of British captain John Meares’ expedition, Robert Duffin, 
observed “a village called Nittee Natt.” Duffin and his crew “came to off the village” the next 
day and “attempted to enter a rivulet there, but found too great a surf on the bar to approach, so 
ran out and came to anchor in 10 fathoms, sand.” A chief named “Kissan,” Duffin records, 
“came along-side” and may have traded “several skins.” Duffin and his crew reportedly 
encountered a more resistant reception further along the coast the next day. As he records is his 
journal for 16 July: 
 

Pleasant weather, wind Northerly, at six P. M. weighed, having purchased several 
skins, ran into a sandy bay, or rather cove, where there was a village, two canoes 
in company decoying us in, when, immediately on our approaching the shore, the 
natives assembled on the beach with spears, bludgeons, bows and arrows, &c. 
making at the same time a dismal howling, using threatening postures, which I 
thought was to prevent us from landing, but I was mistaken, for I had a shower of 
arrows thrown round the boat, from a rock at a small distance from us, but luckily 
none hurt us; several fell on the boat’s awning, but did not penetrate through, 
upon which I found myself under the necessity of firing at them, but was at too 

                                                
21 Stanley Chester, Speaking at Ditidaht Heritage Project and Treaty Related Measure Informal Meeting, Malachan, BC, 17 
February 2014. 
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great a distance to do execution. They then began to launch several large canoes, 
with a number of spears, &c. on which, I discharged a musketoon at one of them, 
but, I believe, did not wound any one. However, they immediately left her, and 
ran howling into the woods; I then saw a man come running down to the beach 
with a half-pike, which they had found means to take out of the boat, unknown to 
us; I then perceived that was the reason of their committing hostilities, being 
desirous of retaining what they had stolen. Upon my receiving the half-pike 
hostilities ceased. I hope there are none of them killed, though, at the same time, 
they very richly deserved it. Weighed and run out, seeing no likelihood of getting 
any furs.22 

 
The village where this confrontation occurred was, based on the geographical details that Duffin 
supplies, quite likely a Ditidaht one. 
 
While the Ditidaht sent Duffin and his crew a strong territorial message, they also actively took 
part in the maritime fur trade. In spring of the following year, for example, Robert Haswell, an 
American trader aboard the Columbia, described trading with “the Chief,” who Haswell 
elsewhere identified as “Cassacan,” offshore from “the Village Nittenat.”23 Suggesting both an 
abundance of skins and local indigenous interest in trade, Haswell added that, “had we been 
provided with aney thing that would have purchased Skins we should no doubt at this place have 
got near 200.”24 In June 1791, John Hoskins, another American trader on a second journey by the 
Columbia, similarly described trading offshore from “Nittenat”; “Cassacan the Chief,” along 
with “his Lady,” was again present.25 
 
Fur trade records further include evidence of Ditidaht people traveling for the purpose of 
participating in the trade. First officer Bernard Magee of the American ship Jefferson recorded 
visits by “Nittenat” and “Nittinah” people while the Jefferson was based in Barkley Sound in 
1793-1794.26 His journal entries indicate that the Ditidaht were discerning, as well as eager, 
traders. Magee writes that on 25 October 1793, for example, the “Nittenat” had more than the six 
skins that they ultimately traded available for exchange, but that they and the American traders 
“could not agree on the prices.”27 On 5 April 1794, the “Nittenah” again had more than the “2 
middling skins” that were traded available for sale, “for which,” Magee writes, “the[y] wanted 
Copper which we could not supply them with.”28  
 

                                                
22 Robert Duffin, “Appendix No. IV.: Copy of Mr. Duffin’s Journal,” in Voyages Made in the Years 1788 and 1789 from China 
to the North-West Coast of America, edited by John Meares (London: Logographic Press [Reprinted in Bibliotheca Australiana # 
22, N. Israel/ Amsterdam, Da Capo Press/ New York, 1967], 1790), n.p.. Duffin describes purchasing “several skins” at the start 
of his journal entry for 16 July 1788; it appears that he purchased these from Kissan. 
23 Robert Haswell, “Haswell’s First Log,” in Voyages of the Columbia to the Northwest Coast 1787-1790 and 1790-1793, edited 
by F.W. Howay (Boston: Massachusetts Historical Society, 1990 [1789]), Reprinted 1990 by the Oregon Historical Society, 
Portland, 71. In a footnote, editor Howay writes that the chief who Haswell encountered was “Cassacan, who is mentioned in 
Haswell’s second log.” Howay, “Haswell’s First Log,” 81, fn 4. 
24 Haswell, “Haswell’s First Log,” 81. 
25 John Hoskins, “Hoskins’ Narrative,” in Voyages of the Columbia to the Northwest Coast 1787-1790 and 1790-1793, edited by 
F.W. Howay (Boston: Massachusetts Historical Society, 1990 [1791]), 195-196. 
26 Bernard Magee, “Voyage Made on Board Ship Jefferson to Northwest Coast 1791-1793,” BC Archives. Mf A273 (3). 
Victoria, 1793, n.p. See entries for 25 October 1793 and 5 April 1794.  
27 Magee, “Voyage,” 25 October 1793. 
28 Magee, “Voyage,” 5 April 1794. 
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In addition to the fur trade, early Contact records also suggest the spread and impact of 
introduced European diseases upon the Ditidaht. In his June 1791 description of trade offshore 
from “Nittenat,” John Hoskins also records the presence of both venereal disease and smallpox. 
Speaking to the sex trade, another outlet of exchange that developed during early encounters on 
the west coast, he writes: 
 

Cassacan we found troubled with the venereal to a great degree. this is the more 
remarkable as hitherto we have found the women exceeding modest; nothing 
could even tempt them to come on board the ship; and here they appear the same; 
… this at first induced me to believe it was a disorder prevalent among them; but 
on questioning Cassacan, he says sometime since a vessel came to this place; to 
the Captain of which he sold a female prisoner or slave girl for several sheets of 
copper: on the vessels going away, the girl was sent ashore; he afterwards 
cohabited with the girl, who shortly after died; caught the fatal disease and 
communicated it to his wife; who, he says, has it equally as bad as himself: thus 
this most banefull disorder will e’er long prove fatal to this pair, and possibly 
spread throughout the village; making the most dreadful destruction: we dressed 
Cassacan, but he would not permit us to, his wife; and gave him several 
medicines; which he received most thankfully. Cassacan has also had the small 
pox; of which his face bears evident marks.29 

 
John Boit, another American aboard the same expedition, similarly observed that “‘Twas evident 
that these Natives had been visited by that scourge of mankind the Smallpox.” “The Spanish,” 
Boit added, “as the natives say brought it among them.”30  
 
Smallpox, together with other epidemic and chronic diseases, took a massive toll on the Ditidaht 
and their Nuu-chah-nulth neighbours. According to anthropologist Eugene Arima, the total Nuu-
chah-nulth population “plunged from perhaps about 30,000 in 1788” to less than 4,000 by the 
late nineteenth century.31 As indicated by John Thomas above, one significant smallpox outbreak 
in the early 1850s had particularly devastating effects and resulted in the abandonment of several 
Ditidaht villages.32 Warfare, stimulated by the introduction of European weapons and trade, 
further contributed to population loss and a process of amalgamation as some Ditidaht local 
groups disappeared and others merged together.33 

Colonial Period Records and Relations 
These shifting demographics are reflected in early colonial population estimates for the Ditidaht. 
In a “Description of Vancouver Island,” published in 1857 in the Journal of the Royal 
Geographical Society, for example, settler W.C. Grant writes that “some 300 savages called the 
Nitteenatuch or Nitteenats” are found settled around “an inland saltwater loch” (Nitinat Lake); he 
estimates the wider “Nitteenats” population, which in this case appears to include both the 
                                                
29 Hoskins, “Hoskins’ Narrative,” 196. 
30 John Boit, “Boit’s Log,” in Voyages of the Columbia to the Northwest Coast 1787-1790 and 1790-1793, edited by F.W. 
Howay (Boston: Massachusetts Historical Society, 1990 [1791]), 371. 
31 Arima et al, “Introduction to Volume,” Between Ports, 1. 
32 Thomas and Hess, “Introduction,” 160; Arima et al, Between Ports, 288; Haggarty and Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park 
Ethnographic History,” 88-89. 
33 Haggarty and Inglis, “Pacific Rim National Park Ethnographic History,” 91, 305; Arima et al, “Introduction to Volume,”  
Between Ports, 1. 
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Ditidaht and Pacheedaht peoples, at 1,000.34 In 1855, two years prior to the publication of 
Grant’s article, two traders based on the west coast, Peter Francis and William Banfield, 
prepared an informal regional census that included “Nettinets total population 800 including men 
women and children able bodied men, or to use the native term, 250 Skookum or warriors.”35 In 
1859, Governor James Douglas appointed Banfield a Government Agent for the southwest coast 
of Vancouver Island and, the following year, Banfield followed up with a census of the adult 
male Indian population of the region in which he listed the number of “Netinett” men at 200.36 
 
Banfield recorded further details about the Ditidaht in a series of articles published in the 
Victoria Daily Gazette in 1858. Underlining the variant nature of population estimates in this 
period, Banfield here described a “Netinett” population of “about five hundred.” Speaking also 
to Ditidaht social structure, he wrote: 
  

during the spring and summer months they divide themselves into different 
encampments, or kinds of clanships, each having a recognised chief or head of a 
house; but withal acknowledging one as supreme. 
 

“They are different in this respect,” Banfield added, “from any other tribe I have met with.”37 
Banfield further observed trade and traffic between the “Netinett” and the Cowichan, by way of 
an “Indian trail” connecting Nitinat and Cowichan Lakes, and elaborated on central Ditidaht 
practices of fishing, canoe construction, whaling, and warfare.38 
 
Leader of the Vancouver Island Exploring Expedition, Robert Brown, echoed and built on 
Banfield’s observations several years later. After journeying overland from Cowichan, Brown 
and several members of his team travelled down the Nitinat River and Nitinat Lake to a village 

                                                
34 W.C. Grant, “Description of Vancouver Island,” in Journal of the Royal Geographical Society 27 (1857): 285, 293. 
35 Peter Francis and W.E. Banfield, “Correspondence: Peter Francis and W.E. Banfield to James Douglas,” in BC 
Archives, Colonial Correspondence, GR 1372, file 588a/2. Victoria, BC, 1855. Governor James Douglas drew on these estimates 
in his own 1856 census, “Indian Population Vancouver’s Island.” He lists the Nitinat “Place of Habitation” as Port San Juan, 
suggesting that these numbers include both Ditidaht and Pacheedaht people. James Douglas, “Indian Population Vancouver’s 
Island 1856,” in Great Britain, Colonial Office, CO 305/7, 106-09. London, 1856. 
36 W.E. Banfield, “Male Adult Population. Tribes South West Coast Vancouver Island [Enclosure to Colonial Secretary, 4 March 
1860],” in BC Archives, MS 0772, Hudson's Bay Company. Fort Victoria. Victoria, BC, 1860. Banfield adds: “Note: one third is 
fair proportion for adult males, two thirds women and children. Many have no children, none exceeding five but two might be 
taken as an average. Many of the men have no women, and many women without men.” See also W.E. Banfield, “[Report 20]: 
W.E. Banfield to Colonial Secretary, 4 March 1860,” in BC Archives, Colonial Correspondence, GR 1372, file 107/1b. Victoria, 
BC, 1860. On Banfield’s appointment as Government Agent: W.A.G. Young, “Correspondence: Colonial Secretary to Wm 
Banfield, 27 April 1859,” in BC Archives, Vancouver Island Miscellaneous Letterbook, No. 2, C/AA/10.4/2 (mf B-2650), 115 -
18. Victoria, 1859. 
37 W.E. Banfield, “Vancouver Island. Its Topography, Characteristics, &C, Number III: A Whale Killing by the Netinett Indians,” 
in Daily Victoria Gazette, Vol. 1 No. 26. Victoria, BC, 1858. 
38 W.C. Grant notes this trail connecting Nitinat and Cowichan as well: “Description of Vancouver Island,” 269; W.E. Banfield, 
“Vancouver Island. Its Topography, Characteristics, &C, Number IV: Distribution of a Whale by the Nitinats, and Some Account 
of the Cowichans,” in Daily Victoria Gazette, Vol. 1 No. 33. Victoria, BC, 1858; Banfield, “Vancouver Island. Its Topography, 
Characteristics, &C, Number III: A Whale Killing by the Netinett Indians”; W.E. Banfield, “Vancouver Island. Its Topography, 
Characteristics, &C, Number II: The Netinett District,” in Daily Victoria Gazette, Vol. 1 No. 23. Victoria, BC, 1858. Banfield 
also describes the “Netinett” purchasing canoes from Nuu-chah-nulth in Clayoquot Sound: W.E. Banfield, “Vancouver Island. Its 
Topography, Characteristics, &C, Number VII: Clayoquat Sound - the Tonquin Massacre,” in Daily Victoria Gazette, Vol. 1 No. 
41. Victoria, BC, 1858. On Ditidaht canoe making and trade see also James G. Swan, The Indians of Cape Flattery, at the 
Entrance to the Strait of Fuca, Washington Territory (Seattle, Washington: The Shorey Book Store, 1972 [1868]). Fascimile 
Reproduction, 35. 
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on the eastern shore of Nitinat Narrows that Brown identified as “Whyack.”39 Brown reported 
that he and his team members passed a number of villages and salmon weirs en route to Whyac. 
The area below the Nitinat River canyon, he observed, was “thickly studded with fishing lodges 
of the Nittinahts.”40 
 
In his journal entry for 30 June 1864, Brown recorded that “The Nitinahts (or as they pronounce 
it Nitiinaas) were at one time a very powerful tribe, the terror of the coast but they have shared in 
the universal decay, & do not number more than 400 fighting men - They are still great bullies, it 
being impossible to take their village.” Brown described the village of Whyac as “almost 
impregnable and stockaded facing the sea.”41 Like Banfield a few years prior, he observed that 
the Ditidaht “are noted whale-fishers” and also partake in the dogfish oil trade.42 Brown engaged 
three Ditidaht people to assist in conveying he and his team to Port San Juan and, on their 
journey along the coast from Whyac, recorded details about several additional Ditidaht villages: 
 

About 2. miles down we passed Kloos, a large village of the Nittinats situate in a 
sandy bay, & further on Quamadooa (marked Carmanah on Richards Chart.”) 
Then came Echwates, a small village a short way a little brook flows in where the 
Indians say there is a “hyou clayl-stone” (plenty coal!) a short way up. A fresh 
breeze was blowing & from the circumstances related I had unwillingly to pass 
without examination at present, though if nobody does so before, I will try and 
visit this spot again. Further on is another village called Karliet, if indeed the one 
house built after the white fashion can be dignified with that name. Further on we 
passed Wawa-hades— about a dozen lodges. This is the eastern boundary of the 
Nitinat territory. It extends west to Klootis Pachena Bay of Charts) and right 
down to Squitz on the Cowichan River and with some allowances and restrictions 
even to Somenaw, so that they have the largest boundary of any tribe on 
Vancouver Island.43 

 
Brown reiterated this statement regarding Ditidaht boundaries several decades later in his 
introduction to the narrative of Nootka Sound captive, John Jewitt. “They have thus,” he wrote, 
“the widest borders of any Indian tribe on Vancouver Island, and have a high reputation as 
hunters, whale-fishers, and warriors.”44 
 
Brown also acknowledged in his 30 June 1864 journal the skill of the Ditidaht guides who he 
hired to transport he and his crew from Whyac over the Nitinat Bar, located along the stretch of 
coastline that White mariners would come to call the “graveyard of the Pacific,” based on the 

                                                
39 Robert Brown, “Introduction,” in The Adventures of John Jewitt Only Survivor of the Crew of the Ship Boston During a 
Captivity of Nearly Three Years among the Indians of Nootka Sound in Vancouver Island, edited by Robert Brown (London: 
Clement Wilson, 1896), 22. 
40 Robert Brown, Vancouver Island Exploration 1864 (Printed by authority of the government by Harries and Company, Victoria, 
1864), 6. 
41 Robert Brown, “Journal: Vancouver Island Exploring Expedition, 30 June 1864,” in BC Archives, Robert Brown Collection, 
Add Mss 794, Vol. 2, file 3b, 1; 10-18. Victoria, BC, 1864. 
42 On Ditidaht dogfish oil trade see also Swan, “The Indians of Cape Flattery,” 29, 31. 
43 Brown, “Journal: Vancouver Island Exploring Expedition, 30 June 1864.” 
44 Brown, “Introduction,” 22. 
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number of their ships that it claimed.45 The rocky coastline and strong fog and wind encountered 
within Ditidaht territory combined to keep White visits to a minimum during and after the 
colonial period. Thus the Royal Navy hydrographer Captain G.H. Richards, for example, makes 
no mention of the Ditidaht in his journals of 1860-1862, despite several journeys through the 
Strait of Juan de Fuca.46 Frequent shipwrecks along the southwest coast, meanwhile, drew the 
attention of White authorities, who used such occasions to impress colonial power upon the Nuu-
chah-nulth.47 In 1871, the year that British Columbia joined Confederation, a navy ship, 
Sparrowhawk, investigated the grounding of another vessel, the Forest King, in Ditidaht territory. 
Commander of the Sparrowhawk, H.W. Mist, visited the nearby village of “Tso-quaddah,” 
where he “cautioned the Indians” and confiscated some of the articles they had salvaged from the 
Forest King.48 

Confederation Period Records and Relations 
According to the Terms of Union under which British Columbia joined Confederation, 
responsibility for “Indian affairs” was transferred to the federal government. In 1872, Dr. I.W. 
Powell was appointed the first Indian Commissioner for the province. His reportage included 
general descriptions of the “Ahts,” a name given by settler Gilbert Malcolm Sproat to the tribes 
inhabitating the west coast of Vancouver Island. In 1874, Powell dubbed the Ahts, “Toilers of 
the Sea,” reporting: 
 

They care very little for, and their knowledge of agriculture, is exceedingly 
limited. Indeed facilities for obtaining support, and even plenty, from other and 
more profitable means are so great, and the extent of cultivable land is so limited, 
that Nature has furnished these rude savages with every requisite to make them 
what they really are, “Toilers of the Sea.” And happily so - for placed where they 
are, they can never become tillers of the soil…. 
 
… Salmon is their great staple, and their winter stores are taken in August and 
September from the extensive inlets and rivers with which the whole coast is 
intersected. Many other varieties of fish, such as halibut, cod, herring & c., are 
obtained in any quantity, and with the greatest facility…. 
 
The Ahts have strict customs in regards to their exclusive right to everything their 
country produces. The limits of tribal properties, or tribal claims, to land are 

                                                
45 Brown, “Journal: Vancouver Island Exploring Expedition, 30 June 1864”; R. Bruce Scott, Breakers Ahead! A History of 
Shipwrecks on the Graveyard of the Pacific (Victoria: Sono Nis Press, 1970). 
46 Linda Dorricott and Deidre Cullon, eds. The Private Journal of Captain G.H. Richards, The Vancouver Island Survey (1860-
1862) (Vancouver: Ronsdale, 2012). 
47 See, for example, W.E. Banfield, “Correspondence: Banfield to Captain Prevost, R.N., 17 September 1859,” in Library and 
Archives Canada. Church Missionary Society MG 17 - B2, No. 76 (mf A-105). Ottawa, 1859. Following on Banfield’s 
suggestion that “a short cruize of one of Her Majesty’s Ships along the coast, would be attended with good results before the 
winter sets in,” and in the wake of the “Swiss Boy” incident, Douglas called for a similar action in a 28 October 1859 letter to 
R.L. Baynes: James Douglas, “Correspondence: Douglas to R.L. Baynes, 28 October 1859,” in BC Archives, GR 1309 British 
Admiralty in British Columbia and Vancouver Island 1848-1898 (mf B-2645), 21: South West Coast of Vancouver Island. 
Victoria, 1859. 
48 H.W. Mist, “Correspondence: Mist to F.A. Herbert, 21 April 1871,” in BC Archives, Colonial Correspondence, GR 1372, file 
1222. Victoria, 1871. 
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clearly defined….49 
 
Powell reiterated this statement regarding Aht territoriality in 1879, observing that:  
 

One tribe is not allowed to hunt or fish within the prescribed boundaries of 
another without permission and tribute, and the few white traders that are there 
have been obliged to purchase their right of tenancy from the Indians claiming 
it.50 

 
Three years before this, in 1876, the federal and provincial governments established a Joint 
Indian Reserve Commission (JIRC) for British Columbia. Commissioners were instructed to visit 
each Indian nation in the province and “‘fix and determine for each nation separately, the 
number, extent, and locality of the reserve or reserves to be allowed to it.’”51 Three 
Commissioners were initially appointed. This was later reduced to one, Gilbert Malcolm Sproat, 
who was in turn replaced by Peter O’Reilly in 1880. 
 
An August 1876 letter to one of the original Reserve Commissioners laid out the following 
instructions: 
 

You will assure the Indians of British Columbia of the friendly feeling of the 
Government of the Dominion towards them, and that it is the anxious desire of the 
Government to deal justly and reasonably with them in the settlement of their 
reserves.  
 
... it would not be politic to attempt to make any violent or sudden change in the 
habits of the Indians, or that those who are now engaged in fishing, stock-raising, 
or in any other profitable branch of industry should be diverted from their present 
occupations or pursuits, in order to induce them to turn their attention to 
agriculture. They should rather be encouraged to persevere in the industry or 
occupation they are engaged in, and with that view should be secured in the 
possession of the villages, fishing stations, fur-posts or other settlements or 
clearings which they occupy in connection with that industry or occupation... 52 

 
Similar instructions were issued to O’Reilly upon his 1880 appointment as Indian Reserve 
Commissioner: 
 

In allotting Reserve lands to each Band you should be guided generally by the 
spirit of the terms of Union between the Dominion and local Governments which 

                                                
49 I.W. Powell, “Correspondence: Powell, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 31 October 1874.” Library and Archives Canada. RG 
10, Volume 3614, File 4105, Microfilm reel C-10107. Reports on the West Coast of Vancouver Island and of Barclay Sound 
(Map, Census, Report). Ottawa, 1874. 
50 I.W. Powell, “Report of the Deputy Superintendent of Indian Affairs, 1879.” In Annual Report of the Department of Indian 
Affairs. Ottawa: Canada, 1879. 
51 Cited in Cole Harris, Making Native Space: Colonialism, Resistance and Reserves in British Columbia (Vancouver: UBC Press, 
2002), 95.  
52 D. Laird, “Memorandum of Instructions: Laird, Minister of Interior to Dominion Indian Reserve Commissioner Anderson, 25 
August 1876,” In Library and Archives Canada. RG 10, Vol 3633, File 6425-1, Microfilm reel C-10111. Correspondence, 
Reports, Surveys and Accounts of the Indian Reserve Commission in British Columbia, 1876-1878. Ottawa, 1876. 
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contemplated a “liberal policy” being pursued towards the Indians. You should 
have special regard to the habits wants and pursuits of the Band, to the amount of 
territory in the Country frequented by it, as well as to the claims of the White 
settlers (if any).  
 
…being specially careful not to disturb the Indians in the possession of any 
villages, fur trading posts, settlements, clearings, burial places and fishing stations 
occupied by them and to which they may be specially attached….53 

 
An 1881 letter written by the Deputy Superintendent of Indian Affairs emphasized the 
importance of fishing to coastal First Nations and the necessity of securing their fishing stations 
and fishing rights in significant streams and rivers: 
 

From the facts mentioned in Supt Powell’s letter you will observe that salmon 
afford the chief source of food to all the Coast Indians, there being no agricultural 
lands where from they can derive a living by tilling the same. You will therefore 
be able to appreciate the suggestions thrown out by Mr. Powell that there is a vital 
necessity that Fishing Stations and certain streams should be specially reserved 
for the Coast Indians as a means of support just as agricultural lands are set apart 
for the Indians of the interior of that Province wherewith to support themselves by 
farming and stock raising. You will also observe that the sudden development of 
large canning establishments on the coast of B.C. render the danger more 
imminent of the Indians being deprived of the sustenance hitherto derived by 
them through fishing; and their complaints already of encroachments by Whites 
are, the Supt reports, of almost daily occurrence.54 

 
When the Indian Reserve Commission launched its work on the southwest coast the following 
year, weather impacted their ability to access Ditidaht territory. Reserve Commissioner Peter 
O’Reilly reported in a 3 March 1890 letter to the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs:  
 

I intended to visit the Nitinat tribe, and complete the allotment of reserves for 
these, but owing to rough weather it was found impossible to effect a landing, 
though three attempts were made, and being unwilling to detain the steamer 
longer, I was reluctantly compelled to proceed without accomplishing my purpose. 
This was the more annoying as on two former occasions viz in 1882, and 1886, 
the same thing occurred.55  

                                                
53 John A. Macdonald, “Letter of Instructions: Macdonald, Superintendent General of Indian Affairs to O’Reilly, Indian Reserve 
Commissioner, 9 August 1880.” In Library and Archives Canada. RG 10, Vol 3716, File 22195, Microfilm reel C-10125. 
Correspondence Concerning the Appointment of Patrick O'Reilly, Esq. as Indian Reserve Commissioner for British Columbia to 
Replace Gilbert M. Sproat Who Resigned, 1880. Ottawa, 1880. 
54 L. Vankoughnet, “Correspondence: Vankoughnet, Deputy Superintendent General of Indian Affairs to Whitcher, 
Commissioner of Fisheries, 17 October 1881.” In Library and Archives Canada. RG 10, Volume 3766, File 32876, Microfilm 
Reel C-10135. Fisheries of Upper Nass Villages, British Columbia,1881-1883. Ottawa, 1881. 
55 Peter O’Reilly, “Correspondence: Powell to Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, 3 March 1890,” in “Correspondence 
Concerning Pacheedaht Indian Reserves,” in RG10, v. 11010, Reel t-3949; RG10 f. 1277, Reel B 1393.: BC Archives, 1890-1892. 
See also Peter O’Reilly. “Correspondence: O’Reilly, Reserve Commissioner, to the Chief Commissioner of Lands and Works, 23 
October 1882. British Columbia Archives. GR-2982, Box 3, File 1385/82. British Columbia Ministry of Lands, Parks and 
Housing, Indian Reserve Commission Minutes of Decision, 1876-1980. Victoria.” 
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Another letter from O’Reilly in the summer of 1890 makes clear that the Ditidaht were well 
aware of the Commission’s work on the coast and were anticipating O’Reilly’s arrival on their 
shores. As he reported in the wake of his late July and early August 1890 visit to “Nitinat”: 
 

On my arrival, I was waited upon by “Sewish” the Chief, and a large number of 
the tribe, and I then explained to them the object of my coming at which they 
were much pleased; they stated that they had been expecting me for a long time, 
and complained that several white people had taken up lands belonging to them.56 

 
In the face of this, and in preparation for the Commission, the Ditidaht had made explicit claims 
to territory. As O’Reilly recorded: 
 

Having ascended the Nitinat river for about ten miles, I found that the Indians (in 
addition to their ancient fishing stations) had staked out large tracts of land, and in 
many instances had built houses thereon of a very temporary character. This was 
done very recently, and in anticipation of my visit with a view to establishing 
their claim to these lands. 
 

