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Abstract 

This thesis is a reconstruction of the history of the Klehkwahnnohm (glossed as “tide 

waters rushing in”), a small bay within Tla’amin traditional territory on the Sunshine 

Coast of British Columbia. The events and lives lived on the land are illuminated through 

the integration of archaeology, oral history, ethnographic texts, and historical documents. 

These sources provide insight to different periods of time and together reveal a continued 

use of and connection to the landscape beginning around 2,000 years ago. The 

connections to the landscape are best represented through plank house and settlement 

construction (~2,000 B.P.–250 B.P.), use of a defensive feature (800 B.P–1910 A.D), and 

the processing of herring (800 B.P–1950 A.D.). The history of Klehkwahnnohm is 

written chronologically and from a landscape perspective. This approach highlights the 

connections between people, resources, places, and events that have imprinted the land to 

create the Klehkwahnnohm landscape and shape its history.  

 

Keywords: British Columbia Archaeology; Oral History; Ethnography; Cultural 

Landscapes; Northern Coast Salish; Tla’amin First Nation 
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Chapter 1: Writing History  

 

Introduction 

History, as a basic concept, can be defined as the chronological record of 

significant events (Miriam-Webster 2012). Histories are, however, more dynamic than 

simple chronologies. The events represented in history often connect individuals, past 

and present, through shared experiences and places and can provide a means of 

understanding oneself and the surrounding world. There are infinite and diverse methods 

to recording, maintaining, and understanding history. In reconstructing the ancient history 

of North America, for instance, scholars employ archaeological, ethnographic, and 

historical data. While these sources of information are of critical importance to the 

reconstruction and understanding of past events, archaeologists are increasingly utilizing 

and highlighting the vast knowledge that exists within oral traditions and oral history of 

First Nations (Hall 2003; Springer 2009; Angelbeck 2009, 2007; Tveskov 2007; White 

2006; Fedje and Mathews 2005; Lepofsky et al. 2005; Martindale and Marsden 2003; 

McLaren 2003; McMillan and Hutchinson 2002; McMillan 1999; Acheson 1995; Moss 

1993). In recognizing and integrating diverse sources of data into reconstructions of the 

past, archaeologists can help to produce detailed and inclusive histories of past people 

and places. 
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This thesis is a reconstruction of the history of Klehkwahnnohm, a small bay in 

the heart of Tla’amin territory on the Sunshine Coast of British Columbia (Figure 1). I 

employ archaeology, Tla’amin oral history, and ethnographic and historical documents to 

inform my reconstruction. Klehkwahnnohm is embedded within a deep, albeit 

fragmented, history and has been used by the Tla’amin and their ancestors for more than 

3,500 years. The integration of these sources of data reveals the continuity of land use at 

Klehkwahnnohm and the significant investment of time, resources, and labour into the 

landscape. 

Integrating knowledge sources 

There is a tradition of angst among archaeologists about using ethnographic data 

to inform archaeological reconstructions (Wylie 2002; Gould and Watson 1982; Gould 

1980; Wobst 1978). These concerns stem from a perceived inability to test the validity of 

the analogies (Gould and Watson 1982) and the potential to force archaeological data into 

pre-defined categories, thus reproducing the ethnographic record (Wobst 1978). Other 

concerns relate to the production of the ethnographic texts themselves (e.g., Wickwire 

2001, 1994). In North America, many of these texts were recorded in the context of 

significant cultural change, fuelled by dramatic population loss, imposition of the reserve 

system, and lack of access to traditional resources.  

On the Northwest Coast, archaeologists have long employed ethnographic texts to 

inform their reconstructions of the past (e.g., Burley 1980; Mitchell 1971; Carlson 1970).  

More recently, discourse has focused on the uncritical use of ethnographic information to 

describe ancient history (Moss 2011; Grier 2007).  Despite this, there is general 

consensus that there is value in using the ethnographic record as an independent source of 
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information from which archaeologically-testable models can be derived (e.g., Schaepe 

2009).  

Archaeologists also grapple with the role of oral traditions in archaeological 

interpretation (Mason 2006; Echo-Hawk 2000; Mason 2000). At the root of the debate is 

concern about the compatibility between Western-scientific paradigms and other sources 

of knowledge. In recognizing that oral history and archaeology are derived from different 

socio-temporal frameworks (Cruikshank 2001), it has been argued that the incorporation 

of oral histories is fundamentally in contrast to scientific theory and goals (Mason 2000). 

This reasoning dispels both the idea of the existence of parallel histories and the belief 

and that there are multiple ways of knowing the past (e.g., Von Gernet 2006). 

Despite this debate, there is broad acceptance among Northwest Coast 

archaeologists about the value of oral traditions as a tool to better understand the past 

(e.g., Fedje and Matthews 2005; McMillan 1999). These studies have successfully 

integrated sources in a variety of research areas by demonstrating that archaeology and 

oral traditions can indeed be complementary and can reveal deeper and broader 

understandings of past landscapes. When contextualized, oral traditions may be directly 

comparable to scientifically (e.g., archaeology, geology, etc.) documented events (Hall 

2003; Cruikshank 2005; Fedje and Mathews 2005; McLaren 2003; McMillan and 

Hutchinson 2002; Acheson 1995). Collectively, these studies succeeded in providing a 

human connection to otherwise flat historical reconstructions of past landscapes. 

Oral traditions and oral history can provide information about the past that do not 

often leave material traces, including the spiritual, cultural, and personal connections and 

feelings towards specific places, events, and activities (Atalay 2006). The integration of 
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these ways of knowing allows archaeologists to move beyond basic chronologies 

(Martindale and Marsden 2003) and to produce reconstructions of the past that are 

meaningful and relevant to contemporary communities (e.g., Lyons et al. 2010). By 

combining oral knowledge with scientifically derived data, scholars become more 

inclusive of indigenous perspectives and histories (e.g., Carlson 2011; Lutz 2007; Miller 

2007; Carlson 2001) and are better able to understand the deep and complex relationships 

between people and their history.  

Writing Klehkwahnnohm’s history 

In this thesis, I weave together data and knowledge derived from diverse sources 

and methods to reconstruct the events and lives lived at Klehkwahnnohm. I outline the 

history chronologically and by source (archaeology, ethnography, oral history) to scale 

the reconstruction at the landscape level. I also link the sources to the time periods they 

address and break the chronology into sections of time (e.g., 1850–1930 A.D.) to shed 

light on the convergence of the data around specific landscape events, features, and 

places. 

This focus on the landscape rather than individual sites allows me to reconstruct 

the bay’s history within a broader social context. Landscape-level studies have illustrated 

the interrelationships between people and places and features across space and time (e.g., 

Ferguson and Colwell-Chanthaphonh 2006; Ashmore and Knapp 1999; Basso 1996). 

Historic archaeology can provide a similar framework, but often focuses on how these 

events have shaped or influenced the modern world (e.g., Hall and Silliman 2006). An 

examination of these influences is beyond the scope of this thesis.  
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A landscape-level approach recognizes that while people impact and shape a 

landscape, the landscape also influences those who use it (Knapp and Ashmore 1999: 2). 

Such landscapes can become “persistent” places, those that are continuously revisited 

over considerable periods of time (Schlanger 1992: 97). These places remain important 

even after a change in the function or in its abandonment (Schlanger 1992: 107). 

Klehkwahnnohm is, in many ways, such a persistent place in that it has been used for 

over 2,000 years despite both significant social change and a period of abandonment just 

prior to European contact.  

Previous archaeological studies within Tla’amin territory have been essential for 

baseline understandings of site type and location, but lacked connection to the broader 

Tla’amin landscape (Dady and Mathews 2003; Mathews 2002; Acheson and Riley 1976; 

Beattie 1972). By focusing on the bay as a single place, I am better able to connect 

broader cultural events with specific activities at Klehkwahnnohm. I am also better able 

to examine how the landscape was used and modified by people, as well as understanding 

the continued cultural connections to this place.  

My thesis is embedded within a larger project, The Tla’amin-SFU Field School in 

Archaeology and Heritage Stewardship, whose explicit goal is the integration of 

knowledge and data to better understand the Tla’amin cultural landscape. The project is 

co-directed by Dr. Dana Lepofsky (SFU), Dr. John R. Welch (SFU), and Siemthlut 

(Michelle Washington) (Sliammon Treaty Society), and supports several other graduate 

theses. The project also aims to explore the Tla’amin past as a means of informing 

contemporary stewardship and heritage programs, education, and resource and 
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archaeological site management in Tla’amin territory (Welch et al. 2011; Welch, 

Lepofsky, Washington 2011; Lepofsky et al. 2009). 
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Figure 1. Map of Tla'amin traditional territory and reserves (Sliammon Treaty 
Society) 
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Klehkwahnnohm Background 

A note about names 

The Tla’amin (Sliammon), Homalthco (Homalco), and Tlo’hos (Klahoose) are 

Northern Coast Salish peoples who speak the Ayajuthim or “Mainland Comox” dialect. 

Historically, the three groups occupied different but overlapping territories (Washington 

2004a). Marriage between group members was common and served as a way to 

strengthen socio-cultural relations. In the late nineteenth century, following the 

devastating effects of disease and the early reserve process, many Tla’amin, Homalthco, 

and Tlo’hos peoples relocated to the contemporary town of Sliammon, B.C. in what 

today is defined as Tla’amin territory (Figure 1). Due to this amalgamation of the 

Northern Coast Salish groups, some have used the name “Sliammon” to refer to all three 

groups (e.g., Kennedy and Bouchard 1984). 

Tla’amin traditional territory extends from North Thornby Island to Desolation 

Sound, and includes many islands such as Texada, Harwood, and Savary, as well as 

inland lakes including Powell Lake and Goat Lake. The Tla’amin have six reserves that 

are dispersed throughout the northern part of their territory. The largest reserve, 

Sliammon IR  #1, is where the current village of Sliammon, B.C. is located and where the 

majority of Tla’amin community members reside today (Sliammon Treaty Society 2012) 

(Figure 1).  

For the purposes of this thesis I use the name “Sliammon” to refer to the 

contemporary village of Sliammon, B.C., or as part of a given name (e.g., Sliammon 

Treaty Society). I use the name “Tla’amin” to refer to people between the late-eighteenth 

century and present day who lived/live primarily within Tla’amin traditional territory or 
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who self-identify as Tla’amin. Given the difficulties of assigning identity to 

archaeological remains in general and that pre-contact population movement, overlapping 

territories, and marriage ties blend identities, I do not attempt to assign specific group 

identities to the pre-contact peoples who lived at Klehkwahnnohm. However, as I will 

demonstrate in this thesis, the archaeological record of Klehkwahnnohm clearly 

demonstrates the continuity between the Tla’amin of today and those who lived at 

Klehkwahnnohm in pre-contact times. 

Defining boundaries at Klehkwahnnohm 

Klehkwahnnohm (possibly translated as “tide water rushing in”) is the land 

surrounding a small, shallow bay located in Tla’amin traditional territory near the 

northern end of Sliammon IR #1 (Figure 2).  The name refers to the swiftness of the 

water as the tide fills the bay’s extensive mud flats (Figure 3). The large mud flat is rich 

in clam and cockles and was an important source of food in the past, prior to more recent 

pollution and sediment accumulation. The bay is circumscribed to the north and west by a 

series of ancient sea terraces that rise abruptly to Highway 1, located on the uppermost 

terrace. The Klehkwahnnohm landscape is blanketed in second growth forests, dominated 

by a mix of red cedar, hemlock, big leaf maple, alder, deciduous shrubs, and cultivated 

grass on the residential areas. A small creek bisects the northern shoreline and a small 

ephemeral marsh borders the southern end of the bay. Tla’amin oral history and Barnett’s 

(1935–1936) field notes indicate that a second source of fresh water was located at the 

southern end of the bay (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008; Barnett 1935–1936), 

but was likely filled in during the 1970s. Until recently, these varied terrestrial 
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ecosystems provided Klehkwahnnohm’s inhabitants with a range of subsistence and 

medicinal resources. 

 

Kleh Kwa Num
  (Scuttle Bay)
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Figure 2. Location of Klehkwahnnohm, Teeshohsum and contemporary roads 
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Figure 3. Aerial view of Klehkwahnnohm demonstrating the expanse of mudflats 
on low tide. Photo by Georgia Combes, used with permission 

Despite the bay’s central location on reserve, its history is unknown by many in 

the community, particularly the Tla’amin youth. In the twentieth century, 

Klehkwahnnohm was a seasonal home to many Tla’amin families and the landscape 

holds the memories of many lives lived. Some Tla’amin community members, most 

between the ages of 50 and 70 years, remember a time when their parents and 

grandparents were living on or visiting the bay seasonally. Many people recall the 

excitement around the annual herring harvest, the abundance of fruit trees, and the 

seasonally available berries and plants. Others remember hearing about battles fought 

long ago and the underground house used for defence in times of conflict. However, 

around the mid-twentieth century the landscape was transformed by logging and 

residential construction. Indeed, there is little visible indication of the landscape’s 

thousands of years of occupation and use. It was for this reason that in 2008 our Tla’amin 

colleagues directed us to this location to conduct an archaeological investigation. 
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Defining the study area 

The boundaries of the study area are determined by Tla’amin conceptions of 

Klehkwahnnohm as an important cultural landscape. In discussing the living and activity 

areas of Klehkwahnnohm, Tla’amin community members refer to the northern and 

southern “points” of land, the connecting shoreline, and the expansive flat of mud and 

sand that is exposed upon low tide (Figure 4). These areas are the focus of my research. 

The cultural limits map onto the natural boundary formed by Pleistocene sea terraces and 

abrupt elevation gain to the east and a swamp and marsh to the south.  

