NATIVE PEOPLES circa 1740

CANADA — NATIVE PEOPLES 1740 represents a temporal cross section of Canada’s Native Peoples early in the eighteenth century. It is the second in a series of maps
designed to portray the changing distribution of Canada's indigenous population. The year 1740 was selected for the second map because it represents one hundred
years of native-European contact at the height of the French Regime. Good manuscript and printed map coverage for New France and Hudson Bay, along with contem-
porary population estimates, are available for this period.

Following the period of initial contact with Europeans early in the seventeenth century, a number of significant changes occurred in the size and distribution of Canada’s
native population. These changes can be atiributed to several factors, principal among which were the spread of epidemic diseases, warfare, and the repercussions from
European settlement and imperial and commercial rivalries.

The repeated outbreak of influenza, measles and smallpox had a devastating effect on Canada’s indigenous population. Indeed, seventeenth century observations suggest
that deaths from these diseases resulted in a decline of between one-half and two-thirds of the native population of eastern North America during the first one hundred
years of European contact.

Warfare had been part of native life before European contact. In eastern Canada some of the Montagnais, Algonquin and Huron were allied against the Iroquois. In order
to settle peacefully among these people and establish trade relations, the French were obliged to join this nerthern alliance while the Dutch (and after 1664, the English)
sided with the Iroquois. By the 1640's, native warfare had become more destructive. Bent on absorbing the Ontario Iroquoian groups and extending their hunting ranges,
the Iroquois, armed with Dutch muskets, destroyed the northern alliance (1640-1653). These wars resulted in a significant drop in population, the disappearance and amalgamation
of some groups and a radical shift in the distribution of most of the remainder.

By the late 1660’'s the French had re-established missionary and trading contacts with refugee groups now in the Lake Michigan-Superior area. Over time *i.ese groups
became bound to New France through alliances. At the same time an effort was made to neutralize the Iroquois through diplomacy (1654-58) and war (1666). The Iroquois
peace of 1667 permitted the return of many of the Algonquian groups who had fled westward in 1650-53. Their return was hastened in 1670 when the Dakota retaliated
against Huron-Petun-Ottawa attempts to take some of their hunting territory. Although French trade in the interior was officially illegal during this period, French coureurs-
de-bois reached the western Great Lakes and began to trade directly with native groups.

The fur trade, as it was pursued by the French, was largely dependent on peaceful native relations and traditional native ways of life. Both the fur trade and conventional
native lifestyles were dependent on the exploitation of a wilderness. European settlement, however, was an agent that transformed the wilderness. The conflicts that ensued
as a result of these opposing interests were aggravated by European views (particularly among the Dutch and English) that saw no place for native groups settled in their
midst. On the east coast, the expansion of Dutch and English settlement precipitated either the destruction or the permanent dislocation of native groups. Some were
absorbed by their more resilient neighbors, while others drifted west into the Ohio area or north to the St. Lawrence. On Newfoundland, the Beothuk were gradually forced
into the interior of the island, away from their coastal resources. On the other hand, French settlements in Acadia and the St. Lawrence lowlands were located in areas
that had been either uninhabited by native groups or, at the most, only seasonally occupied. The fact that settlement in New France did not have the same disruptive
impact on native lands, coupled with a mutual economic interest in the fur trade, permitted the French to establish better relations with their native neighbors.
Another transformation of native geography began in the 1680's. Encouraged by the English, the resurgent Iroquois renewed war against the French and their native allies,
disrupting the southern frontier of New France, while on its northern frontier, growing competition from the Hudson's Bay Company was making itself felt. In the interior,
rival French traders were agitating for a solution that would lead to an equitable distribution of the fur trade. Faced with these problems, France finally decided to take
action. In 1681 the interior fur trade was legalized through a permit system, and in 1686 the English posts on James Bay were taken by military action. The fur trade became
firmly entrenched in the hands of the French as the number of posts under their control increased. Furs began to flood into Montréal, creating a glut of beaver on the
market by the 1690’s. Military action against the Iroquois began in 1687 with an attack on the Seneca. Warriors from virtually every French allied native group took part
in this campaign. Following retaliatory Iroquois raids on their settlements, the French launched furthur attacks on the Iroquois in 1693 (Mohawk) and 1697 (Onondaga
and Oneida). Deserted by the English, who had made a separate peace with France (1697), the Iroquois finally signed a treaty of neutrality in 1701. This marked an end
to major French-lroquois hostilities until the Seven Years War.