O’Reilly continued: 
 

I explained that it would not be advantageous to them should they be allowed to 
occupy the lands they wished for as when this part of the country became more 
populated they would find themselves constantly in difficulties with their 
neighbors. Some members of the tribe were dissatisfied that all they had staked 
off was not included in the reservation, but when they saw the extent of area 
allotted to them they were reconciled.57 
 

O’Reilly allotted sixteen Reserves, plus one burial ground, for the Ditidaht: 
 

• Ahuk IR #1;  
• Tsuquanah IR #2;  
• Wyah IR #3;  
• Clo-oose IR #4;  
• Burial Ground IR #4a (Cheewat);  
• Sarque IR #5;  
• Carmanah IR #6;  
• Iktuksasuk IR #7;  

                                                
56 Surveyor S.P. Tuck, who was dispatched by the Surveyor General of British Columbia in the spring of 1890 to survey 
provincial Crown lands in the Nitinat district, noted in a January 1891 report that “‘applications were being made for the 
purchase and pre-emption of lands near the mouth of the [Nitinat] river,’” and in the valley further upstream. Cited in Brendan 
O’Donnell, “Indian and Non-Native Use of Nitinat Lake and River: An Historical Perspective,” Fisheries and Oceans Canada, 
Native Affairs Division, Issue 13, 1989, 19-21. 
57 Peter O’Reilly, “Correspondence: O’Reilly, Indian Reserve Commissioner to Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, 29 
August 1890.” A. Seymour (compiler), 1997. Department of Indian Affairs, Federal Collection of Minutes of Decision, 
Correspondences and Sketches, Volume 12: Minutes of Decision & Sketches - P. O’Reilly, April 1889 to January 1892, File 
29858-5, Volume No. 6. Ottawa: 145-148. 
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• Homitan IR #8;  
• Oyees IR #9;  
• Doobah IR #10;  
• Malachan IR #11;  
• Ilclo IR #12;  
• Opatseah IR #13;  
• Wokitsas IR #14;  
• Chuchummisapo IR #15;  
• and Saouk IR #16.58  

 
These Reserves, O’Reilly elaborated in his 29 August 1890 letter to Deputy Superintendent G.L. 
Vankoughnet, “include a sufficient quantity of land for all purposes”: 
 

They embrace the sites of all their fisheries, and villages, and the places occupied 
by them when canoe making, an industry of much profit to them; should they 
hereafter be induced to enter upon agricultural pursuits, there is abundance of land 
which when cleared will be suitable for that purpose. 

 
The Nitinat Indians number 220; their principal occupation is that of fishermen; 
they are eagerly sought after as seal hunters, and find ready employment at the 
sawmills, canneries and hop fields. They have as yet not turned their attention in 
the smallest way to agriculture, not a rood of land having been cultivated by 
them.59 

 
These Reserves reflect the significance of fishing and related maritime pursuits such as canoe 
construction for the Ditidaht. But they encompass only a fraction of Ditidaht territory. The 
sixteen Reserves plus burial ground that O’Reilly alloted were approved by the provincial Chief 
Commissioner of Land and Works on 5 January 1892 and were confirmed by the Royal 
Commission on Indian Affairs for the Province of British Columbia (RCIABC) on 9 July 1914.60 
 
                                                
58 Peter O’Reilly, “Correspondence: O’Reilly to Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, 8 January 1892.” A. Seymour 
(compiler), 1997. Department of Indian Affairs, Federal Collection of Minutes of Decision, Correspondences and Sketches, 
Volume 13: File 86906, Field Minutes of Decision and Sketches. Ottawa: 511 - 551; 23, 24. 
59 Peter O’Reilly, “Correspondence: O’Reilly, Indian Reserve Commissioner to Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, 29 
August 1890.” In A. Seymour (compiler), 1997. Department of Indian Affairs, Federal Collection of Minutes of Decision,  
Correspondences and Sketches, Volume 12: Minutes of Decision & Sketches - P. O’Reilly, April 1889 to January 1892, File 
29858-5, Volume No. 6. Ottawa: 145-148. Ottawa, 1890. 
60 In a letter dated 29 August 1890, O’Reilly informed L. Vankoughnet, the Deputy Superintendent of Indian Affairs, that he 
would forward sketches and minutes of decision for the Nitinat reserves “when completed,” something that did not occur until 
January 1892. O’Reilly explained the reason for this delay in a letter to the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs on the 8th of 
that month: “the delay in forwarding the present approved sketches has been caused by the incorrect numbering by the Provincial 
Government surveyor of the sections in the Township in which many of these reserves are situated, and pending these corrections 
the approval of the Chief Commissioner [of Land and Works] was withheld.” O’Reilly, “Correspondence: O’Reilly, Indian 
Reserve Commissioner to Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, 29 August 1890; O’Reilly, “Correspondence: O’Reilly to 
Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, 8 January 1892”; Royal Commission on Indian Affairs for the Province of British 
Columbia (hereafter RCIABC), “Minutes of Decision – West Coast Agency – Nitinat Tribe,” Report of the Royal Commission on 
Indian Affairs for the Province of British Columbia. 4 vols. (Victoria: Acme Press, 1916). 901-902. These reserves were, in turn, 
further confirmed in the Ditchburn-Clark reserve schedule: British Columbia Executive Council, Provincial Secretary, “Order in 
Council No. 911, 26 July 1923,” in BC Archives. GR-0113, Microfilm reel B-6449. Attorney General, British Columbia Orders 
in Council, 1/1923 to 1507/1923. Victoria, 1923. 

27



 

Ditidaht First Nation TMUOS 2014 Final Report      18 

The RCIABC, established in 1912 in order to clarify Reserve boundaries in British Columbia, 
met with Ditidaht members in Clo-oose in May 1914. The précis report from the 7 May meeting 
describes the Ditidaht as “an almost exclusively fishermen tribe.”61 Ditidaht members who 
testified at the gathering likewise stressed the vitality of fishing for the Ditidaht and shared their 
concerns about threats to Ditidaht halibut and salmon fisheries. Captain Joe, for example, 
observed: 
 

The Indians do not get enough Halibut; the depredations by the Americans and 
Japs are cutting down the number of fish which we used to catch. You will now 
see the two rivers from which we get our living - the Chawheet and the Homitan. 
The rivers are not big enough There is just room enough for the Indians. We want 
to get authority from the Government to stop whitemen from fishing there.62 

 
Captain Joe and others who testified observed that the Ditidaht continued to make use of all their 
Reserves, travelling from coastal settlements up Nitinat Lake and Nitinat River during the fall to 
catch and process dog salmon.63 A note in the meeting minutes, not attributed to any specific 
speaker, adds that: 
 

At these various fishing stations while some members of the tribe have individual 
houses, the fishing rights in the season at these stations are shared by the Tribe in 
common or are allotted to certain families in each of the several localities by 
agreement of the Tribe.64 

 
The Ditidaht also reiterated at this meeting a previous request that two additional coastal 
settlement sites, ƛ̓adiiwaʔ and caqqawis, the latter which was also described as a halibut fishing 
station, be set aside as Reserves.65 These requests were actively pursued into the early 1920s, 
however, neither site ultimately received Reserve designation.66 
 
By the mid-twentieth century, most Ditidaht members resided at either Clo-oose or Whyac, with 
ongoing seasonal migration up Nitinat Lake for fishing. A series of intersecting developments in 
the mid-1960s, discussed in more detail below, contributed to more permanent movement inside 
to the head of Nitinat Lake. Malachan Indian Reserve #11, or balaats’adt, remains the central 
Ditidaht settlement today. As the traditional marine use and occupancy data that follows in this 
report amply demonstrates, though, knowledge and use of Ditidaht marine territory at large 
remains resilient. 

                                                
61 RCIABC. “Minutes (Precis): With the Indians of Nitinat Tribe, 7 May 1914,” Library and Archives Canada. RG 10, Volume 
11025, File AH13A, Microfilm Reel T-3964. West Coast Agency - Precis of the Evidence from the Hearings, 1914, 9; 11-18. 
Ottawa, 1914, 9. 
62 RCIABC. “Minutes: Meeting with the Nitinat Tribe or Band of Indians on Their Reserve at Clo-oose, 7 May 1914,” Library 
and Archives Canada. RG 10, Volume 11025, File AH13, Microfilm Reel T-3964. West Coast Agency - Evidence from the 
hearings, 1914, 8-24. Ottawa, 1914, 8. 
63 RCIABC, “Minutes,” 9. 
64 RCIABC, “Minutes,” 17. 
65 RCIABC. “Minutes (Precis),” 15; RCIABC, “Minutes,” 20-21; A.W. Neill, “Correspondence: A.W. Neill, Indian Agent to 
A.W. Vowell, 29 July 1904.” Library and Archives Canada. RG 10, Volume 1023. Ottawa, 1904. 
66 Ditidaht First Nation, “Ditidaht Knowledge and Use of the Between Tsuquanah Point and Cape Beale,” 50-51, 56-58; Andrew 
Paull, “Correspondence: Paull to Chief Inspector of Indian Agencies, Nitinat Tribe - West Coast Agency,” Library and 
Archives Canada. RG 10, Volume 11027, File SNM-3. Ottawa, ON, 1922. 
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Traditional Ecological Knowledge and the Marine Economy 
Ditidaht Traditional Ecological Knowledge 
Throughout the vast majority of their long history, Ditidaht ancestors enjoyed unrestricted access 
to the ocean, rivers, and lands in their territory. Over centuries, the Ditidaht gained an 
encyclopedic knowledge concerning all aspects of their territory, including its geography and 
resources. Ditidaht members amassed a wealth of knowledge about their territory based on direct 
personal observations and experiences. This information has been continuously developed, 
verified, and expanded as it has passed down through many generations. This wealth of 
information is today commonly referred to as Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK) and is 
generally considered distinct from scientific knowledge, although each can complement the 
other. 
 
Ditidaht TEK is informed by a strong sense of territoriality linked to a specific landscape that is 
sacred and storied. Kaakaapiya, the mountain that saved the Ditidaht people during the Great 
Flood, is one especially sacred site, where one interviewee in this study described burying the 
afterbirth of two of his children. Ditidaht people still visit kaakaapiya for purposes of prayer and 
ritual bathing, or ʔuusibč, a form of training for power practiced prior to ceremony and activities 
such as hunting. Ritual bathing was and is practised in many other areas of the territory as well. 
Ditidaht families had special spots on creeks, rivers, lakes, and the ocean where they bathed. 
Families also handed down their medicines, a form of tupaat, which were carried from 
generation to generation. As Ditidaht and TMUOS research team member Kelita Sieber recently 
expressed, “Ditidaht were known to be very powerful people.” 
 
Whaling is a central activity where such power was historically cultivated and expressed. There 
are many traditional narratives associated with whales and other supernatural creatures.67 In 
these stylized accounts, the significance of whale hunting, the preferences and practices of 
traditional whalers, the relationship between the whaler, whales, and the spiritual world, and the 
ritualized behavior of the hunt are all described. Humpback whales, grey whales, and the 
northern right whale were the preferred species for Ditidaht hunters, although killer whales were 
also hunted during training exercises to hone the hunters’ agility and speed. The whaling rituals 
are considered highly sacred, and the details are the carefully guarded secrets of individual 
whaling chiefs’ families.68 Most of the cleansing and other rituals were performed at special 
locations where specific geographic features and other significant qualities exist. 
 
Activities such as whaling were carried out according to Ditidaht teachings that accord high 
respect to every living creature. As Sieber again explained, “One must have appreciation for any 
animal hunted, plants gathered, or any tree made into canoes and other structures that were built 
for living. Failure to show respect and gratitude for nature will bring bad fortune.”  
 

                                                
67 Edward Sapir, The Whaling Indians: West Coast Legends and Stories: Tales of Extraordinary Experience Told by Tom 
Sa:ya:ch’apis, William, Frank Williams, Big Fred, Captain Bill and Qwishanishim. Canadian Ethnology Service, Mercury Series 
Paper 139. Edited by Eugene Arima, Terry Klokeid and Katherine Robinson (Hull, Quebec: Canadian Museum of Civilization, 
2004).  
68 Eugene Arima and Alan Hoover, The Whaling People of the West Coast of Vancouver Island and Cape Flattery (Victoria: 
Royal BC Museum, 2011). 58-64; Bernice Touchie, “Report on the Settlement of Whyack Village Vancouver Island, BC,” Parks 
Canada, 1977, 16-19, 67-71. 
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Teachings of respect likewise animated the traditional Ditidaht resource management system 
known as ooch-ah-uk. As Ditidaht scholar and current treaty negotiator Robert Joseph explains 
in a study of fisheries co-management at Nitinat Lake, ooch-ah-uk “is analogous to the English 
verb ‘to take care of.’” Speaking, specifically, to traditional salmon management practices, 
Joseph further explains that: 
 

people only took what the resource would support in a given year. If a run 
couldn’t support a harvest in any given year, then harvesting efforts were directed 
to a different species (rather than simply being “scaled back”). Attention was re-
directed on a continuum depending on the nature of resource shortage. If a species 
was in jeopardy, attention was directed to other salmon species. If all salmon were 
scarce, then other fish were harvested. If all fish were scarce, then sea mammals 
were substituted, or if no marine species were abundant, vension was substituted, 
and so forth.69 

 
Ditidaht technologies like fish weirs supported such stewardship efforts. Salmon weirs were 
typically made with poles of yew and slats of western red cedar, bound with Sitka spruce root, 
and were placed inside rivers in the shape of an inverted “V.” The pointed portion of the weir 
was positioned facing upstream, with a small opening for the salmon to pass. After entering this 
funnel, salmon would be entrapped in a caged area, then selectively harvested by dip net, spear, 
or gaff hook. Stone weirs were also built in tidal portions of rivers on the outer west coast of 
Ditidaht territory.70 As discussed in more detail below, weirs eventually came under fire from 
provincial and federal fisheries officials, who cited these structures as a serious threat to salmon 
conservation efforts. Indian Agent Harry Guillod defended Ditidaht fishing practices in an 1897 
report, writing that, “‘they have used these weirs since time immemorial and there has been no 
failure in the yearly runs of fish.’” Guillod elaborated in the same document: 
 

“When the river is very low very few fish can pass the traps but with the first rain 
the salmon have free access up the river, then it must be remembered that the 
Indians only catch what they want for their own consumption and when they have 
enough the weirs are taken out.”71 

 
Robert Joseph notes that traditional salmon fishing practices dictated that more male fish be 
taken than female and “bigger, stronger fish were ‘freed’ or placed over the weir, in order to 
survive for spawning stock. Only the smaller, weaker specimen[s] were harvested.”72 Families, 
who had established times to use their traps, also engaged in stream-cleaning, “clearing logjams 
and windfalls that obstructed the creek,” while they worked their weirs.73 

                                                
69 Robert Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management at Nitinaht Lake, British Columbia,” (MA Thesis, University of British 
Columbia, 1996), 66-67. 
70 For a detailed description of Tom Klishil’s weir on the Cheewat River see Nancy J. Turner, John Thomas, Barry F. Carlson, 
and Robert T. Ogilvie, “Ethnobotany of the Nitinaht Indians of Vancouver Island,” Occasional Papers of the British Columbia 
Provincial Museum No.24, 140. Victoria BC, 1983, 41-42. 
71 Harry Guillod, Letter to A.W. Vowell, 12 December 1897, Federal Department of Fisheries, University of British Columbia 
Microform Library, R5475, File 1469, Part I, Reel 39, cited in Mark Cox and Randy Bouchard, “The Regulation of the Salmon 
Fishery in Ditidaht Territory,” Confidential Work in Progress Prepared for Ditidaht First Nation (Victoria: B.C. Indian Language 
Project, 14 Oct 1999), 4-5. 
72 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management,” 67. 
73 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management,” 68. 
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The concept of ooch-ah-uk, Joseph explains, “implied a holistic, spiritual connection to the 
rivers”: 
 

They were sacred places. The elders still don’t approve of the building of public 
trails along creeks and rivers. Respect was the foundation of salmon harvesting 
practices. This was reflected in the traditional custom (no longer observed) of 
returning all fish bones to the creek of its origin. It was through respect that the 
Ditidaht felt that the future of the resource was assured.74 

Marine Resources and the Ditidaht Economy 
Ditidaht people derived their food and livelihood from the ocean. As Robert Joseph reports: 
 

Most food provisions came from the sea. The staple foods were all species of 
salmon, halibut and groundfish, as well as inter-tidal foods such as mussels, 
barnacles and sea urchins. These were supplemented with marine mammals, 
particularly whale and seal, as well as deer moose and elk from the land. Roots 
and green plants, fruits and berries rounded out the diet. 

 
Food harvesting became severely limited in the winter when southeasterly winds, 
known to gust up to 100 miles per hour in modern times, began in November. 
The Ditidaht survived off the preserved food prepared in the previous summer. 
Food “surpluses” were exchanged by independent groups and between 
individuals. Winter villages, using a system of centralized pooling and 
redistribution, amassed resources for feasting or potlatching. Both food and 
wealth items were exchanged.75 

 
The Ditidaht harvested resources according to seasonal rhythms and archaeological evidence 
testifies to their intensive use of the marine environment. In their 1985 “Historical Resources 
Site Survey and Assessment” for Pacific Rim National Park, for example, James Haggarty and 
Richard Inglis report about the Nitinat Narrows area that: 
 

judging from the number and size of the archaeological sites present, [this area] 
was once a major population centre along this stretch of outer coast shoreline. To 
support a population of the size indicated by archaeological deposits, the resource 
base also must have been extremely productive and varied, particularly in terms 
of the availability and concentration of large marine mammals, halibut, salmon 
and other resources important to Native subsistence. The Nitinat Narrows area 
served to concentrate these resources in a way that was not duplicated in any other 
area of the West Coast Trail unit [of Pacific Rim National Park].76  

 
While most Ditidaht village sites await detailed archaeological investigation and faunal analysis, 
existing excavations have illustrated the centrality of marine resources to the pre-Contact 
                                                
74 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management,” 68. 
75 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management,” 46. 
76 James C. Haggarty and Richard Inglis, “Historical Resources Site Survey and Assessment Pacific Rim National Park,” Parks 
Canada, Calgary Alberta, 1985, 236. 
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Ditidaht diet and economy. For example, tests undertaken at a wet site component at DeSf-10, 
located at the east end of Iktuksasuk IR #7 (a site that includes the named places of Hitats’aasak 
and Hit’iltaasak) uncovered “plentiful” amounts of the following: “Whale bone, salmon and 
dogfish bones, mussel shell, land and sea mammal bone, adze-cut wood chips, inner cedar bark 
strips, wood debris, and fire-altered rocks.”77 
 
There are also many accounts from early European and American exploration and trading 
voyages to the west coast of Vancouver Island that describe the extent to which Native people of 
the region relied on marine resources. English explorer Captain Cook, for example, offered the 
following detailed account based on his observations at Nootka Sound in 1776: 
 

Though their food, strictly speaking, may be said to consist of every thing animal 
or vegetable that they can procure, the quantity of the latter bears an exceedingly 
small proportion to that of the former. Their greatest reliance seems to be upon 
the sea, as affording fish, muscles [sic], and smaller shell-fish, and sea animals. 
Of the fish, the principal are herrings and sardines; the two species of bream 
formerly mentioned; and small cod.  But the herrings and sardines are not only 
eaten fresh, in their season, but likewise serve as stores, which, after being dried 
and smoked, are preserved by being sewed up in mats, so as to form large bales, 
three or four feet square. It seems that the herrings also supply them with another 
grand resource for food which is a vast quantity of roe, very curiously prepared. It 
is strewed upon, or, as it were, incrustated about, small branches of the Canadian 
pine. They also prepare it upon a long narrow sea grass, which grows plentifully 
upon the rocks, under water. This caviare [sic], if it may be so called, is kept in 
baskets or bags of mat, and used occasionally, being first dipped in water. It may 
be considered as the winter bread of these people, and has no disagreeable taste. 
They also eat the roe of some other fish, which, from the size of its grains, must 
be very large; but it has a rancid taste and smell…For though they split and dry a 
few of the bream and chimaerae, which are pretty plentiful; they do not smoke 
them as the herrings and sardines. 
 
The next article, on which they seem to depend for a large proportion of their 
food, is the large muscle [sic]; great abundance of which are found in the Sound. 
These are roasted in their shells, then stuck upon long wooden skewers, and taken 
off occasionally as wanted; being eaten without any other preparation, though 
they often dip them in oil, as a sauce. The other marine productions, such as the 
smaller shell-fish, though they contribute to increase the general stock, are by no 
means to be looked upon as a standing or material article of their food, when 
compared to those just mentioned 
 
Of the sea-animals, the most common that we saw in use amongst them, as food, 
is the porpoise; the fat or rind of which, as well as the flesh, they cut in large 

                                                
77 Morley Eldridge, “Ditidaht Tribal Heritage Resources: An Inventory and Management Plan,” Report Prepared for Ditidaht 
Band Council and BC Heritage Trust (Sidney: Millennia Research, 1992), 26; Morley Eldridge and Tal Fisher, “Archaeological 
Data Recovery from the Ditidaht Wet Sites Wikpalhuus (295t, Desf-9) and Hit'ilhta7sak (296t, Desf-10), Nitinat Lake B.C.,” 
Preliminary Report Submitted to Archaeological Services, Parks Canada, Department of Canadian Heritage, and Ditidaht First 
Nation, 1997. 
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pieces, and having dried them, as they do the herrings, eat them without any 
further preparation 
 
… 
 
It may also be presumed that they feed upon other sea-animals, such as seals, sea-
otters, and whales; not only from the skins of the two first being frequent amongst 
them, but from the great number of implements, of all sorts, intended to destroy 
these different animals. Which clearly points out their dependence upon them; 
though perhaps they do not catch them in great plenty at all seasons; which 
seemed to be the case while we lay there, as no great number of fresh skins, or 
pieces of the flesh, were seen.78 

 
Not only did marine products form the basis of the Native coastal diet and harvesting cycle, they 
were also a significant basis of the economy. In this example, a member of Cook’s crew at 
Nootka Sound described the local inhabitants as intrepid merchants who bought and sold enough 
fish to feed the entire ship’s crew: 
 

The Indians bring us flat fish now enough for us to serve the whole Ship’s 
Company, and they bring the fur of the Sea Beaver & the skins of Bears, Wolves 
[and] other Animals to sell…they bring us some Sprats to sell as well as flat fish 
& it is as common to buy a halfpenny of Sprats here as it is in London, they 
measure them out to us & give us good pennyworths and are very fine fish.79  

 
Native trade networks extended far up and down the west coast of Vancouver Island, from 
Nootka Sound to the Ditidaht and other Native inhabitants near the Strait of Juan de Fuca. As 
Spanish explorer Martinez observed while at Nootka Sound in 1789: 
 

…for the natives of different villages carry on communications and trade with 
each other.  It is more probable that the natives from the south, already civilized, 
should have introduced both metals, carrying them from village to village.  As 
proof of this, I cite the instance of a silver spoon which a few days ago the natives 
of this port stole from me.  The men who had set out in the schooner found it a 
long distance away to the south, among the natives of the port of Clayocuat, from 
whom they bought it in exchange for a piece of iron.  As further proof that the 
Indians trade and traffic among themselves and carry news from one place to 
another there is the fact that, although I have not left this port, the natives along 
the strait of Juan de Fuca know very well that I am anchored here.80 

 
Trade in marine products was a standard feature of the traditional economy of Native groups in 
the region, with neighbouring groups exchanging special or abundant products with one another.  