While many Tla’amin people live south of Klehkwahnnohm in Sliammon, the bay 

is home today to a few Tla’amin and non-Tla’amin residents. Klehkwahnnohm is situated 

between two pieces of leased reserve land known as Southview and Klahanie. To the 

north of the bay, Southview has relatively few houses. Located just south of Southview, 

Klahanie (Chinook word meaning “outdoors”) has many homes that extend to the 

northern-most boundary of Sliammon village. The land around Klehkwahnnohm is not 

leased as it was recognized in the past as an important herring spawning location 

(Michelle Washington, personal communication 2011). 

At the north end of the bay is a flat and grassy shoreline upon which three houses 

have been built. A small point of land—referred to as “the rock”, “the rocky point”, “the 

point”, or “the island” by community members— protrudes from the shoreline (Figure 4). 

In this thesis I will refer to it as the “rocky point” in an attempt to incorporate most of the 

variations used by community members. This name is also intended to reflect its rocky 

nature and relatively thin sediments in comparison to other areas of the bay. 



 

 13 

N 

Legend

Pacific Ocean

Hwy 101

Wilde Rd.

Forest & Shoreline

1

2

3
4

5

100m 200m
 

Figure 4. Landscape location names used in this thesis; 1= rocky point, 2= 
northern shoreline, 3= head of the bay, 4= southern shoreline, 5= Klahanie point 
 

Until the mid-twentieth century, the rocky point was separated from the main 

shoreline at high tide creating an island. A few Tla’amin community members recall 

hearing about this island (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996) and our 2009 archaeological 

testing confirmed that approximately 1m of fill was deposited on the beach sands. It is 

assumed that this deposit is associated with the filling events from known logging 

activities in the 1960s.  

The rocky point consists of intrusive dioritic rock and is thinly covered in soil 

with maximum depths between 45-50 cm. Beneath the dense shrubs, cherry trees, and 

grass, the area hosts several small, flat areas of land. Percussion coring and excavation in 

2008 and 2009 reveal that these flats are the result of midden and floor deposits. The first 
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of these is located at the base of the rock and is just slightly elevated from the main 

shoreline. A second flat is located on the southern extent of the rock, and the third is 

situated near the top (Figure 5). These created flats provided the Tla’amin of the 

nineteenth and twentieth centuries with platforms for smokehouses and resource 

processing areas, as well as viewpoints to watch for raiders, as discussed below. From the 

top terrace one can see both the northern and southern extent of the bay, out into 

Shearwater Passage, the northern side of Harwood Island, the southern tip of Savary 

Island, and the mountains of Vancouver Island on the western horizon. The rocky point is 

exposed and often experiences strong afternoon northwesterly winds. Throughout the 

twentieth century, the rocky point was used for a variety of traditional uses, the details of 

which are discussed in Ch.3. 

Flat terrace

 
Figure 5. Example of one of the flat terraces on the northern point at 
Klehkwahnnohm. Photo looking southwest. All photos by author, unless stated 
otherwise 
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At the southern end of the bay, Klahanie point, or “the point” as it is sometimes 

referred to by community members (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996), is an elevated piece 

of land now occupied by multiple houses. Klahanie point features two terraces that 

parallel the water and wrap around the end of the point before gently sloping into the 

shoreline. To the southeast of Klahanie point, a small marsh extends approximately 60 m 

to the south. Prior to the construction of Klahanie Drive in the early 1970s, the marsh 

extended south approximately 200 m from the point to the base of a hill near Klahanie 

Road. According to Klahanie resident Douglas Wayne, the marsh was wet throughout the 

year, forcing people to use known trails or the beach to access the bay (Douglas Wayne, 

personal communication 2009). 

Klehkwahnnohm in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries 

The lives of the Tla’amin people shifted dramatically between the late-eighteenth 

and twentieth centuries. Similar to the rest of the Northwest Coast region, these cultural 

shifts were precipitated by devastating population loss, Christianization, institution of the 

reserve system, and residential schooling (Sliammon Treaty Society 2012). Some of these 

changes are evidenced in the material culture and documented events at 

Klehkwahnnohm. I provide below a brief summary of population loss and the influence 

of the Catholic Church as they relate to both Tla’amin territory, more broadly, and 

Klehkwahnnohm, specifically. I also provide an overview of the physical impacts of log 

booming and residential construction on the bay in the mid-twentieth century. This 

overview is important for understanding past landscape features and the destruction of 

archaeological sites. Both these summaries provide context for specific events presented 

and discussed in my reconstruction of the bay’s history (Ch. 3). 
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European-Tla’amin relations 

The post-contact era and resulting Euro-Canadian and Tla’amin relations had 

profound effects on the lives of the Tla’amin people, including those who lived at 

Klehkwahnnohm. As I demonstrate later (Ch. 3), the use of the bay changed significantly 

around the time of European contact.  

The first recorded contact between the Tla’amin and Europeans in Tla’amin 

territory was on Harwood Island, just south of Klehkwahnnohm in 1792 (Vancouver 

1984; Sliammon Treaty Society 2012). Introduced diseases predated the first contact, 

however, and between 1781–2 the Tla’amin experienced dramatic population losses 

(Boyd 1990; Harris 1994; Sliammon Treaty Society 2012). Though pre-disease 

population numbers are difficult to estimate (Harris 1994), it has been estimated that 

between the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries nearly two-thirds of the Coast Salish 

population died from disease (Boyd 1990). Across Tla’amin territory, the population 

decline caused significant movement and consolidation of people (Kennedy and 

Bouchard 1983). In Desolation Sound, for example, the peoples of Toba and Bute Inlets 

consolidated with those in Kahkaykay village (Grace Harbour) sometime before 1800 

(Johnson 2010). At Klehkwahnnohm, population loss and the events surrounding contact 

also likely caused the abandonment of a plank house settlement that had previously been 

occupied for over 2,000 years.  

The engagement of the Tla’amin with the Catholic Church resulted in significant 

cultural changes in the decades following contact. Some of these changes are reflected in 

the material culture at Klehkwahnnohm. In the late-1860s, the first Oblate missionary, E. 

Chirouse, arrived in Tla’amin territory and held services in villages at Powell Lake and 
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Grace Harbour (Sliammon Treaty Society 2012). At this time, Oblates across Canada 

sought to convert First Nations peoples to the Protestant and Catholic faiths. This was 

done through a variety of means including, at least in the early years, communicating 

with communities in their native language (Griffin 2003). Indeed, this practice is 

reflected in a manual of prayers, hymns, and catechisms recorded in the Tla’amin 

language (No author, Slayamen Manual, 1896, Royal B.C. Museum, Victoria).  

These conversion tactics were abandoned by the late-nineteenth century and were 

replaced with practices designed to assimilate Native communities (Griffin 2003). With 

the amendment of the Indian Act in 1885, the Tla’amin people were prohibited from 

participating in potlatch and winter dance ceremonies. The mid- to late-nineteenth 

century also saw a dramatic reduction in available lands and resources, significantly 

affecting the livelihood of the Tla’amin people (Washington 2004b). In 1896, during the 

construction of the first church in Sliammon, most Tla’amin personal items, artifacts, and 

regalia were hidden, confiscated, or destroyed. However, in the early-twentieth century, 

some Tla’amin community members continued to have ceremonies and practice 

traditional medicine at Klehkwahnnohm (Washington 2004b). This provides an initial 

example of Tla’amin resistance during this troubled time. 

By the late-nineteenth and early-twentieth centuries, many Tla’amin lands were 

used by settlers, loggers, and fishing companies. The Tla’amin fought for their right to 

their traditional lands, but these protests fell largely on deaf ears (Washington 2004b). 

Between 1910–1915, the Tla’amin were moved from their traditional villages and 

confined to the main reserve, Sliammon IR #1. In addition, a highway and many access 

roads were built through six miles of the reserve, compensation for which was never 
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received (Washington 2004b) and is now the subject of several specific claims (Michelle 

Washington, personal communication 2012). 

Euro-Canadian attempts to reshape Tla’amin culture and identity continued 

through the twentieth century. Such controls included a lack of voting rights, enforced 

curfews, bans on entering restaurants and bars, segregated public transportation, a ban on 

purchase and consumption of alcohol, and a lack of access to electricity, clean water, and 

plumbing (Sliammon Treaty Society 2012). However, by the 1980s and 90s the Tla’amin 

began the B.C. Treaty process, reinstated many traditional customs and programs, built 

residential housing and community centres, spearheaded repatriations from B.C. 

museums on behalf of Tla’amin, Homalthco, and Tlo’hos, and implemented many 

programs designed to improve the health and development of the community 

(Washington 2004). 

Klehkwahnnohm Landscape disturbances 

Log booming and residential construction in the bay between the 1940s and the 

1970s had a significant impact on the landscape. The disturbances altered the appearance 

of the landscape, affected the availability of resources and, based on extensive survey and 

testing of the bay, destroyed much of the archaeological deposits (Jackley 2012). The 

physical impacts are summarized here because they provide insight to a few unique 

characteristics of the pre-1940s landscape. Understanding the physical space and features 

of Klehkwahnnohm is important to several of my archaeological interpretations (Ch. 3), 

but it also explains, in part, why many Tla’amin families moved away from the bay in the 

mid-twentieth century.  
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The boom operation began in the late 1940s and was directed by the Powell River 

Company, Ltd.1 Over nearly three decades between the late-1940s and mid-1960s, logs 

were transported down Wilde Rd, a skid road at the time, and unloaded on the shoreline 

of Klehkwahnnohm (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). Heavy machinery, 

including an A-frame and steam donkey, were located along the northern shoreline. 

Cables to secure the booms were attached in several locations on the rocky point. These 

activities caused significant erosion and disturbance to the landscape and impacted both 

the ecology and archaeology of the bay. Based on the extent of disturbed midden and 

surface artifacts, the shell midden extended nearly 300 m along the northern shoreline. 

Large deposits of disturbed shell midden at the front edge of the shoreline support 

testimonies of significant disturbance. Don Carto, who worked on the booms in the 

1960s, remembers the constant pushing of the earth, dragging of logs, and subsequent 

erosion of soils. In addition, he explains that the weight of the equipment caused the 

northern shoreline to undercut and rapidly erode into the bay. Rock and gravel fill were 

then imported to stabilize and extend the shoreline (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 

2008) and it was perhaps during these events that the space between the rocky point and 

the main shoreline was filled in. Our 2009 testing confirmed that nearly one meter of 

angular rocks and pebbles were deposited along the northern shoreline in front of and 

northwest of the rocky point. This fill extends approximately 5 m in an east-west 

direction.  

The log boom operation and later residential construction had significant impacts 

on the ecology of the bay. The massive deposition of sediments on the mud flats 

                                                
1 The Powell River Company Ltd. merged in Dec. 1959 with MacMillan Bloedel and became MacMillan 

Bloedel Powell River Ltd. In 1961 the company was renamed MacMillan Bloedel Ltd. (Powell River 
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dramatically reduced Klehkwahnnohm’s bivalve population. Alvin Wilson, who worked 

on the booms, states that the mud was not in the bay until after operations commenced 

and that it caused the clams to decrease in abundance (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 

2009). In the late 1960s, the marsh at Klahanie point was largely filled in to provide a 

platform for residential houses and Klahanie Drive. Such construction would have 

impacted the availability of wetland plants, some of which were used for medicinal 

purposes (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). 

Research Questions 

The integration of knowledge begins with the formulation of research questions 

that are important and relevant to individuals and communities with vested interests in 

the place, people, or things under investigation (Atalay 2006). As part of the Tla’amin-

SFU project, my research questions were designed with and approved by the Tla’amin 

First Nation. The aim of my research questions are to provide knowledge of interest to 

the Tla’amin First Nation, generate data to be used to reconstruct the bay’s history, and to 

provide further insight to Northern Coast Salish prehistory. 

In this section I present my research methods in relation to my specific research 

questions (Table 1, 2, 3). For each research question, I provide a table to summarize how 

each of the knowledge sources addresses specific components of the question. I use this 

structure to highlight how and where the data converge and may be integrated. The tables 

also demonstrate that each source can provide unique information and differing 

perspectives that may be used to produce an increasingly complete reconstruction. 
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Table 1. Research Question One: What are the temporal and spatial boundaries 
of occupation at Klehkwahnnohm in the pre-contact and contact eras? 
Objective Knowledge/Data used Method 
Identify spatial boundaries- 
19th-20th c. 

1. Location of houses, 
activity areas (e.g., northern 
point, head of bay, etc.) 

Interviews, excavation 

Identify temporal 
boundaries- 19th-20th c. 

1. Time of use (e.g., 
seasonal, year-round) 
2. Age of historic 
component 

1. Interviews, excavation, 
PEB/faunal analysis 
 
2. Artifact analysis 

Identify spatial boundaries- 
pre-contact 

1. Location of houses, 
activity areas 
2. Site size, depth of 
deposits 

Survey, percussion coring, 
auguring, hand and 
mechanical excavation 

Identify temporal 
boundaries- pre-contact 

1. Age of deposits 
2. Age of diff. houses 

Excavation, radiocarbon 
dating 

 
Table 2. Research Question Two: What resources did the Tla'amin use at 
Klehkwahnnohm? 
Objective Knowledge/Data used Method 
Resource use 19th-20th c. 1. Pres/absence of taxa 

2. Use/purpose  of taxa 
3. Processing- artifacts, 
structures, features, 
technologies 
4. Location of collection 

Interviews, excavation, 
archival search (historic 
documents), artifact 
analysis, faunal analysis 

Resource use- pre-contact 1. Pres/absence of floral 
and faunal taxa 
2. Pres/absence from diff. 
areas 
3. Processing- artifacts, 
structures, features, 
technologies  
4. Identify change through 
time (e.g., species, 
abundance, etc.) 

Excavation, PEB, faunal 
analysis, artifact analysis, 
survey, percussion coring, 
interviews  
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Table 3. Research Question Three: What kinds of social and economic relations 
took place at Klehkwahnnohm? 
Objective Knowledge/Data used Method 
Who – 19th-20th c. 1. Identify Tla’amin 

family and/or individual 
names who lived/ had 
houses (“shacks”) 

2. Identify where Tla’amin 
visiting kin were from 

3. Identify other groups 
(e.g., loggers, trail 
builders, etc.) who 
lived/visited around bay 

4. Determine length of 
stay 

Interviews, ethnographic 
documents 

House construction and 
use- 19th-20th c. 