With the costly Iroquois wars at an end, the frontier at peace, and the glut of beaver that had accumulated over the years, France decided to close most of its interior
posts in 1696. The founding of Detroit in 1701 as the major French post in the interior, the outbreak of hostilities with the Dakota and the Iroquois peace of 1701, led to
a major shift of native groups into the vacant lands of southern Ontario and the Wabash-Maumee River-Detroit area. In the north some groups gravitated to the north shore
of Lake Superior to trade at Albany on James Bay, retaken by the English in 1693. The Ojibwa, who managed to maintain good relations with the Dakota, began their
westward migration along the south shore of Lake Superior.

War between England and France broke out again in 1702 and ended with the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713. The Treaty stipulated that the lower Great Lakes-Ohio area be
open to the trade of both nations and that a commission settle the bounds between New France and the English on Hudson Bay. New France was in danger of losing
the North American interior if native trade were to continue unchecked to Hudson Bay, and to the itinerant Iroquois and English traders in the lower Great Lakes-Ohio
area. The French moved quickly to reopen and extend their string of posts. As a result, all southern posts were garrisoned, and their commandants instructed to maintain
native alliances with lavish gifts and force if necessary.

Not all native groups could be persuaded to return to the French alliance. Beginning in 1712 French troops fought a series of wars against the Fox which did not end
until 1734. These wars led to a number of other clashes with some of the native groups between the lower Great Lakes and the Mississippi. The Miami, the Detroit Huron
and some of the Ontario Ojibwa were increasingly lured to the English trade in the Ohio-Lake Ontario area. Also on the southern frontier, the Chickasaw, incited by English
merchants, struck north from the present state of Mississippi against French posts and French native allies in the Wabash-Ohio-Mississippi area. Again, intervention by
French troops was necessary in order to negotiate a peace (1740).

In the northwest, the Ojibwa were allied with the Dakota against the Cree and Assiniboin. When La Vérendrye arranged a peace between the Cree and Ojibwa, some
of the Ojibwa were attacked by the Dakota and moved into the area between Lake Superior and Rainy Lake. This precipitated the movement of the Ojibwa to the northwest.
However, the old animosities between the Dakota and the Assiniboin-Cree-Ojibwa did not end until the 19th century. Further to the northwest, the Assiniboin and Cree,
armed with Hudson's Bay Company muskets, began to move into territory occupied by the Blackfoot, Gros Ventre and Chipewyan in order to secure new trapping territory
and to consolidate their position as middlemen in the European trade.

By 1740 a number of trends had become clearly established that affected the lives of native peoples. Both European powers tried to extend control over the interior of
North America through native alliances. Instead of using English troops, the Atlantic colonies worked through an alliance system, dominated by the Iroquois in order to
harass or cajole native groups into leaving the French orbit along the southern Great Lakes frontier. Although the Hudson's Bay Company did not encourage warfare,
their native trading partners used muskets to good advantage to extend the influence of the Company far into the western interior of Canada. Threatened by English sponsored
pressure from the north and south, the French responded with garrisoned posts and direct intervention with troops in order to preserve their alliance system and trade.
Both European powers were well aware that their imperial ambitions could only be maintained with native help. The ensuing wars, some due to pre-European animosities,
others instigated or encouraged by the European powers, were the dominant cause of native population movements.

In the Arctic, contact with the eastern and central Inuit was sporadic and judged to be unprofitable by the English. The Inuit generally avoided European contact and managed
to maintain a traditional way of life. The locations of Inuktituk groups are based on limited European knowledge and later contemporary sources. Because the Pacific coast,
the far northwest, and the transmontane part of Canada were outside European knowledge at this time, the locations of the linguistic groups shown on this map are based
on later contemporary sources.

Population data for 1740 is based on censuses conducted by the French in 1739-41 in order to assess the number of warriors within their alliance system. On the basis
of these, as well as other estimates, it is likely that the native population depicted on the Canadian portion of this map stood at about 45,000 people. Based on late 18th
and early 19th century data, and making allowances for the ravages of diseases and war, it is likely that the total native population of Canada in 1740 did not exceed 200,000.

Major linguistic families are coded by colour, e.g., Algonquian, and subdivided into recognized groups of historically related peoples, e.g., Ojibwa. Within each of these
groups the major bands and tribes are given by their modern name, e.g., Noguet. At least one common contemporary name when known, is given in square brackets,
e.g., [Cheveux-Relevés]. These may not necessarily be the names by which these groups referred to themselves. Known subdivisions of groups which have not been mapped,
or the locations of which are not known, are given in round brackets, e.g., (Sinago). A letter symbol in round brackets with an asterisk after a name denotes an alternative
classification into a neighbouring group of people.

I. IROQUOIAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY
H  Huron [Ouendat]
P Petun [Tionontate]
Sn Seneca [Sonontoerrhonon)
Cy Cayuga [Ouioenrhonon]
Oo Onondaga [Onontaerhonon]
On Oneida [Oneiochrhonon]
Mh Mohawk [Annienerhonon)
Tu Tuscarora

Mt Montagnais - Naskapi
Montagnais
1 Tadoussacien [Sadisegou]
2 Kakouchaki [Porc-Epic, Piekouagamien]
3 Chekoutimien
4 Nekoubaniste
5 Chomonchouaniste
6 Oumatachirini (Cr)*

NG, | HinoS 1ersoscaial Nas,ffagupapinachiouek [Papinachois]
Il. BEOTHUK LINGUISTIC FAMILY 8 Oukesestigouek

Be Beothuk 9 Chisedech
Ill. SIOUAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY 10 Bersiamites

Da Dakota [Nadouessi] 11 Ouneskapi

12 Oumamiouek

13 Outakouamiouek

14 Attikiriniouetch [Gens du Caribou] (Cr)*
15 Mouchaouaouastiiriniouek

1 Santee [Sioux de I'Est, Issati, Ouatebaskou,
Oua de Battons, Mendepsinou]
2 Yankton [Sioux de I'Est, Hancton]
3 Teton [Tinton, Gens de Prairies, Sioux de I'Ouest]

W Winnebago [Puant] 16 Qutabitibec

A Assiniboin [Assiniboeul, Assinipoualac, Assinipoet] Al :
1 Assiniboine des prairies [Assiniboin of the meadows, c]::st:ﬂr:;m::nqunan s

Assiniboin of the south] , :

2 Assiniboine de canot ; g‘aspe:‘geoag s
3 Wood Assiniboin s E'gi“"i:g‘“g

Ma Mandan [Ouachipouenne, Casernier, Kouathéatte] 4 Frpgo 29

Hc Hidatsa-Crow [Beaux Hommes] < 0‘9‘°9°°"9

De Dhegiha o endid
1 Omaha [Maha] e Segfpeneggaﬂg
2 Ponca

C  Chiwere 8 Gespogoitnag [Souriquois]

Ma Maliseet - Passamaquoddy

1 Oto [Otontana, Otoctata
] 1 Maliseet [Etchemin]

2 lowa [Aiaouéz, Paouté) 2p odd
assamaguoddy
IV. CADDOAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY Abe Eastern Abenaki
A Arikara [Ree, Petite Cerise] 1 Penobscot
P Pawnee [Pani, Panimaha, Panaux, Panani] 2 Kennebec

V. ALGONQUIAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY Abw Western Abenaki

a) Western Algonquian Language Group ; \(;}v?w:suk )
Ar  Arapaho [Fall Indians] 3 M_"' BDGS_BU ee
1 Arapaho [Gens de Vache] _ issequois
M Mahican

2 Atsina [Gros-Ventre, Ashkee]
B Blackfoot [Yhatché illini, Hiatichiritiny, Archithinue] B ‘Bolwae

1 Siksika
VI. ATHAPASCAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY
i g!°°d [Muscotay, Mithcoo Ethenue] Ch  Chipewyan [Northern Indians, Wechepowuck,
iegan _ Uchepowuck]
Cn Cheyenne [Garigaraho] Dogrib [Plascotes de Chien, Attimospiquais,
b) Central Algonquian Language Group Asteem Uspeki]
0] Ojibwa Yellowknife [Copper Indians, Mithcocoman]
1 Outchibou Han
2 Marameg [Gens de la Barbue, Malamech, Kutchin
Petit Pécheur] Tutchone
3 Noquet [Roquai] Hare
4 Saulteaux [Paouitigouirinouak, Eskiasronnon] Mountain
5 Mississauga [Oumisagi] Kaska
6 Amikwa [Gens de la Castor, Naiz Percez] Taltan
7 Ouasouarini [Ouacé, Houassées] Slavey
8 Graisse Ours [Makoua] Tsetsaut
9 Nameouilini [Gens de la Esturgeon] (Cr)* Sekani
Ot Ottawa [Cheveux-Relevés, Outaouan, Outacuak] Beaver
(Kiskakon, Sable, Sinago, Nassauakeuton) Carrier
Me Menominee [Folle-Avoine, Oumalouminek] Sarcee

Pt  Potawatomi [Pou, Ndatonouatendi] Chilcotin
Ni  Nipissing [Outiskouagami, Nebicerini, Sorcier]
Sh Shawnee [Touaghanna, Chaouanon]
S  Sauk-Fox-Kikapoo-Mascouten Vil. CHIMAKUAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY
1 Sauk [Saki, Ousakiouek] Quileute
2 Fox [Outagami, Skenchioronon]
3 Mascouten [Atsistashronon, Gens du Feu]
4 Kikapoo [Ontarahronon)
Mi Miami [Oumami]
Il lllinois [lliniouek]