                                                
78 James Cook, A Voyage to the Pacific Ocean, Book IV. Volumes 1 and 2 Written by Captain James Cook, Volume 3 Written by 
Captain James King (London: H. Hughs, 1784), 320-322. 
79 Samwell cited in John C. Beaglehole, ed., The Journals of Captain James Cook on His Voyages of Discovery. III The Voyage 
of the Resolution and Discovery, 1776-1780. 2 vols. (Cambridge, England: Published for the Haklyut Society by Cambridge 
University Press, 1967), 1096. 
80 Don Estevan Jose Martinez, “Diary of the Voyage...In the Present Year 1789.” BC Archives. Add Mss 291. Victoria, 1789. 
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The following excerpt from a traditional account from Barkley Sound describes the trade that 
occurred when a man named Na:we:?ik successfully killed a whale: 
 

Those who were camping out digging clams heard about it. They got ready and 
went out to help tow the Humpback [whale] that Na:we:?ik caught. The women 
did not go with the men because they were afraid to cause ill luck to the hunters, 
as it was taboo for some women to go near whaling equipment. They started 
towing the Humpback and landed at ?Aqis a nice clear beach near M'oqwa?a'.81 
The Hach'a:?ath heard about it also. All the women from Hach'a:?ath came to 
help butcher the whale. They brought dried butter clams and dried horse clams to 
trade for chunks of whale meat they cut off. And then all the canoes of each tribe 
were full of the meat that Na:we:?i:k gave each one. He got lots of dried butter 
clams and horse clams because the Ts'isha:?ath, Hach'a:?ath and Ma:ktl?i:?ath82 
were now gathering together.83 

 
In his 1983 interview with James Haggarty and Richard Inglis, late Ditidaht Elder Joshua Edgar 
reflected on more recent intertribal tribe between the Ditidaht and the Huu-ay-aht and other west 
coast nations. He explained: 
 

see there’s no clams here. No, the people from that side, there’s lots of clams                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
there - they cook with them, dried, and they come over here, you know, they says 
I like to trade this with you, salmon, dried fish, like a dried salmon. There’s a 
trade, that’s only time they used to kind of trade like, you know. Trade each other 
with a different kind of food. [unclear] people, they used to go for clams because 
it’s none here, but this is some mussels along the coast here, but they don’t do 
what these people [unclear] and a halibut, any kind of halibut, fish, they trade that, 
they exchange to each other, you know, with their food and this food.84 
 

The extant records of European exploration and early trading visits to the Ditidaht discussed 
above also include mention of Ditidaht trade. In his June 1791 journals, for example, American 
trader John Hoskins notes that residents of “Nittenat” traded “several very valuable skins” as 
well as “a few fine halibut.”85 And in the series of newspaper articles that he published in 1858, 
trader William Eddy Banfield commented in detail on the Ditidaht halibut trade and the 
exchange of other marine resources including dogfish oil (valued as a lubricant in the logging 
industry) and whale meat, blubber, and oil.86 Annual reports by West Coast Indian Agent Harry 
Guillod document that trade between the Ditidaht and other Native people and the Ditidaht and 
White traders persisted through the late nineteenth century.87  

                                                
81 Locations on what is now called Turrett Island in Barkley Sound. 
82 The Ts’isha:?ath, Hach’a:?ath and Ma:ktl?i:?ath are Native groups in Barkley Sound. 
83 Sa:ya:ch’apis, “Na:we:?i:k Relieves a Famine,” in The Whaling Indians: Legendary Hunters, edited by Eugene Arima, Terry 
Klokeid and Katherine Robinson (Ottawa: Canadian Museum of Civilization, 2004), 14-15. 
84 Joshua Edgar and Joe Edgar, “Interview.” 
85 Hoskins, “Hoskins’ Narrative,” 195-196. 
86 Banfield, “Vancouver Island. Its Topography, Characteristics, &c, Number II: The Netinett District”; Banfield, “Vancouver 
Island. Its Topography, Characteristics, &c, Number III: A Whale Killing by the Netinett Indians”; Banfield, “Vancouver Island. 
Its Topography, Characteristics, &c, Number IV: Distribution of a Whale by the Nitinats, and some account of the Cowichans.” 
87 H. Guillod, “Report: Guillod, West Coast Agency to Indian Superintendent, 22 September 1881,” in Annual Report of the 
Department of Indian Affairs for the Year Ended 31st December, 1881 (Ottawa: Queen’s Printer, 1882), 161-165; H. Guillod, 
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Whales 
As noted above, whaling was an activity that held tremendous spiritual and ceremonial 
significance for the Ditidaht and other west coast Native peoples. It also had economic value: 
 

West coast whaling has been academically regarded as being more a matter of 
prestige than economics, following Philip Drucker’s evaluation of [it?] as such 
(1951:49). Certainly its prestige value was very great, but the economic returns 
were major as well, particularly among groups farther out to sea on the outer coast 
or islands.88 

 
Sir George Simpson of the Hudson’s Bay Company noted whaling practices among southern 
Nuu-chah-nulth tribes in 1841: 
 

“For many years, it has been known that the whales were very numerous about 
the Straits of de Fuca, and in the Gulf of Georgia, and that the Indians of Cape 
Flattery and the Straits of de Fuca were expert, even with their bone lances, grass 
lines, and other rude implements of their own manufacture in killing them.”89 

 
In August 1858, William Eddy Banfield published an article titled, “Whale Killing by the 
Netinett Indians,” which featured a detailed description of Ditidaht whaling: 
 

A large number of whales frequent the waters on this coast, and the Netinetts, as 
well as the Macaws, kill a great many in a season. They manufacture their own 
harpoons and gear, and it is a sight well worth seeing, their mode of attack and 
killing a whale. The season is looked forward to with intense interest, and 
preparations are making [sic] months prior to the time. It is considered a sacred 
season, and much discussion takes place at the festive boards antecedent to 
commencing operations. Much speculation is indulged in, and feasts of fat 
blubber are beheld in perspective. Very few attain the honor of using the harpoon 
- probably some twenty men. This is an hereditary prerogative, descending or 
bequeathed from father to son. However, there are instances of its being attained 
by merit, but they are invariably most dexterous with the weapon, and its use 
likewise gives them a seat in the council board of their tribe. They have the choice 
of their own crews, and go with eight – sometimes nine – in a canoe. These 
canoes are magnificent models, and are handled admirably. For two moons 
previous to commencing operations, they have to confirm to stringent regulations 
- a sort of savage Lent. Sexual intercourse is strictly prohibited, and they are 
restricted to a certain description of food, compelled to make frequent ablutions - 
morning, noon, and midnight - also to rub their flesh with a rough stone, as well 

                                                                                                                                                       
“Report: Guillod, West Coast Agency to Indian Superintendent, 13 August 1885,” Annual Report of the Department of Indian 
Affairs for the Year Ended 31st December, 1885 (Ottawa: Maclean Roger and Co., 1886), 81-83; H. Guillod, “Report: Guillod, 
West Coast Agency to Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, 28 August 1889,” Annual Report of the Department of Indian 
Affairs for the Year Ended 31st December, 1889 (Ottawa: Brown Chamberlain, 1890), 101-102. 
88 Sapir, The Whaling Indians, xix. 
89 George Simpson, cited in Robert Lloyd Webb, On the Northwest: Commercial Whaling in the Pacific Northwest, 1790-1967 
(Vancouver: University of British Columbia Press, 1988), 89. 
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as to undergo other ceremonies too tedious to enumerate. Should an accident 
occur during the season, such as a canoe being stove [sic] or capsized by a whale, 
it is considered certain that there will be a Jonah among the fishermen. An inquiry 
is instituted at a council board, witnesses examined and domestic affairs inquired 
into, with a keenness at cross-questioning that would do credit to an attourney. 
Should any inculpatory fact be elicited, or even the shadow of a suspicion fall, 
woe betide the poor wretch! No benefit of the doubt is granted him. He is 
excommunicated by bell, hook and candle, for months. 
 
When the whales near the coast, the canoes are out all day, blow high or blow 
low. They do not go in a body, but each have different cruising grounds, some 
little distance apart. The gear consists of harpoons, lines, inflated seal skins and 
wooden or bone spears. The harpoons are very delicately made. A piece of the 
head iron hoop of a stout bound porter cask is what the most of them use. It is cut 
with a chisel into the shape of a harpoon blade - and affixed by the means of gum 
to this iron are two barbs made from the tips of the antlers of deer. Attached to 
this is a stout piece of line, made of sinews, and served round with the same tough 
material. This then is spliced on to a long line, about three inch stuff, made from 
cedar twigs by the hand. They use no wench, but put a good lay in the rope; it is 
also moderately strong. Within about two fathoms of the harpoon, a number of 
large sized inflated skins are seized on. - The harpoon is then stopped on slightly 
to a long wooden handle made from the yew tree, about ten feet in length. 
 
When they get near enough to a whale to strike, the harpooner who is in the bows 
of the canoe throws his weapon and in most cases with effect. Sometimes the iron 
will double up; instantly the barb enters, the stop breaks and the wooden handle 
becomes detatched from the line. The whale directly he feels the harpoon, starts 
down at a great rate with the seal skins attached to him, which tend to impede and 
cramp his movements much. The fishermen always are well supplied with the 
length of line. Presently the whale will again appearon the surface in the vicinity 
of another canoe, the fishermen in which are ready to attack him in the same 
manner, until he gets from forty to fifty large buoys attached to him, which 
prevent his disappearing below the surface of the water. He now beats and 
plunges in a fearful manner, overturning and breaking canoes, till at length he 
becomes fatigued, so much so that they surround him in their canoes and goad 
him with their short spears until he becomes exhausted and dies; but it sometimes 
happens he carried all before him, snaps ropes, harpoons, seal-skins and all go 
with him, the savages seldom give up the combat with one failure. Pursuit is made 
by all hands, at times successfully; but should the whale escape and afterwards die 
from wounds, and be washed on shore on the territories of another tribe, or picked 
up at sea, the harpoons, rope, buoys &c., are returned to their original proprietors 
with a present of a large piece of the fish. 

 
Banfield goes on to describe intertribal disputes resulting from hunted whales found straddling 
boundary lines, and the celebration that accompanied a successful catch.90 His subsequent article 
                                                
90 Banfield, “Vancouver Island. Its Topography, Characteristics, &c, Number III: A Whale Killing by the Netinett Indians.” 
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in the Daily Victoria Gazette described Ditidaht methods for processing, distributing, and trading 
whale.91 
 
Commercial whaling off the west coast of Canada, conducted mostly by whaling boats from the 
vicinity of Boston and New Bedford in the United States, began in the same time period that 
Banfield was writing. While profitable for the crews and owners, this industry resulted in the 
wholesale slaughter of whale populations in the North Pacific Ocean. The establishment of a 
whaling station in Barkley Sound in the early 1900s that used improved whale hunting and 
processing technology resulted in the further slaughter of thousands of local whales.92 
Commercial whale hunting drastically reduced inshore whale populations and effectively 
brought an end to Native whaling. Pacheedaht Chief Queesto Charles Jones, who was born circa 
1876 and whose mother and second wife were both Ditidaht, recalled that by the time he was 
strong enough to use a big whaling spear, there was no more whaling on the coast as White 
hunters had killed all the whales.93 
 
The recent reassertion of the right to hunt whales by the Makah presents the possibility of a 
modern whale hunt for the Ditidaht and other whaling First Nations, should whale populations 
and circumstances allow. Traditional foods can improve the health of First Nations people, and 
the revival of whaling and whaling rituals could further reinvigorate Native spirituality.94  
 
Sea Otters 
When Captain Cook visited Nootka Sound in 1778, he obtained some sea otter pelts in trade 
from Chief Maquinna’s people and later sold these for enormous profit in China. This news, 
when published, sparked a flood of commercial voyages from Britain and the United States to 
the west coast of Vancouver Island, with traders seeking to obtain the valued sea otter pelts from 
local Native hunters. As a result, sea otters were hunted intensively and the population was 
severely reduced by the late 1700s, although trade in the pelts continued well into the 1800s.95 
The high value of the sea otter pelts resulted in overhunting, and although the species became 
protected in 1911, the population on the west coast of Vancouver Island was eliminated by 
1929.96 Sea otters have since been reintroduced to the west coast of Vancouver Island, and are 
now reestablishing themselves from Kyuquot Sound south to Barkley Sound. The Wildlife Act 
classification for the species has been upgraded from “threatened” to “special concern.” 
 
Fur Seals 
The commercial fur seal hunt began in the 1870s. This proved to be another extremely profitable 
enterprise, for Native as well as White participants. In an 1874 report on tribes in Barkley Sound, 
for example, Indian Affairs official George Blenkinsop observed: 
 
                                                
91 Banfield, “Vancouver Island. Its Topography, Characteristics, &c, Number IV: Distribution of a Whale by the Nitinats, and 
some account of the Cowichans.” 
92 Webb, On the Northwest, passim; Rick Kool, “Northwest Coast Indian Whaling: New Considerations,” Canadian Journal of 
Anthropology 3, no. 1 (1982), 31-44. 
93 Chief Charles Jones with Stephen Bosustow, Queesto, Pacheenaht Chief by Birthright (Nanaimo: Theytus Books, 1981), 8, 37. 
94 Charlotte Cote, Spirits of Our Whaling Ancestors (Seattle/Vancouver, University of Washington Press/UBC Press, 2010), 193. 
95 Thomas Vaughan, “Introduction,” in Soft Gold: The Fur Trade and Cultural Exchange on the Northwest Coast of America, 
edited by Thomas Vaughan (Portland: Oregon Historical Society, 1982), 1-30. 
96 Donald A. Blood, “Wildlife at Risk in British Columbia: Sea Otter,” Victoria, BC: Province of British Columbia Ministry of 
Environment, Lands and Parks, 1993. 
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Without any question these people are the richest in every respect in British 
Columbia, and were a proper disposal made of their immense gains they could 
furnish themselves with every comfort that they could possibly wish for. There is 
scarcely any limit to their resources, and it is not too much to say that each Indian 
could earn from their sealing grounds and fisheries at least $1,000 per ann.97… At 
present many obtain during the year from these two sources from five hundred to 
seven hundred dollars. I have authority for making these assertions.98 

 
Seals were hunted offshore from Vancouver Island during the spring, as herds migrated from 
California to the Bering Sea. Ditidaht and other west coast Native hunters also travelled directly 
to these locations by schooner, a process described in detail in the 1910 Department of Indian 
Affairs Annual Report for the West Coast Agency: 
 

the practice is for the owners of the schooners to engage the Indians for a cruise 
early in the year down the California coast, ending with the beginning of the close 
season in May, and then for another voyage, to Behring sea, leaving in July and 
returning in October. The schooner feeds the hunters and pays all expenses, 
giving the men an agreed on price for each skin obtained by them. The schooner 
carries the Indians’ canoes on board, and on arriving in Behring sea, the canoes 
are lowered, each manned by two Indians, and they strike off in different 
directions, hoping to come upon the seals unawares, generally when asleep on the 
surface of the water. As the use of firearms is forbidden in Behring sea by 
international agreements the Indians use the old- fashioned spear, in the use of 
which they are adepts. At night the cances [sic] return to the schooner, but, as 
violent storms and sudden fogs are common in that latitude, it is often a difficult 
task to find the schooner, which may have drifted away a long distance in the 
meantime. If the hunters have been successful, the schooner remains where it is 
and her hunters go out next day; but, if they have not come across any seals, the 
schooner will sail 40 or 50 miles further in hopes of picking up the seal herd, as 
the seals are not found in odd numbers anywhere, but in herds of considerable 
size, which keep roughly together.99 

 
One interviewee in this study, Alfred Knighton, recalled that his grandfather travelled to Japan, 
as well as the Bering Sea, as part of the pelagic seal hunt and trade. Knighton’s grandfather, like 
several other Ditidaht people, owned his own sealing schooner.100 
 
Seal populations and prices declined steadily through the last decades of the nineteenth century, 
until 1911, when the commercial hunt was halted altogether. Due to intensive overhunting by 
commercial sealing fleets based in Canada, the United States, Russia, and Japan, an international 
                                                
97 For purpose of comparison, in 1874, Indian Agents’ annual salaries were in the range of $400 to $500. Annual Report for the 
Department of the Interior for the Year Ended 30th June, 1874. Part 2. (Department of Interior. Ottawa: Canada), 1875, 71. 
98 George Blenkinsop, “Report to I.W. Powell, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, by G. Blenkinsop, 23 September, 1874.” Ottawa: 
Department of Indian Affairs, RG 10, vol. 3614, file 4105, 1874. 
99 “Report for West Coast Agency, 1910,” Annual Report for the Department of Indian Affairs, 1910 (Ottawa: Canada, 1910). 
100 Alfred Knighton. “Transcript, Interview Notes, and Interview Audio from an Interview of Alfred Knighton at Malachan I.R. 
Band Office on April 16th, 2014 by Chelsea Horton, Brendan Neary, Mary Lucas, and Kelita Sieber.” Victoria, BC: Traditions 
Consulting Services, Inc., 2014; R. E. Wells, There's a Landing Today: Stories About the Lives of West Coast Residents of 
Vancouver Island between Port Renfrew and Cape Beale (Victoria: Sono Nis, 1988), 26-27, 49. 
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treaty was signed that year that banned the hunting of fur seals by everyone except native 
Indians, north of 30 degrees latitude.101 A Royal Commission was established in Canada to hear 
testimony from hunters impacted by the ban.102 Knighton noted, however, that his grandfather 
never received any compensation.103 
 
DIA Annual Reports document that the economy of west coast tribes shifted during the early 
twentieth century to include other pursuits such as working in transport, supplying logs to saw-
mills, making cedar blocks for shingles, working in the Fraser River canneries or American hop-
fields, and selling handmade basketry items.104 The people of the West Coast Agency, however, 
including the Ditidaht, continued to rely on marine resources. As the 1910 Report noted: 
 

The Indians of this agency may be said to live on the water and by the water. All 
their houses are built close to the water, the Pacific ocean or some inlet thereof, 
and it is from the ocean in one way or another that they derive their livelihood. 
Sealing and salmon fishing are the two occupations that engage the attention of 
the bulk of the people.105  

Species and Use 
The Ditidaht continue to participate in a seasonal round today, although it is different from that 
practiced in the past due to a number of factors noted above and further detailed in the 
Cumulative Effects section below. 
 
Ditidaht people have harvested, and continue to harvest, species listed in the TEK tables that 
follow. These species were and are harvested at locations where they are known to be abundant, 
accessible, and/or have special qualities. These locations are recorded as traditional use and 
occupancy sites and are included in the TMUOS Database and GIS, detailed later in the report. 
The Ditidaht traditional marine use and occupancy sites recorded to date that fall within, or are 
intersected by, the TMUOS Study Areas are portrayed on the maps presented in Appendix A.  
 
Summary information for Ditidaht knowledge and use of species harvested at the traditional use 
and occupancy sites within the Study Areas is presented in the following tables. These tables are 
a work in progress and are not exhaustive. In providing information for a number of commonly 
used species, however, they help detail Ditidaht connections to the marine environment and 
territory, in the past and today. 
 
 
 

                                                
101 Peter Murray, The Vagabond Fleet: A Chronicle of the North Pacific Sealing Schooner Trade (Victoria: Sono Nis Press, 
1988), 214-216. 
102 Audette, Louis, “Pelagic Sealing Commission, Commissioner’s Report to the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, 10 January 
1916,” Return to an Order of the House of the 7th February, 1916, For a Copy of All Correspondence and Reports on the Claims 
of Sealers of British Columbia Under the Last Treaty with the American Republic. Canada Sessional Papers No.79, A.1916. 
Ottawa, 1916. 
103 Knighton, “Interview.” 
104 “Report for West Coast Agency, 1905,” Annual Report for the Department of Indian Affairs, 1905 (Ottawa: Canada, 1905). 
105 “Report for West Coast Agency, 1910.” 
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Table 1: Coastal Plants and Trees 
 
Ditidaht 
Name 

Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

TEK 

x̣ubis Western Red 
Cedar 

Thuja 
plicata 

Western red cedar grows along the west coast of British Columbia 
and stretches down the coast into the United States. The Ditidaht 
used, and continue to use, western red cedar for many purposes. 
Traditionally, it was used for canoes, house posts, house boards, 
fish traps, boxes, arrows shafts, gaff sticks, and salmon spreaders. 
The inner bark was also used for mats, baskets, clothing, 
ornaments, ropes, withes for rope, ties, fish traps, and basket 
frames. Cedar boughs were also used in ceremonial rituals such has 
manhood training; young men scrubbed themselves with the boughs 
to remove the human smell before going hunting. Places well 
known for cedar harvesting include Doobah, Oyees, Knob Point, 
Upper Cheewat, and Tsusiat Falls. 

tu.xupt Sitka Spruce Picea 
sitchensis 

Sitka spruce grows along the coasts of Vancouver Island and 
British Columbia, south into the United States. For the Ditidaht 
people, it played a major role for survival. Sitka spruce was used 
for the upper prongs of salmon and seal spears and as wood for 
fuel. Spruce pitch was used as a glue to help hold the pieces 
together on Ditidaht whaling harpoons. Split roots were used for 
twining baskets and binding, and boughs were used for ceremonial 
dance and “scaring.” 

čibpat, 
 t̓ut̓udxak̓kʷ 

 

 

Basketry 
Grasses 
(Sharp grass, 
Three corner 
grass) 

Carex 
obnupta,  
Scirpus 
americanus 

These types of grass are used for making decorative baskets, such 
as a basket called a pukuʔ or pukʷʔu. Sharp grass (Carex Obnupta) 
is harvested near running water or in swampy areas. Once it is 
gathered each piece of grass is split in two and bundles are tied 
together for drying. Three corner grass (Scripus Americanus), 
which is also found in swampy areas, is used to make the base for 
baskets. Common places where people gather these grasses are in 
the Cheewat marsh area, the sand dunes at Cheewat Beach, and 
along the beach at Clo-oose. These are places ladies often go for 
harvesting. 

qicsapt, 
čapxʷapt 

American 
Dune Grass 

Elymus 
mollis 

This grass, found in sand dunes or on sandy beaches, was 
traditionally used for several things. The tough leaves were used for 
sewing and the long rootstocks were twisted and tied together for 
use as as scrubbers by young men while bathing. 

k’eyicapx, 
le.pat 

Salal Gaultheria 
shallon 

Salal berries grow in abundance in Ditidaht territory and along the 
West Coast Lifesaving Trail. These berries were a critical 
component of the Ditidaht diet. Salal berries were ready for picking 
in the late summer and when harvested were picked with the 
branches still attached then separated, cleaned, and stored for winter 
use. Salal leaves were also chewed to alleviate hunger and leaves 
and branches were used for steam pit cooking.  

ƛiƛcsap 
(edible roots), 
ƛicsapapt 
(plant) 

Pacific 
Cinquefoil or 
Silverweed 

Potentilla 
pacifica 

The roots of the pacific cinquefoil were prized as food. They were 
dug with yew wood digging sticks in January and February, then 
washed and boiled. They tasted like sweet potatoes, and were often 
eaten with fish. The bulbs were steamed in underground pits, in the 
same manner as camas bulbs. Pacific cinquefoil is known to grow 
in the Upper Cheewat area. 
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Ditidaht Name Common 

Name 
Scientific 
Name 

TEK 

naxu. (small 
leaved variety), 
ʕeʕciy̓ (large 
leaved variety) 

Wild Clover Trifolium 
wormskioldii 

The Ditidaht people ate wild clover. It was cooked with other 
roots such as camas or pacific cinquefoil, along with ferns. The 
flower was eaten raw. The Ditidaht people recognize two 
distinct forms of edible wild clover, which grow wild and are 
found around most coastal village sites in Ditidaht territory. 

ʕešipt Stinging 
Nettle 

Urtica dioica 
 
 
 

Stinging nettle had many uses to the Ditidaht people. The stem 
fiber was used for twine, fishing line, and fish and duck nets. 
The green leaves were used to rub on the fishing gear to 
eliminate human scent. Stems and leaves were also rubbed on 
skin as a counter-irritant. Stinging nettle was also rubbed over 
the body as a love charm and also was used by whalers’ wives 
to ensure a successful hunt. 

qawi.pt, 
č’a.w’ičk’ay, 
šišičqa.ʔdƛ 

Salmonberry Rubus 
spectabilis 

Salmonberries are an important food for the Ditidaht. They are 
among the first fruit to ripen, in early July, when they are 
picked and eaten fresh. For a few weeks in April or May, 
depending upon weather conditions, the young sprouts are also 
picked, peeled, and eaten raw or steamed. Salmonberries are 
also picked and mixed together with sugar, traditionally in 
large horse clam shells that were used as bowls. Occasionally 
salmon berries were mashed and spread on skunk cabbage 
leaves and laid on rocks to dry. The stems of salmonberries 
were also used as practice bows for children. 

ƛ’ix̣apx̣, 
ƛ’ix̣apx̣apt 

Huckleberry Vaccinium 
parvifolium 

Red huckleberries are picked in July, just after the 
salmonberries ripen. They are eaten fresh or, traditionally, also 
dried into cakes. When eaten fresh they are usually soaked first. 
When dried, they would be mashed, then spread in cedar boxes 
about two-feet square and three to four inches deep, then sun 
dried. They would keep all year. 
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Table 2: Aquatic Birds 
 
Ditidaht 
Name 

Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

TEK 

da.x̣at’č Mallard 
Duck 

Anas 
platyrhynchos 

Ducks and other intertidal birds are hunted on beaches, marshes, river 
estuaries, tidal zones, and tidal flats. Ducks are hunted at these sites 
while they feed on eelgrass at low tide during the winter. Ditidaht 
traditionally hunted ducks, including mallards, from camouflaged 
small canoes with blinds. Mallards tend to stay in the reeds as 
camouflage. At some locations, mallards were also hunted on the 
rocks. Traditionally, ducks were also caught with bird nets. Stinging 
nettle was used to fabricate duck nets that were erected along flight 
paths at the Nitinat Narrows. Mallards were eaten and the feathers 
were used in pillows and mattresses. Ditidaht members continue to 
hunt, now using guns, for mallards and other intertidal birds. 

kuxʷwa.š Surf Scoter Melanitta 
perspicillata 

Also known as “black duck” to the Ditidaht people, surf scoter is rich 
in flavor and fat. As such, it was a stable diet item during winter 
months. Ditidaht men would line the rocks at Waayaa with their 
shotguns and shoot them as they flew in and out of Nitinat Lake 
during the winter months. Black ducks were also hunted in various 
places on the lower portion of Nitinat Lake along with other species of 
duck. Black ducks were favoured for harvesting as they were found in 
large numbers at the Flats and Limestone Bluff areas and were easiest 
to sneak up on with a canoe that had branches hanging off of it.   

ca.pid Common 
Merganser 

Mergus 
merganser 

Common Mergansers are sometimes called sawbills, due to their jagged 
beaks. Sawbills have been seen, in groups of four or larger, herding 
salmon fry towards shorelines and then diving in and gorging 
themselves. Common mergansers are hunted on the edges of Nitinat 
Lake and in and around Nitinat River and Gus Bay. This duck is least 
taken, however, as the meat is tough. The Ditidaht people have a song 
and dance called Ca.pid, which is the traditional name for this duck in 
Ditidaht; they use this during welcoming ceremonies at a potlatch. 

tipi.x ̣ Bufflehead 
Duck 

Bucephala 
albeola 

The Ditidaht people also called this a Butterball due to its size. Some 
would roast this duck in the oven. The Bufflehead duck is generally 
found in small bays around Nitinat Lake such as at Caycuse, Mud 
Bay, and The Flats. Bufflehead are primarily hunted on the lower 
portions of Nitinat Lake, where they are found along with their cousin, 
the Common Goldeneye. 