1. Location (or pres/abs) of 
houses, “shacks”  

Interviews 

House construction and 
use- pre-contact 

1. Location of plank houses 
2. Location in relation to 
one another, to ancient 
shoreline 
3. Location in relation to 
other settlements  
4. Identify construction/ 
renovation patterns 

Percussion coring, 
excavation, trench, mapping 
 

Conflict 1. Identify location of 
defensive features 
2. Identify location of 
underground house 
3. Identify enemies  
4. Identify dates and 
frequency of conflict, 
feature use 

Mapping, percussion 
coring, ethnographic 
documents, interviews 

Trade- pre-contact 1. Identify artifacts/ 
materials indicative of trade 
2. Source materials 
(obsidian) 
 

Excavation, XRF 
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Chapter 2: Methods 

In this thesis, I use several sources of data to provide detailed and diverse 

information and perspectives to reconstruct the history of Klehkwahnnohm. In particular, 

I use Tla’amin oral history recorded in interviews, ethnographic and archival data from 

primary and secondary documents, and archaeological data from survey, testing, mapping 

and excavation. The data were collected over two years (2008 and 2009) in the context of 

the Tla’amin-SFU Field School in Archaeology and Heritage Stewardship. 

Ethnographic data 

Ethnographic sources provide insight to details of life that may or may not be 

preserved in the archaeological record. In this thesis I use three kinds of ethnographic 

data, including ethnographic texts and two sets of interview data. The ethnographic data 

were collected at varying levels of specificity and provide different details of 

Klehkwahnnohm’s history through different periods of time. Ethnographic data recorded 

in the twentieth century were collected as general research on the Coast Salish (Barnett 

1955) and Northern Coast Salish (Kennedy and Bouchard 1983) peoples, while 

interviews by the Sliammon Treaty Society (1996–2000) and Tla’amin-SFU Field School 

(2008–2009) were directed at mapping resource use in Tla’amin territory and recording 

details of life at Klehkwahnnohm, respectively. 
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Ethnographic texts and archival documents 

My thesis relies on a diverse set of ethnographic texts and historical documents 

(Table 4). The main source of ethnographic information used in my thesis is from Homer 

G. Barnett’s field notes (1935–1936) and his resulting body of published work (Barnett 

1938, 1944, 1955). Barnett’s notes and articles focus on physical descriptions of the 

Klehkwahnnohm landscape as described by one of his main Northern Coast Salish 

consultants, Chief Tom Timothy (ca. 1855–1955). Chief Tom lived at Klehkwahnnohm, 

among other places, over the course of his life and provided unique details about 

Klehkwahnnohm that may have otherwise been unknown. Barnett’s ethnographic texts 

reflect aspects of Tla’amin life in the 1930s, but some of the knowledge shared by Chief 

Tom speaks to the early- to mid-nineteenth century. These pieces of information are 

critical to my reconstruction of Klehkwahnnohm’s history, as little archaeological or 

Tla’amin oral history exists for this period.  

Other sources used in this thesis include primary documents (e.g., maps, letters, 

photographs) housed in the B.C. Archives, Tla’amin archives, and the Powell River 

Museum archives. Several other primary documents are privately held and were scanned 

for reference with the permission of the owner. These documents provide pieces of 

information regarding land use at Klehkwahnnohm in the late-nineteenth and early-

twentieth centuries and focus largely on the bay’s abundance of herring and later use as a 

booming ground. Information garnered from some of the documents is limited, however, 

by their unknown origin or purpose (e.g., maps with no date, title, etc.). These limitations, 

when critical, are discussed in the text as the sources are presented. 
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Table 4. Historic documents used in this thesis organized chronologically 
Author Type “Title” or 

Description 
Published/Date 

No author Map “Sketch showing 
position of and about 
the shape of Indian 
Res.” 

n.d 

O’Reilly, P. Report Sessional Papers 1889 
Bury, H.G. Map “Plan of Sliammon 

Reserve B.C.” 
1918 

Winkler, George Photograph “Scuttle Bay” 1925 
Barnett, Homer Field Notes Field Notes from 

research in Tla’amin 
territory 

1935–36 

No author Newspaper 
article (Digester) 

“Indian Herring Fleet 
Comes in” 

April 1937 

Ball, F.J.C  
(Indian Agent) 

Letter Response to request to 
use Klehkwahnnohm 
for boom ground 

April 9, 1937 

No author Newspaper 
article (Digester) 

“The Herring Are 
Running” 

April 1938 

No author Photograph Man standing in 
Klehkwahnnohm with 
fish, canoes 

1938 

No author Photograph Boy standing in front 
of herring racks at 
Klehkwahnnohm 

1938 

No author Photograph Herring racks at 
Klehkwahnnohm 

1939 

Allan, D.J 
(Acting Director, 
Department of 
Mines and 
Resources 

Letter Confirmation and 
approval of request for 
Klehkwahnnohm to be 
used for boom ground 

Sept. 24, 1945 

O’Brien, G.W 
(Vice President, 
Powell River 
Company Limited) 

Letter Agreement to 
construct wharf at 
Klehkwahnnohm and 
pay credit to 
Sliammon band for 
use of land 

Oct. 12, 1945 

MacKay, D.M 
(Indian 
Commissioner for 
B.C.) 

Letter Statement that 
compensation is 
required for damages 
to landscape, not as 

Nov. 10, 1945 
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payment for lease of 
lands 

Ball, F.J.C 
(Indian Agent) 

Letter Notice that 
construction of wharf 
underway 

Nov. 13, 1945 

MacKay, D.M 
(Indian 
Commissioner for 
B.C.) 

Letter Final approval of 
Klehkwahnnohm use 
for boom ground 

Nov. 14, 1945 

Allan, D.J Letter Arrangements and 
compensation 
considered concluded 
for 1946 

Nov. 1, 1946 

No author Photograph Landscape photo of 
Klehkwahnnohm, 
house 

n.d (1950s–60s?) 

No author Newspaper 
article (Digester) 

“Chief Tom Timothy” Oct. 28, 1955 

No author Newspaper 
article 
(Powell River 
News) 

“Chief Tom Timothy” Nov. 2, 1955 

Timothy, Jim Map Sketch of log boom 
operation in 1960s 

2008 

 
 

Interviews 

Tla’amin oral history is an integral part of the reconstruction of Klehkwahnnohm. 

I use knowledge collected during the 2008 and 2009 SFU-Tla’amin field school 

(Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008, 2009), as well as knowledge from a traditional 

use study (TUS) conducted by the Sliammon Treaty Society from 1996-2000 (Sliammon 

Treaty Society 1996, 2000). For the purposes of this thesis, I refer to the combined body 

of knowledge from the TUS study and the 2008-2009 interviews as “Tla’amin oral 

history” or “oral history”. These terms are intended to reflect that the knowledge speaks 
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primarily to personal experiences of Tla’amin community members, but may also include 

knowledge that has been passed inter-generationally. 

The goal of the Sliammon Treaty Society TUS was to gather information about 

where and how the Tla’amin and their ancestors used their traditional territory and 

resources.  These data were gathered as the foundation for the treaty process.  Tla’amin 

elders, and a few Klahoose and Homalco elders, were interviewed in informal group and 

individual settings.  Table 5 includes the full list of TUS interviewees rather than those 

who specifically discussed Klehkwahnnohm. This was done for two reasons. First, the 

TUS transcripts to which I had access used the initials of the participants rather than full 

names. As there are multiple cases of people with the same initials, I was unable to easily 

assign quotes to specific individuals. Second, for much of the general knowledge (e.g., 

resources used) I cannot cite a specific individual by name, as the knowledge is a 

compilation of many voices.  

The TUS interview questions and responses were addressed in a combination of 

English and Sliammon. The elders were given maps and photographs to facilitate 

discussions and were asked to outline the resources they used for various purposes and 

how these practices changed over time. The discussions were recorded and later 

transcribed (Michelle Washington, personal communication 2009). Information garnered 

from the Sliammon TUS provides general insight to the marine and terrestrial resources 

that were procured and processed at Klehkwahnnohm. Klehkwahnnohm was mentioned 

frequently in the TUS study in part because of its abundant resources, but also because of 

its proximity and accessibility to the main reserve (IR 1).  
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Table 5. Compiled list of Tla'amin TUS participants 1996 and 2000 (Michelle 
Washington, personal communication 2011) 
Interviewers Interviewees 
Evan Adams 
Connie 
Wilson 
Karen 
Galligos 
Maynard 
Harry 
Kerri Timothy 
Jodie 
Williams 

Agnes McGee 
(Timothy) 
Alfred Hackett 
Alvin Wilson 
Andy Paul 
Annie Dominick 
(August) 
Art Noel Harry 
Benny Charlie 
Bertha Treakle 
(August) 
Bob Timothy 
Bobby Barnes 
Charlie Bob 
Charlie Charlie 
Charlie Francis 
Chris Peters 
Daisy Hill (Hackett) 
Dave Dominick 
David George 
Dora Galligos 
Elsie Galligos 
(Wilson) 
 

Elsie Paul (Timothy) 
Emily August 
Ernie Harry 
Eugene Louie 
Eva Hanson (Wilson) 
Florence Dominick 
(Harry) 
Henry Bob 
James Timothy 
Janie Adams (Wilson) 
Joe Mitchell 
Joe Paul Sr. 
Joe Wilson 
Joe Wilson 
John George 
John Louie 
Katherine Blaney 
(Tom) 
Leonard Pielle 
Leslie Adams 
Linda Louie (Harry) 
Sam Pielle 
 

Stella Timothy 
Susan Sophie Pielle 
(Mitchell)  
Theresa Wilson (Leo) 
Thomas August 
Vince Timothy 
Violet Macdonald 
(Harry) 
Walter Hackett 
Wilhelmina Harry 
Willie Bob 
Yvonne Galligos 
Peter Harry 
Peter Wilson 
Philip Timothy 
Phyllis Dominick 
Randy Timothy 
Raymond Galligos 
Richard Harry 
Ronald Harry 
Rose Louie (Tom) 

In the context of the 2008 and 2009 SFU-Tla’amin field school, Tla’amin elders 

and cultural experts were interviewed about their knowledge and memories of 

Klehkwahnnohm (Table 6). These interviews differed from the TUS interviews as they 

were specifically targeted at understanding the use and importance of Klehkwahnnohm. 

The majority of the interviews were conducted on site and were video-recorded. The 

interviewees shared their personal and family ties to the landscape, discussed the location 

of historic houses and the people who occupied them, and explained the importance of 

the landscape for the collection of herring and herring roe. Interviews with non-Tla’amin 

local residents included discussions of logging on the bay in the early- to mid-twentieth 
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century and descriptions of the landscape in the 1960s and 70s. This latter information is 

important for identifying recently built landscape features (e.g., the extension of the 

shoreline and site disturbance). 

Table 6. Tla'amin and Powell River area community members interviewed 
about Klehkwahnnohm in 2008-9 
Interviewers Interviewees 
Dana Lepofsky 
John R. Welch 
Julia Jackley 
Field School 
Students (2008 & 
2009) 

Mary George 
Emily August 
Walter Paul 
Les Adams 
Alvin Wilson 
Melvin Mitchell 
Jerry Galligos 
Roy Francis 
Charlie Bob 
Jim Timothy 
Douglas Wayne 
Don Carto 

 

This combined body of Tla’amin oral history provides a sample of community 

members’ knowledge and personal memories of life and experiences at Klehkwahnnohm 

in the twentieth century. Most of the interviewees were born between 1930–1950 and 

recall memories from their childhood, as well as knowledge passed on from their parents 

and grandparents. Assuming approximately twenty years per generation, the oral history 

speaks to pieces of Klehkwahnnohm’s history between years 1900–1950. Knowledge of 

the bay prior to the twentieth century is limited, and this gap in its history is one of the 

primary reasons we were directed to conduct archaeological research on this landscape.   

Archaeological data 

Members of the Tla’amin–SFU archaeology team focused investigations in four 

areas of the bay including the rocky point and northern shoreline, the southern shoreline, 
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and the head of the bay (Figure 4). The work was conducted between June and July in 

2008 and 2009, in the context of the Tla’amin-SFU field school.  A total of 14 weeks 

were spent in the field and included a variety of field methods designed to retrieve a 

diverse set of data (Table 7). Jackley (2012) and Lepofsky (et al. 2009) offer additional 

methodological details. 
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Table 7. Field methods used in 2008 and 2009 at Klehkwahnnohm 
Location2 Field Method Data collected Comments 
Rocky Point   
 Excavation (N= 

2 m x 2 m 
units) 

Stratigraphy, 
faunal, PEB3, 
artifacts 

 

 Mapping (total 
station) 

Topography  

 Percussion 
coring & 
(N=16) 

Stratigraphy Exploratory, site 
boundaries 

Northern Shoreline   
 Excavation (N= 

3, 1 m x 1 m 
units) 

Stratigraphy, 
faunal, PEB, 
artifacts 

 

 Machine- 
excavated 
trenches (N = 
2; 8 m x 1.5 m) 

Stratigraphy Exploratory, in 
construction zone 
(prev disturbed) 

 Percussion 
coring (N=41) 

Stratigraphy  

 Test holes 
(N=10; 30 cm x 
30 cm) & 
auguring (N = 
7) 

Stratigraphy, 
artifacts 

Exploratory 

 Test Pit (50cm 
x 50 cm; N = 1) 

Stratigraphy, 
artifacts 

 

Head of Bay    
 Test holes 

(N=8; 30 cm x 
30 cm) 

Stratigraphy Exploratory, site 
boundaries 

 Survey (100%)  Location of cult 
features/ deposits 

Southern Shoreline & Klahanie Point   

 Percussion 
coring (N=39) 

Stratigraphy Exploratory 

 Mapping Topography  

 Test pit (N=1; Stratigraphy  

                                                
2 See Figure 4 
3 Paleoethnobotany 
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50 cm x 50 cm)  

 Test holes 
(N=9; 30 cm x 
30 cm) 

 Exploratory 

 

In 2008, the project focused excavation and testing on the rocky point (Figure 4). 

