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 Redick McKee and the

 Humboldt Bay Region, 1851-1852
 By Chad L. Hoopes

 The white settlement of the Humboldt Bay Region precluded
 the bloody conflicts between the new settlers and Indians, which in
 time forced the federal government to employ Redick McKee to find
 a solution to the California Indian problem. Before settlers arrived
 in the Humboldt region, however, the United States military authori
 ties realized the importance of good Indian and white relations in
 California and assigned agents to three areas. On April 7, 1847,
 General S. W. Kearny appointed John A. Sutter agent for the area
 along the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers; M. G. Vallejo agent
 for the area north of San Francisco Bay; and J. D. Hunter agent for
 the area south of San Francisco Bay. The office of Indian Affairs,
 under the jurisdiction of the War Department, asked these men
 "to maintain peace, to distribute presents, and to reclaim ex-neo
 phytes."

 In 1849, when Indian affairs were placed under the guidance of
 the Interior Department, it appointed Adam Johnston agent to

 manage the Indian situation.1 The impossibility of the task is
 obvious and by the end of 1850 there were hostile movements of
 Indians in most areas of California. Governor Peter Burnett saw the

 problem in this perspective:

 The Indians saw their lands, for which the General Government showed no
 interest to treat, passing out of their possession to a people that had no sympathy
 for them, crowding into their choice places, diseases were thinning their tribes.
 They accepted the notion that they were a doomed race. Discouraged and
 moody, the Government failing to provide for their wants, the Indians saw
 the prospect of starvation following. To avert it came thefts from the settlers.

 The whites were not slow to punish the thieves, nor the Indians to avenge their
 wrongs with murder. Volunteer companies organized expeditions to quell the

 Chad L. Hoopes is an instructor in history at the College of the Redwoods, Eureka.
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 disturbance; they failing, the militia were called out, and then there was a pretty
 bill of expenses on the Indian War Account.2

 Indian hostilities by 1850 served to impress upon Congress the
 necessity for some arrangement to appease the Indians and the
 whites. Accordingly, President Millard Fillmore authorized three
 Indian Commissioners for California, who brought with them a
 philosophy that to feed the Indians for a year would be cheaper than
 to fight them for a week and that to locate the California Indians
 on their own reservations would be fundamental for peace. Redick
 McKee, George Barbour, and O. M. Wozencraft received com
 missions from the Department of Interior designating them Indian
 Agents in California, effective October 10, 1850.3

 These commissions and an appropriation of $25,000 had been
 authorized September 30 by Congress to "enable the President to
 hold treaties with the various Indian Tribes in the State of Cali

 fornia."4 The agents accepted their appointments, but their investi
 gation of the salary schedule disclosed that no appropriation had
 been made for their salaries and expenses. Therefore, on October 15,
 1850, their functions as Agents were suspended before they had begun.
 Since $25,000 had been appropriated in the act for negotiating treaties
 with the Indians, the Agents were then, by a new act, appointed
 commissioners for that purpose. The act provided wages of eight
 dollars for each day actually employed and ten cents per mile for
 travel. After arriving in California, they were to hire a secretary for
 clerical work and interpreters when needed, at the lowest compen
 sation. Retrenchment in expenditures was necessary with such a
 small appropriation, when compared to the great object the com
 missioners expected to attain ? peace between Indians and whites.

 The Interior Department possessed little knowledge respecting
 the character of the Indians in California. The determination to

 obtain information concerning the Indians' manners, habits, customs,
 and the extent of their civilization became the primary concern and
 object of the department. In conjunction with this study, the Depart
 ment authorized the commissioners to make treaties and compacts
 with the Indians, to sustain the peace, and, if needed, to recommend
 the building of future military installations within areas of conflict.5
 In other words, the commissioners would initiate a new system

 making the Indians wards of the federal government.
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 Redick McKee bonded himself, "with security satisfactory to the

 Attorney General," to care for the finances; the appropriation of
 $25,000 given to McKee for disbursement would cover $6,500 for
 Indian presents and supplies, $2,000 to each of the commissioners
 for support of their families, $2,500 for traveling expenses and freight,
 and $14,000 for a contingency fund for operations in California.
 McKee, however, expected operational costs to be two or three times
 greater, and $14,000 would never suffice. He suggested to the
 Department of Interior before leaving Washington for San Francisco,
 that an appropriation of $150,000 be made for their proposed
 operations on the coast. Congress ignored McKee's plea, and, in 1851,
 allotted only $25,000.?