  Common 
Goldeneye 

Bucephala 
clangula 

This duck is hunted on the lower reaches of Nitinat Lake. Due to its 
flavour and the tenderness of its meat, the Goldeneye is favoured, 
along with the Surf Scoter, in making soups during winter months. 

ha.daq Goose 
(Brant) 

Branta 
bernicla 

These birds are found at the top of Nitinat Lake during winter. Uses of 
this bird are not known. 

quaup Trumpeter 
Swan 

Olor 
buccinator 

These birds are found in areas at the top end of Nitinat Lake, on the 
Nitinat River, and in marshy areas between Youbou and Nitinat Lake. 
Uses of this bird are not known. 

 Spruce 
Grouse 

Falcipennis 
canadensis 

Although these birds are edible, there is no known history of them 
being eaten. There have been some stories of their feathers being used 
on carvings.   
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Table 3: Coastal Mammals 
 
Ditidaht 
Name 

Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

TEK 

buwač Coastal 
Deer 

Odocoilius 
hemionus 
columbianus 

Deer were traditionally hunted along the shorelines of Nitinat Lake 
and inside the mouths of the Nitinat River, Caycuse River, and 
Doobah River, by dugout canoe, later using small outboard engines. 
Since the encroachment of logging activities and roads in the 
Territory and the move to Malachan Reserve, deer have been hunted 
throughout the whole traditional territory, using vehicles. Aside from 
their meat being used for food, deer hide is used for making drums 
and tanned for making various types of clothing or moccasins. 
Several families in Ditidaht own a deer dance/song. One is called the 
Bowatch, owned by the Tate family, and the other is called Nuulth 
uum, owned by the Thompson and Johnson families. 

ƛ’u.dup Roosevelt 
Elk 

Cervus 
canadensis 
roosevelti 

Ditidaht oral history informs us of individuals travelling by foot to 
Cowichan Lake to harvest elk meat. Hunters would chase elk to a 
steep bank, where the animals would then enter the lake and be 
harvested selectively. With logging roads and modern transportation 
making valleys more accessible, elk are now hunted, using guns, on a 
broader scale throughout the Ditidaht territory. Elk are found in many 
areas of Ditidaht territory such as Shaw Creek, Nitinat Main Line, 
Nitinat River, Klanawa Valley, Caycuse Main, Skutz Falls, and along 
the shores of Cowichan Lake. Ditidaht use elk hide mainly for drums. 
Their horns were also used as weapons. 

buvubux̣qʷ Black 
Bear 

Ursus 
americanus 
vancouveri 

The black bear can be found throughout Ditidaht Territory, grazing on 
roots, berries, and grubs. When the salmon return, you will find them 
near the rivers. Black bears were sometimes hunted and eaten.  

q ̓ʷityaʔt Mink Mustela vison 
evagor 

Valued for their pelts, mink were trapped and traded or sold by 
Ditidaht who owned traplines. These traplines were handed down to 
family members.  

wa.xdi. River 
Otter 

Lutra 
canadensis 
pacifica 

River otters were also valued for their pelts and were traded or sold 
by Ditidaht trappers, one of who recalls curing, drying, and mailing 
pelts to the Hudson’s Bay Company as recently as the 1970s.  

č’uč’uwax̣sł Wolf Canis lupis 
crassodon 

The wolf was and is revered for its spiritual and supernatural abilities, 
used in song and dance. 
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Table 4: Shellfish 
 
Ditidaht 
Name 

Common Name Scientific Name TEK 

č’iʔic Butter Clam Saxidomus 
gigantea 

There are no known natural harvesting areas for butter clams 
in Ditidaht territory, however, Ida Jones did create a clam 
garden on the top end of the bay at Waayaa near a small 
creek. 

 Pacific Razor 
Clam 

Siliqua patula These clams are found on the beach at Cheewat.  

ʕibi.d Horse Clam Tresus nuttallii,            
Tresus capax 

These clams are found on the beach at Cheewat. The Ditidaht 
used the shells as bowls. 

 Mya Clam Mya arenaria The Mya clam, a soft-shelled clam, is native to Atlantic 
waters. In recent times it has become an invasive species of 
the Northern Pacific Ocean. This clam is found at the Flats 
inside Nitinat Lake and in some outer portions of Ditidaht 
territory.  

ƛ’uč’a.ʔb California 
Mussel 

Mytilus 
californianus 

These mussels are found in abundance on the west coast of 
Ditidaht territory and remain part of the Ditidaht diet to this 
day. They are cooked in boiling water until the shell opens. 
The meat is a tasty meal. Large California mussel shells were 
traditionally used to make blades for whaling harpoon heads. 

k’učup Blue Mussel Mytilus edulis These mussels are not eaten as often as the California mussel, 
due to their smaller size. 

c̓eʔi.daw Gooseneck 
Barnacles 

Pollicipes 
polymerus 

These barnacles are still a part of the Ditidaht diet and are 
cooked, along with mussels, in boiling water. Since the move 
to Malachan Reserve in the 1960s, shellfish are not eaten as 
often due to the length of travel for harvesting on the west 
coast. 

k’ibsik’a.t Acorn 
Barnacle/Giant 
Barnacle 

Balanus glandula These barnacles can be found amongst the rocks on the west 
coast of Ditidaht territory, in tidal areas. Only the largest were 
picked and harvested for a meal. 

c̓i.dax̣tp Black Katy 
Chiton 

Katharina 
tunicata  

Black Katy Chitons, commonly called “rock stickers,” can be 
found amongst the rocks on the west coast during low tide. 
They are cooked in boiling water for about the same length of 
time it takes the California Mussel to open up, or they are 
eaten raw. When eaten raw, the chiton is placed on a board 
and tenderized by hammering with a stick. 

p̓aʕa.ʔb Giant Gumboot 
Chiton 

Cryptochiton 
stelleri 

Though found in the tidal zones on the west coast of Ditidaht 
territory, this chiton is not a known part of the Ditidaht diet. 

ʔapxʷsiy ̓ Northern 
Abalone 

Haliotis 
kamtschatkana 

Found along the west coast amongst the rocks and crevices, 
Northern Abalone used to be part of Ditidaht diet, but not in 
recent years, due to harvesting restrictions. 

 Limpets Tectura persona  Also found in the tidal zones along the west coast of Ditidaht 
territory, limpets are also known as China Hats, due to their 
shape. Only the larger ones were harvested. 

ḥi.xʷa Whelks Nucella lapillus 
Thais emarinata 
Dentalium 
pretiosum 

The various types of shells from Whelks are used as 
decoration on ladies’ dance regalia.  
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Table 5: Subtidal Species 
 
Ditidaht 
Name 

Common 
Name 

Scientific Name TEK 

k’u.c̓ay̓ Urchins 
(general) 

 Urchins are harvested amongst the crevices of rocks or tide 
pools during low tide. Long poles with three prongs on the end 
are also used to reach the deeper ones; the prongs are used to 
poke the urchins and pull them up from the bottom. Urchins are 
considered a delicacy. They are cracked in half and the inner 
orange portions are eaten raw. 

 Giant Red 
Sea Urchin 

Strongylocentrotus 
franciscanus 

Found along the coast in tidal zones amongst the rocks and 
crevices within Ditidaht territory, these urchins are a delicacy 
amongst Ditidaht Elders. They are broken in half then the 
insides are eaten raw.   

 Purple Sea 
Urchin 

Strongylocentrotus 
purpuratus 

Found along the coast in tidal zones amongst the rocks and 
crevices within Ditidaht territory, these urchins are eaten raw as a 
delicacy in the same manner as the Giant Red Sea Urchin. 

 Green Sea 
Urchin 

Strongylocentrotus 
droebachiensis 

These urchins are found along the coast in tidal zones amongst 
the rocks and crevices within Ditidaht territory. They are not 
eaten due to their small size. 

hasa.ʔbc Red Rock 
Crab 

Cancer productus Found along the coast in tidal zones amongst the rocks and 
crevices within Ditidaht territory. 

hasa.ʔbc Dungeness 
Crab 

Cancer magister A delicacy, these crabs were harvested by a pole with a hooked 
point on it while drifting over the Flats or off of Clo-oose and 
Cheewat. They are now caught in baited traps, mainly at the 
Flats. 

 Prawn Pandalus platyceros Prawns were not harvested until recently, when they have been 
found off of Limestone Bluffs. 

tilu.p Pacific 
Octopus 

Octopus dofleini Pacific octopus used to be a part of the Ditidaht diet. Today, it is 
used as bait on longline for halibut or in crab traps. 

 Pile Worm Nereis vexillosa No known history of use for dietary purposes. Children use pile 
worms as bait while fishing for shiners, perch, and bullheads 
down at the docks. 

ti.i’daw Sea 
Cucumber 

Parastichopus 
californicus 

According to a Ditidaht Elder, his grandparents used to eat sea 
cucumbers as a delicacy. 
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Table 6: Sea Mammals 
 
Ditidaht 
Name 

Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

TEK 

k'a.šc̓uʔ Harbour 
Seal 

Phoca vitulina During fall and winter months, harbour seals were and are harvested 
for their meat, blubber, and hides. Seal hides were traditionally used 
to make drums and floats used for whale hunting. After seals are 
skinned, the blubber is taken off the back down to the ribs, then the 
meat from either side of the spine is taken. The blubber is then 
washed and diced into small cubes, placed into a pot and stirred often 
while rendered down on a low heat. When all the blubber is rendered 
it is then strained through a cloth and this process is repeated until all 
unwanted substances are removed and the blubber is a clear gold 
colour. This oil is poured over smoked fish and potatoes as a 
delicacy. There is a story about only taking blubber from the spine to 
the ribs and not from the belly. If a person takes the blubber from the 
belly, they will become lazy like the seal, as the seal sleeps on his 
stomach. 

k’iładu.s Northern 
Fur Seal 

Callorhinus 
ursinus 
cynocephalus 

Traditionally, Ditidaht hunters in canoes would venture far offshore 
to intercept large herds of fur seals as they migrated during the spring 
and fall between California and the Bering Sea. In the late 1800s, 
commercial hunting of fur seals was a major enterprise and source of 
income for Ditidaht hunters, some of who owned their own 
schooners. This species is no longer abundant, but populations may 
return in the future with restoration efforts. Today, the Northern Fur 
Seal is not eaten, only chased out of the Nitinat Narrows during the 
spring and chum salmon run, from September to November. 

ti.čaq Sea Otter Enhydra lutris 
lutris 

In traditional times, sea otter was highly prized for its fur, used for 
fashioning various garments; the meat was also eaten. Sea otter furs 
became a major item of trade with European and American maritime 
traders during the late 1700s and early 1800s until the otters became 
scarce. They were still hunted during the late 1800s, and each sea otter 
pelt commanded a high price. Currently, there are no sea otters in 
Ditidaht territory. 

č’it’apkʷ Whales 
(general) 

  Killing a whale was the highest honor for Ditidaht whaling chiefs, 
who spent their entire lives preparing, and practicing the skills 
required for the hunt. Whales were usually hunted after calving in the 
early part of summer. Specially made whaling canoes were fashioned 
from cedar logs, and harpoons were made from sections of yew 
wood scarfed together. Young whalers trained rigorously to become 
paddlers and crew members, and to dive into the water to tie the 
whale’s mouth shut after harpooning; this prevented the carcass from 
sinking. The harpoons were fixed with extra large mussel shell 
blades in traditional times, and with iron blades when these became 
available. The mussel shells were ground down to a sharp blade, and 
then rubbed with dogfish, seal or whale oil over a period of two years 
in order to make a strong and pliable whale harpoon blade. The blade 
was attached by sinew and pitch to a pair of valves made from elk 
horn. A supply of these modified shells had to be kept on hand since 
points needed to be changed after every few uses. Floats made from 
seal skins were tied on to the harpoon line after the whale had been 
struck; these impeded the whale’s ability to dive, and caused it to 
tire. Whaling was considered a sacred activity with rigorous ritual 
activity that began at the hunter’s birth. Whalers and their crew 
practiced daily routines to cleanse their spirit and bodies in order to 
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successfully prepare for the hunt. Commercial whaling stations, 
particularly the one at Sechart in Barkley Sound, killed hundreds of 
whales each season until the whale population had become virtually 
extinct in the mid 1900s. 

č’it’apkʷ Humpback 
Whale 

Megaptera 
novaengliae 

One of the species most frequently hunted by Ditidaht whalers. 

č’it’apkʷ Gray Whale Eschrichtius 
robustus 

One of the species most frequently hunted by Ditidaht whalers. 

kakawad Orca Whale   Spiritually and physically revered as sacred beings, orca are 
considered guardians of the ocean. They are also brothers to the wolf. 

 Northern 
Right 
Whale 

  This species was also hunted by Ditidaht whalers. 
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Table 7: Fish 
 
Ditidaht 
Name 

Common 
Name 

Scientific Name TEK 

 Salmon 
(general) 

 Since time immemorial, salmon has been the main staple of 
the Ditidaht diet. Ditidaht people fought fiercely to guard their 
salmon rivers from other nations that wanted these riches. 
Lands near some of these rivers were turned into permanent 
village sites and some were used for camping during harvest 
seasons. All but the Pink salmon return to the rivers and 
tributaries of Ditidaht territory after three to five years at sea. 
Ditidaht people traditionally harvested salmon with fish weirs, 
spears, nets, and fishing lines made of inner cedar bark and 
split and spliced spruce root; hooks were hand carved and 
rocks served as weights. Today, modern materials include 
various nylons used for lead lines with gillnets and plastic 
corks, fishing rods and down riggers, gillnets, and leaded lines 
for long lining. Dugout canoes of various sizes and lengths 
gave way to fiberglass and aluminum boats and skiffs with 
outboard motors. Fresh salmon is fried, baked, barbequed over 
an open fire, boiled in a soup, or half or full smoked in a 
traditional smokehouse. The process for cutting all salmon for 
the smokehouse is generally the same: the fish is cut down the 
back on both sides of the spine, starting from the head down 
toward the tail, in a fillet fashion; care is taken not to cut 
through the belly. Once the backbone is pulled, the meat is 
thinned. The thin strips of meat are then laid out on a long 
stick to be wind dried prior to being hung in the smokehouse. 
Once thinned to desired thickness, the skin is then hung up in 
the smokehouse, with three cedar sticks keeping it open by 
poking an end into both sides of the skin at the middle and 
bottom section. The main stick is put through holes cut near 
the tail of the salmon for hanging in the rafters of the smoke 
house, while the upaalth is hung on lower sections of the 
smokehouse. Once all the salmon have been hung they stay in 
the smokehouse for three to four days until half smoked. A 
small fire, not too hot, is constantly kept; the fire has to stay 
on during the whole process. The wood used for the fire is 
alder as it burns slowly and creates a lot of smoke. The 
upaalth is flipped to ensure equal drying until done. The 
bones are pulled out on the second day. Ditidaht people used 
to smoke their fish up to ten days for whole smoked fish. This 
fish was very dry and had to be soaked in water prior to 
cooking. This process enabled the fish to be stored longer. 
Some Ditidaht also jar their smoked fish. 

biʕa.t Sockeye 
Salmon 

Oncorhynchus 
nerka 

Sockeye was traditionally caught at xụbitadt and čaaxʷiyt with 
weirs made of stone or alder and yew wood. The Ditidaht 
established a village site at čaaxʷiyt and a seasonal camp at 
xụbitadt. They only harvested the amount that their families 
would use. Sockeye used to be abundant within Ditidaht 
Territory. Stocks have since declined significantly due to 
over-harvesting by commercial fisheries and logging near 
tributaries in and around Cheewaht Lake and River. The move 
to Malachan Reserve also made the harvest at Cheewaht more 
difficult as the distance is now over fourteen miles by boat. 
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Low return levels have led the Ditidaht Fisheries Department 
to institute a policy that only Elder men can fish at the 
Hobitan for their sockeye needs. Sockeye is a favorite to eat 
and is cooked in many forms. When caught fresh, it is 
barbequed over an open fire on cedar sticks. Sockeye is also 
smoked for winter use and is a preferred species for jarring. 
The heads were boiled or fried as a delicacy. Roe (uuchpaab) 
from the females was also placed on a long thin cedar stick 
and baked over an open fire.   

cuwit Coho Salmon Onocorhynchus 
kisutch 

Coho was traditionally caught in the Cheewat, Carmanah, 
Caycuse, Hobitan, Nitinat, Little Nitinat, and Klanawa River 
systems. It is favoured in a soup when caught fresh, or half 
smoked and saved for winter use. Traditionally, the head and 
roe were also boiled; roe can also be baked in the oven. 

ča.wił or 
sač  ̓up 

Pink 
(Humpback) 
Salmon 

Oncorhynchus 
gorbuscha 

Pink salmon was caught offshore while dragging a line and 
lure behind a canoe.  

čičk ̓a.waʔs Chum (Dog) 
salmon 

Oncorhynchus keta Chum was harvested at the mouth of the Nitinat, Hobitan and 
Caycuse River systems. It is favoured for making half smoked 
fish and is usually smoked in large volumes to last out the 
winter.  

ča.wił or 
sač  ̓up 

Spring 
(Chinook) 
salmon 

Oncorhynchus 
tshawytscha 

Spring salmon was harvested out on the ocean, at the entrance 
to Nitinat Narrows, or during spawning season at the Nitinat 
River. It is enjoyed fried, baked, or barbequed over an open 
fire as well as half smoked as upaalth. 

qiw.ax ̣ Steelhead Salmo gairdneri Only a handful of people, such as Mac Robinson, harvested 
steelhead. Young boys from age eight and up catch these as 
part of learning how to fish. Steelhead are harvested at 
Caycuse with a gillnet; they also return at the Little Nitinat 
River and upper Nitinat River. 

 Coastal 
Cutthroat 
Trout 

Salmo clarki clarki Mostly caught on a trout rod, coastal cutthroat trout was fried 
up for a small meal. Young boys, using trout rods, fish for 
coastal cutthroat as they learn how to fish. These trout can be 
found in and around most of the rivers and tributaries and are 
general residents of Nitinat Lake. 

ƛusibt Herring Clupea harengus 
pallasi 

Hemlock boughs were placed in the water for herring to 
spawn on, between Cannery Bay and Crabapple Point on the 
east side of the Nitinat Narrows above Waayaa.  

tuška.wx ̣ Ling Cod Ophiodon elongatus Ling cod is caught both close to shore and off of Swiftsure 
Bank. Ditidaht people enjoy eating it fried, with steamed rice. 

wa.ʔdił Yelloweye 
Rockfish 
(Red Snapper) 

Sebastes ruberrimus Red snapper is caught near reefs close to shore, and at 
Swiftsure Bank. It is enjoyed in a soup, or fried as fillets. 

yačaʔ Dogfish 
Shark 

Squalus acanthias Dogfish shark was mostly harvested for its skin, which was 
used as sand paper on carvings and canoes. Dogfish were also 
intensively harvested for their livers, which were rendered 
into oil that was valuable during the early logging industry. 

ba⋅daw’ 
?u.?upas 

Surf Smelt  
Night Smelt 

Hypomesus pretiosus 
Spirinchus starski 

Smelt was caught on the surf line at Clo-oose in early August 
using dipnets. It was fried whole, after which the meat was 
pulled off the spine. 

 Halibut H. stenolepis Halibut was and remains another key species for the Ditidaht 
diet. It is caught on many offshore banks between Bonilla 
Point and Pacheena Point, including Swiftsure. Halibut is fried 
fresh or is made into a soup. It is also smoked like salmon in 
thin strips; this is also called upaalth.  
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Cumulative Effects 
Since Contact, many historic events, processes, and developments have had serious deleterious 
impacts on Ditidaht people, territory, and rights. These cumulative effects include, but are not 
restricted to, the major topics outlined below. 

Disease and Depopulation 
As was the case for other Aboriginal people in North America, who did not have immunity to a 
number of epidemic diseases introduced by way of European Contact, massive depopulation 
occurred among the Ditidaht during the eighteenth, nineteenth, and early twentieth centuries. 
There were at least eight varieties of epidemic disease introduced to the Northwest Coast region 
during the first century after European arrival, including smallpox, malaria, measles, influenza, 
and typhoid fever.106 Historical geographer Cole Harris reports that a major smallpox epidemic 
reached Ditidaht territory in 1782-3, several years before the first recorded contact between the 
Ditidaht and British fur traders in 1788. As noted above, American traders John Hoskins and 
John Boit both observed the aftereffects of smallpox among the Ditidaht in 1791.107 As also 
discussed above, a significant smallpox outbreak in the early 1850s took a dramatic toll on the 
Ditidaht. Resulting depopulation led to the abandonment of some Ditidaht villages, with 
survivors reportedly gathering at Whyac and Clo-oose.108 
 
It cannot be stated with certainty what the Ditidaht population level was at its highest point prior 
to Contact and before depopulation occurred. While he did not date the numbers, nor specify the 
reach of the region that he described, Ditidaht Elder Mike Thompson shared in a recent interview 
that his father’s uncle, Dan Daniels, “used to say there was about 400 at the Flats [Iktuksasuk IR 
#7], 400 at Whyac, same as Clo-oose and Carmanah because in the early 1800s there used to be 
8,000 Indians in this region.”109 What is certain is that recorded population estimates like the 
mid-nineteenth-century figures of Grant, Banfield, Francis, and Douglas cited previously reflect 
a major loss of Ditidaht life post-Contact. The first formal census of Native populations on the 
West Coast, conducted by Indian Agent Harry Guillod in 1881, reports a Ditidaht population of 
280. Suggestive of amalgamation processes resulting from depopulation, these 280 Ditidaht were 
reported to be “Living in four rancheries between Cape Beale and Pacheena.”110 
 
Memories of loss due to disease remain current, and raw, among Ditidaht members. During 
another recent conversation, for example, Mike Thompson conveyed the sense of overwhelm felt 
by those charged to enter houses effected by smallpox in Waayaa and remove the bodies of 
entire families found inside.111 Frank Knighton similarly shared with anthropologist Anne Bates 
an affecting story about a canoe seen passing by an area known locally as the Flats, with “a baby 
                                                
106 Cole Harris, “Social Power and Cultural Change in Pre-Colonial British Columbia,” BC Studies 115/116 (Autumn/Winter 
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still sucking at its dead mother’s breast.”112 While smallpox is most closely associated with the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries on the Northwest Coast, it was not isolated to this time. Mike 
Thompson, for example, also recalled a home remedy that late Ditidaht Elder Morris Dick used 
to guard against the disease.113 

Indian Reserve Establishment 
With the establishment of the Colony of Vancouver Island in 1848, the British Crown asserted 
sovereignty over Ditidaht territory. When British Columbia confederated with Canada in 1871, 
responsibility for establishing Indian Reserves was shared by the federal and provincial 
governments. Although the Colonial government had established some Reserves prior to 1871, 
none were located in Ditidaht territory. The 1890 establishment of the sixteen Ditidaht Indian 
Reserves, plus burial ground, was outlined above. As Indian Reserves, these plots of land were 
secured for the Ditidaht, but managed by the Department of Indian Affairs. While the Ditidaht 
Reserves provide a measure of protection for these plots of land, the corollary effect of Reserve 
establishment was that the other lands within Ditidaht territory became available for pre-emption 
or purchase by non-Ditidaht people, and for development by commercial or industrial interests. 
The Ditidaht Reserves comprise but a fraction of Ditidaht territory. When these Reserves were 
created, the rest of Ditidaht territory was effectively alienated by British Columbia or Canada. 
 
Despite this, Ditidaht people maintained a strong connection with their maritime lifeways. As 
noted above, by the mid-twentieth century, most Ditidaht people were residing on the coastal 
Reserves of Clo-oose and Whyac, with ongoing seasonal migration up Nitinat Lake for fishing. 
By the mid-1960s, however, a series of intersecting developments led to the relocation of the 
majority of Ditidaht members to Malachan Indian Reserve #11. These developments included 
the cessation of regular service by the coastal steamer Tahsis Prince, the end of grocery delivery 
service to the head of Nitinat Lake by Devoy’s of Port Alberni, and the 1964 construction of a 
new village at Malachan by the Department of Indian Affairs.114 This last factor was especially 
crucial. The Department of Indian Affairs was seeking, in this period, to streamline and 
consolidate its service delivery on Reserves. The Department also sought, in line with its 
contemporary integrationist agenda, to bring Native communities like the Ditidaht into “Closer 
association…with the life of other Canadians.”115 (Malachan was and still is remote, but is 
connected to the towns of Port Alberni and Lake Cowichan by logging road). Anne Bates reports 
that the DIA offered residents of Clo-oose and Whyac one electrical generator, “so that accepting 
it required deciding which village would receive it.” The Department also offered to build houses 
at Malachan. Ditidaht members voted to accept, but they moved up the lake to Malachan, or 
balaats’adt, with heavy hearts.116 
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In interviews conducted for this project, Ditidaht members recalled in striking detail the locations 
of houses, gardens, water sources, and other elements of village life at Waayaa and Clo-oose. 
Indeed, relocation to Malachan was relatively recent and remains a source of sadness for many. 
Connection to the villages where many adult Ditidaht members were raised, as well as the ocean 
and all it supports, continues, but getting there in person is now substantially more complicated. 
On two recent groundtruthing trips to Waayaa and Clo-oose, Ditidaht members responded with 
evident emotion to “coming home.” This sense of connection is apparent in younger generations 
as well. On the first of these two groundtruthing trips, three young Ditidaht women 
spontaneously burst into song while out of the water, using the boat as a makeshift drum. 