The area was chosen for its intact deposits and accessibility to the public. The excavators 

aimed to determine basic information regarding which activities were conducted, which 

resources were processed, and when the site was used (i.e., year, seasonality). To address 

these questions, six 2 m x 2 m units in a U-shape were excavated simultaneously on one 

of the three flats of the rocky point. A 2 m x 2 m area was left unexcavated between two 

units to provide a platform for site visitors to view excavations in progress. The deposits 

on the northern point are relatively shallow (40-50 cm max), which allowed the 

excavators to expose a larger surface area (24 m2). The team excavated in 5 cm levels to 

maintain vertical control over the super fine, ashy stratigraphic layers.  

In 2009, the team considerably expanded the archaeological exploration of the 

bay. The goal was to locate and identify archaeological deposits and features as well as to 

gain an understanding of pre-contact land use including activities conducted and 

resources processed. The excavators also aimed to gain insight into economic and social 

relations represented at Klehkwahnnohm in both pre- and post-contact contexts. To 

address these questions, the extensive testing included coring, survey, and test holes 

throughout the bay. As a result, multiple intact house floor deposits along the northern 

shoreline were identified. Following these discoveries, much of the 2009 effort was 

directed towards the excavation of the northern shoreline (Table 4). Four units (1 m x 1 
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m) and two trenches (1.5 m x 8 m) were excavated down to sterile deposits (100-200 cm 

d.b.s) to examine the plank house remains. In addition, the team concentrated efforts on 

mapping Klahanie point to examine a defensive feature noted by Barnett (1944, 1955) 

and known to Tla’amin community members (Table 4).  

The archaeological data provide the greatest insights into the bay’s ancient history 

and span the greatest time period. Our 2009 excavations revealed evidence of people 

using the landscape for over 3,500 years, and our 2008 investigation indicated continued 

use through contact and into the twentieth century. My analysis of the deposits and 

various samples provides insight to diverse aspects of life including resource use, 

community organization, and daily activities. However, there are gaps in the 

archaeological data that make the ethnographic and oral history sources essential to my 

initial reconstruction of the bay’s history. Details of the early contact period, for example, 

are virtually unknown archaeologically and the data also fail to provide a real sense of 

who—which individuals and families—used the land. Tla’amin oral history, on the other 

hand, can connect names and faces to specific areas on the landscape in the later part of 

the bay’s history. 
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Chapter 3: The History of Klehkwahnnohm: 3,500 
B.P.- 1950 A.D 

In the following sections I bring together Tla’amin oral history, archaeology, 

ethnographic documents, and more recent interviews to reconstruct the history of 

Klehkwahnnohm. I trace the use of the landscape chronologically, beginning with the 

earliest evidence of Tla’amin activity approximately 3,500–4,000 years B.P. I recount the 

changing uses of the land but also show the continuous threads of Tla’amin connection to 

this place.   

The history of Klehkwahnnohm is in many ways bounded both in space and time. 

In this thesis I focus on the activities that were conducted and the people who lived 

within the boundaries of the Klehkwahnnohm landscape. However, like all histories, 

Klehkwahnnohm is nested within broader regional historic events. These events have 

imprinted the landscape and are apparent in both the material record and in oral history. 

In this chapter I highlight these historical events and discuss their impact on the people 

who lived at Klehkwahnnohm (Figure 6). 

I divide my summary into periods of time that reflect significant shifts in land use. 

The divisions are also largely representative of time periods for which data exist. It is 

likely that additional shifts in land use occurred that are not reflected in the data 

represented in this thesis. The sections created for this history roughly correspond to the 

temporal limits of the data sources. That is, some periods (e.g., 3,500 B.P. –2,000 B.P.) 

are entirely based on archaeological data, while the later history of the bay (e.g., 1930s–
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60s A.D.) has largely been constructed from ethnographic (i.e., interviews) data. In 

sections where more than one source speaks to the same time period, I present the data 

from each source separately. The structuring of my thesis in this fashion demonstrates 

that though the sources refer to the same landscape, they each highlight different pieces 

of its history.  
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Figure 6. Timeline of events at Klehkwahnnohm 4,000 B.P. –1960 A.D. 
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3,500 B.P.- 2,000 B.P. 

The archaeological record demonstrates deep and continuous land use at 

Klehkwahnnohm. Details of the earliest history are limited, however, and based on 

isolated artifacts. The first indication of people at Klehkwahnnohm is from a projectile 

point that dates stylistically between 3,500–4,000 B.P. (Roy Carlson personal 

communication 2011, Figure 7). The point was found at the head of the bay within 

disturbed midden. The presence of midden in this location may suggest resource 

processing and possible camps during this time period.  

 
Figure 7. Projectile point (3,500 B.P.- 4,000 B.P.) found at the head of the bay 
 
 

Further evidence of land use at Klehkwahnnohm is absent until around 2000 years 

ago when the first plank house was constructed. Based on our excavations and 

radiocarbon dating, this plank house was the first permanent structure constructed around 

the bay. I follow Suttles (1991), who defines a plank house as a structure composed of a 

post and beam frame that was sheathed and sometimes floored with planks. 

Archaeological excavations along the northern shoreline reveal the presence of four plank 

houses (Figure 8). These houses demonstrate multiple construction and renovation events 

indicating investment in the landscape and continued use through time. 
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Figure 8. Plank house and excavation unit locations on the northern shoreline of 
Klehkwahnnohm 
 

At Klehkwahnnohm, House 1 provides the clearest evidence of continued use 

through time. The initial construction is marked by a charred Douglas-fir plank and post 

on basal sands, the latter of which was AMS radiocarbon dated to 2,000 B.P. (Table 8). 

Similar to other Coast Salish houses (Lepofsky et al. 2000), the plank house is situated 

parallel to the shoreline as evidenced by the orientation of the charred plank. 
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Table 8. Radiocarbon dates for Klehkwahnnohm 
House # Beta # Material 

Dated 
Conventional  
Radiocarbon  
Age B.P. 

2-Sigma Calibration4 
B.C./A.D. (B.P.) 

1 
 

265374 Charcoal 2020 +/- 40 
 

150–140 BC (2100–2090) 
AND 110–60 BC (2060–
1880) 
 

3 
 

263323 Charcoal 
 

40 +/- 40 
 

1700–1720 (260–220) 
AND 1820–1920 (140–30) 
 

4 
 

263324 Charcoal 
 

910 +/- 40  
 

1030–1220 (920–730) 
 

 

Over time, the plank house was expanded eastward in three renovation events. 

Following the initial construction, the first renovation is indicated by construction fill 

(Table 9; Layer VII) and a large post support (Figure 9) that appears to have punched 

through the charred plank. A small post support and associated house floor lenses (Layer 

VI) mark a second renovation event. The third renovation is characterized by multiple 

small construction fill depositions or hearth dumps (Layer V). A trench profile reveals 

that each of these renovations events is associated with the deposition of construction fill 

to remodel or level the living surface (Figure 10). The events are distinguished by 

differences in the soil matrix, the extension of living surfaces and post holes eastward 

(i.e., away from the shoreline), and the subsequent capping of older house floor deposits 

as new construction fill layers were deposited (Jackley 2012).   

                                                
4 Calibrations were calculated using the latest (2004) calibration database. Multiple probability ranges are 

given for samples from House 1 and House 4, due to short-term variations in the atmospheric C14 
contents during these time periods.   
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Figure 9. Post support on basal deposits in House 1 
 

Table 9. Stratigraphic layers of House 1 

Layer Description 

I Light grey, sandy silt with angular pebbles and cobbles. 

II A-horizon, recently buried during 2009 construction. 

III Dark brown (7.5 YR3/2) sandy silt, some shell. Layer is disturbed. 

IV Dark brown (7.5YR3/2) sandy silt matrix, dense shell midden; 
primarily native littleneck, purple mussel, green urchin. 

V Black (10YR2/1) sandy silt, pocks of burnt sands, cobbles, FCR. 

VI Very dark brown (10YR2/2) sandy silt, small amounts of faunal 
remains; fish, unidentified mammal. 

VII Black (10YR2/1) sandy silt with lenses of charcoal, yellow-brown 
(10YR8/8) silty sand, and yellow (10YR8/8) sand. Dense 
concentrations of FCR, charcoal.  

VIII Yellow-brown (10YR3/6) basal sands, pebbles, gravels. 

IX Grey clay, sterile deposits. 
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Figure 10. Northwest wall profile of House 1
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The final occupation of House 1 is capped by shell midden dominated by native 

littleneck, purple mussel, and green urchin (Layer IV). This midden was deposited across 

the excavated portion of the site and marks the final occupations for each plank house 

excavated. The midden in House 3 dates to the early post-contact period, around 240 B.P. 

(260–220 +/- 40; Table 8). I assume that this date also provides an approximate terminal 

date for House 1, since the post-occupation midden deposits in the two houses correspond 

in relative depth and appearance (i.e., dominated by native little neck, mussel, and 

urchin). Refer to Jackley (2012) for further details of the excavation and stratigraphy.  

The basal and inferred terminal dates for House 1 indicate that it was occupied 

and renovated over periods spanning nearly 2,000 years. Though dates of the renovation 

events for House 1 are unknown, the deposition of construction fill separated by thick 

(20-50cm) house floors (e.g., Layer V; Figure 10) and associated features, suggests these 

were renovation events that occurred separately and over time. Based on radiocarbon 

dates from similarly thick floors in other Northwest Coast plank houses (e.g., Grier 2006; 

Lepofsky et. al 2000; Ames et. al 1992), the House 1 living floors represent generations 

of use.  

800 B.P.-1760 A.D 

Around 800 B.P. (920 B.P. –730 B.P.), the settlement at Klehkwahnnohm 

expanded to the north and south with the construction of at least three additional plank 

houses (Houses 2, 3, 4; Figure 8). Similar to House 1, Houses 2, 3, and 4 are 

characterized by multiple renovation events, features, and construction fill. Renovation 

events are less clear in Houses 2-4, but are evidenced by deposits of construction fill. 
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Within each plank house, the final occupation is capped by the same green urchin and 

mussel shell midden observed in House 1. This depositional change marks a significant 

shift in land and resource use, and will be discussed below.   

The plank houses are located on the northern shoreline near a small creek. The 

location of the houses suggests that they formed a small community; this is also 

supported by radiocarbon dates (Table 8). Houses 1, 2, and 4 are oriented parallel to the 

shoreline, and similar to other Coast Salish plank houses (e.g., Grier 2006, Lepofsky et. al 

2000), likely faced outwards towards the water. This assumption is based on the direction 

of House 1’s expansion over time (i.e., eastward). Based on the orientations of a charred 

plank in House 1 and a floor in House 2 (285° and 215°, respectively), I surmise that the 

orientations of Houses 1 and 2 are similar and parallel the shoreline. The orientation of 

House 4 is presumed to be parallel to the shoreline based on its close proximity to the 

water. House 3, by contrast, is located on the eastern side of the northern point and may 

have faced inwards towards the other houses (Figure 8). As previously discussed (Ch. 1) 

the northern point was once a small island and House 3 may therefore have been partially 

or completely separated from the shoreline during high tide.  

The addition of at least three houses, in conjunction with the expansion of House 

1, represents a growing population and generations of community building and planning 

at Klehkwahnnohm. This modification and use of the landscape through time indicates 

continued investment in the land. Indeed, radiocarbon dates indicate that Houses 3 and 4 

were used over a period spanning nearly 600 years. A basal date in House 4 of around 

800 B.P. (920 B.P. –730 B.P.) marks the initial expansion of the settlement. A terminal 

date on the urchin and mussel dominated midden in House 3 indicates the last use of the 
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houses around 240 years ago (Table 8). Though undated, I assume House 2 was occupied 

during the same period given its close proximity to House 1, 3, and 4 and their similar 

orientation. I cannot verify the houses were used for the entire 600 year span, but it is 

clear based on superimposed hearths, multiple floors, and construction fill deposits, that 

the houses had multiple, successive occupations during this time period.  

Based on the close proximity of the plank houses to each other and overlapping 

radiocarbon dates, I assume that occupations in Houses 1-4 were contemporaneous at 

certain times between 800 B.P. –240 B.P. Our extensive testing (Jackley 2012) did not 

reveal plank houses elsewhere on the bay, suggesting the northern shoreline was the 

primary living and activity area. The head of the bay and parts of the southern shoreline 

were likely used for resource gathering while people were living in the plank houses at 

the northern end of the bay.  However, there is no archaeological evidence that people 

lived to the south of the settlement prior to the twentieth century. If my inferences are 

correct and the four plank houses were used at the same time, Klehkwahnnohm was 

home to multiple families for nearly 600 years.  

The presence of plank houses at Klehkwahnnohm provides insight into the social 

system of the people who occupied the landscape. Plank houses on the Northwest Coast 

were significant economic and social investments (Sobel et. al 2006) that required the 

organization of resources and labour (Gahr 2006). Social hierarchies were required to 

delegate tasks and social connections (e.g., kin) were required to provide adequate 

material and labour support (Suttles 1960). At Klehkwahnnohm, the first plank house was 

constructed around 2,000 B.P., suggesting that a hierarchical system and a web of social 

connections were in place by this time. By 800 B.P., expansion in the number of 
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household groups is represented by the addition of three plank houses. I infer that as the 

number of households increased at Klehkwahnnohm, so did the number of social 

connections both within and outside the bay, the latter of which situate the settlement 

within a broader regional context. Such connections are also evidenced through trade 

items, which are discussed below. 