Nicola

VIIl. HAIDAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY
IX. KUTENAIAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY
X. SALISHAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY

1 Kaskaskia [Kakachkiouek] Bella Coola
2 Peoria [Peoualen] Comox
Al Algonquin Pentlach
Cr Cree - Gens de Terres Sechelt
West Main Cree Squamish
1 Alimibegouek Lillooet
2 Monsoni [Mounsounik, Moose wa sepe] Shuswap
3 Ataouabouskatouek [Attawapiskat] Halkomelem
4 Washahoe [Ouashe'o, New Severn Indians] Thompson
5 Weenusk [Winisk, Wunnusku] Nooksak
6 Penneswagewan Straits
7 Maskegon [Savannah, Christinau Franes] Clallam
8 Quenebigonhelini Twana
9 Wappus [Rabbit Indians] Lushooten
Woods Cree Columbian
10 La Barriere Christinaux Kalispel
11 Christinau Puan Okanagan

12 Christinau du Bois Fort
13 Christinau des Prairies
14 Christinau I'eau Trouble
15 Christinau des Lacs

16 Kinougeouilini [Brochet]
17 Michinipi [Michinipicpoet]
18 Cree unspecified

XI. TLINGIT LINGUISTIC FAMILY
Xll. TSIMSHIAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY
XIll, WAKASHAN LINGUISTIC FAMILY

XIV. ESKIMO—ALEUT LINGUISTIC FAMILY
Inuktitut Language Group

Gens de Terres [Téte-de-Boule] Mackenzie Delta
19 Abitibi [Tabittee) Copper
20 Timiscimi [Témiscamingue] (A)* Polar
21 Qutoulibi [Outourbi] Netsilik
22 Piscoutagami [Piskatang] Iglulik
23 Qutchichagamiouetch [Shaggamies] Baffin
24 Gens des Terres unspecified Caribou
East Main Cree Sallirmiut
25 Nisibourounik Hudson Bay
26 Pitchibourounik [Pichhapocanoes] Ungava
27 Gesseiriniouetch Labrador
28 Opinagauiriniouetch
29 Grand Mistassirini
30 Petit Mistassirini
31 Winipeskkowuck
32 Ouakouingouechiouek (Mt)*
33 Nipishiriniouetch (Mt)*
34 Apitchigamiouetch (Mt)*
35 Nitchikiriniouetch [Gens de la Loutre] (Mt)*
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POPULATION

Population estimates are approximate and were derived from a few early
observations, as well as estimates given in recent literature. The graduated
circles shown on the map indicate the approximate locations of popula-
tion groups belonging to the major linguistic families.
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- Approximate extent of English agricultural settlements

In order to show information on Canada’s Native Peoples in 1740 more
effectively, detailed information on European settlement is not shown.
The National Atlas map, Canada—1740, provides more detail on Euro-
pean settlement.

Information concerning ethnohistorical societies about 1740 is available
for many areas outside of Canada but is not shown on this map except
for the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence region and the southern extension of
Alaska.

The geographical names used on this map respect forms in common use,
circa 1740. Note that many variants in toponymic forms are common in
the sources available.
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Research by C.E. Heidenreich, Department of Geography, York University. Adapted
for the National Atlas of Canada by M. Magwood and D.S.C. Mackay, Geographical
Services Division, Canada Centre for Mapping, Energy, Mines and Resources
Canada.

Cartography by the Geographical Services Division, Canada Centre for Mapping,
Energy, Mines and Resources Canada.

NS

i
!

|

l * Energy, Mines and Energie, Mines et
Resources Canada Ressources Canada

THE NATIONAL ATLAS OF CANADA 5th EDITION

CANADA

NATIVE PEOPLES 1740

Produced by the Geographical Services Division, Canada Centre for Mapping, Energy, Mines and Resources

Canada. Printed 1988.

Copies of this map may be obtained fromthe Canada Map Office, Energy, Mines and Resources Canada, Ottawa,
or your nearest map dealer. Quote MCR 4094

Des exemplaires de cette carte sont disponibles en frangais. Précisez MCR 4094F

©1988. Her Majesty the Queen in Right of Canada, Department of Energy, Mines and Resources.

Scale 1:7 500 000 or 1 centimetre represents 75 kilometres
150 225 300

75 [} 75
Kile o S T | =t P

1 |

Lambert Conformal Conic Projection, Standard Parallels at 49°N and 77°N.
Modified Polyconic Projection, North of Latitude 80°.

59"

50°

45°

40°

35°

120°

115° 310

105° 100°

a5° 90° 85° 80° i

70°

65"

60°

Canada