Loss of Culture and Language 
Ditidaht people have endured many effects from federal legislation and policies that attempted to 
sever Ditidaht connections to culture and language, as well as territory. Interviews conducted for 
the TMUOS project and other sources document that there has been a significant loss of 
knowledge transmission amongst Ditidaht members from the late 1800s up to the present day. 
Indian Residential Schools and the criminalization of traditional cultural events and practices 
have contributed significantly to this loss.  

Residential Schools 
Many Ditidaht children were forced to attend Indian Residential Schools over many decades. 
These schools were explicitly assimilationist in their aims, seeking, in one oft-quoted statement, 
to “kill the Indian in him and save the man.”117 Residential Schools were potent tools of 
resocialization where students were regularly banned from speaking their own languages and 
even interacting with siblings and other family members. Living conditions were often poor, 
while instruction stressed gendered manual and domestic training and repetitive religious ritual 
over academic instruction. Catholic and Protestant churches were paid by the Canadian 
government to operate Residential Schools well into the second half of the twentieth century. 
The Indian Act was used to legislate student attendance and impose stiff penalties on families 
who resisted.118 
 
Methodist mission schools established in Whyac and Clo-oose during the 1890s were attended 
by Ditidaht and neighbouring Pacheedaht children. Some children were subsequently sent, 
beginning around 1910, to the Coqualeetza Methodist Institute located in Chilliwack, on the 
mainland.119 Later, most Ditidaht children were taken to Residential Schools in Ahousaht and, in 
particular, Port Alberni.  
 
Interviewees in this project spoke with strong emotion, and palpable silence, about their 
experiences attending Residential School. They conveyed the dramatic break that occurred in the 
intergenerational transfer of Ditidaht knowledge as they were removed from their families as 
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young as the age of five and remained at Residential School for as many as ten years, returning 
home only in summertime. Ditidaht participants in a project documenting the Nuu-Chah-Nulth 
Residential School experience similarly stressed the acute pain, loneliness, and fear that 
accompanied this forced separation from family and community.120  
 
The Alberni Indian Residential School (AIRS), attended by many Ditidaht children, operated 
from 1890 to 1973. After its closure, two-dozen allegations were brought against AIRS staff and 
administration, the United Church, and the federal government.121 One former employee served 
eleven years for more than thirty counts of physical and sexual abuse. Experimental nutritional 
interventions were also carried out on the bodies of AIRS students.122 The personal, community, 
and intergenerational trauma caused by the Indian Residential Schools continue to be felt by 
Ditidaht members today. 

Potlatch Ban 
After the federal government assumed jurisdiction over Indian Affairs in British Columbia in 
1871, government officials began to receive complaints from Indian Agents, Reserve 
Commissioners, and missionaries in the province concerning the coastal practices of the potlatch 
and the tamanawas dance. As a result, the Canadian government passed an amendment to the 
Indian Act, effective 1 January 1885, which criminalized both ceremonies. The initial “potlatch 
ban,” as the amendment is commonly known, was later found to be virtually unenforceable and 
was rewritten as part of subsequent Indian Act revisions in 1895. This ban proved more 
enforceable and resulted in a number convictions and jail time for Native potlatch participants. 
The ban remained in effect, with several additional amendments, until 1951.123   
 
The potlatch ban also criminalized the related ƛuukʷalaa rituals. These two intertwined 
ceremonial practices lay at the heart of the traditional art, culture, spirituality, economy, and 
customary laws of First Nations along the west coast of Vancouver Island.124 Two creatures, the 
Killer Whale and the Wolf, are believed to be of the same spirit, with the ability to transform 
from one creature to the other as they move between land and sea. The ƛuukʷalaa ritual 
incorporates a dramatic capture of high-ranking youth by those already initiated into the secret 
society of the Wolves. The youth are considered to have been taken by the Wolves to their lairs, 
where they are given supernatural abilities. Later, the youths are recaptured, but now possessed 
of supernatural powers bestowed upon them by the Wolves.125 Missionaries and DIA agents 
opposed the ƛuukʷalaa, which they linked to the prohibited potlatch ceremonies. Whaling rituals 
were likewise discouraged. 
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Pacheedaht Chief Queesto, introduced above, reflected in his published biography on the 
potlatch ban: 
 

The white man doesn’t understand Potlatches.  They’re weird people.  They’ve 
been running us out, trying to stop us from keeping our native way of life, from 
doing things the way we’ve always done, ever since they first came here two 
hundred years ago. A Chief put up a party up the coast here about eighty years 
ago, and when the government found out about it, they put him in jail. Just 
imagine, he had to serve two or three months in jail for having a party! That’s 
ridiculous. Potlatches were against the law for many years, and the men and 
women were very sad about it – it was breaking the native way, the native law. 
The Missionaries were the ones who started the movement against the Potlatch. 
The missionaries would report people who held Potlatches to the government, and 
then the government would send a policeman to take the native away to jail.126 

 
In his 1914 testimony to the RCBCIA, George Tait spoke to the everyday impact of White 
settlers at Clo-oose: 
 

I don’t like the white men being here. Years ago we used to go swimming there,  
but now we cannot, because when we do they laugh at us.127 

 
Although the efforts of Department of Indian Affairs officials, missionaries, and other members 
of settler society interrupted the practice and transmission of Ditidaht language and culture, they 
did not extinguish them. For example, curriculum at the Ditidaht Community School, which 
recently celebrated its tenth anniversary, includes language and culture classes. Dance practices 
are also regularly held at the community hall in Malachan to prepare for potlatches and other 
family and community events held at Nitinat and elsewhere. 

Industrial Logging 
The forests of southern Vancouver Island have supported a thriving timber extraction industry 
since the late nineteenth century. Several geographic features, however, combined to curb 
industrial logging activity within Ditidaht territory until the early decades of the twentieth 
century. Heavy rainfall on the southwest coast of Vancouver Island prevented widespread and 
singular growth of Douglas fir, the most commercially viable species at the time. Rough coastal 
waters, including the bar at Nitinat Narrows, and steep winding rivers presented additional 
obstacles to transportation.128  
 
In response to a wartime market for clear spruce, used in the construction of airplanes, two 
settlers from Port Renfrew, Alfred Deakin and A. Beauchene, began logging spruce at the head 
of Nitinat Lake during the First World War. The Nitinat Logging Company, as their operation 
came to be known, was active in the area for a number of years.129 Ditidaht scholar Bernice 
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Touchie reports that Ditidaht members voted in 1918 to give another operation, Davis Logging 
and Trading Company, permission to log on Malachan IR #11, Ilclo IR #12, and Opatseeah IR 
#13.130 In the early 1930s, another settler from Port Renfrew, C. Sorenson, began logging in the 
Nitinat Lake area. A rafting system was devised, using wire ropes that could sustain travel over 
the Nitinat bar and along the outside coastline, in turn drawing the attention of larger 
producers.131  
 
Blasting in the Nitinat Narrows facilitated this transport. In a report prepared for the Native 
Affairs Division of Fisheries and Oceans Canada, Brendan O’Donnell explains that: 
 

in 1938, the Nitinat Logging Company requested of the federal Department of 
Public Works that a rock in the Nitinat Narrows, opposite Wyah Indian Reserve 
No. 3, be blasted out of the water. It was thought that the elimination of the top of 
the rock to ten feet below high water level would make it more convenient to float 
log booms through the Narrows and out into the Strait of Juan de Fuca.132 
 

A settler at Clo-oose, W.E. Babcock, contacted the Department of Fisheries to protest the 
blasting, which was scheduled to take place at peak salmon season.133 The Department did not 
prevent the blasting, but rather specified that it take place “under ebb tide conditions,” this being, 
according to Chief Supervisor of Fisheries J.A. Motherwell, “‘the most safe time from the 
standpoint of the salmon.’”134  
 
While the blasting benefitted the logging industry, it permanently altered the composition of the 
area one Ditidaht member described at a community meeting related to the TMEP as “our 
breadbasket” and “our heartland.” The blasting removed rock projections that Ditidaht people 
used for spearfishing and for navigating the Narrows during strong tides.135  
 
As more logging companies, including BC Forest Products and Macmillan Bloedel, established a 
presence in Ditidaht territory following World War Two, a number of Ditidaht members found 
employment within the logging industry, especially after the move to Malachan, where road 
access facilitated easier transportation to logging camps.136 
 
Industrial logging, though, has come at serious environmental cost. One of the most significant 
impacts from industrial logging has been the construction, maintenance, and decommissioning of 
a vast network of logging roads through many portions of Ditidaht territory. The roads have 
created significant changes to the hydrology of many parts of the territory, altering runoff into 
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creeks, rivers and streams, and have also provided more ready access to many parts of the 
territory previously inaccessible by vehicle. 
 
The effects of extensive clear-cut logging practices and associated changes in erosion patterns, 
waterflow regimes and depositions of sand, rocks, and gravels in the streams and rivers 
downstream of forestry operations have resulted in significant damage to fish habitat and 
spawning beds, and consequent runs and population, on the major Ditidaht salmon rivers, 
including the Nitinat, Caycuse, Hobiton, and Cheewaht Rivers.137  
 
Despite these dramatic changes, Ditidaht members continue to fish within their waters. And they 
exhibit such resilience on land as well. Recently logged areas, for example, where sightlines are 
less impeded by forest growth, are known and used as effective hunting grounds for deer and elk.  

Park Creation 
Ditidaht traditional territory includes some of the most magnificent marine shorelines in British 
Columbia. From the Ditidaht perspective, an unfortunate result is that the majority of these 
shorelines regions have been set aside as parks by various jurisdictions. Parks and Ecological 
Reserves within Ditidaht territory include Carmanah-Walbran and Hitchie Creek Provincial 
Parks, Nitinat Lake and Klanawa Ecological Reserves, and, extending through much of the 
TMUOS Regional Study Area, Pacific Rim National Park Reserve. 
 
Park creation has been accompanied by regulations that prohibit the harvesting of resources 
within the parks. Both the federal and provincial governments have sought control of the marine 
interface and secured tenures of national and provincial parks and ecological reserves, while at 
the same time providing free access to thousands of visitors to prime resource-gathering areas 
within Ditidaht territory. Consequently, Ditidaht members are denied ready access to primary 
economic and food source areas.  
 
Ditidaht’s traditional rights to access marine resources in their territory have been largely 
ignored by the various park regulations with established ecological mandates. These regulations 
significantly impact the Ditidaht’s ability to access coastal resources, practice intertidal 
harvesting, engage in the transmission of cultural knowledge in traditional ways, harness 
economic opportunities, and practice traditional resource management. The Ditidaht are 
currently in negotiation with the various levels of government to reassess the implications of 
park jurisdictions within their traditional territory. 
 
Consider, in particular, the Pacific Rim National Park Reserve. The Park Reserve’s West Coast 
Trail Unit was established in 1970 along the old telegraph line that serviced the west coast until 
the mid-twentieth century. The Park Reserve stretches along the entirety of the Ditidaht coastal 
shoreline and much of the eastern and western shorelines of Nitinat Lake. Included within the 
boundaries of the West Coast Trail Unit, but exempted from the Park Reserve itself, are eleven 
Ditidaht Indian Reserves: Ahuk #1; Tsuquanah #2; Wyah #3; Clo-oose #4; Cheewat #4a; Sarque 
#5; Carmanah #6; Iktuksasuk #7; Homitan #8; Oyees #9; and Doobah #10. Ditidaht traditional 
use and occupancy sites of all variety are encompassed in the Park Reserve, including numerous 
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settlement and burial sites, petroglyphs, creeks and streams for spiritual bathing, and harvesting 
sites for plants, fish, seafood, waterfowl, and marine mammals. 
  
The Pacific Rim National Park Reserve boundaries extend 10 fathoms into the intertidal 
waterways, and do not permit access to shorelines within the Park by boat. The Park is monitored 
and maintained by Federal Park wardens, and by the Ditidaht First Nation Guardian program 
which employs Ditidaht members as trailkeepers during operating season. The program is 
acknowledged as the first of its kind, and has served as a template for other programs throughout 
Canada. A Ditidaht family also runs a ferry service in collaboration with the Park, carrying West 
Coast Trail hikers from a wharf in Cannery Bay across Nitinat Narrows to reconnect with the 
trail on the other side. Pacific Rim National Park Reserve receives 775,000 visitors annually, 
attracted by the beautiful Vancouver Island coastline.  
 
Park regulations prohibit the harvesting of marine and other resources within Park Reserve 
boundaries, although First Nations members may obtain a special use permit from the Park. The 
Ditidaht consider their Aboriginal rights to include the right to harvest seafood and other 
resources in Pacific Rim National Park Reserve.  

Fisheries Regulations and Industrial Fishing Industry 
From the time British Columbia joined Confederation in 1871, the ability of Ditidaht people to 
harvest marine resources has been greatly circumscribed by government regulations, industrial 
fishing and logging activity, and associated environmental impacts. 
 
As described above, the Dominion Commissioner responsible for establishing Indian Reserves in 
British Columbia was directed in 1876 not to disturb “the Indians” in the possession of villages, 
fishing stations, fur trading posts, settlements and clearings, and to avoid any sudden change in 
Indian habits. These instructions further detailed that those Indians who were engaged in 
“fishing, stock-raising, or in any other profitable branch of industry should not be diverted from 
their present occupation or pursuits…”138 To that end, Indian Reserve Commissioner O’Reilly 
established sixteen Reserves for the Ditidaht, plus one burial ground. The majority of these 
Reserves were fishing stations, set aside to secure Ditidaht’s traditional supply of salmon, 
halibut, and other species.139 
 
By 1877, the Canadian Fisheries Act had come into force in British Columbia. A.C. Anderson, 
Inspector of Fisheries for the province and also an Indian Reserve Commissioner, initially 
adopted a discretionary policy towards the Fisheries Act and its application to Native people.  
However, pressure from cannery owners soon flared, and provincial officials blamed Native 
fisheries for the crisis.140   
 
In 1878, Anderson wrote on the importance of fisheries for First Nations: 
 

I have from the first been alive to the necessity of affording every protection to 
the interests of the natives in this important particular, and I have carefully 
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watched, in as far as practicable, that no infringements of these hereditary rights 
should be permitted. The exercise of these rights, unfettered by wanton or 
ignorant interference, is to many of the tribes an object of prime importance, and 
as a matter of expediency alone, omitting entirely the higher consideration of the 
moral claim, their protection demands the earnest care of the government.141  

 
The same year that Anderson penned this letter, new salmon fishery regulations for British 
Columbia stipulated that, “‘no Salmon net of any kind shall be used for salmon in fresh 
waters.’”142

 This included fish weirs, a technology central to Ditidaht salmon management 
practices. Fisheries Act regulations with respect to Native fisheries were not fully enforced at 
first, however, this began to change in 1879 when a nation-wide regulation came into force 
prohibiting fishing for salmon without a lease or license. By 1881, this regulation was being 
applied to Native fishermen, preventing them from catching and selling salmon to canneries 
without a license.  
 
Anderson died in 1884 and was replaced by other officials who were openly hostile to any 
Native fishery. As legal historian Douglas Harris explains, these officials pushed the Native 
fishery “to the margins of the industry, first by confining it to a food fishery and then by 
restricting the food fishery.”143 By the turn of the twentieth century, Harris elaborates, “Native 
fishing was confined on all sides. Indians could still fish for food, but that right was increasingly 
circumscribed, and when they attempted to join the industrial commercial fishery they were 
thwarted by discriminatory license restrictions.”144 Fisheries officials, meanwhile, bolstered the 
ban on Aboriginal fish weirs and took action to remove them, claiming, through an emerging 
discourse of conservation, that such tools were to blame for declining fish stocks.145 
 
Ditidaht fisheries were directly impacted, and impeded, by the commercial fishing and canning 
industries. Ditidaht leaders submitted a petition to the Deputy Superintendent-General of Indian 
Affairs in 1911, requesting that no commerical licenses be granted for salmon fishing “in the 
waters of the Nitinat Lagoon or Nitinat River or creeks emptying therein.”146 Licensing 
proceeded, however, and in 1917, the Lummi Bay Packing Company opened a cannery in what 
became known as Cannery Bay, located on the east side of the Nitinat Narrows, next to the 
village of Waayaa. Nitinat Lake was at this time “considered the largest chum salmon fishery on 
the West Coast of Vancouver Island.”147 In a study of the salmon canning industry in British 
Columbia, Edward Higginbottom reports that in its first year, the Nitinat cannery “caught enough 
fish to pack over 51,000 cases”; the Lummi Bay Packing Company also sent “over 1,000,000 
pounds of raw salmon to its canneries in Washington State.” The next year, the cannery is said to 
have produced close to 85,000 cases of salmon, “the largest pack from any one cannery in the 
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province.” It also sent another 5,000,000 pounds of unprocessed salmon south to the United 
States.148 A 1919 report by the provincial Commissioner of Fisheries characterized these catch 
levels as “‘extraordinary and excessive’” and cannery output was reduced in the following years 
to a reported range of 10,633 to 26,563 cases annually.149 This intensity of fishing swiftly 
reduced salmon stocks in Nitinat Lake, to the point that the cannery, at least in its original 
iteration, may have closed following the 1925 season.150  
 
A good part of this dramatic decline in salmon stock was due to waste. Ditidaht Elders have 
reported that any fish that “were water-marked or were considered ‘dark’” were discarded. The 
smell of rotting fish was said to pervade the cannery, where fish were piled as high as four feet 
deep. Any salmon that spoiled before they could be processed were disposed of through a hole in 
the cannery floor. In his fisheries co-management study, Robert Joseph notes that “Elders have 
often stated that 80% of the fish caught during this time was wasted.”151 
 
The year after the cannery launched operations, local White settlers concerned about declining 
fish populations petitioned the Minister of Naval Service, then responsible for Fisheries, 
requesting that a hatchery be built in order to protect salmon stock on Nitinat Lake.152 In an April 
1918 letter responding to the proposal, Inspector of Fisheries Edward G. Taylor characterized the 
cannery as a boon to the local ecology and economy and instead blamed the Ditidaht for 
destroying salmon stocks. Taylor wrote that there were: 
 

good natural spawning areas there, which if properly looked after and a sufficient 
number of salmon allowed to reach these area, there will be no danger of 
depletion…I believe that the cannery operating at Nitinat instead of depleting the 
run of salmon, will improve conditions, as the large settlement of Indians there 
will make their living now by working for the cannery, which, together with a 
strict watch kept up by the Fishery Guardian, will prevent them from carrying out 
their former habits of destroying salmon in streams and on the spawning beds, a 
habit which it was almost imposible to prevent.153 
 

Ditidaht people did find some short-lived employment through the cannery.154 The 
overwhelming memory of this operation, however, which may have continued under several 
different guises as late as 1939, is one of waste, not wages.155 

                                                
148 Edward N. Higginbottom, “The Changing Geography of Salmon Canning in British Columbia, 1870-1931” (MA Thesis, 
Simon Fraser University, 1988), 113; Cox and Bouchard, “The Regulation of the Salmon Fishery in Ditidaht Territory,” 27-31. 
149 Report of the Commissioner of Fisheries, Pack of British Columbia Salmon, Season 1918. British Columbia Sessional Papers. 
Report of the Commissioner of Fisheries for the Year Ending December 31st, 1918: Page N90, cited in Cox and Bouchard, “The 
Regulation of the Salmon Fishery in Ditidaht Territory,” 27. Reported annual number of cases cited in Cox and Bouchard, “The 
Regulation of the Salmon Fishery in Ditidaht Territory,” 30. 
150 The cannery chronology is discussed in Cox and Bouchard, “The Regulation of the Salmon Fishery in Ditidaht Territory,” 34-
35; Mark Cox and Randy Bouchard, “Addendum to the Regulation of the Salmon Fishery in Ditidaht Territory,” Confidential 
Work in Progress Prepared for Ditidaht First Nation (Victoria: B.C. Indian Language Project, 20 December 1999), 29-36. 
151 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management,” 74. Also, Touchie, “Report on Whyack,” 41. 
152 Petition, National Archives of Canada, RG 23, Volume 692, File 713-2-258, cited in O’Donnell, “Indian and Non-Native 
Uses,” 44. 
153 E.G. Taylor, Letter to F.H. Cunningham, Chief Inspector of Fisheries, 5 April 1918, National Archives of Canada, RG 23, 
Volume 692, File 713-2-258, cited in O’Donnell, “Indian and Non-Native Uses,” 45. 
154 Touchie, “Report on Whyack,” 41. 
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Despite this, the cannery did not extinguish Ditidaht connections with this portion of their 
territory. On a recent groundtruthing trip to Waayaa, for example, Julia Joseph pointed out a 
creek that her grandmother used for bathing. This creek enters Cannery Bay amidst pilings that 
remain from the Lummi Bay Packing Company’s operations. Upon landing at the wharf 
currently located in the bay, the base for the West Coast Trail ferry service mentioned above, 
Julia was not far up the trail before she harvested a handful of sharp grass, which she proceeded 
to begin processing back at water’s edge. 
 
Commerical fishing continued on Nitinat Lake after the cannery closure. Bernice Touchie reports 
that “The lake took on the apperance of a floating city with boats milling about with their cabin 
windows reflecting in the sun in daytime and at night with their lights reflecting on the lake.”156 
Nitinat Lake was closed to commercial gillnetting in 1952. It was reopened to commercial 
fishing twenty years later, when massive catches were carried out of Ditidaht territory by 
dumptruck. Over-harvesting again led to a crash in salmon stocks.157 Sockeye from the Hobiton 
River system, in particular, have yet to fully recover. As a result of this decline, the Ditidaht First 
Nation now asks the permission of Barkley Sound First Nations and Fraser River First Nations to 
harvest their sockeye needs. 
 
In his co-management study, Robert Joseph explains that the “Ditidaht responded to reduced 
abundance by reducing their own catch both for consumption and trade.” However, harrasement 
by Fisheries officers continued. “A number of canoes,” Joseph reports, “were confiscated and 
towed out of the lake.”158 One interviewee in this study recalled with emotion the surveillance he 
experienced as a child as officials flew overhead monitoring Ditidaht fishing activity.159 The 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans had an officer stationed in a floathouse in Gus Bay, located 
at the head of Nitinat Lake, during the 1970s. Contemporary Ditidaht fishermen shared stories 
about the challenge of evading capture as they set out by canoe after nightfall to harvest salmon 
for their needs, an act for which they were branded poachers. 
 
For the Ditidaht and other Native fishermen, who, prior to Contact and throughout the Colonial 
period, had been engaged in a thriving economy based on the harvest, trade, and sale of marine 
products, the result of the imposition of federal fisheries regulations has been severe. The federal 
government, on the one hand, established a number of Ditidaht Indian Reserves as fishing 
stations so that the Ditidaht could pursue their traditional livelihood from the ocean. On the other 
hand, the federal government, through its fisheries regulations, prevented Native people from 
selling fish without a license, and then continually added restrictions to the licenses. In the 
meantime, industrial logging and operations like the Lummi Bay Packing Company wrought 
havoc on local fish populations.  
 

                                                                                                                                                       
155 In addition to the sources cited in footnote 150 above, see O’Donnell, “Indian and Non-Native Uses,” 45; Joseph, 
“Introducing Co-Management,” 45; R. Mack Campbell, Cannery Village, Company Town: A History of British Columbia’s 
Outlying Salmon Canneries (Victoria: Trafford, 2004), 71. 
156 Touchie, “Report on Whyack,” 39. 
157 O’Donnell, “Indian and Non-Native Uses,” 5. 
158 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management,” 75. 
159 Edgar, “Interview.” 
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Despite the criminalization of Ditidaht fisheries and severe decline of salmon stocks, Ditidaht 
people continue to fish. Robert Joseph notes that during the period of severe salmon shortage that 
followed intensive commercial fishing in Nitinat Lake, Ditidaht people turned to other resources 
such as groundfish, and halibut in particular, as vital substitutes.160 They were, in this way, 
carrying on the long established practice of procuring maritime resources at sustainable levels, 
and shifting focus away from certain species during periods of shortage. The Ditidaht Fisheries 
Department has more recently extended stewardship practices through habitat rehabiliation (such 
as stream cleaning on the Cheewat) and species monitoring programs (such as seasonal test 
fisheries and fish counting on the Hobiton) and co-management efforts in conjunction with 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s Nitinat River Hatchery.161 
 
Regulatory regimes continue to significantly restrict Aboriginal fisheries in Canada. However, a 
number of high-profile court cases have shifted the legal landscape in recent decades. In 1990, 
the Supreme Court of Canada confirmed in the Sparrow case that members of the Musqueam 
First Nation have the Aboriginal right to fish for food, social, and ceremonial purposes.162 A 
more recent court case, Ahousaht Nation et al. v. Canada, concluded that five Nuu-chah-nulth 
First Nations, Ditidaht neighbours, “have aboriginal rights to fish in their traditional territories 
and sell that fish into the commercial marketplace.”163 Much of the evidence presented in that 
case is similar to the evidence available for the Ditidaht, who, for the purposes of the Ahousaht 
case, were considered a Nuu-chah-nulth First Nation. 
 
The Ditidaht have adopted modern fishing technology, using the most recent methods and 
materials, while continuing to apply historical knowledge of significant fishing areas, species, 
and seasons of abundance. ƛ̓ušiiʔaaʔaq, or Swiftsure Bank, is one such area that was and remains 
a vital fishing ground for the Ditidaht. Swiftsure Bank is an extremely rich marine area that for 
centuries has been a prime fishing and sea mammal hunting area for the Ditidaht and other 
neighbouring First Nations.164 In his account of migration from Tatoosh Island discussed above, 
Chief Peter describes Ditidaht and Makah fishing at Swiftsure.165 In 1862, Lieutenant R.C. 
Mayne of the H.M.S. Plumper published a more general observation about halibut fishing on 
banks at the entrance to the Strait of Juan de Fuca: 
 

The halibut runs here to an enormous size; it is a large, flat fish, and I have seen 
speciments caught that were six or seven feet long, by three or four feet wide and 
six or eight inches thick. Fish of this size are very course; but a small halibut is 
good eating. The Indians catch them with the hook, their lines being made usually 
of the fibres of the cypress-tree, or of the long kelp that abounds in these waters. 