Plank houses at Klehkwahnnohm also provide some insights into social relations 

within the household. A plank house had a “life expectancy” beyond that of its original 

inhabitants, requiring the transmission of responsibility and household identity from one 

generation to the next (Gahr 2006). Houses, therefore, were often maintained and lived in 

for generations (e.g., Lepofsky et al. 2000, Ames et al 1992). Houses 1-4 provide clear 

evidence of multi-generational use and maintenance. House 1 indicates that people lived 

in and renovated the plank house over many generations between 2,000 B.P. –240 B.P. 

With limited radiocarbon dates, it is difficult to determine the intervals of occupation. 

However, evidence of an initial construction followed by three major renovations and 

associated house floors demonstrates that the plank house was occupied at least four 

times. While it is unknown if House 1 was occupied continuously for 1,800 years, the 

repeated expansion of the house indicates a multi-generational investment in House 1 and 

in the Klehkwahnnohm landscape. 

Around 240 years ago, the plank houses at Klehkwahnnohm were abandoned. A 

distinct layer of shell midden, dominated by lenses of green urchin, mussel, and herring 

caps the last house occupations and marks this significant shift in land use. The absence 

of a paleosol between the house floors and the midden suggests that this change was 

relatively rapid. Given that the houses had been lived in for over 600 years in the same 
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place and with no sign of abandonment, it seems unlikely that the houses would have 

been moved elsewhere along the shoreline. Rather, it appears that the houses were 

abandoned or removed and the use of the area shifted to intensive resource processing.  

One hypothesis is that this midden represents the remains of large feasts or other 

ritual. The midden appears to have been deposited roughly at the same time across the 

site, capping the last house occupations. The lenses of urchin, mussel, little neck, and 

herring represent basket loads of discard. In House 4, the faunal assemblage indicates that 

these species were specifically targeted and consumed in large quantities (urchin 

MNI=77, littleneck clam MNI=159, mussel MNI=70, herring NISP=929) and comprise 

the bulk of both the invertebrate (urchin=18.3%, mussel=20%, littleneck clam=41.5%) 

and ichthyofaunal assemblages (herring=71.5%). The preference and quantity of select 

species seems to suggest that this was not processing associated with daily subsistence, 

but rather a few events that would have required a coordinated, group effort, perhaps for 

a special event.  

This shift from houses to resource processing corresponds temporally with the 

first recorded European contact (mid-1700s) and the introduction of diseases in Tla’amin 

territory (ca. 1781-2) (Harris 1994; Sliammon Treaty Society 2012) and may indicate a 

decrease in the population of Klehkwahnnohm. Population declines across the region led 

to the amalgamation of Tla’amin people in Sliammon (IR #1) and in Grace Harbour (IR 

#6) (Figure 1), and it is possible that the people living at Klehkwahnnohm relocated to 

one of these locations. 
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Place and settlement marker 

An undated petroglyph may be associated with the plank house settlement at 

Klehkwahnnohm. Petroglyphs located on beachfronts are thought to serve as place 

markers and are often within walking distance of settlements (Lundy 1974). The 

petroglyph at Klehkwahnnohm is positioned at the head of the bay, approximately 500 m 

from the ancient settlement. Given its location in a spot highly visible to visitors arriving 

by canoe, it is possible that the Klehkwahnnohm petroglyph served to mark the location 

of the settlement. The petroglyph is located on a granite boulder and consists of pecked 

circles that align to depict two mirror image triangles (Figure 11). The image is on the top 

of the boulder, facing upwards towards the sky. Although moved from its original 

position, the image likely faced outwards towards the water, similar to other Northwest 

Coast petroglyphs located at the shoreline (Lundy 1974). In Tla’amin territory, 

petroglyphs with a similar style of pecked circles have been identified near the modern 

neighbourhood of Westview, south of Powell River (personal observation June, 2009) 

(Figure 1). The meaning of the petroglyph image at Klehkwahnnohm is unknown.  
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Figure 11. Petroglyph found near head of the bay displaying two mirror-image 
triangles. The left image illustrates the pecked circles 

Resource use and processing 

The artifacts recovered from the plank houses provide a glimpse of activities at 

Klehkwahnnohm over the past 2,000 years. Bone points and harpoon valves provide 

evidence of salmon and herring fishing, stone tool production is evidenced from lithic 

debitage and complete stone tools including slate knives and bifaces/projectile points 

indicate resource processing and possibly hunting. Surface finds of several large choppers 

may also date to this period and provide evidence of woodworking. Though limited in 

number, the artifacts indicate that the people of Klehkwahnnohm conducted a wide range 

of activities consistent with permanent village life (Table 9). The artifacts also mirror 

results from the faunal analysis (see below) that indicate both marine and terrestrial 

resources were used. 
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Table 10. Artifacts and associated resource processing activity 
Artifacts Activity Location 
   
Boiling stones  Cooking/processing House 3  
   
Fire altered rock Cooking/processing Houses 1-4 
Slate knives, 
worked slate 

Fish processing House 1, 3 

Harpoon & valves, 
bone points, mussel 
shell celt 

Fishing House 4 

Projectile points Hunting House 1, Disturbed 
midden 

Debitage, core Tool production House 1, 2, 3 
Worked bone Bone tool production House 3, 4 
Abraders Bone and/or slate tool 

production 
House 3, 4 

Awls/perforators Basketry House 3, 4 
Choppers Woodworking Surface/Disturbed 

midden 
 

Faunal analyses from the plank houses indicate that people gathered and 

processed resources from a variety of ecosystems (Table 10). Although the range of 

sample volumes (i.e., 2 litre, bulk sample, grab sample) limits direct comparisons 

between houses, two trends are clear. First, there is a clear dominance of herring across 

the site, demonstrating the importance of this species. In House 4, for example, herring is 

represented in every layer/level over a nearly 600 year period. In addition to herring, 

dogfish, salmon, and perch are also represented in numbers that suggest they were 

important (Totals N= 127, 95, 44, respectively). A second site wide trend is that marine 

fauna dominate the assemblage (fish total N=5196, shellfish
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Table 11. Comparison of faunal remains recovered from Houses 1-4 
    House 11 House 22 House 32 House 41 

House Totals Taxon Common Name NISP P/A NISP P/A NISP P/A NISP MN
I 

Fish                 
Clupea pallasii Herring 93  353  768  1306  2520 
Cottidae Sculpin 1  1     1  3 
Engraulis moradx Anchovy       1     1 
Gadidae Cod    1        1 
Hexagrammos sp. Greenling 1  4  1  3  9 
Onchorhynchus 
sp. Salmon 2  35  23  35  95 
Ophiodon 
elongatus Lingcod    4  1     5 
Perciforme Perch 2  21  6  15  44 
Pleuronectiformes Flatfish    13        13 

Porichthys notatus 
Plainfin 
Midshipman    7     5  12 

Raja spp. Skate             0 
Sebastes spp. Rockfish    21  3  11  35 
Squalus acanthias Dogfish Shark 6  62  25  34  127 
Unidentified Fish Unidentified 147  614  626  944  2331 
Total Fish   252   1136   1454   2354   5196 
Birds                 
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Anas spp. Duck             0 
Larus spp. Gull       1     1 
Bird Unidentified    5  1  5  11 
Total Birds   0   5   2   5   12 
Mammals                 

Canis spp. 
Coyote, Dog or 
Wolf    4     1  5 

Odocoileus 
hemionus Mule Deer    1  1     2 
Rodentia Unidentified       2     2 
Spilogale sp. Skunk             0 
Ursus americanus Black Bear    1        1 
Land Mammal Unidentified 3  50  14  23  90 
Sea Mammal Unidentified    5     1  6 
Total Mammals   3   61   17   25   106 
Invertebrates                 
Balanus spp. Acorn Barnacle   +      +   8 8+ 
Clincardium 
nuttallii Cockle   +   +   +   18 18+ 
Mytilus trossulus Bay Mussel   +   +   +   139 139+ 
Protothaca 
staminea Littleneck Clam   +   +   +   215 215+ 
Saxidomus 
giganteus Butter Clam   +   +   +   30 30+ 
Strongylocentrotu
s droebachiensis Green Sea Urchin   +   +   +    + 
Strongylocentrotu
s purpuratus Purple Sea Urchin   +   +   +    + 
Strongylocentrotu Sea Urchin            135 135 
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s spp. 
Macoma nasuta Bentnose Clam      +   +   8 8+ 
Nucella sp. Whelk      +      51 51+ 
Tresus sp. Horse Clam      +   +   3 3+ 
Euspira lewisii Moon Snail         +    + 
Lottiidae Limpet         +   7 7+ 
Pupilloidea Land Snail            1 1+ 
Total 
Invertebrates                 615 615+5 
1. Fauna identified from bulk flotation samples        
2. Fauna identified from a mix of bulk flotation samples and level bags     

                                                
5 The “+” on the total number of invertebrate specimens reflects the invertebrates that are counted by presence only 
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total= 615+6, vs, birds total N= 12, mammal total N=106), suggesting that marine fauna 

played a more important role in the diet than terrestrial fauna.  

Herring and shellfish were often managed using intertidal features (Caldwell et al. 

2011). Some of the marine resources represented at Klehkwahnnohm could have been 

harvested with intertidal features located within close proximity to the bay. Indeed, a 

complex of crescent shaped (Caldwell et al 2011) intertidal features are located south of 

the bay at Teeshohsum (Sliammon bay). Based on a 1965 aerial photo, these features 

once extended to the southern edge of Klahanie point (Figure 12). The features near 

Klehkwahnnohm are undated, though a few unpublished radiocarbon dates from other 

intertidal features in Tla’amin territory have dated between 600 B.P. –300 B.P. (Megan 

Caldwell, personal communication 2011). Assuming the features near Sliammon and 

Klahanie are of similar age, it is possible that they could have been used at the same time 

as the plank houses, perhaps during the later phases of occupation.   

                                                
6 The “+” on the total number of invertebrate specimens reflects invertebrates that are counted by presence 

only in Houses 1-3 
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Figure 12. Location of intertidal features near Klehkwahnnohm 

Trade Relations 

Artifacts from two of the plank houses provide insight into long distance trade 

and suggest that the community at Klehkwahnnohm had ties with people in what is now 

Kwakwak’wakw and Nuu’chah’nulth territories. X-ray fluorescence indicates an obsidian 

flake from House 2 came from Kingcome Inlet. This fits within an emerging regional 

pattern of trade relations. Analyses of obsidian samples from throughout the territory 

suggest that the people of this region had connections to both the north and south 

(Lepofsky et al. 2009). Though somewhat limited in number, the obsidian samples 

suggest that people living near the southern extent of the territory had a preference for, or 

ties to, sources from Whitewater Ridge (Umatilla) and Mt. Garibaldi (Squamish), while 
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those near the northern extent used sources from Kingcome Inlet (Kwakwak’wakw) 

(Tla’amin-SFU 2009). In addition, a California mussel shell celt found in House 4 

indicates at least remote contact with the west coast of Vancouver Island, as this is the 

closest source of this species. 

Conflict 

A feature at Klahanie point provides further insights into ancient social relations. 

Comparisons to similar features in the region suggest that it was a trench embankment 

used for the defence of the plank house settlement. This conclusion is also supported by 

ethnographic data and will be discussed in a later section (3.1.3). 

The Klahanie feature has been previously recorded and referred to as an 

“earthwork” and “trench embankment” (Acheson and Riley 1976). Based on mapping 

and percussion coring, the feature consists of a terrace that extends approximately 120m 

along the north side of Klahanie point (Figure 13, Figure 14). The terrace wraps around 

the point of land and gradually slopes downward towards the shoreline along the southern 

edge of Klahanie point (Figure 13). The feature ranges in elevation from 0.5 m at the 

shoreline to approximately 7 m meters at the top (Figure 15). Percussion core samples 

indicate that shell midden (5-50 cm max) was deposited on the feature, suggesting that 

the area was also used for resource processing, consumption, or both. Based on the core 

samples, the midden deposits are stratified and therefore unlikely to have been used as 

part of the construction of the feature.  
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Figure 13. Aerial map of Klahanie point illustrating the terrace that wraps 
around the point 
 

 
Figure 14. View of the terrace looking northeast 
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Figure 15. Location of features on Klahanie Point 
 

The characteristics of the defensive feature at Klahanie point most closely 

resemble trench embankment fortifications. According to Angelbeck (2009:192), these 

features enhanced natural landscape features around high elevation points (e.g., bluffs) 

and peninsulas with unprotected perimeters. Klahanie point’s elevation (7 m max) and 

natural features (e.g., marsh, views) made it a prime location for a trench embankment 

fortification. The feature at Klehkwahnnohm is also comparable in length and height to 

those documented elsewhere on the Northwest Coast (e.g., Cardale Point, Angelbeck 

2009: 197). 

Trench embankments were often used in conjunction with forts or other built 

structures. The material correlates of such features are not often identified 

archaeologically, but have been inferred through associated postholes, as well as 

ethnographic evidence (Angelbeck 2009). It is possible that one or more such structures 

were located at Klehkwahnnohm, as the area circumscribed by the terraces (1,600 m2) 
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could easily have fit many houses or structures. A slight depression near the very end of 

Klahanie point may indicate the presence of such structures (Figure 16). However, due to 

recent land modifications and house development, it is difficult to determine when or 

how this depression was created. As discussed below, ethnographic and oral history 

indicate that an underground house was once located near or in association with the 

defensive feature. 

N
 

20m 40m  
Figure 16. Map of Klahanie point illustrating a depression (box) possibly 
associated with the feature 
 

The Klehkwahnnohm defensive feature is undated. However, based on the ages of 

the defensive features and fortification sites on the Northwest Coast more broadly 

(Angelbeck 2009; Schaepe 2006; Moss and Erlandson 1992), the Klehkwahnnohm 

feature may date within the last 1,000 years B.P. As the plank houses on the northern 

shoreline also date within the last 1000 years, it is probable that the defensive feature was 

associated with this settlement.  
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The defensive feature at Klehkwahnnohm was situated to take advantage of the 

natural features of the bay and to be in close proximity to the settlement. Klahanie point 

provides several natural features conducive to defence. Until the 1960s, the area was 

backed to the south by a large marsh, providing adequate defence from a southern attack. 