 The first leg of Redick McKee's journey to California took him
 across the Isthmus of Panama. He left New York on November 5
 and arrived at Panama on December 4. Four days later he sailed for
 San Francisco on the Northern.7 As the steamer made its way north
 along the Pacific Coast, McKee remarked that he gave much thought
 to his newly acquired responsibility ? that of preventing the des
 truction and extermination of the California Indians. In the absence

 of direct, positive instructions with little or no counsel and advice,
 McKee realized that he must develop his own program for the
 Indians, based on "his honest desire to promote at once the best
 good for the Indians."8

 He reached San Francisco on January 13, 1851. Here the three
 commissioners met and organized, electing John McKee, the son
 of Redick McKee, secretary of the commission. The commissioners
 made an appointment to see Governor John McDougal and mem
 bers of the legislature in session at the Capitol in San Jose. From
 them McKee expected to learn the facts connected with the recent
 Indian disturbances throughout the state. But McDougal spoke
 very bluntly to McKee, expressing to him his belligerent feelings
 toward the Indians. The governor had ordered the formation of
 armed volunteers to "chastise" the Indians. Finding that chastise
 ment had been expensive, McDougal now wanted help from the
 federal government, and this session of the legislature had passed
 a joint resolution requesting Washington to establish forts on the
 California borders to protect the settlers.9

 Assigned by the governor, the resolution read:
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 Whereas, a large portion of our State is unprotected from the different tribes of
 Indians that live upon our borders, and that these tribes are frequently engaged,
 and are now at war, with the citizens of this state; and in consequence of our
 present unprotected conditions, there is no security for either life or of property;
 and this State not having the means of extending that protection to its citizens
 which their present necessities require; and whereas, it is the duty of the Federal
 Government to protect its citizens from the incursions of either internal or
 external enemies, therefore it is Resolved, the Senate concuring, that our Senators
 be instructed and our Representatives be requested, to use their best efforts to
 have a portion of the United States troops established on our borders, and also
 to have a line of forts erected along the same for the purpose of protecting our
 citizens. Resolved, that the Governor be requested to forward a copy of the fore
 going Preamble and Resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives
 in Congress.10

 The legislature sent the resolution to Senator William M. Gwin
 in Washington. The arguments contained within the document

 were persuasive and were effectually presented to Congress by the
 Senator. Later, as a consequence of this resolution and of the work of
 Redick McKee and Edward F. Beale, the War Department sent the
 Fourth Regiment, United States Infantry, to the Pacific Division in
 the summer of 1852. Two companies of this military unit, under the
 command of Robert Buchanan, established Fort Humboldt in
 February 1853.11

 The governor's austere dealings with the Indians convinced
 McKee and his colleagues that it was not safe for them to visit the
 tribes without a military escort. Many direct injuries had been
 inflicted upon these tribes by the volunteers; and many promises
 of restitution and redress had been made to them that remained
 unfulfilled. Thus, the Indians had lost confidence in the white man,

 and they were now desperately fighting for their lives and property.
 To stave off starvation, the Indians slipped into the valleys at night
 to steal cattle and food from the settlers. These depredations brought
 on the cry of the white man to "kill off the whole damn race." Some
 what dismayed, the commissioners could see a two-fold problem facing
 them ? appease the whites and save the Indians.