                                                
160 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management,” 76. 
161 Joseph, “Introducing Co-Management.” 
162 Douglas C. Harris and Peter Millerd, “Food Fish, Commercial Fish, and Fish to Support a Moderate Livelihood: 
Characterizing Aboriginal and Treaty Rights to Canadian Fisheries,” Arctic Review on Law and Politics 1 (2010): 86. 
163  F. Matthew Kirchner. "The Aboriginal Right to Sell Fish, Ahousaht Nation Et Al. V. Canada."  (2010). 
http://www.ratcliff.com/publications/aboriginal-right-sell-fish-ahousaht-nation-et-al-v-canada.  
164 Swiftsure was also a site for other intertribal trade. Pacheedaht Chief Charles Jones, for example, records that salmonberries 
were exchanged at the bank. Jones, Queesto, 32. A 1989 Makah “Traditional Cultural Property” study reports that Elders 
“‘recount episodes where Makah and Nitinat fishermen would meet at Swiftsure, share lunch and trade foodstuffs, then go back 
to their respective fishing pursuits.’” Cited in Randy Bouchard, Dorothy Kennedy, Mark Cox, “Preliminary Notes on the Ditidaht 
Halibut Fishery.” (Victoria: BC Indian Language Project, 1999), 29. 
165 Chief Peter, “How the Nitinats Came to Nitinat.” 

61



 

Ditidaht First Nation TMUOS 2014 Final Report      52 

They now very generally use hooks purchased of the Hudson Bay Company, but 
the native implement made of wood backed with bone may still be seen. The 
canoes of these fishermen may always be met with off the entrance of the Strait, 
tossing about in the chopping sea, with a coil of some fifty or sixty fathoms of 
line wound round their bows.166   

 
Four years prior to the publication of Mayne’s text, W.E. Banfield commented on Ditidaht, 
Pacheedaht, and Makah halibut fishing on off-shore banks in the Strait of Juan de Fuca, while 
Robert Brown’s journal entry for 30 June 1864 records that the Ditidaht “were at present in the 
stir of the halibut season.”167  
 
A strong market for selling dried or smoked halibut developed in Victoria in the early 1900s. As 
a result of this, and the bank’s overall richness, Swiftsure soon became a target for commercial 
fishing interests. Declining fish stocks at Swiftsure Bank were described as early as 1938.168 
During the mid-twentieth century, prior to the establishment of Canadian offshore jurisdiction 
over the Bank, it was not uncommon to see more than a hundred commercial fishing boats, 
including fish processing vessels, harvesting fish on the Bank. The Bank was overfished, leading 
to significant reduction in fisheries there. Today, Area 121, Swiftsure Bank, is a closed area for 
the fishing or retention of halibut, rockfish, lingcod and all finfish, other than for First Nations 
use. This remarkably rich fishing area is still shared under established protocols between the 
Ditidaht and Pacheedaht First Nations and the Makah Nation in Washington State.  
 
There are a number of fishing areas on or near Swiftsure Bank that have been recorded to date as 
Ditidaht traditional marine use and occupancy sites. These sites, which intersect with both the 
Vessel Traffic Route Area and the Regional Study Area for the TMUOS, are recorded on the 
maps presented later in this report. 

 
 
  

                                                
166 R.C. Mayne, Four Years in British Columbia and Vancouver Island, (London: John Murray, 1862), 23. 
167 Banfield, “The Netinett District”; Brown, , “Journal: Vancouver Island Exploring Expedition, 30 June 1864.” 
168 George A. Rounsefell and George B. Kelez, “The Salmon and Salmon Fisheries of Swiftsure Bank, Puget Sound and the 
Fraser River,” Bulletin of the Bureau of Fisheries XLIX, no. 27 (1938), 693-823. 
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Potential Impacts of the TMEP and Recommendations for Oil Spill 
Response Planning  
Ditidaht members have expressed significant concerns about increased tanker traffic and the 
effects of a potential oil spill and associated cleanup operations resulting from the proposed 
TMEP. This report section presents these concerns in summary form and outlines related 
recommendations for oil spill response planning. 

Ditidaht Community Meetings and Expressed Concerns 
Ditidaht members attended two community meetings concerning the TMEP. The first meeting, 
held 19 June 2014, was attended by representatives from the Kinder Morgan TMEP First Nation 
Engagement Team, one of whom offered an overview presentation of the proposed TMEP 
project. This meeting also included a presentation by the TMUOS team, who introduced the 
TMUOS project and presented its preliminary results. The second meeting, held 20 October 
2014, was attended by the same representative from the Kinder Morgan TMEP First Nation 
Engagement Team who presented at the 19 June meeting. The 20 October meeting was also 
attended by two representatives from the Western Canada Marine Response Corporation 
(WCMRC). The Kinder Morgan and WCMRC representatives offered presentations on the 
TMEP and oil spill response planning, respectively. The TMUOS team also offered a 
presentation on the TMUOS project and results. 
 
During these meetings, as well as TMUOS project interviews, Ditidaht members posed many 
questions and expressed many concerns regarding the TMEP and oil spill response planning. 
These questions and concerns are summarized here in list form: 
 

• Increased tanker traffic directly over Swiftsure Bank will reduce access to this significant 
Ditidaht fishing ground, where Ditidaht fishermen already contend with significant vessel 
traffic (sometimes in dangerously close quarters). Increased tanker traffic will also 
impede access to fishing sites off Carmanah and Bonilla Point. 

 
• Increased tanker traffic will threaten marine safety, presenting increased risks of boat 

collision (both between tankers, and between tankers and DFN members). 
 

• Pollution and auditory disturbance resulting from increased tanker traffic will threaten 
marine life at Swiftsure Bank, and in surrounding waters; whales are known to be 
particularly sensitive to vessel sounders. 

 
• Increased tanker traffic will present visual disturbance for Ditidaht members and visitors, 

including tourists, to Ditidaht territory. 
 

• Increased wave frequency and size resulting from increased tanker traffic will adversely 
impact traditional use and occupancy sites located on the marine shoreline of Ditidaht 
territory. This includes productive fishing and seafood gathering sites and sensitive 
sacred sites such as burial caves located directly on the marine shoreline. 

 
• Increased wave frequency and size resulting from increased tanker traffic will also impact 

maritime transportation routes along the coastline portion of Ditidaht territory, offshore to 
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Swiftsure Bank, and across the Canadian-US border to Neah Bay. Larger and more 
frequent waves will inhibit some travel and render it more dangerous.  

 
• The release of ballast water by tankers would raise the possibility of introduced species in 

the Ditidaht marine environment. 
 

• Why was the Trans Mountain Pipeline built in the first place? 
 

• Will the tankers have double hulls? 
 

• Oil leaks from tankers would have serious negative impacts on marine life. 
 

• The Ditidaht depend on fish and seafood for their diet. Damage to the marine 
environment would force the Ditidaht to eat more processed babład (“white person”) 
food. 

 
• Will tankers carry crude oil? 

 
• An oil spill would devastate the coast. It would adversely impact all traditional marine 

use and occupancy sites within the Regional Study Area, including sensitive reefs.  
 

• Strong tides could carry and deposit oil along the entire marine shoreline, including up 
the Cheewat and other rivers and as far as the head of Nitinat Lake. 

 
• An oil spill would impede Ditidaht access to the lands, waters, and affiliated species that 

contribute critically to their identity. 
 

• Evidence still exists of the damage caused by the 1988 Nestucca barge oil spill. This 
clearly shows the need for training and the provision of infrastructure. 

 
• It is possible to see impact reports regarding earlier spills (of which the Nestucca spill is 

the primary example)? 
 

• Is the responsibility for the costs of a spill in fact pre-determined? What is Kinder 
Morgan’s position in the hierarchy of responsibility, and will there be cooperation 
between all of the responsible parties on this? 

 
• In the event of an oil spill, the response capacity is now set at 20,000 tonnes in terms of 

infrastructure and training. Is there a commitment by Kinder Morgan to provide funding 
for training and equipment for use if a spill occurs? 

 
• The environmental damage from an oil spill would be longlasting, and potentially 

irreversible. 
 

• Is there a fisheries habitat recovery plan in place? 
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• Are there funds available to assist with habitat and species recovery?  
 

• An oil spill would significantly impact Ditidaht rights, culture, and economy, including 
beaches along the world-renowned West Coast Trail unit of the Pacific Rim National 
Park Reserve, a significant portion of which is located within Ditidaht territory. An oil 
spill would interfere significantly with DFN’s ability, both before and after treaty, to 
develop an ecotourism industry, one of the major areas of economic development and 
survival for the nation. 

 
• An oil spill would result in immediate closures to fisheries, shellfish harvesting, and 

public beach access within the impacted area. Such closures would hinder the Ditidaht’s 
ability to partake in their ceremonial practices, harvest resources for their community, 
and earn income from tourism. 

 
• Exposure to oil through a potential spill would present health risks to people as well as 

marine resources. 
 

• The lack of a paved road to the main Ditidaht settlement at Malachan IR #11 would 
significantly impede cleanup efforts in the event of an oil spill. DFN needs to be provided 
proper response equipment and training, including possibly vessels, in order to swiftly 
carry out response. 

 
• West Coast weather is bad. How will oil spill response plans address this? 

 
• Have response teams ever done mock cleanups on the west coast? 

 
• The complex characteristics of the marine shoreline within Ditidaht territory (i.e. sand 

beaches, gravel beaches, rock reefs), combined with restricted access by road and water 
(distance from harbours, extreme weather conditions) will make it difficult to 
successfully implement protection from an oil spill. On-water oil collection techniques 
used in spill response could be hindered or prevented by the marine and meteorological 
factors experienced within Ditidaht marine territory. These increase the probability of 
shoreline contamination during a spill. 

 
• Cleanup techniques employed during on-water recovery operation, such as in situ 

burning, may increase particulate air levels and burn residues that may sink, while the use 
of dispersants may increase the toxicity of the oil. All residual oil deposits could continue 
to affect the health of Ditidaht members in various ways.  

 
• Cleanup operations associated with an oil spill could cause significant or catastrophic 

damage to the marine and near shore environment and resources in Ditidaht territory.  
Staging areas generally encompass large areas for personnel, equipment, vehicles, waste 
storage, and support teams. There would also be significant foot and vehicle traffic to the 
contaminated shorelines, which could impact any number of TMUOS sites located within 
the Regional Study Area.  
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• Oil that might arrive on shore would contaminate the resource base for an undetermined 
amount of time. It would directly impact the populations of primary producers, but would 
also travel up the food chain to be consumed by preferred food species such as elk. 
Without access to Ditidaht’s traditional harvesting areas, food sources, spiritual places, 
and heritage sites, there would also be a reduction in the value, desirability, and utility of 
proposed Treaty Settlement lands currently under negotiation. The marine resource base 
and lands would be greatly reduced for traditional values, commercial operation 
potential, recreation interests, housing, and availability for tourism applications. 

 
• The Kinder Morgan project is good for those on the economic end of it. Not for the 

places where their tankers travel through.  
 

• An oil spill could result from a number of potential factors, including collision, 
mechanical failure, electronic failure, man-made failure. 

 
• An oil spill will not just be detrimental to Nitinat, it will be detrimental to everyone on 

the west coast. It will kill a very large habitat for mammals and sea life, and it will never 
recover in our time. If it happens in our time, between now and the next ten years, it will 
never recover again. Even if we were able to protect a small portion of it, our lifestyle 
will totally change. I don’t see us being able to hunt seals, ducks. I don’t see us being 
able to fish anymore. I don’t see us being able to harvest crab anymore. And I don’t see 
us doing any ecotours anymore, if we ever create that. There will be nothing to look at 
other than what has been devastated by an oil spill, if it were ever to happen. 

 
• The TMEP does nothing for the people on the west coast, or inside San Juan, or on the 

east coast of Vancouver Island. 
 

• There’s already lots of traffic out there, fishing off of Swiftsure, and also sockeye fishing 
will a gillnet off of Bonilla and Carmanah. The increased traffic load will surely cause 
some kind of vessel accident. 

 
• In the event of a leak, tanker breakdown, or other problem during a southeasterly storm, 

the effected oil or tanker would be blown directly into the heart of Ditidaht territory. 
 

• Kinder Morgan reports that tankers will not travel during storms. But how are they going 
to make up for lost travel days? Presumably traffic will increase on calm days. 

 
• Emergency response personnel are located too far away and are not familiar with this 

shoreline, including the Nitinat Bar. Ditidaht people need to be prepared to go out in a 
storm situation. A 60-foot tugboat, which can make it through the surf line, needs to be 
based at Nitinat in case of emergency. 

 
• The booms they are planning to use will be useless in this environment.  

 
• The Ditidaht depend on seafood. 
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• Nitinat Narrows and Nitinat Lake is the Ditidaht heartland. It must be protected. 
 

• What will happen to the whales? Sea lions? 
 

• Are contingency plans in place for wildlife impacts? 
 

• Elk and deer will also be driven away by the impacts of a spill 
 

• What have been the after effects of oil spills elsewhere?  
 

• What plans and commitments are in place for oil spill response training, infrastructure, 
and equipment? Who will pay? 

 
• Is Kinder Morgan prepared as a condition of Ditidaht’s support to set up a spill 

restoration fund? 
 

• Will the band go bankrupt dealing with the fallout from an oil spill? 
 

• Is there a polluter pays policy in place? 
 

• Is there a communication system in place to navigate the various jurisdictions involved 
with response planning and responsibility? 

 
• As it seems unlikely that anything is going to stop the TMEP, resources should be 

dedicated to spill prevention. This should include a cleanup station for Ditidaht. 
 

• What plans are in place to deal with the effects on the tanker traffic of natural disasters 
such as tsunamis or earthquakes? 

 
• Are emergency communication improvements under consideration? (In relation to 

communications with Ditidaht members who may, for example, be working on the West 
Coast Trail when an earthquake or tsunami strikes) 

 
• I just want to know where this Trans Mountain Project is being proposed. All I see is 

increased. And they are already existing out there. I just want to know where this 
proposal is taking place.  

 
• Are tanker companies on board with the TMEP? 

 
• What would the worst conceivable spill look like? 

 
• I saw in the newspaper that the city of Burnaby has filed an injunction to halt the project. 

Is that ongoing? 
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• I have been watching the news of the world. All the fuel is increasing and the prices are 
going down because of abundance. If the abundance is over-abundant, wouldn’t this kind 
of project stop? Or would they push ahead anyway if they compete more? The prices are 
dropping because of abundance worldwide. I don’t see a demand for this. I don’t know 
why it is being pushed when the world is supplying itself. 

 
• The tanker companies pay a lot for insurance for protection. They should pay a toll to 

pass through Ditidaht territory. 
 

• In the event of a spill, who decides that the response is enough? Who makes that 
decision?  

 
• The Ditidaht population is expanding rapidly; TMEP project planning needs to consider 

future generations. 
 

• Species and habitat recovery efforts are slowly succeeding, and should not be 
jeopardized. 
 

• I can’t see anyway in heck of a pipeline coming through to our area for whatever reason. 
Training in case of a disaster on our coastline or major clean up. That would be training 
to mop up whatever spills out there. Couple days ago there was near disaster off Queen 
Charlottes where a Russian bunker ship blew a motor and had to be towed in to have its 
motor replaced in Vancouver. So that was a pretty close call for a disaster off Queen 
Charlottes. Can you imagine if that happened off our coast here? What were they saying, 
like 400 tons of bulk oil on it, and that’s major. Something like that we have to be 
prepared for. 

 
• Response capacity should have built in redundancy. A good example of response 

capacity reflecting the risks is what happened up in the Charlottes. They were in theory 
prepared to deal with any situation, but in reality they weren’t prepared to deal with a 
simple one. 

 
• Oilspill cleanup operations would produce additional ecosystem disturbance 

 
• There is a lot of tax going into this government so I don’t think you will have a problem. 

So you’re basically telling us what you are going to do. Because you are going increase 
the shipping. 

 
• I was just wondering with the ongoing response. If something does happen. How long 

does that response last? Say if it’s still next year, how long will that response last? 10 
years? 5 years? 20 years? A week? I hear of in 1988, whenever it was, in the 80’s up 
north, there is still damage up there. Are they still getting help from what happened? Are 
they still getting something? If it’s ongoing damage right. Is there ongoing repair? 

 
• I learned from my dad and he learned from his dad and I’m going to teach my kids. And 

30 years from now I want my family out there doing what we do, what we did, and what 
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we are going to do. If something bad happens. So my great-great-grandchildren are going 
be able to start doing what I’m doing today. That’s what I’m concerned about. Because 
seven days a week I’m fishing. I wake up thinking about my boat and fish, that’s my life. 

 
• Western Canada Marine Response Corporation needs to consult with the Ditidaht 

immediately in order to develop robust and premptive response plans (rather than 
scrambling to sort out plans once a crisis has already occurred). 

 
• Training needs to happen now, not once it’s too late. 

 
• What is the chance of getting a trailer brought out here? The current, the tide, goes up to 

fourteen knots sometimes. 
 

• Do you have any mentoring programs within your company that could mentor members 
of our community to get some training? I think that would be beneficial, because then if 
you are talking about storing any of your equipment in our community or nearby, our 
members could be trained on how to get that out there. 

 
• Would there be a career attached to that kind of training? If I get my 150-ton ticket, 

would that put me on a more helpful level? 
 

• It’s life on the water for us, we’re salt water people, we are an ocean-going society, and I 
want to protect that. 

 
• That line that goes at our territory edges and the outer edge: I guess it goes to say we are 

damned if we do and damned if we don’t. Regarding the boats that are still going to travel 
in and out, those big bulk carriers, the only thing I can think of is whoever your 
emergency suppliers are, bring it down, get it ready, start training the young fellows how 
to clean up the mess. That’s all I can say about it. I don’t see any other way. 

 
• On the travel routes: you guys are rolling over many million dollar spots of ours. We 

would be devastated for generations, not just me, but my grandchildren won’t be able to 
fish. That’s what I’m wondering about. 

 
• Will an oil spill response base be established at Nitinat? Current bases in Sooke, Duncan, 

and Bamfield are all located significant distances from Nitinat; travel time from these 
bases would impede cleanup in the pressing immediate period following a spill. 

 
• Continual monitoring and additional cleanup would need to be established and 

maintained to ensure the return of healthy fisheries and beaches. 
 

• Are you looking for support? Is that what you guys do, is look for support? It doesn’t 
even matter what we say, you are going to increase the shipping no matter what we say. 
Is there support that came from this community? 
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• We want our own response team here. We want the response to be consistent with the 
risk. There are too many people at the helm. What is responsible for what part of the 
system? 

 
• What about bringing the owners of the oil companies to talk to us too? Can future 

meetings include presentations by oil companies and shipping companies as well? 
 

• When I spill something I have to clean it up. Why is it you guys don’t have to clean up 
your own mess? 

Recommendations for Oil Spill Response Planning  
As outlined above, DFN members have many concerns about oil spill response that should be 
addressed during the development of operations plans.  
 
DFN is willing to engage with Kinder Morgan and the Western Canada Marine Response 
Corporation to develop a sensitivity ranking system for Ditidaht traditional marine use and 
occupancy sites, to be consulted in the case of an oil spill and associated cleanup operations. 
Operational protocol should also be developed concerning access and use of Ditidaht TMUOS 
data. This protocol should include regular updating of WCMRC files to reflect ongoing Ditidaht 
research.  
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Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Site Research 
The following report sections provide information and results from the Traditional Marine Use 
and Occupancy Site research component of the DFN TMUOS project. 

Protocols and Project Establishment 
The Ditidaht First Nation is managing the TMUOS project, through its TMUOS team and 
Traditions Consulting Services, Inc. The project began in late April 2014 and will continue until 
November 2014. 
 
Early discussions established the following: 
  

• TMUOS team members were to include Community Researchers and Research 
Consultants; 
 

• The TMUOS project was to identify for interview DFN Elders and members who 
were known to have actively participated in the collection and use of marine 
resources;  

 
• Project research was to be conducted according to accepted methodological practices; 

 
• Information from previous projects, and from sources in the DFN Library and 

Archives, was to be included in the project research; and 
 

• All information and documentation from the project is to be deposited at DFN 
Library and Archives at project end. 

Methodology 
The methodology and guidelines employed for the DFN TMUOS are based on those described 
and recommended by the Province of British Columbia’s Traditional Use Study Program.169 
Some adjustments of these guidelines were made for the DFN TMUOS project, particularly in 
the number, content, and structure of fields in the project’s Traditional Use and Occupancy Site 
Database, outlined later. The methodology employed is considered to be thorough and reliable, 
and is used in preference to other traditional use and occupancy research models that focus on 
the identification of “kill, capture, and gather” sites. The TMUOS methodology employed for the 
DFN project identifies areas and locations where DFN members, past and present, exercise their 
traditional harvesting practices and customary rights, as opposed to just specific points where 
DFN members have obtained fish, seafood, and other resources. Marine-based practices such as 
fishing, gathering, hunting, and trapping are intimately connected to Ditidaht culture and must be 
understood in this context, and in relation to Ditidaht territory at large. 
 
As determined through protocols established at the project’s outset, the TMUOS is being 
conducted in as thorough a manner as possible, and attempts to identify not just where traditional 
marine use and occupancy sites are located, but also documents, when possible, additional details 
about each site and the history of activities that occur(ed) there. The information might include 

                                                
169 B.C. Ministry of Forests, Aboriginal Affairs Branch, “Traditional Use Study Program Guidelines,” Victoria, BC, 2001. 
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details such as: when the site is or has been used; where information about the site was learned or 
obtained; other people who are known to have used the site; the history of activities at the sites; 
the times of year when it has/had been used; and the relative abundance of resources at the site.   

Traditional Use Site Definition 
The definition of a “Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Site” is considered to be the same as 
that for a “Traditional Use Site” presented in the Traditional Use Study Program Guidelines cited 
above: 
 

A Traditional Use Site is any geographically-defined site (on land or water) used 
traditionally by one or more groups of people for some type of activity. These 
sites may lack the physical evidence of human-made artifacts or structures; yet 
maintain cultural significance to a living community of people. 
 
Information about the existence and nature of Traditional Use Sites is usually 
obtained through interviews with community Elders, as well as archival and 
literature searches. Examples may include:  
 

• Locations associated with traditional beliefs of an Aboriginal group about 
its origins, cultural history or world view;  

• The location of trails, sacred sites and resource gathering sites such as 
berry grounds;  

• A location where a community has traditionally carried out economic, 
artistic or other cultural pursuits important to maintaining its identity; or  

• The traditional home of a particular cultural group.  

Under certain circumstances, information pertinent to understanding some of 
these resources is enhanced through archaeological investigation.170   

 
For the DFN TMUOS, archaeological sites are considered a type of traditional use and 
occupancy site, as implied by the definition above.  
 
For the purposes of this report, one can conceptualize traditional use and occupancy sites as 
composed of three potentially overlapping subsets from a chronological perspective:   
 

• Archaeological sites; 

• Sites used for traditional purposes in the past; and 

• Sites used for traditional purposes today. 

For example, a single traditional use and occupancy site may be in use today for traditional 
activities, it may have been documented in the past as being used for similar or other traditional 
purposes, and it may also be formally recorded as an archaeological site. 

                                                
170 B.C. Ministry of Forests, Aboriginal Affairs Branch, “Traditional Use Study Program Guidelines.”  
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In interviews, when asked a broad question such as “where do you gather seafood,” or “where do 
you fish,” DFN interviewees commonly responded: “everywhere.” Such responses reflect a 
holistic understanding and use of territory and resources. In fact, DFN members often regard the 
entirety of their territory as a “traditional use and occupancy site” throughout which many 
traditional activities are pursued. Further, while many harvesting and other use activities are 
planned in advance at known and desirable locations, they also occur when and where an 
opportunity presents itself at many other locations. 
 
For this report, the traditional use and occupancy sites recorded in the database are sites which: 
 

• were pointed out and described by DFN members in interviews as sites customarily used 
or preferred for traditional activities; 
 

• are described in interviews or documentary sources as locations where resources are 
harvested on a regular basis where they are particularly abundant, reliable, or possess 
desirable qualities; 
 

• are archaeological sites; or 
 

• qualify based on other criteria included in the definition provided above. 

Information Sources 
The Ditidaht TMUOS project has derived information from a variety of sources. These are 
outlined in the following report section. 

TMUOS Interviews and Groundtruthing 
This report incorporates information from interviews with 15 Ditidaht First Nation members (see 
Table 8). It also incorporates information from groundtruthing trips with 4 DFN members (see 
Table 9), all of who were also interviewed for the TMUOS project.171 
 
Table 8: Interviews Incorporated in Final Report 
Interview ID Interviewee(s) Date 
DFN001 Jimmy Chester Sr. March 4, 2014 
DFN002A David Tate, Frances Tate March 5, 2014 
DFN002B David Tate, Frances Tate March 6, 2014 
DFN004A Carl Edgar Jr. March 6, 2014 
DFN004B Carl Edgar Jr., Leon Edgar March 17, 2014 
DFN005 Julia Joseph, Barbara Tate March 18, 2014 
DFN006 Michael Thompson March 18, 2014 
DFN007 Linda Ermineskin March 25, 2014 

                                                
171 “Groundtruthing” refers to field trips to TMUOS site locations to verify locations and to obtain additional information. 
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DFN009 Donald Edgar April 10, 2014 
DFN010 Alfred Knighton April 16, 2014 
DFN011 Jack Thompson April 22, 2014 
DFN012A Robert Joseph April 22, 2014 
DFN012B Robert Joseph July 9, 2014 
DFN014 Darryl Tate July 18, 2014 
DFN016A Brian Tate July 24, 2014 
DFN016B Brian Tate July 30, 2014 

 
Table 9: Groundtruthing Trips Incorporated in Final Report 
Interview ID Participants Date 
DFN013 Julia Joseph, Barbara Tate June 12, 2014 
DFN015 Jimmy Chester Sr., Michael Thompson July 23, 2014 
DFN017 Jimmy Chester Sr., Michael Thompson August 5, 2014 

 

Previous Traditional Use and Occupancy Site Research 
The Ditidaht TMUOS project has also incorporated information from several previous research 
projects and reports that contain information about traditional use and occupancy sites. It builds, 
in particular, on the Ditidaht Indian Place Names and Site Utilization study, which was 
conducted by anthropologists Randy Bouchard and Dorothy Kennedy and completed in 1994. In 
2009, David Scott of EnCompass Consultants made updates to this study’s project database and 
associated GIS data. This updated database was used as a baseline for the TMUOS project, with 
new information from project interviews being added and integrated, as described below. 