The elevated area also would have provided views to the north, west, and south. The 

angle of the bay allows one to easily see out towards the ocean, but not into the bay. 

Together this suggests that the area could easily have served as a lookout point. 

 The defensive feature is located less than 1km away by shore, or 0.5 km by water 

from the settlement at the north end of Klehkwahnnohm bay. It is also located less than 

1.5 km by land from Teeshohsum – the bay immediately to the south of 

Klehkwahnnohm, where the majority of Tla’amin people live today. Though the age of 

the archaeological deposits underlying the current Tla’amin settlement is unknown, 

intertidal artifacts including bifaces, utilized flakes, and choppers, and extensive 

complexes of intertidal features suggest the occupation is at least several hundred years 

old. It is likely then, that the settlement at Teeshohsum was occupied at the same time as 

Klehkwahnnohm, at least in its later occupation. The proximity of the defensive feature 

to the settlement in these two bays suggests that it could have been used at various times 

for the protection of both communities.  

Though the precise use of the defensive feature is unclear, its construction 

indicates on-going conflict in the past. Features such as fortifications required a large, 

organized labour force and a significant time investment to construct and were only built 

when warfare was common (Angelbeck 2009). The defensive feature at Klehkwahnnohm 

is of comparable size to archaeological examples of trench embankment fortifications 
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(Angelbeck 2009) suggesting the feature at Klahanie point would similarly have required 

significant labour and resources to construct. 

1760 A.D-1880s A.D 

Little is known about the early post-contact period at Klehkwahnnohm. 

Ethnographic accounts and Tla’amin oral history provide some insight to this troubled 

time in Klehkwahnnohm’s history, and suggest that a defensive feature was used during 

times of conflict. The defensive feature identified archaeologically (previous section) is 

consistent in location, size, and shape to a defensive feature discussed by Barnett (1935–

1936, 1944, 1955) and some Tla’amin community members (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser 

University 2009; Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). The ethnography and oral history 

additionally indicate that a subterranean structure, a feature that was not identified 

archaeologically, may have been associated with the trench embankment. Together the 

sources indicate that the use of the defensive feature continued into the mid-nineteenth 

century, a time when battles were fought in the bay.  

Ethnographic Accounts of Conflict at Klehkwahnnohm 

While ethnographic accounts tend to portray Coast Salish society as pacifist 

relative to other Northwest Coast groups (e.g., Kennedy and Bouchard 1983; Barnett 

1955), more recent studies demonstrate that warfare and conflict were embedded in Coast 

Salish life in the pre-contact and contact eras (Angelbeck 2009, 2007; Donald 1997; 

Mitchell 1984). Oral historical and archaeological data at Klehwahnnohm support this 

latter idea. 
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 Ethnohistoric information indicates that beginning in 1780, the Lekwiltok from 

Johnston Strait raided many Coast Salish villages throughout the Strait of Georgia 

(Carlson 2010). The intensity of the raids was fuelled by the Lekwiltok’s access to 

firearms and their relative physical strength since the initial smallpox epidemic did not 

extend beyond Coast Salish territory. Between the late-eighteenth and early-twentieth 

centuries, the Lekwiltok captured, enslaved, killed, and displaced many Coast Salish 

(Carlson 2010; Harris 1994). In comparison to the Lekwiltok raids, the Haida raids 

occurred over a relatively short, intense period between 1850–1870 (Keith Carlson, 

personal communication to Dana Lepofsky 2012). Knowledge of these more recent Haida 

raids feature prominently in the memories of the Tla’amin today and specifically in 

knowledge of battles fought at Klehkwahnnohm. 

In 1934-5, Homer Barnett visited Klehkwahnnohm with Chief Tom and recorded 

a “subterranean earth refuge” (Barnett 1935-1936). The description of this feature, also 

referred to as a “fighting house” by Chief Tom (Barnett 1955: 51, 1935-1936) and 

“underground house” by Barnett (Barnett 1944), is consistent with the defensive feature 

mapped along the southern shoreline (see pp. 55-8). Chief Tom told Barnett that four 

such structures (i.e., refuges) were known in the region and were used for the protection 

of extended family groups during troubled periods (Barnett 1955: 51). Barnett states, 

“One ridge of earth ran roughly parallel to… the beach…A second ridge 

connected at right angles with the north end of the first…The area between the two ridges 

was depressed… The informant [Chief Tom] was certain that this was once a refuge, not 

in his father’s time, but perhaps during the lifetime of his grandfather; and furthermore 
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that it was not only a shelter for a day but was lived in over troubled periods” (Barnett 

1944: 267).  

Barnett’s description above and elsewhere (Barnett 1955:50, 1935-1936), note 

that the ridges are the “remains” of the refuge (Barnett 1944: 267). These “ridges” are the 

same as the terraces mapped by our team in 2009. Though we found no direct evidence of 

the subterranean refuge, the slight depression (Figure 16) may be some indication of its 

location. Indeed, Barnett’s description states that the “area between the ridges was 

depressed”.  

Barnett’s description also indicates that the refuge was in use in the early-

nineteenth century. Based on Chief Tom’s statement that the underground house at 

Klehkwahnnohm was in use during his grandfather’s lifetime, Chief Tom’s estimated 

birth date (ca. 1840–1850) (Powell River News, 2 Nov. 1955: 5), and approximately 20 

year per generation, the underground house could have been in use at least as early as the 

1810s-20s. Together with archaeological evidence that dates the construction and use of 

the feature within the last 1000 years, the ethnographic documentation indicates that the 

defensive site continued to be used after contact.  

The nature of the use of the underground house, however, is somewhat unclear. 

Barnett’s field notes indicate that Chief Tom was not as certain of the refuge’s use as his 

published articles assert. Barnett states in his article that Chief Tom was “certain” that 

this was a refuge during the lifetime of his grandfather (Barnett 1944: 267). However, in 

his field notes Barnett wrote, “…he [Chief Tom] at least thinks people lived here but it 

may have been and partially was a refuge not in his fathers (sic) time, maybe his Gf 

[grandfather] he thinks.” (Barnett 1935-1936, italics added for emphasis). The repeated 
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use of “thinks” suggests a greater sense of ambiguity in both the function and temporal 

context of the refuge. In addition, stating that it was “partially” a refuge suggests that it 

may have had additional uses, perhaps as a more permanent living situation or as a 

strategic fighting location.  

Tla’amin interviews 

Many Tla’amin community members know that in the past, battles were fought in 

Klehkwahnnohm (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996, Emily August, personal 

communication 2009) with the Haida (Melvin Mitchel, personal communication to Dana 

Lepofsky 2008). This knowledge has been passed through the generations, but represents 

only pieces of information about these turbulent times and is often without specific 

temporal associations. While oral histories shared for this project generally reflect 

personal memories of life in the twentieth century (see Ch. 2), I think knowledge of the 

raids, battles, and use of a “bunker” refer to the mid-nineteenth century. I base this 

inference on the known period of the Haida raids between (1850–1870) (Keith Carlson, 

personal communication to Dana Lepofsky 2012), and Chief Tom’s speculation of the 

time of use of the “fighting house” (1820–1840s) (Barnett 1944, 1955).  

The defensive feature, documented both archaeologically and ethnographically, is 

also consistent with Tla’amin oral history of a “bunker” located along the southern 

shoreline and used during times of conflict. David George, Chief Tom’s grandson, states, 

“…[Klehkwahnnohm] was supposed to be a battle ground. One of the older people 

mention[ed] it to me long time ago…Who was telling me my grandfather or Chief Tom, 

they used to have a bunker somewhere in Scuttle Bay, before you get to Wilde 
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Road…somewhere in there was a bunker. Used to hide the women and the children” 

(Sliammon Treaty Society 1996).  

Many people remember hearing of the “bunker” from older people (Sliammon 

Treaty Society 1996) and others have personal memories of it, suggesting it was still 

present on the landscape in the twentieth century (Melvin Mitchell, personal 

communication to Dana Lepofsky 2008, Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2009). The 

exact location of the bunker is unknown, though Emily August believes it was located 

somewhere near the south end of the bay. She explained that she hasn’t seen it in recent 

years, and suggests that it may have been filled in during the log boom operation (ca. 

1960s–70s) (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2009). 

Recent conversations with other community members provide further insight to 

the use of both the natural and constructed defensive features in the bay. As previously 

discussed, the bay has several natural features (e.g., angle of bay, views, marsh) that are 

conducive to defence. An account from community member Roy Francis adds to this 

knowledge, by explaining that the northern point (10 m elevation) was used as a look out 

and as a point from which to throw rocks at raiders. The shallow waters and mud flats 

were also used to the advantage of the people living there. Melvin Mitchell explains that 

the Haida were intentionally lured into the bay near low tide and, as the water quickly 

receded, their large war canoes would get stuck in the mud providing an advantage to the 

Tla’amin, who were fighting from land and much smaller canoes (Melvin Mitchell, 

personal communication to Dana Lepofsky 2008). 
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1890s-1930s A.D 

By the late-nineteenth century, Klehkwahnnohm was used primarily as a place for 

short-term camps associated with resource processing. Archaeological excavations on the 

northern point in 2008 and 2009 revealed the remains of several superimposed surfaces 

characterized by fire- and charcoal-stained floors in association with stake holes, 

thousands of uncharred herring vertebrae, and historic artifacts. Based on the absence of 

large posts, the ephemeral nature of the surfaces, and the abundance of charcoal and ash 

and fish remains, these surfaces represent the remains of a series of smokehouses used to 

dry and process herring and other fish.  

Archaeological evidence suggests that the smokehouses were the first structures 

to be built on the rocky point. Below the smokehouse surfaces, the deposits are composed 

of a mix of shell midden, gravel, and pebbles sitting on the somewhat uneven bedrock. 

The even deposition of fine, crushed shells (Jackley 2012) suggests that the makers of the 

smokehouses used midden as construction fill to create a level surface for structures. 

Similar prepared surfaces have also been identified in the pre-contact plank houses, 

indicating some continuity in construction techniques through time. 

Based on a combination of traditional Northern Coast Salish tools and early 

twentieth century artifacts, the smokehouses were likely used in the late-nineteenth and 

early twentieth century. A hand-made crucifix (Figure 17), possibly of German origin 

around 1890 (ca. 1890, Rosary Workshop Museum 2012) and three coins (e.g., Figure 

18) (two Canadian 1929, 1930, and one Austrian 1924) provide a general temporal 

bracket. Mary George, who lived at Klehkwahnnohm in the 1930s, did not remember 
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smokehouses in this area (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008) suggesting that the 

smokehouses were not used in this location after the early-1930s. 

 

 
Figure 17. German-made crucifix 
(ca. 1890) 
 

 

 
Figure 18. Canadian one-cent coin 
(1924) 
 

 

The variety of tools recovered in the smokehouse deposits reflect both the 

continuity of traditional practices and the adoption of Euro-Canadian technology (Table 

11). Historic artifacts, including those of metal, glass, and ceramic were recovered in the 

deposits. However, many of the identifiable tools recovered are traditional tools such as 

bone points, harpoon valves, slate knives, and stone celts. Such artifacts, in association 

with the smokehouse deposits and faunal remains, suggest fish processing (see pp. 72-3 

for faunal discussion). By comparison, there are relatively few artifacts of Euro-Canadian 

materials (e.g., metal) that are directly associated with the processing of fish. However, in 

the twentieth century, wire nails were often used in place of bone points on herring rakes 

(Gauvreau et. al 2011). The relative abundance of traditional tools suggests some degree 
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of continuity of traditional practices, either by choice, because of restricted access to 

European goods, or both.  

The burned wall crucifix demonstrates the presence of the church in the lives of 

the Tla’amin.  As was the trend in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries in western B.C. 

(McNally 2000), the Catholic Church sought to eliminate many aspects of First Nations 

life ways (Sliammon Treaty Society). The juxtaposition of a crucifix with the mundane 

activity of fish-smoking graphically illustrates the extent to which the church permeated 

people’s daily lives during this time. The Tla’amin did, however, maintain many of the 

their traditional practices, in part by practicing traditional medicine and potlatch 

ceremonies at Klehkwahnnohm in the early-twentieth century (Sliammon Treaty Society 

2012).
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Table 12. Comparison of artifacts and material types from smokehouse deposits 

  

E.U7 
110E 

9750N 

E.U 
112E 

9750N 

E.U 
112E 

9754N 

E.U 
112E 

9752N 

E.U 
114E 

9748N 

E.U 
114E 

9750N 

E.U 
114E 

9754N 

E.U 
114E 

9755N  
Artifact type Material         Total 

 
Traditional 
Materials          

Abrader Sandstone 1        1 
Adze Nephrite   1      1 
  Basalt       1  1 
Boiling Stone Basalt    2   1  3 
Chopper Basalt      1   1 
Debitage Basalt  1    1 1  3 
  Slate 91 127 56 31 12 49 168  534 
Expedient 
knife Slate 2 1 3 1 1  7  15 
Harpoon 
Valve Bone 1  1   1 2 1 6 
Knife Slate    1   1  2 
Point Bone 1  5 2  1 5  14 
  Slate    2     2 
Wedge Basalt    2   1  3 
Worked bone Bone 1  1 1   3  6 
Total 97 129 67 40 13 53 190 1 592 

                                                
7 E.U= Excavation Unit 
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Euro-
Canadian 
Materials          

Beads Glass 1  1 1   3  6 
 Ceramic    1     1 
Bolts/nuts Metal 1     1   2 
Bottle caps Metal      2   2 
Bullets/casin
gs Metal 2 2 1 3 2 4 2  16 
Button Shell       1  1 

Ceramic 
Porcelain/ 
ceramic  5 6 1 1  34 1  48 

Clothes pin 
hinge Metal 1  1 1  1   4 
Coins Metal 1      3  4 
Crucifix Wood/metal       1  1 
Door latch Metal   1      1 
File Metal       1  1 
Finial Metal       1  1 
Fishing lure Brass       1  1 
Glass Glass 34 8 31 16 4 8 9  110 
Jewellery 
clasp Metal      1   1 
Knife handle Metal      1   1 
Misc. metal Metal 6  4 4   1  15 
Nails Metal 29 4 37 21 2 11 40  144 
Pendant Lead         1 
  Shell    1     1 
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Pins Metal       1  1 
Pipe Bakelite (?)       1  1 
Unidentified 
metal Metal 6  7 1 4  3  21 
Total 78 20 76 48 8 63 59 0 363 
Total 
Artifacts           955 
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The range of artifacts recovered from the smokehouses reflect the breadth of 

activities conducted at Klehkwahnnohm during the early-twentieth century. Bone points 

(Figure 19) and harpoon valves (Figure 20) suggest the procurement of a variety of 

marine taxa, and based on size (Mitchell 1971: 176), one barbed harpoon point (Figure 

21) may represent sea mammal hunting. Woodworking at the site is indicated by the 

presence of two heavily worn stone celts and one hand axe. One of the celts (Figure 22), 

fashioned of a nephrite8-like material, may indicate trade with people of the upper Fraser 

Valley or Lillooet region where there are two known sources of nephrite (Jesse Morin, 

personal communication 2012). Fragments of basketry or woven mats were uncovered in 

the excavations could have been used to collect, transport, or store resources before and 

after processing at the smokehouses.  