Archaeological Sites Research 
As noted above, archaeological sites are considered a type of traditional use and occupancy site. 
Archaeological site record forms and shapefiles for GIS mapping for DFN archaeological sites 
located within the Regional Study Area have been obtained from the Province of British 
Columbia’s Archaeology Branch RAAD website and are incorporated in this report. 

Ditidaht First Nation Library and Archives 
DFN is currently building a library and archives of reports, publications, archival documents, 
audiotapes, videotapes, and other sources related to DFN culture, history, and territory. Through 
the ongoing Ditidaht Heritage Project, information about these sources has been entered into an 
EndNote bibliographic software database. Documents have been digitized and rendered through 
an optical character recognition program so they are searchable. Many of these materials have 
been reviewed and a number are referenced in this report. 
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Interview Biographies and Methodology 
Interviews with DFN Elders and Knowledge Holders were established as the primary source of 
information for the DFN TMUOS. During project startup discussions, it was established that the 
priority for project interviews were DFN members who are known to have, or have had, close 
interaction with Ditidaht marine territory and resources. TMUOS project members Mary Lucas 
and Kelita Sieber, in consultation with TMUOS project supervisors Robert Joseph and Jack 
Thompson, developed a list of such people for interview for the Ditidaht Heritage Project and the 
Ditidaht TMUOS project. Given the short timeframe for the TMUOS project, the target number 
of people to interview was set at 10-15. Fifteen DFN members were ultimately interviewed. The 
information shared during these interviews is significant as participants included both Elders and 
knowledgeable and active DFN resource users.  

Interview Biographies 
Following are brief biographies for each of these 15 interviewees. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Jimmy Chester Sr. was born September 8, 1940. His 
mother was Amy Campbell and his father was Nichol 
Chester. Jimmy had a brother, Ernie Chester. Jimmy’s 
mother came from Ucluelet. Her father was Sam 
Campbell from the Nitinaht area and her mother came 
from the Touchie family. On Jimmy’s father’s side, the 
Chester family, his grandfather was Jimmy Chester. 
Jimmy has seven children, four daughters and three sons. 
He was raised by his grandfather, Jimmy Chester, after his 
father passed away. He grew up culturally, and was taught 
a lot of cultural things such as songs and traditional 
medicine by his grandfather. Jimmy was a dancer in his 
younger years and his brother Ernie was a lead singer. 
Jimmy grew up in Clo-oose in his early years where he 
learned the traditional ways of living, seafood gathering, 
and hand trolling for Salmon, which he participated in 
with his father. At twelve years old, Jimmy was gill 
netting, seining, and trolling, and was a deckhand on 
Benson Nookemus’s boat. Jimmy lived in Clo-oose until 
1966, at which time the majority of people moved to the 
top of the lake to Malachan IR #11. 
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Carl Edgar Jr. was born in 1955, the son of Carl Edgar 
Sr. and Christine Edgar. Carl Edgar Jr. has four children, 
two boys and two girls. Carl lived with his Granny Effie 
Tate and Kelly Peter as a young child until the age of five, 
when he returned to his parents. His family lived in Clo-
oose until 1965, then moved to Bamfield, BC. His parents 
were fishermen there. His mother had a canoe called the 
Chief Louie and his father was a troller and lingcod 
fisherman. Carl fished with his parents until about the age 
of twelve, when he asked his parents for his own boat. His 
parents put a motor on a little 13-foot canoe, which they 
called “Fatso.” After getting his own canoe he followed 
his parents around to their fishing spots, fishing where 
they fished. Once he got quite a bit of fish he would load 
his fish onto his parents’ boat for them to go sell in 
Bamfield. This is how he made his school clothes money. 
Into his teens he was a deckhand on various fishing boats. 
By the age of seventeen his father had gotten sick, so Carl 
took over operating his father’s fishing boat in which he 
split fifty percent of the profits with his father. At the age 
of twenty-five Carl went out on his own and bought a boat 
and commercial license. After buying his boat and 
licenses his career in fishing and crab fishing grew, and to 
this day he is still running his boats as well as a ferry 
service for the West Coast Trail. 

Donald Edgar was born in Waayaa and grew up there. 
Don recalls that when he was a young boy back in the 
early 1950s his father was a fisherman; then, in the late 
50s, a logger. Donald is one of twelve children belonging 
to late Joe Edgar and Frances Edgar (Chipps); he had 6 
brothers and 5 sisters. As he got older Don spent nearly 
ten years in Residential School, then came home in the 
1970s. Don has participated in fishing, seafood gathering 
and hunting along the rivers, the shores of Nitinaht Lake, 
and rocks out along the coastal waters of our territory. 
Donald worked in the logging industry, then became a 
heavy equipment operator. He also fished commercially 
out of Vancouver, seining and deep sea dragging. To this 
day, Donald is seining with the Princess Colleen out of 
Port Alberni and also participates in sports fishing. 
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Leon Edgar Sr. was born May 6, 1985 to Charlene Mack 
and Carl Edgar Jr. Leon grew up in Ucluelet, moved to 
Nitinaht in early 2000, and graduated high school in 2004. 
He lives in Malachan. Leon is a father of two; he has a son 
and a daughter. He has extensive knowledge of navigation, 
and knows history of the land and water in our traditional 
territory. Leon is currently working for his father as a 
fisherman and deckhand. He also works for his father at the 
Nitinaht Bar, running the ferry crossing for the West Coast 
Trail.  
 

Linda Ermineskin (Edgar) was born in 1959 in Port 
Alberni. She was born to Christine Edgar (Joseph) and 
late Carl Edgar Sr. Linda grew up in Clo-oose and went to 
school in Bamfield. As a young girl Linda would go out to 
Waayaa or Brown’s Bay with her grandmother Effie Tate 
and observe how grass and cedar bark were harvested. She 
also learned how to gather and weave from her 
grandmother. Linda is currently a First Nations Studies 
teacher in the Nanaimo/Parksville Districts, where she has 
been teaching for 14 years. 
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Julia Joseph was born in Waayaa, BC on July 17, 1958. 
Her parents were Robert and Edith Joseph, maiden name 
Thomas. Her grandparents on her father’s side were Harry 
Joseph and Matilda Edgar. On her mother’s side her 
grandmother was Ida Jones and her grandfather was James 
Thomas; Ida remarried in Port Renfrew to Charlie Jones. 
Julia attended Residential School starting at the age of six, 
from 1964-1970. She was the youngest of eleven children. 
Julia spent a lot of time with her grandmother Ida Jones 
and Charlie Jones in the summers. While with them she 
learned to harvest cedar bark and basket-weaving grasses 
called sharp grass and three-corner grass. She also learned 
to process, clean, and split the grass they collected in the 
local areas around Cheewat River and Port Renfrew. From 
there she learned the art of basketry and excelled far in 
this art and way of life. As Julia came into adulthood she 
had five children, three boys and two girls. She lived for a 
number of years in Nanaimo, where she taught basket 
weaving in schools. Julia has since moved back home to 
Malachan and is still doing a lot of harvesting of cedar 
bark and basketry grasses and jewelry making. She still 
teaches the art of weaving. 

Robert Joseph was born November 10, 1953. His 
mother’s name was Edith Joseph, maiden name Thomas. 
His father’s name was Robert Joseph. Robert’s 
grandparents on his mother’s side were James Thomas and 
Ida Jones, maiden name Daniels. On his father’s side were 
Harry Joseph and Matilda Edgar. Robert grew up in 
Waayaa, where he stayed until 1985. He was the last 
person living in Waayaa, after everyone moved to 
Malachan in 1965. He still does a good amount of fishing 
in Ditidaht Territory, where he was shown by his Elders 
how to fish or gather crabs. Robert went to Residential 
School from Sept 1961 to June 1968. Robert attended 
various schools in Port Alberni and high school in Lake 
Cowichan. He then moved on other education, including 
Public Administration, 1981-1988, Bachelor of Arts 1988-
1992, MA Planning 1992-1995, and Law Degree 1996-
1999. Robert is now working as a Treaty Negotiator for 
the Ditidaht First Nation. 
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Alfred Knighton was born to Frank Knighton and Susan 
Modeste on April 14, 1943. Alfred’s grandparents were 
Jimmy Nytom and Catherine Nytom. His father Frank 
lived and grew up in Carmanah. Alfred’s grandfather was 
a participant in the pelagic seal hunt and traveled to the 
Bering Sea and to Japan to trade or sell furs. Alfred lived 
in Clo-oose until he was seven years old, but then left for 
Residential School. When he came back from Residential 
School Alfred’s father had moved the family to Bamfield 
for a better fishing port and fish processing. Alfred 
worked in the fishing industry and, once the fishing was 
slowing down, moved to Malachan and worked in the 
logging industry. Alfred also did various jobs with the 
Ditidaht First Nation. He retired as Public Works 
supervisor. He still lives in Malachan to this day.  
 

Barbara Tate was born February 1, 1957. She was born 
to Henry Tate and Jane Tate, maiden name Bob from 
Pauquachin First Nation. Barb was the youngest out of 
Henry and Jane Tate’s ten children. She had five other 
siblings from her father’s previous marriages. When she 
was a year old her father was ill and knew he was dying, 
so he gave Barb to one of his eldest daughters and her 
husband; their names were Stan and Rosie Chester. They 
raised her from the age of one. They lived in Clo-oose in 
a house next door to Henry’s house, and moved up and 
down the lake seasonally whenever fish was running up 
the Hobiton River. Barb grew up in these two places 
until 1965 when everyone made the big move to 
Malachan at the top of Nitinaht Lake. Barb attended the 
Alberni Indian Residential school from 1963-1970. 
After growing into adulthood, she started working at the 
band office as a first job, then moved onto work at the 
school in Malachan where she worked for a number of 
years. She has also worked as a support worker. Barb 
has three children, two boys and one girl. She is living 
in Malachan to this day and still provides support to 
family and friends around. Barb still loves to make 
camping trips down the lake to the old village sites and 
her home, Clo-oose.  
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David Tate was born November 18, 1940 to Henry Tate 
of Clo-oose and Jane Tate (Bob) of Pauquachin. He grew 
up in Clo-oose and when he turned six he was sent off to 
Residential School in Alberni, where he stayed until he 
completed grade six. Then he went back home. He 
travelled throughout the Victoria area up to Nanoose, 
living with relatives on his mother’s side, getting to know 
them. David married Frances Robinson in 1961, on New 
Year’s Day. They have 8 children. David has worked at 
the Carmanah Lighthouse as an assistant and logged for 
various companies, but was hurt while logging for 
MacMillan Bloedel in 1974. David then started work in a 
fish camp in Ucluelet and moved his family there in 
summer of 1976. He bought a house in 1978 then sold it in 
1998 when he moved home to Malachan. 

Frances Tate (Robinson) was born to Mac and Mary 
Robinson (Edgar). She grew up in Dodger’s Cove and 
Waayaa, then went to school at Alberni Residential 
School for nine years. After marrying David Tate, Frances 
lived at Carmanah, Clo-oose, Malachan, and Ucluelet. She 
came home in 2000 after working in the fish plant for 
many years. Frances and David have eight children, thirty-
seven grandchildren, and six great grandchildren. After 
moving home to Nitinaht, Fran has worked at the 
Community School in the Language Program and at the 
Daycare. 
 

Henry Brian Tate was born to David and Frances Tate 
on April 22, 1964 in Port Alberni, BC. He is the oldest of 
eight children and has three sons, Brendan, Tristen, and 
Quentin. He moved back home to Nitinaht with his sons in 
2006. Brian grew up working in the fish plant in Ucluelet. 
He also worked as a Fisheries Guardian for Ditidaht, 
Harvest Monitor Program Coordinator for the Nuu-chah-
nulth Tribal Council, Green chain laborer at the Ditidaht 
Mill, and Reporter for the Ha-shilth-sa newspaper. Brian 
was also elected to Ditidaht Council. He continues to fish 
and hunt throughout Ditidaht Territory. 
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Jack Thompson was born on July 31, 1947 to Webster 
Thompson and Ida Thompson, maiden name Modeste. He 
is one of five children. Jack’s grandparents on his father’s 
side were George Thompson and Helen Thompson, 
maiden name Chester. On his mother’s side was the 
Modeste family from the Cowichan Tribe. Jack went to 
Residential School in 1955, coming home every summer, 
when he would fish in traditional Ditidaht Territory. He 
lived in Waayaa until 1965 when the people moved up to 
Malachan IR #11. Jack worked in the logging industry for 
eighteen years. He also did some welding on the 
mainland. For the past twenty years Jack has been the 
elected chief for the Ditidaht First Nation. To this day he 
still lives in Malachan, and holds the position of Elected 
Chief. 
 
Michael Thompson was born in Clo-oose, BC in 1932. 
He is the son of George Thompson and Helen Mary 
Thompson. Mike’s grandparents on his mother’s side 
were Jimmy Chester and Mary Chester; her maiden name 
was Peter, from Port Renfrew. On his father’s side, 
George Thompson’s mother was Susan Sheewish from 
Tseshaht. As a child, Mike’s parents used to bring him to 
his grandmother Mary to learn the Ditidaht Language, 
which he still speaks and has taught in recent years at the 
Ditidaht Community School. Mike lived in Waayaa and at 
the Flats until he went to Residential School, where he 
stayed from 1942-1946. Mike started working in 
commercial fishing in the 1950s; he fished for everything: 
salmon, bottom fish, and crabs. By the time he was 
eighteen years old, Mike went into logging in the United 
States for two years, then came back to Canada where he 
logged for a total of thirty-two years. Mike then worked 
for Parks Canada, building part of the West Coast Trail. 
Later, Mike also worked at the local hatchery. 
 

David Darryl Tate was born in Port Alberni on 
September 13, 1967 to David and Frances Tate. He grew 
up in Ucluelet where he graduated from Ucluelet 
Secondary School, then began working in the fish plant. 
He worked at Bornstein Seafoods for twenty years. David 
sold his house in Port Alberni after the decline in the 
fishing industry and moved home to Nitinaht. He now 
works for the Housing Department doing renovations. 
Darryl is an avid fisherman and hunter in Ditidaht 
Territory. He fishes for all salmon species and halibut, and 
hunts for deer and elk when they are in season. 
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Interview Methodology 
Each initial interview appointment with a DFN member started with the following: a discussion 
of the purposes of the interview; a review of the topics to be discussed during the interview; the 
types of questions to be asked; how the resulting information would be managed; and, where 
appropriate, an outline of the TMEP and the route of the proposed tanker traffic. Project Consent 
Forms were reviewed with each interviewee, and these were signed and witnessed before each 
interview started. 
 
Once initial discussions were completed and a Consent Form had been signed, the interview 
recording equipment was set up and the interview commenced. For most sessions, the process of 
discussing the interview and setting up equipment usually required at least twenty minutes before 
the actual interview began. Recorded interview time ranged from ninety minutes to three hours. 
Most interviews were paused at one-hour intervals in order to prevent fatigue. Several interview 
sessions were halted for comfort and lunch breaks. Following established research practice, 
interviewees were provided with an honorarium at the end of each interview.  
 
Each initial interview session began with questions about personal background and history, with 
a focus on how interviewees had learned about DFN history, culture and territory; where they 
had lived in DFN territory; and what types of traditional activities they had engaged in or were 
currently pursuing. After life history information had been provided, interviewees were then 
requested to provide details of their knowledge about traditional marine use and occupancy sites 
for each of the topics identified below, and for the “Activities” defined later in this report. 
 
The primary goal of project interviews was to obtain information about the location of traditional 
marine use and occupancy sites, the activities occurring at each, and the types of resources 
collected. An interview guide, organized by the topics listed below, was referenced during the 
course of interviews, in preference to a formal list of set questions that were to be asked of all 
people interviewed. The interviewees were posed open-ended questions concerning each topic, 
and were encouraged to provide information following their own preference, at their own pace, 
and as they considered appropriate. Follow-up questions were also posed, seeking additional 
information on significant points and details in the course of the interview. 
 
The people interviewed have an abundance of information acquired over lifetimes of experience 
while engaged in fishing, seafood gathering, hunting, plant gathering, habitation, and traditional 
cultural activity. Most of the people interviewed had spent much of their early years with their 
parents and relatives out on the territory engaged in traditional activities, and had continued to 
pursue these activities through much or all of their lives. The resulting interview information is 
rich. 
 
List of Interview Topics (in alphabetical order): 
 
Archaeological Sites   
Berry/Plant Gathering 
Burial 
Ceremonial/Sacred Sites 
Conflicts 

Hunting 
Legendary Beings 
Medical/Therapeutic Site 
Named Places 
Preparation 
 
 

82



 

Ditidaht First Nation TMUOS 2014 Final Report      73 

Dwelling    
Farming 
Fishing 
Aboriginal Forestry 
Gardening 
 
Each interview session was assigned a unique alphanumeric code. The first interview was 
assigned the number DFN001; the next one was designated DFN002; and so on. Each session 
was conducted with its own set of paper maps (described later), used for recording the locations 
of traditional marine use and occupancy sites identified in the course of each interview. Each 
interview map set, the interview notes, and interview transcripts were catalogued based on the 
unique interview code. 
 
Information about traditional use and occupancy sites was recorded to the extent possible with 
each interviewee. Interview questioning focused on eliciting information about: 
 

• each site’s geographic location 
• each site’s “Activities” 
• each site’s “Entities”   
• how the interviewee knew or learned about the site, and other pertinent details 

 
Follow-up questions were focused on obtaining specific details about when sites are used; the 
frequency with which they are used; the quantities or quality of resources harvested; how the 
resources are consumed or used; and associated details about traditional use and occupancy 
activities at the location. 
 
Using digital TRIM and Canadian Hydrographic Service data, David Scott of EnCompass 
Consultants produced a set of maps and charts (Table 10) for use in interviews. This set of maps 
and charts provided coverage for the Study Areas, and greatly facilitated the recording of sites 
during interviews.  
 
Table 10: Charts/Maps Available at Each Interview 
Chart or Map Scale 
Map 1: Marine Shoreline and Lower Nitinat Lake (Terrain Resource 
Information Management, TRIM) 

1:30,000 

Map 2: Nitinat River and Nitinat Lake (TRIM) 1:30,000 
Map 3: Lake Cowichan (TRIM) 1:50,000 
Map 4: Offshore and Swiftsure Bank (Canadian Hydrographic Services 
Chart 3602) 

1:75,000 

Map 5: Nitinat Narrows, Nitinat Narrows Zoom, and Clo-oose Insets  1:7,000; 
1:1,500; 
1:7,000 

 
 
 
 

Resource Material 
Traditional History 
Trails/Travel 
Trapping 
Water Supply 
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Each interview map was printed with areas for recording the following information: 
 

1. Catalogue Number: The unique alphanumeric code assigned each interview (e.g. 
DFN001, DFN002, DFN003, etc.) 

2. Date: Date(s) on which the interview occurred 
3. Interviewer: Signature of the person conducting the interview 
4. Interviewee(s): Signature(s) of people interviewed whose Traditional Marine Use and 

Occupancy Sites are recorded on the map 
5. Witness(es): Signature of people who witnessed the interview (interview note-taker) 
6. Notes: Place to record any additional relevant interview details 

 
Unique sets of interview maps were provided for each interview. The locations of Traditional 
Marine Use and Occupancy sites were plotted in pencil on the paper interview maps as points, 
lines, or polygons, as appropriate. The mapping of all sites was accomplished to the precision 
possible, based on the interviewer and interviewee’s ability to identify, describe, and depict the 
locations of the sites on the interview maps. Interviewees were consulted about the accuracy of 
the mapping of sites as they were plotted. When necessary, mapped features were erased and 
corrected based on comments from interviewees. In a few instances, when site locations could 
only be roughly mapped, they were so noted during the interview and, later, in the TMUOS 
Database (described below).  
 
Each site was identified on the interview maps by sequential numbering in the order it was 
recorded, starting at “001” for each interview session. The mapped location for each site is 
identified in the interview video, in interview notes and transcripts, and in the TMUOS Database 
by a unique alphanumeric code, as in the following examples: 
 

• DFN001:001 – being the first site recorded during interview session DFN001; 
• DFN004:017 – being the seventeenth site recorded during interview session DFN004 

 
In addition to the standard interview sessions, three groundtruthing trips were conducted during 
the TMUOS project. On the first two of these three trips, pairs of DFN members, who had been 
previously interviewed for the project, were taken aboard a DFN Fisheries Department vessel to 
visit sites around Nitinat Lake, the Nitinat Narrows, and Clo-oose. The third groundtruthing trip 
took place by truck to Lake Cowichan and Mesachie Lake. While these lakes are located outside 
the Study Areas for the TMUOS project, this groundtruthing trip is referenced in this report as it 
included the recording of information about Ditidaht traditional marine use and occupancy sites 
within the TMUOS Regional Study Area. All three groundtruthing trips allowed valuable 
opportunities for confirming or refining site locations, for recording sites with photography and 
video, and for video recording additional information shared by participants.  

TMUOS Document and Records Management 

Digital Recording of Interviews and Groundtruthing Trips 
Project interviews were documented by means of HD digital video, interview notes, and 
interview maps. Groundtruthing trips were likewise documented by means of HD digital video, 
still photography, and GPS. DVD copies of videos are being made, with copies of each interview 
provided to Ditidaht participants, as per conditions specified on their consent forms; digital 
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copies are also available for interview transcription, reference, and archiving with the DFN 
Library and Archives. Traditions Consulting Services, Inc. is also storing additional copies of all 
digital video recordings for safekeeping. 

Interview Notes 
Each interview was documented at the time of recording by means of notes taken by members of 
the project team. Interview notes are kept in case of recording equipment malfunction, and are 
also used for the initial entry of information into the project’s database, prior to the completion 
of interview transcripts. All interview notes have been scanned and digital copies included in the 
project’s records. 

Interview Transcripts 
Project interviews were transcribed by team members Mary Lucas, Kelita Sieber, and Brian Tate, 
and by transcriptionists Char La Fortune and Vickie Miller. The spelling of Ditidaht names and 
terms in the transcripts have not been verified or corrected. 
 
Interview Maps 
The DFN TMUOS paper interview maps, described above, are archived at the DFN Library and 
Archives. 

Traditional Use and Occupancy Site Database 
The DFN Traditional Use and Occupancy Site Database is the primary tool for recording and 
managing information for the traditional marine use and occupancy sites identified during the 
project. The database was first established during the previous Ditidaht Indian Place Name and 
Site Utilization project, using Microsoft Access software. The database structure, fields, and data 
access forms and protocols were all updated for the TMUOS project, with technical assistance 
provided by Pamela Williams and David Scott. 
 
Table 11 outlines a selection of the database fields that provide the most relevant information 
about the sites being recorded during the project. The database facilitates querying and analysis 
of DFN traditional marine use and occupancy sites and the management and updating of 
information about sites.  
 
Table 11: TUS Database Fields 
Field Name Description 
DFN ID  A unique catalogue number for each Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Site. 
Field Number Other identification number(s) associated with a Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy 

Site, such as an Archaeological Site designation (DdSe-16), or a site number from a 
project interview (DFN009:007). 

Ditidaht Name The name of the site in Ditidaht (if available). 
Name Translation The English translation of the Ditidaht name for the site (if available). 
English Name The name of the site in English (if available). 
Other Name(s) Other names used for site (if available). 
Location A verbal description of the geographic location of the site. 
Entities The specific resources or items found, harvested, or used at the site, as described in “Site 

Classification.”  A site may include several “Entities.” 
Activity(ies) The classification of the site at the “Activity” level, as described in “Site Classification.” 

A site may be classified for several “Activities.” 
Category(ies) Category type(s) for the site, as described in “Site Classification.” A site may be included 
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Field Name Description 
in more than one “Category.”  

Interviewee(s) The name or names of the people interviewed who provided information about the site. 
References Citations for sources of information about the site. For example: 

 
Jimmy Chester Sr. “Transcript, Interview Notes, and Interview Audio from an Interview of  
Jimmy Chester Sr. At Malachan I.R. Band Office on March 4th, 2014 by Kevin Neary,  
Brendan Neary, Mary Lucas, and Kelita Sieber.” Victoria, BC: Traditions Consulting  
Services, Inc., 2014. 
 
Eugene Arima, Denis St. Claire, Louis Clamhouse, Joshua Edgar, Charles Jones, and John  
Thomas. Between Ports Alberni and Renfrew: Notes on West Coast Peoples. Canadian  
Ethnology Service, Mercury Series Paper. Vol. 121, Hull, Quebec: Canadian Museum of 
Civilization, 1991. 

Site History Details regarding site history and use, cited to sources in References field. 
Comments Commentary about site beyond that included in other fields. 
Site Type GIS expression of a site as one of: Point; Line; Polygon. 
Last date this record 
was modified 

Date on which last data entry occurred for a site record. 

 
A considerable portion of the TMUOS project’s early efforts focused on updating information 
from the earlier Ditidaht Indian Place Name and Site Utilization database for accuracy and 
consistency. A table was created to compare the “Entities,” “Activities,” and “Categories” 
employed in the earlier database with those being employed in the TMUOS. Existing database 
entries for some fields from the earlier study were then reclassified according to the current 
methodology. Information from new project interviews has also been added to the database, 
using the fields outlined above. 

Project GIS, Mapping Protocols, and Maps 
The mapping of DFN traditional marine use and occupancy sites incorporates information 
recorded during project interviews and previous DFN research projects. David Scott of 
EnCompass Consultants accomplished the digitization of information from the project’s 
interviews using ARC GIS software. The GIS data information was checked and cross-
referenced with the database and GIS records from the previously existing Ditidaht Indian Place 
Name and Site Utilization database, according to the current project’s mapping protocols. 
 