 
Figure 19. Examples of bone points from smokehouse deposits

                                                
8 Based on a photograph of this artifact, Jesse Morin (personal communication 2012) thinks this material is 

likely nephrite.  However, definitive identification cannot be determined without analysis of its 
mineralogy.  



 

 72 

 
Figure 20. Examples of harpoon 
valves from smokehouse deposits 
 

 
Figure 21. Harpoon point from 
smokehouse deposits 
 
 

 
Figure 22. Celts found in smokehouse deposits made of basalt (left) and 
nephrite-like material (right) 

 

An abundance of slate flakes and expedient slate knives were recovered from the 

deposits. Elsewhere on the Northwest Coast, concentrations of slate flakes have been 
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attributed to salmon processing (Graesch 2007) and may indicate similar activities at 

Klehkwahnnohm. This latter conclusion may be supported by the correspondence of 

number of slate tools and salmon remains (Unit 114E 9754N: N of tools = 8; salmon 

bones = 20%; Unit 112E 9750N (N of tools = 1; salmon bones = 6%). However, only two 

units were examined, and sample sizes are small, so the strength of the correlation is 

unclear. 

Faunal analysis indicates that herring and salmon were the primary taxa processed 

at the smokehouses. Analysis from two units indicates that herring dominates the 

ichthyofaunal assemblage (114E 9754N: herring=75%; 112E 9750N: herring=89%), 

though other species are also represented in small numbers and include dogfish (114E 

9754N= <1%; 112E 9750N= 2%), skate (114E 9754N= 4%; 112E 9750N= < 1%) and 

whitespotted greenling (114E 9754N= 0%; 112E 9750N= < 1%). Some of the abundance 

of herring relative to salmon bones in the smoke house deposit may, in part, be due to 

different processing techniques rather than a dominance of herring consumed. 

Historically, the Tla’amin typically threaded herring whole on cedar sticks before 

smoking or drying. Since salmon were de-boned before smoking (Kennedy and Bouchard 

1983: 28-29), fewer salmon bones may have been brought into the smokehouses. 

The faunal and botanical remains suggest the smokehouse site was used in the 

spring and summer months. The dominance of herring bones suggests spring use, perhaps 

during late February and early March. Paleoethnobotanical samples from hearth features 

suggest a slightly later use from early to late summer, as evidenced by Rubus (likely 

salmonberry), and Galium sp. (bedstraw). Barnett’s ethnographic work from the early 

1930s, also notes that Klehkwahnnohm was a “summer fishing spot” (Barnett 1944: 268).  
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Although historic documents for this time period are limited, a sessional paper of 

the Dominion of Canada (1889) reflects the abundance of herring in Klehkwahnnohm 

during the late-nineteenth century. The paper states, “In a bay near the north-west corner 

of the reserve a large quantity of herring spawn is taken annually, an article of barter 

much prized by the Indians” (P. O’Reilly to The Superintendent General of Indian 

Affairs, Sessional Papers Vol. 16, 1889, Library and Archives Canada). This statement is 

additionally significant as it indicates that herring was traded during the late-nineteenth 

century.   

1930s-1960s A.D 

The forty years spanning the mid-twentieth century at Klehkwahnnohm are 

characterized by a dramatic shift in the use and appearance of the landscape. In the early- 

1930s and 40s the bay was a vibrant community and the heart of an annual harvest of 

herring and its roe. In the early-1940’s, however, the land was leased for use as a log 

booming ground. Little information on the early logging days (ca. 1945–1950) exist, 

creating a gap in our understanding of the effects it had on the community. 

Many Tla’amin community members connect strongly to the pre-logging 

landscape. In the early- to mid-twentieth century, houses and “shacks”, small cabins that 

were used seasonally, lined the northern and southern shorelines, concentrated near the 

two sources of fresh water (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). According to Elsie 

Paul (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996), the houses and shacks at Klehkwahnnohm were 

intended for members of “designated” family groups. Annie Dominick, David George, 

Maggie Vivier, Leslie Adams, and others, also indicate that the shacks were owned by 
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particular individuals or families, but were often used by relatives or kin (Sliammon 

Treaty Society 1996).  

In the early-twentieth century, Klehkwahnnohm was a bustling community that 

was the centre of many activities. When asked if many people lived in the bay, Louise 

Bob replied, “Lots.” (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). Similarly, Mary George stated, 

“Everybody was living in the bay” (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). Some 

interviewees know that their great-grandparents had lived in the bay. Assuming 20 years 

per generation, these memories directly connect living peoples to those living at 

Klehkwahnnohm some 100 years ago. 

Among the more known people living at Klehkwahnnohm, was Chief Tom. Chief 

Tom was the last Tla’amin hereditary chief and is highly respected by the Tla’amin, both 

past and present, for his fifty years of leadership during difficult times (Digester 2 Nov 

1955: 1, 5). His residence at Klehkwahnnohm features prominently in the memories of 

many Tla’amin descendants. During our 2008 and 2009 tours of the Klehkwahnnohm, 

dozens of visitors cited their knowledge of Chief Tom, and many described a personal or 

extended connection to him (personal observation 2009).  

Chief Tom had many homes, as was appropriate for a chief (Emily August, 

personal communication to Dana Lepofsky, 2008). Significantly, two of these places are 

Kahkaykay (Grace Harbour) and Klehkwahnnohm – both of which community members 

told project team members were places of extreme cultural importance. Emily August 

knows that Chief Tom had many important meetings and discussions at Klehkwahnnohm 

in the early-twentieth century. These were “serious” discussions in which important 
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decisions were made, for example, where to harvest resources in a given season 

(Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2009).  

Chief Tom and his family lived on the bay for much of the year. As a child in the 

1930s, Mary George remembers playing around the base of the northern point with her 

siblings, as her father, Chief Tom, watched from above. Chief Tom could often be found 

on this rock where he enjoyed carving canes and taking naps (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser 

University 2008). Others remember Chief Tom’s “pet” bear cub that lived on the bay. 

Some community members also remember playing with and “taunting” the bear 

(Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). Chief Tom’s tenure at Klehkwahnnohm—

from living with his family, to napping and carving, and meetings—reflects the 

importance of the landscape, but also further reifies its importance to the Tla’amin people 

in the past and today.  

Details of Chief Tom’s home provide some insights into the houses on the bay in 

the early twentieth century. Chief Tom’s cedar shake house was located on the first flat at 

the base of the northern point and consisted of multiple rooms. Located near the house 

was a fruit orchard that included apple, plum, and cherry trees (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser 

University 2008, Sliammon Treaty Society 1996), a chicken shack, and a small garden. 

Mary George’s mother’s drying racks were also located along the shoreline in front of the 

house (Figure 23). Mary’s older sister, Mary Tom, was born in this house in the early 

1920’s, indicating that the house was likely built sometime prior to 1920. 
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Figure 23. Herring and roe drying racks at Klehkwahnnohm ca. 1939 (Powell 
River Museum, PH003409) 
 

Throughout the year, residents at Klehkwahnnohm hosted visiting kin who came 

to gather its abundant subsistence and medicinal resources (Table 13). At the southern 

edge of the bay people collected herring roe, cockles, and clams (Sliammon Treaty 

Society 1996). The forest provided edible berries, medicinal plants, and various roots 

(likely cedar). Herring, dogfish, and cod were caught in the bay’s waters, and the 

northern end of the bay was used for the processing of resources (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser 

University 2008, 2009; Sliammon Treaty Society 1996).  
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Table 13. Resources available at Klehkwahnnohm in the twentieth century 
Resource Location9 Season10 Comments 
Herring Bay, water Spring  
Herring roe Klahanie point Spring  
Fish Bay, water  Sp. not specified 
Dog Salmon 
(Chum) 

Bay, water Fall  

Clams Klahanie point   
Cockles Throughout bay, 

Klahanie point 
  

Blackberries  Summer  
Fruit trees- 
Plum, Cherry, 
Apple 

Northern shoreline Summer, 
Fall 

 

Ling Cod Bay, water   
Huckleberries  Summer  
Wild Crabapples Head of bay Winter  
Saskatoon Berries  Summer  
Saskatoon bark   Medicinal 
Cedar Northern shoreline, 

head of bay, 
southern shoreline 

Year-round  

False Hellebore Marsh at southern 
shoreline 

Early 
Spring- Fall 

Medicinal 

“Big leafy plant” 
(poss. Skunk 
Cabbage?) 

Marsh at southern 
shoreline 

 Medicinal 

 

Herring and roe     

One of the more prominent memories of people today, and as recorded in the 

Sliammon Treaty Society 1996, is that Klehkwahnnohm was a prime area for gathering 

herring and herring spawn in the 1940s and 50s. Herring entered the bay in late February 

or early March, before they travelled to Sliammon Village (Sliammon Treaty Society 

1996). Pete Galligos noted, “Right at the point there [Klahanie point], the water used to 
                                                
9 A blank cell indicates that the resource specified was not attributed to a specific location. 
10 A blank cell indicates that a season for harvest was not specified for the indicated resource. 



 

 79 

be just white out here. They start in Scuttle Bay first and come this way [towards 

Sliammon]” (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). For many, Klehkwahnnohm was the best 

place in the area to collect roe. Herring roe was also collected around Harwood and 

Savary Island, but David George stated, “The only place to get them [roe] was Scuttle 

Bay” (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). Agnes McGee suggests that the roe in the bay 

were desirable because they were “real clean” (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996).  

The bay was also known for the abundance of the fish itself. Charlie Bob recalled 

a time in the 1940’s when herring was so abundant that a frying pan was used to scoop in 

the herring. He stated, “Leslie’s granny, Pelix’s wife…She didn’t have a scoop net so she 

used a frying pan. As soon as it gets in there [into the bay] he [sic] just scoops it in. I used 

to watch it. But that was a long time ago” (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). According to 

Mary George, the bay is “real important” because of this previous annual abundance 

(Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008).  

Men, women, and children from Sliammon, Klahoose, Homalco, Sechelt, Comox, 

and Cape Mudge congregated in the bay in the spring to help with the herring harvest 

(Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). Katherine Blaney states that “lots of people” came to 

the bay for the annual event and memories from Mary George and Pete Galligos speak to 

the communal process required for a successful harvest (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). 

Mary remembered that all the families would work together to set up the drying racks 

(Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008) and Pete (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996) 

notes that young boys set out the cedar boughs that collected the roe. Once the herring 

had spawned, the roe boughs and fish were brought to the shoreline to dry on racks 

(Digester April 1937: 8-9; Digester April 1938: 8-9; Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 
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2008). Mary stated that the herring were dried in the sun and wind, but were not smoked 

(Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). However, Charlie Bob recalls smoking the 

fish in the 1950’s, possibly indicating different individual or family taste preferences or 

techniques (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008).   

At Klehkwahnnohm, the herring were dried in two phases. In the first phase, the 

herring heads were cut off and the bodies were threaded through the gills with small 

sticks. In the second drying phase the fish were threaded through the belly. Each night the 

numerous racks of herring were placed in sheds that, according to Mary, had walls and 

were not open to the elements (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). Though it was 

laborious to transfer the racks each night, the process insured a continuous and thorough 

drying. Mary stated that herring was eaten all day as it was prepared for storage. There is 

also some indication that dried herring and roe were traded between Tla’amin people in 

the 1930s for resources including meat and skins (Barnett 1955:29).   

1960s-1980s A.D 

Herring and roe were collected and processed at Klehkwahnnohm until 1984 

when they disappeared from Tla’amin waters (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). 

The cause of the decline has yet to be determined, but many from the community believe 

it to be a result of over fishing. Although there is some indication of small runs in 

Tla’amin territory in 1992 (Ellis 1993), herring have never returned to Klehkwahnnohm. 

The decline in herring stocks significantly impacted the cultural and economic lives of 

the Tla’amin. As a result of this loss, the Tla’amin have become, in some ways, 

disengaged from traditional fishing and processing and have faced an interruption in the 
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transmission of traditional ecological knowledge between generations (Gauvreau et al. 

2011).  