 
The mapping for the TMUOS project was a complicated matter. The existing Ditidaht Indian 
Place Name and Site Utilization GIS and associated database contained numerous records, many 
of which are located within the project’s Study Areas. The integration of information recorded 
during TMUOS interviews with information in the existing database and GIS data presented 
several challenges. 
 
For the purposes of mapping and identifying TMUOS sites, it is perhaps best to view traditional 
marine use and occupancy sites in the manner they are described by the people interviewed, in 
three overlapping levels. 
 

1. Level 1 TMUOS site comprises the entirety or large portions of Ditidaht marine territory. 
In response to questions such as “where do you, or did you, fish?” or “where do you, or 
did you, collect seafood?” people frequently responded “Everywhere” or “all along the 
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coast.” These are accurate responses, in that people do engage in these activities across 
broad areas, as and when time, opportunity, and inclination allows. 
 

2. Level 2 TMUOS sites are general or broad areas DFN members pointed out as being 
important or productive for the collection of resources, or preferred for engaging in 
particular traditional activities. For example, people pointed to the areas of the Nitinat 
Narrows, Nitinat Lake, and Swiftsure Bank as being generally important for fishing, 
seafood gathering, hunting, or for other traditional purposes. 

 
3. Level 3 TMUOS sites are defined locations that are particularly reliable or abundant for 

specific resources, commonly described as “hot spots.” For example, the general area of 
Swiftsure Bank might be described as a good place to fish, but within that area there are 
also specific locales that are known to be particularly abundant and/or good for a specific 
type of fish and/or good at a particular time of year. For example, the area directly 
offshore from a particular point of land, at a specific depth and tide with certain fishing 
gear, and at a certain time of year, might be described as being ideal for catching a certain 
type of fish. 

 
For the purposes of the TMUOS project, the first level of site described above is considered to be 
Ditidaht marine territory. The TMUOS sites described as Level 2 or Level 3 sites, above, are 
included in the TMUOS project database and GIS. 
 
Every attempt was made to map sites as accurately as possible during project interviews. Some 
interviwees tended to delineate sites as Level 2 sites, while others focused on Level 1 or Level 3 
sites. Further, based on personal background, experience, preference, and ability to access 
resources, interviewees often described and identified sites as overlapping or as portions of sites 
identified by other people.  
 
For sites that overlapped and where the same resources were identified in several interviews, or 
in the previously existing GIS and database, sites have been merged as a single site. For example, 
if one person identified a portion of a bay as being a crab fishing site and another person or 
people identified overlapping but different parts of the bay as crab fishing sites, the mapping for 
these sites was merged into a single site, with information from all interviews being referenced 
for the single site. However, if a person identified a particular locale within the bay as being very 
productive for crabs, that site was identified as a “hot spot,” or Level 3 site, then mapped as a 
separate site, and recorded as a separate site in the TMUOS database. 
 
If sites were found to be overlapping, but the resource(s) described were for a distinct “Activity” 
or “Entity,” then these would be mapped as distinct sites. For example, if a “Fishing” site for 
salmon was found to largely or partially overlap with a “Hunting” site for ducks, these were 
recorded as separate sites. However, if a “Fishing” site for Sockeye salmon was found to largely 
or partially overlap with a “Fishing” site for Coho salmon, these sites might be merged and 
recorded as a single site. 
 
The integration of site information from the TMUOS interviews with the existing data sets was 
accomplished through an analysis and comparison of mapping and information on a site-by-site 
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basis from the current project with sites in the existing database. Based on this analysis, it was 
determined whether sites from the TMUOS interviews were “new” sites, or if they were to be 
merged or integrated with “existing” sites. The TMUOS interviews produced many “new” sites. 
These “new” sites are plotted on the Project Maps mostly as polygons. 
 
Based on the mapping from the previous Ditidaht Indian Place Name and Site Utilization Study, 
the majority of “existing” sites are plotted on the Project Maps as points. During the course of 
ongoing Ditidaht research, some of these point sites may be reassigned as polygons.  
 
Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Site locations recorded in the project’s GIS are linked to 
the sites recorded in the project’s Traditional Use and Occupancy Site Database by the Field 
Number field. 

Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Site Classification 
All TMUOS sites recorded in the project’s GIS and Database primarily use three database fields 
(Activity; Entity; Category) for the purposes of data management, site analysis, and for 
presentation on the Project Maps (see Appendix A). The TMUOS site database and associated 
GIS data can be searched and queried based on any field, but most importantly on one or more of 
the three classification fields. 

Activity 
“Activity” defines, at a general level, a type of occupancy or use category for each site. An 
individual traditional marine use and occupancy site’s database entry may include more than one 
“Activity,” as the site may satisfy the criteria for one or more of the “Activities” listed in Table 
12, below. “Activities” at a traditional marine use and occupancy site might include, for 
example: Dwelling; Seafood Gathering; Traditional History. Each of these terms describes an 
“Activity” that occurred within the associated mapped traditional marine use and occupancy site 
boundary. 
 
Table 12 lists summary definitions for the traditional marine use and occupancy sites’ 
“Activities.”  
 
Table 12: Activity Definitions 

Activity Description 
Archaeological Site Locations formally recorded as archaeological sites with the Archaeology 

Branch, Province of BC, or described in interviews as including physical 
remains of Ditidaht activities dating to 1846 or before. 

Berry/Plant Gathering Locations used by Ditidaht people for the collection of plants and berries. 
Burial Locations where remains of Ditidaht people are buried or have been laid to rest. 
Canoe/Travel Route A trail or canoe route used on a regular basis. 
Conflict Locations where battles occurred. 
Dwelling Locations where Ditidaht people reside(d) on a permanent or temporary basis, 

including villages, houses, cabins, tents, lean-tos and campsites. 
Environmental Feature A place where resources are regularly renewed or other important 

environmental processes occur, e.g. salmon spawning stream, crab nursery. 
Fishing Locations used by Ditidaht people for harvesting fish or other aquatic 

resources. 
Forestry Any place where forestry activity takes place, and where products for human 
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Activity Description 
use are obtained (e.g. bark removal area, aboriginal logging area, etc.). 

Gardening A site where gardening occurred (e.g. potato cultivation). 
Farming A site where animals were cultivated (e.g. domesticated farm animals).  
Hunting Locations used for hunting birds or animals. 
Indian Reserve A place that has been given an Indian Reserve designation by the Federal 

Government, or a site located on a Reserve. 
Legendary Being A site where non-human beings are seen or reported (e.g. sasquatch, 

Thunderbird). 
Manufacture A place where traditional tools and products were produced (e.g. canoe 

manufacture). 
Marker Site A place associated with Ditidaht boundaries, navigation, or orientation. 
Pictograph/Rock Art  A place where pictographs or rock art are located (e.g. petroglyphs). 
Preparation (Food or 
Material) 

Locations where resources are customarily prepared by Ditidaht people (e.g. 
whale, fish, and fur processing). 

Resource Material Sites where minerals, muds, or rocks are collected (e.g. ochre, fool’s gold). 
Seafood Gathering Places in the intertidal zone used for seafood collection; riverine locations for 

the collection of freshwater shellfish; and places for collecting fish spawn.172 
Sacred/Ceremonial Locations described by Ditidaht people as having spiritual or sacred qualities or 

used for traditional ceremonies or rites. 
Traditional History A place where traditional history events occurred or named places are located, 

e.g. origin history site, topographical feature that has a Ditidaht name.  
Trapping An area where animals were/are trapped on a regular basis, e.g. trapline. 
Water Supply A stream, spring, pond or other source from which fresh water is or was 

regularly obtained. 

 
Site Entity 
The traditional marine use and occupancy sites have also been classified at a more specific level, 
listing the various “Entities” recorded for each site. The “Entity” database field provides details 
of the resources harvested or features located at each site. For example, a site classified in the 
“Activity” field as a “Fishing” site might include the following entries in the “Entity” database 
field: Coho Salmon; Sockeye Salmon; Lingcod; Red Snapper. The “Entity” field permits 
querying of the database for the number of sites based on a specific resource, species, or use 
category.    

Category 
All traditional marine use and occupancy sites have been classified, at the most general level, 
according to six “Categories”: Culture History; Aquatic Resource; Land Resource; Settlement 
Activity; Travel; Archaeology. Traditional marine use and occupancy sites are often multi-
purpose and may thus be classified under more than one “Activity” and “Category.” 
 
  

                                                
172 A distinction has been drawn between “Seafood Gathering” and “Fishing,” based on technique. For example, if crabs were 
harvested from the shore, this was classified as “Seafood Gathering”; but if they were caught, trapped or netted from a boat, this 
was classified as “Fishing.” 
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Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Sites Results 
The focus of this study is the “where and what” of traditional use and occupancy sites. However, 
recording traditional use places and activities as points, lines, and polygons on maps runs the risk 
of decontextualizing the interconnectedness of these places and activities from lived history and 
landscape. Spiritual sites such as creeks for cleansing, for example, do not exist in isolation from 
salmon fishing or seal hunting sites. Such sites are all part of the Ditidaht cultural landscape. 
Participation in traditional activities on this landscape helps produce and express Ditidaht 
identity. Readers should recall this interconnected context as they approach the TMUOS analysis 
that follows. 
 
To date, 738 traditional marine use and occupancy sites that are located within or intersect with 
the TMUOS Regional Study Area have been identified. Eight (8) of these sites intersect with the 
Vessel Traffic Route Area. To illustrate the range of these sites, they are analyzed below by 
Category and Activity. Accompanying maps appear in Appendix A. 
 
Table 13: Categories and Associated Activities 

Category Associated Activities # of Sites 
 

Percentage 
of  Site Total 

(n = 738) 
Aquatic 
Resource Sites 

Environmental Feature; Fishing; Hunting; 
Preparation (Food or Material); Seafood 
Gathering; Trapping; Water Supply 

402 54% 

Culture History 
Sites 

Burial Sites; Conflict; Indian Reserve; 
Legendary Being; Marker Site; Pictograph/Rock 
Art; Sacred/Ceremonial; Traditional History; 
Environmental Feature; Recreation; Resource 
Material 

289 39% 

Settlement 
Activity Sites 

Burial Sites; Dwelling; Preparation (Food or 
Material); Manufacture 146 20% 

Land Resource 
Sites 

Animal Husbandry; Berry/Plant Gathering; 
Forestry; Gardening; Farming; Hunting; 
Manufacture; Resource Material; Trapping 

124 17% 

Archaeology 
Sites Archaeological Sites; Dwelling 72 10% 

Travel Sites Canoe/Travel Route; Anchorage 60 8% 
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TMUOS Sites Intersected by the Regional Study Area; All Activities 
Map 1 (Appendix A) displays the locations for the 738 Ditidaht First Nation traditional marine 
use and occupancy sites identified to date that intersect with the Regional Study Area. Table 14 
provides a summary analysis of the TMUOS site “Activities” occurring for the sites in the 
Regional Study Area. Each TMUOS “Activity” type occurring within the Regional Study Area is 
listed in decreasing order of frequency. 
 
Table 14: Regional Study Area Activities 
Activity # of Sites 

 
Percentage of  Site Total 

(n = 738) 
Fishing 242 33% 
Traditional History 230 31% 
Dwelling 146 20% 
Seafood Gathering 91 12% 
Hunting 91 12% 
Archaeology Site 72 10% 
Canoe/Travel Route 58 8% 
Forestry 49 7% 
Berry/Plant Gathering 48 7% 
Preparation  43 6% 
Burial Sites 40 5% 
Sacred/Ceremonial 28 4% 
Environmental Feature 21 3% 
Water Supply 20 3% 
Legendary Being 15 2% 
Conflict 13 2% 
Manufacture 13 2% 
Indian Reserve 12 2% 
Trapping 8 1% 
Marker Site 7 1% 
Gardening 5 1% 
Pictograph/Rock Art 5 1% 
Anchorage 2 <1% 
Recreation 2 <1% 
Animal Husbandry 1 <1% 
Resource Material 1 <1% 
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Aquatic Resources Category 
Map 2 (Appendix A) illustrates the locations for the 402 Aquatic Resources traditional marine 
use and occupancy sites recorded within the Regional Study Area to date. These Aquatic 
Resources Category sites represent 54% of the total 738 sites recorded in the Regional Study 
Area. Table 15 lists the TMUOS “Activities” occurring within the Aquatic Resources Category, 
in decreasing order of frequency. 
 
Table 15: Aquatic Resources Category Activities 
Activity # of Sites 

 
Percentage of  Site Total 

(n = 402) 
Fishing 242 60% 
Seafood Gathering 91 23% 
Hunting 72 18% 
Preparation (Food or 
Material) 41 10% 
Water Supply 20 5% 
Environmental Feature 20 5% 
Trapping 2 <1% 

 

Culture History Category 
Map 3 (Appendix A) illustrates the locations of the 289 Culture History Category traditional 
marine use and occupancy sites recorded within the Regional Study Area to date. These sites 
represent 39% of the total 738 sites recorded in the Regional Study Area. Table 16 lists the 
TMUOS “Activities” occurring within the Culture History Category, in descending order of 
frequency. 
 
Table 16: Culture History Category Activities 
Activity # of Sites 

 
Percentage of  Site Total 

(n = 289) 
Traditional History 230 80% 
Burial Sites 40 14% 
Sacred/Ceremonial 28 10% 
Legendary Being 15 5% 
Conflict 13 4% 
Indian Reserve 12 4% 
Marker Site 7 2% 
Pictograph/Rock Art 5 2% 
Recreation 2 1% 
Resource Material 1 <1% 
Environmental Feature 1 <1% 
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Settlement Activity Category 
Map 4 (Appendix A) illustrates the locations of the 145 Settlement Activity Category traditional 
marine use and occupancy sites recorded within the Regional Study Area to date. These sites 
represent 20% of the total 738 sites recorded in the Regional Study Area. Table 17 lists the 
TMUOS “Activities” occurring within the Settlement Activity Category, in descending order of 
frequency. 
 
Table 17: Settlement Category Activities 
Activity # of Sites 

 
Percentage of  Site Total 

(n = 146) 
Dwelling 146 100% 
Burial Sites 40 27% 
Preparation (Food or 
Material) 35 24% 
Manufacture 4 3% 

 

Land Resources Category 
Map 5 (Appendix A) illustrates the locations of the 124 Land Resources Category traditional 
marine use and occupancy sites recorded in the Regional Study Area to date. These sites 
represent 17% of the total 738 sites recorded in the Regional Study Area. Table 18 lists the 
TMUOS “Activities” occurring within the Land Resources Category, in decreasing order of 
frequency. 
 
Table 18: Land Resources Category Activities 
Activity # of Sites 

 
Percentage of  Site Total 

(n = 124) 
Forestry 49 40% 
Berry/Plant Gathering 48 39% 
Hunting 17 14% 
Manufacture 13 10% 
Trapping 8 6% 
Gardening 5 4% 
Animal Husbandry 1 1% 
Resource Material 1 1% 
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Archaeology Site Category 
Map 6 (Appendix A) illustrates the locations of the 72 Archaeology Site Category traditional 
marine use and occupancy sites recorded in the Regional Study Area to date. These sites 
represent 10% of the total 738 sites recorded in the Regional Study Area. Table 19 lists the 
TMUOS “Activities” occurring within the Travel Site Category, in descending order of 
frequency. 
 
Table 19: Archaeology Site Category Activities 

Activity # of Sites 
Percentage of Site Total 

(n = 72) 
Archaeology Site 72 100% 
Dwelling 41 57% 

 

Travel Site Category 
Map 7 (Appendix A) illustrates the locations of the 60 Travel Site Category traditional marine 
use and occupancy sites recorded in the Regional Study Area to date. These sites represent 8% of 
the total 738 sites recorded in the Regional Study Area. Table 20 lists the TMUOS “Activities” 
occurring within the Travel Site Category, in descending order of frequency. 
 
Table 20: Travel Site Category Activities 

Activity # of Sites 
Percentage of Site Total 

(n = 60) 
Canoe/Travel Route 58 97% 
Anchorage 2 3% 

 

TMUOS Sites Intersected by the Vessel Traffic Route Area 
Map 8 (Appendix A) illustrates the locations of the 8 traditional marine use and occupancy sites 
recorded to date that are intersected by the Vessel Traffic Route Area. Table 21 details the 
“Activities” for these sites, in decreasing order of frequency. 
 
Table 21: TMUOS Sites Intersected by the Vessel Traffic Route Area 

Activity # of Sites 
Percentage of Site Total 

(n = 8) 
Fishing 8 100% 
Canoe/Travel Route 1 13% 
Traditional History 1 13% 
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Report Summary 
The general purpose of the Ditidaht Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Study (TMUOS) is 
to research, record, map and describe locations, resources, and activities of traditional 
importance to the Ditidaht First Nation (DFN) that could be affected by increased marine tanker 
traffic, or by an oil spill and its associated clean up operations, resulting from the proposed Trans 
Mountain Pipeline Expansion Project (TMEP). This final report presents, in summary format, 
currently available information for DFN’s traditional marine use and occupancy sites in the 
Study Areas and information about potential impacts of the proposed project on Ditidaht people, 
interests, and territory.  
 
The Ditidaht TMUOS has achieved significant results. Traditional marine use and occupancy 
data has been derived from interviews with Ditidaht Elders and Knowledge Holders recorded 
during previous projects and the current TMUOS project. The study also incorporates evidence 
from archival and ethnographic sources, archaeological investigations, and other published and 
unpublished research. The resulting information is rich and reliable. This report, however, should 
not be considered comprehensive or definitive. Further research would undoubtedly uncover 
additional relevant information. Associated TMUOS maps and GIS files have been submitted 
with this final report, with the understanding that due to the volume of information and ongoing 
Ditidaht research, this information will continue to be developed in future, and as such is subject 
to change. 
 
Ditidaht Territory takes in the lands and waters stretching along the southwest coast of 
Vancouver Island between Bonilla Point on the east and Pachena Point on the west; extends 
inland to include Nitinat Lake, the Nitinat River, and their drainage systems; and is traditionally 
considered to extend offshore as far as the Vancouver Island mountains are visible from a canoe. 
Ditidaht marine territory includes ƛ̓ušiiʔaaʔaq, or Swiftsure Bank, a significant fishing ground 
that is directly intersected by the proposed Vessel Traffic Routes for tankers for the TMEP. 
 
The Ditidaht have occupied their territory since time immemorial and maintain an active and 
spiritual connection to this landscape. To contextualize the traditional marine use and occupancy 
data that constitutes the core results of the TMUOS project, this report presents summary 
overviews of Ditidaht culture and history, Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK), and marine 
economy. Throughout most of their long history, Ditidaht ancestors enjoyed unrestricted access 
to a rich and productive marine environment. Ditidaht people have long looked to the shorelines 
and waters of the Pacific, including the offshore Swiftsure Bank and the tidal Nitinat Lake, to 
harvest marine resources.  
 
Many fish species, particularly salmon and halibut, are traditionally important for the Ditidaht 
diet and economy. Despite the fact that the original intent of the establishment of Ditidaht Indian 
Reserves in 1890 was to set aside fishing stations and confirm fishing rights, including trade, for 
the Ditidaht, later Fisheries Regulations prevented the continuation of the commercial aspect of 
Ditidaht fishing. Later, increasing regulations and licensing restrictions, including those 
accompanying park creation, continued to limit Ditidaht members’ ability to fish and gather 
seafood in Ditidaht territory.  
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Since Contact, many historic events, processes, and developments have had serious deleterious 
impacts on Ditidaht people, territory, and rights. Factors outlined in this report include: disease 
and depopulation; Indian Reserve creation; loss of language and culture; the logging industry; 
parks creation; and fishing regulations and industrial fisheries.  
 
Any further reduction, of any magnitude, in Ditidaht access to fisheries and intertidal resources, 
or further degradation of these resources, will comprise significant losses to Ditidaht marine 
harvesting activities and rights. Any further damage and access restrictions to Ditidaht cultural, 
archaeological, settlement, or other resource harvesting sites will similarly result in significant 
losses. These considerations are particularly acute right now, as the Ditidaht First Nation 
continues its treaty negotiations with the governments of Canada and British Columbia and is 
looking to ecotourism, in particular, as a future economic driver. 
 
For the Ditidaht, activities such as fishing or seafood gathering are not isolated material acts. 
They are active and integral expressions of Ditidaht culture, a culture that is connected to a 
specific landscape that is sacred and storied. Impacts of the proposed TMEP project are thus not 
isolated to specific areas or activities, nor can they be reduced to strictly economic terms. 
Adverse impacts on specific fishing or seafood gathering sites, for example, bear on the Ditidaht 
First Nation’s broader rights and ability to access and eat traditional foods and to engage in 
place-based practices and culture. 
 
The tanker traffic proposed by the TMEP and a potential oil spill and associated cleanup 
operation could impact current and future Ditidaht life and rights in many ways. Two community 
meetings were held concerning the TMEP. A summary of questions, comments, and concerns 
articulated at these meetings and during TMUOS interviews are presented in the report. The 
report also includes information relevant for the development of operational plans and protocols 
delineating uses of Ditidaht TMUOS information, should the TMEP proceed. DFN traditional 
use and occupancy research is going. Operational planning related to oil spills and associated 
cleanup operations should make provision for regular file updates in order to reflect up-to-date 
Ditidaht data. 
 
This report concludes by outlining the methodology and results of the project’s research 
concerning Ditidaht traditional marine use and occupancy sites located within the project Study 
Areas. All traditional use and occupancy sites have been classified, at the most general level, 
according to six “Categories” that facilitate the presentation of information on the Project Maps 
provided in Appendix A of the report: 
 
Map 1: All Sites in Regional Study Area 
Map 2: Aquatic Resources Sites 
Map 3: Culture History Sites 
Map 4: Settlement Activity Sites 
Map 5: Land Resource Sites 
Map 6: Archaeology Sites 
Map 7: Travel Sites 
Map 8: Sites Intersected by Vessel Traffic Route Area 
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There are currently 738 traditional use and occupancy sites documented in the Ditidaht First 
Nation traditional use and occupancy site database that are located within or that intersect with 
the TMUOS Regional Study Area. Eight (8) of these sites intersect with the TMUOS Vessel 
Traffic Route Area. These high numbers, which include sites in all Categories, confirm the 
strong maritime orientation of the Ditidaht, in the past and today.  
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Photographs 
 
Figure 2: Vancouver Island Exploring Expedition, Engraving of Whyac Village, 1860s (BC Archives, 
AA-00883) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 3: Whyac Village, ca. 1894-1904 (BC Archives, AA-00885) 
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Figure 4: Whyac Village (Alberni Valley Museum, PN03466) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 5: Tsukwada Village (BC Archives, AA-00880) 
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Figure 6: Unloading Freight, Clo-oose Village (BC Archives, AA-00886) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 7: Clo-oose Village, ca. 1930 (Alberni Valley Museum, PN02800) 
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Figure 8: Nitinat Canoe, 1912 (BC Archives, AA-00286) 
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Figure 9: Lummi Bay Packing Company Cannery, ca. 1920 (Alberni Valley Museum, PN13549) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 10: Salmon Drying at Clo-oose, 1930 (Alberni Valley Museum, PN02804) 
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Figure 11: Smelt Fishing at Clo-oose, ca. 1940 (Alberni Valley Museum, PN04139) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 12: Groundtruthing with Mike Thompson (L) and Jimmy Chester Sr. (R) at Clo-oose, July 2014 
(Mary Lucas Photo) 
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Figure 13 (Left): Mary Chester Dyeing Grass (Alberni Valley Museum, PN03463) 
Figure 14 (Right): Effie Tate Weaving (Alberni Valley Museum, PN03443) 
       
       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 15 (Left): Julia Joseph (L) Processing Grass with Kelita Sieber (R) at Cannery Bay, June 2014 
(Chelsea Horton Photo) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 16 (Right, Above): Julia Joseph 
Processing Grass at Cannery Bay, June 
2014 (Chelsea Horton Photo) 
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Figure 17 (Left): Gillnet Set Off Bonilla Point (Brian Tate Photo) 
Figure 18 (Right): Brian Tate Unloading Sockeye Caught Off Bonilla Point (Brian Tate Photo) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 19 (Left): Fishing on the Midnight Raider Inside Nitinat Lake (Mary Lucas Photo) 
Figure 20 (Right): Fishing on the Midnight Raider Inside Nitinat Lake (Mary Lucas Photo) 
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Figure 21 (Left): Long Line Catch Off Swiftsure Bank: Yelloweye (Chris Barker, with Brendan Tate 
(L) and D. Darryl Tate (R) in the Background; Brian Tate Photo) 
 
Figure 22 (Right): Long Line Catch Off Swiftsure Bank: Lingcod (Brendan Tate; Brian Tate Photo) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 23: Long Line Catch Off Swiftsure Bank: Skate (Brian Tate Photo) 
 
Figure 24: Long Line Catch At Swiftsure Bank: Halibut (Brian Tate Photo) 
 
  

106



 

Ditidaht First Nation TMUOS 2014 Final Report      97 

Figure 25: Whale Off Tsusiat Falls (Brian Tate Photo) 
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Appendix A: Ditidaht Traditional Marine Use and Occupancy Site 
Maps 
 
See attachment. 
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Th is Map h as been  created as a deliverable of th e Ditidah t First Nation ’s Tradition al Marin e Use an d 
Occupan cy Study (TMUOS) with  respect to Kin der Morgan  Can ada’s Tran s Moun tain  Pipelin e 
Expan sion  Project, an d for th e purpose of a regulatory application  for approval of th at project an d for 
subm ission  to th e Nation al En ergy Board. It sh ould n ot be reproduced or sh ared with out perm ission . 
Wh ile th e m ap provides a portrayal of kn own  in form ation  about th e geograph ic location s of gen eral 
categories of Tradition al Use an d Occupan cy sites, it is represen tation al on ly, an d does n ot con vey 
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