Logging related activities may also have impacted the productivity and 

accessibility of Klehkwahnnohm’s annual herring roe harvest. A series of letters dating 

between 1945 and 1946 indicate that the Department of Indian Affairs requested 

compensation on behalf of the Tla’amin from the Powell River Company, Ltd. for 

potential damages to the herring spawn and clamming areas within the bay (D.J Allan to 

F.J.C. Ball, letter, 24 Sept. 1945, Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). The requested 

compensation included the construction of a float in the bay (i.e., a dock) and one 

hundred dollars of credit per year to the Department of Mines and Resources on behalf of 

the Sliammon Band until electricity was supplied to Sliammon IR # 1 (D.J Allan to F.J.C. 

Ball, letter, 24 Sept. 1945, Sliammon Treaty Society 1996; G.W O’Brien to F.J.C. Ball, 

letter, 12 Oct. 1945, Sliammon Treaty Society; D.M MacKay to F.J.C. Ball, letter, 10 

Nov. 1945, Sliammon Treaty Society). Electricity was brought to Sliammon in the late 

1960s (Sliammon Treaty Society 2012), suggesting that the Tla’amin should have 

received this credit for 15-20 years. However, subsequent correspondence indicates that 

the compensation was only honoured for one year, 1945–1946 (D.J. Allan to D.M. 

MacKay, letter, 1 Nov. 1946, Sliammon Treaty Society 1996). Community member Jim 

Timothy notes that the float was, in fact, built off the northern shoreline, though when 

and by whom is unclear. By the mid-1960s, the float had either been dismantled or fell 

apart (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008).  

The Tla’amin continued to gather resources at Klehkwahnnohm into the 1950s 

(Sliammon Treaty Society 1996), however, by 1960 the Tla’amin were no longer living 
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in the bay (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser University 2008). According to Chris Peters, many of 

Klehkwahnnohm’s residents were “much older” in the 1940s and 50s (Sliammon Treaty 

Society 1996), and may have passed away before 1960. However, the relocation was 

likely due to the bay’s intensive use a log booming ground and the reduction in available 

resources. Alvin Wilson notes, for example, that the erosion of the shoreline caused mud 

to be deposited into the bay, subsequently reducing the bivalve population (Tla’amin-

Simon Fraser University 2008). Such disruption of the shoreline also likely impacted the 

availability of plants, berries, and roots.  
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Chapter 4: Conclusion 

In this thesis I have brought together diverse sources of knowledge and data to 

reconstruct over 3,500 years of interaction between people and the Klehkwahnnohm 

landscape. In Chapter 3, I outlined these events chronologically and, where possible, 

provided interpretations of their social and cultural significance. I aim in this chapter to 

illuminate the recurring themes of continuity and connection to the landscape through 

time. I do this by highlighting uses of the landscape, including house construction, 

herring processing, and defence during troubled times. These uses of the land serve as 

threads that connect ancient to more recent Tla’amin communities. 

Houses, households, and community 

The history of houses and community building reflects a continuous investment in 

the physical and social landscape of Klehkwahnnohm. People lived around the bay for 

over 2,000 years in plank houses and later in “shacks” and houses. The oldest dated plank 

house was repeatedly renovated and expanded over time, and additional plank houses 

were built around 800 B.P., presumably to accommodate a growing community. These 

houses represent community planning and a significant investment of time, resources, 

and labour. The plank houses were lived in until around 240 years ago (1760 A.D), at 

which point the area shifted in use for intensive processing of resources, including urchin, 

mussel, clams, and herring. The early post-contact era is largely unknown at 

Klehkwahnnohm, although information derived from ethnographic data (Barnett 1955, 
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1944) indicates that some people may have lived in an underground house between 1810 

A.D–1830 A.D. There is little indication of people living around the bay in the mid- to 

late-nineteenth century, but by the early-twentieth century, many families, including 

Chief Tom’s, were living around the bay (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996).  

 In examining the history as a whole, it is clear that there has only been one 

relatively short period (1760 A.D–1810 A.D) in which people were not living around the 

bay. This period is associated with the abandonment of the plank house settlement and 

may have been a result of population loss from introduced diseases. Households that had 

invested in their landscape and community growth for generations would not have 

disbanded were it not for some significant change (i.e., population loss). At 

Klehkwahnnohm, the abandonment of the houses indicates a significant shift in the 

household and community social organization. In the shadow of population loss 

experienced throughout the region during this time, many people amalgamated in other 

villages (e.g., Grace Harbour) (Kennedy and Bouchard 1984). It is possible that those at 

Klehkwahnnohm followed suit, and sought to reconnect with relatives elsewhere in the 

territory.   

While the pre-contact community of Klehkwahnnohm is only evident through the 

sparse archaeological record of post holes and faunal remains, we have a much richer 

sense of the community in the post-contact era. Stories of Haida raids (Melvin Mitchel 

personal communication to Dana Lepofsky 2008) that required people to possibly live in 

a refuge for defence (Barnett 1955, 1944) gives personal insights into troubled times 

when families came together. The grouping of families may have provided power in 

numbers and a sense of safety. While some people could seek refuge, greater numbers of 
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people would have been better able to defend and protect the bay. Knowledge of luring 

the Haida into the bay and attacking from the rocky point suggests that those at 

Klehkwahnnohm were also on the offensive. Such tactics would have required planning 

and community organization.  

Later, the testimony from Mary George and others provides rich imagery of how 

families lived together at Klehkwahnnohm. Memories of children playing, the sharing of 

food (e.g., herring, roe), and the names of neighbours, provide just a few examples of 

these lives lived. Based on Mary’s memory, we know that by the early twentieth century 

families were again living around the bay. These houses and “shacks” were spread across 

the landscape, but many of them were clustered along the northern shoreline in similar 

locations to the ancient plank houses. The draw to the northern shoreline was likely 

included the natural features (e.g., fresh water, view points, etc.), but also the shaping of 

the landscape by generations past. That is, nearly a millennium of house construction and 

maintenance created flat and level surfaces on which newer homes were built. Chief 

Tom’s house, for example, was located on the same flat terrace as House 3. Recent 

memories of the landscape do not extend beyond the early- to mid-twentieth century and 

it is not known if those living around the bay knew of the more ancient houses. However, 

the continued use of the same location illustrates the iterative relationship between people 

and the Klehkwahnnohm landscape through time.     

 The landscape has been embedded with personal memories of those living today 

and with the knowledge of what life was like in the past. For those who know its history, 

it is the continuity of people being on and around the bay that make it a cultural 

landscape. People remained connected to the landscape because of its abundant natural 
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resources, but also simply because people lived here. This is particularly true for 

Tla’amin community members that had direct family connections to this place. Mary 

George, whose family lived at Klehkwahnnohm in the 1920s and 1930s stated, “We 

called this our home because our parents was (sic) living here” (Tla’amin-Simon Fraser 

University 2008). Mary’s grandparents also lived around the bay during her father’s 

youth, extending the family connection to at least the mid- to late-nineteenth century. 

These family connections to the landscape continue to be expressed today through the 

memories and knowledge of those who lived there in the past.  

Herring 

Herring processing at Klehkwahnnohm represents generations of community 

gatherings, participation, and organization. Herring, and likely herring roe, were 

processed at Klehkwahnnohm for nearly a millennium. The first evidence of herring 

processing around the bay is from House 4 in deposits that date to 800 B.P. Herring 

remains were identified in every layer/level until contact, at which point the houses were 

abandoned. An historical document suggests that herring processing continued at 

Klehkwahnnohm in the post contact era, at least in the late-nineteenth century (P. 

O’Reilly to The Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, Sessional Papers Vol. 16, 

1889, Library and Archives Canada). Archaeological evidence from a series of 

smokehouses also indicates that herring was processed around the bay during the late-

nineteenth and early-twentieth centuries and oral history (Sliammon Treaty Society 1996) 

and historic documents (Digester 1937, 1938) inform that herring processing continued 

through the twentieth century until it disappeared from Tla’amin waters in the 1980s. 
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Together these lines of evidence illuminate the bay’s deep history as a continued place 

for herring and herring roe harvests. 

In many ways, herring served as cultural and economic glue by bringing together 

community members from across the region to participate in the annual catch. Tla’amin 

community members speak to the annual herring harvest in the twentieth century that 

brought together people from across the Northern Coast Salish region (Sliammon Treaty 

Society 1996). The harvest required the participation of women, men and children as 

there were many steps involved in the gathering and processing of the herring and roe. 

Based on the dominance of herring in the ichthyofaunal assemblage (Table 10), it is 

likely that a similar degree of participation and organization would have been required of 

ancient communities.  

The annual herring and roe harvest may also have served as a tool to maintain kin 

relations in a rapidly changing post-contact world. The social organization of the 

community at Klehkwahnnohm changed dramatically following the abandonment of the 

plank houses. Despite these changes, people continued to gather around the bay for the 

herring and roe. This is evidenced in the archaeological data including the urchin and 

mussel dominated midden (240 B.P.) and the smokehouses (late nineteenth – early 

twentieth century), as well as in the memories of recent Tla’amin community members 

(twentieth century). As Mary George examined the photograph of her parents’ front yard 

(Figure 23), she stated that the herring belonged to “everybody”, expressing that they 

were shared (Mary George, personal communication to Dana Lepofsky 2008). This 

sharing would have included the fish and roe, but also the sharing of the responsibility 
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and labour with relatives and kin. The annual harvest thus ensured a connection between 

people and communities, and the Klehkwahnnohm landscape.        

Defence 

The combined evidence suggests that Klehkwahnnohm had a history of on-going conflict 

and/or warfare. Archaeological, ethnographic, and oral sources indicate that a defensive 

feature, or combination of features, was located along the southern shoreline. A defensive 

feature mapped at Klahanie point most closely resembles a trench embankment, and was 

likely built for the protection of the settlement on the northern shoreline some time 

between 800 B.P.–240 B.P. Ethnographic data suggests an underground house may have 

been located near the mapped defensive feature, however, it is unclear if the two features 

are related. The date of this latter feature is unclear, though an account from Chief Tom 

suggests that it was in use during the nineteenth century (Barnett 1955:50). A few 

Tla’amin community members know of this “bunker” and have memories of playing in it 

as children, however, the location of the feature is not currently known. The bay was also 

used in the early-twentieth century as a place to hold potlatch ceremonies and practice 

traditional medicine. Klehkwahnnohm was considered a “hidden” place where these 

cultural traditions could be continued (Sliammon Treaty Society 2012, Washington 

2004b).  

The use of the bay for defence for nearly 600 years suggests that Klehkwahnnohm 

was a place that both ancient peoples and historic Tla’amin communities sought to 

protect. This desire to protect the landscape and the community suggests a deliberate 

effort to maintain the health and wellbeing of the community for many generations. At 

first glance it would seem that the use of the landscape for defensive purposes ended after 
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the mid-nineteenth century. However, the change observed is simply an adjustment to the 

threat or source of conflict. Rather, the landscape continued to be used as a place of 

refuge from raiders—either those from neighbouring groups (e.g., Haida, nineteenth 

century), or Euro-Canadians attempting to strip the Tla’amin of their culture (e.g., 

Catholic Church, nineteenth and twentieth centuries). The use of the landscape for 

defence thus provides an additional example of community planning and the continuity 

and the investment of time, people and resources.  

Weaving Histories 

Klehkwahnnohm’s history is of continuous use of and connection to the 

landscape. Together, the events, people, and activities that have imprinted this landscape 

provide a chronology, or history, of the bay. Prior to this research, these pieces of history 

were fragmented and disconnected from one another and their broader social and cultural 

context. This was, in many ways, due to the fact that the historical information existed in 

multiple sources that informed different periods of time. In this thesis I have brought 

together these disparate pieces of information to produce a single, cohesive history.  

The exercise of integrating sources, has demonstrated the utility of incorporating 

different sets of knowledge and data. Each of the sources provided insight to different 

periods of time (Figure 6). Without any one of the sources, there would be a broad gap in 

the history of the landscape. The complimentary nature of the sources was essential to 

revealing the continuity in the use of the landscape, but also to understanding how that 

continuity was maintained. For example, more recent memories of communities 

gathering around herring revealed that this was the “glue” that may have maintained a 
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sense of community and connection to the landscape through the post-contact era at 

Klehkwahnnohm.   

The integration of sources has also provided insight to where the data fall short. 

Illuminating lives lived and their connection to a landscape requires some understanding 

of how people perceive their surroundings. Such insight is difficult to access in 

archaeology because it is firmly rooted in a Western-scientific paradigm. As 

archaeologists we count, measure, and quantify the material remains of past cultural 

activity. From this approach, our understanding of the past is limited to the observable 

and physical. We cannot access the same sense of life (e.g., names, faces) as personal 

memories and generational knowledge (Atalay 2006). At Klehkwahnnohm, I used 

archaeological data to explore the ancient connection to the landscape through the 

interaction and modification of the landscape through plank house and settlement 

construction and expansion. I demonstrated that the material remains (e.g., post supports, 

construction fill, etc.) are an indication of community growth and planning, and 

investment in the landscape. However, in comparison to discussion of life and 

community in the twentieth century, the history of the ancient settlement is unmoving.    

Klehkwahnnohm’s history was reconstructed at the landscape level. This helped 

to define boundaries (Figure 4) and direct the focus of my research to the events that 

occurred within the study area. Though the physical appearance changed through time, 

the landscape served as a constant, providing a base from which to track both change and 

continuity. From this perspective I was able to examine the connections between people, 

resources, places, and events that imprinted the land to create the Klehkwahnnohm 

landscape.  
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By focusing on the Klehkwahnnohm landscape, I have produced a history that is 

focused and localized. In my reconstruction, I only touched on some of the connections 

between the bay and other regional events (population loss), places (Teeshohsum), and 

people (relatives, kin networks). This narrow view was intentional both to scale the 

project and to maintain focus on the iterative process between people and 

Klehkwahnnohm. Though the chronology (Chapter 3) may not be directly transferrable to 

other places, Klehkwahnnohm provides an example of the kinds of history that can be 

illuminated when multiple sources are brought together. 
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