 During the early spring of 1851, accompanied by a military escort
 from Benicia, the commissioners succeeded in making treaties with
 several tribes along the Stanislaus, Tuolumne, and Merced rivers.

 These treaties were the first attempt to segregate Indians on a reser
 vation in "what was primarily a white man's country."12 In the wake
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 of this success, McKee sent an estimate to the Department of Indian
 Affairs for a $75,000 appropriation that he needed to continue to
 achieve favorable results with the Indians. Congress, however, did
 not acknowledge McKee's estimate for the second time and appropri
 ated $25,000 in 1851 to settle the California Indian problem, making
 the total to date $50,000. McKee viewed the decision of Congress a
 blunder and a mistake: he believed total war would erupt unless
 the Indians were appeased and their dissatisfactions stopped.13 In
 this Deficiency Act, a section abrogated and annulled the commis
 sioners' functions as commissioners and appointed them agents to
 negotiate with the Indians of California, "as the President of the
 United States may designate for that purpose; and no officer or agent
 so employed shall receive any additional compensation for such
 service."14

 The agents desired to divide the state into three districts so their
 policies could be more justly realized and accomplished. Several
 additional possibilities, however, existed for this action: e.g.,
 diminishing jealousies between the agents as evidenced in their
 individual correspondences to Washington; improving coverage
 of the areas of trouble within the state; and ameliorating the demands
 from the settlers to end the Indians' depredations.

 Upon notification, the Interior Department did not approve of
 the agents plan of division. Nonetheless, on May 1, the agents met
 at Camp Barbour on the San Joaquin River to carve out a temporary
 three district division.15 The agents drew lots for their district:

 McKee gained the Northern District, Wozencraft the Middle District,
 and Barbour the Southern District. The agents notified the depart
 ment of their decision:

 We, as a joint body commissioners, have for the time being with a view of pro
 ceeding to the three districts of Country simultaneously. We wish to impress
 on the Department the great necessity of quieting and pacifying the Indians in
 this country before they become accustomed to the usages of war, before they
 learn and gain that dangerous experience. It is our opinion, if they should
 gain that knowledge, we will have the most formidable of all the aborigines of
 the continent to contend with, and a protracted war, terminating only by their
 extermination and at a fearful cost of life and treasure.16

 These were wise words, and the officials in the department were
 cognizant that the agents were aware of the true situation and were
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 acquainted with the necessity of devising better coverage and control
 of the Indian tribes. The department approved their decision on
 the grounds that the agents could best serve the public interest
 because of their proximity to the problem.

 In view of the vast extent of country to be traversed by the agents
 in carrying out their duties, the move to cease functioning as a
 commission and to work individually suggested an advance in the
 right direction. More important, however, were the pressing demands
 of the settlers to have something done about the Indian depreda
 tions in specific settlements, not in each district as a whole. This
 was the basic factor that forced the agents to make the division.
 And, regardless of what the future held, the agents devised the policy
 to pacify the Indians ? "it is, in the end, cheaper to feed the whole
 flock for a year than to fight them for a week."17 This policy, although
 very realistic, was unsubstantial because by June, 1851, McKee,
 the disbursing agent for the three divisions, had no funds to institute
 the policy and to make treaties with the tribes. He complained, "I
 have not been advised even of the means of realizing the $25,000
 appropriated for 1851 by the last Congress; and if I was able to do so,
 the whole amount would be required to meet the liabilities already
 incurred by us in the discharge of the trust confided in us."18

 McKee supposed the appropriation had been sent, but it had not
 arrived. Agent Barbour, on Kings River, received McKee's letter
 telling of the "pitiful" grant of money by Congress. The agent
 wanted to know how the department expected them to keep the
 Indians in good humor by such a liberal allowance. "How this is to
 be done," wrote McKee, "is beyond my arithmetic."19 But his arith
 metic managed to put the federal government in debt $716,294.79
 by 1852, when only $50,000 had been appropriated by Congress.

 The Northern District had fallen to Redick McKee, and, regard
 less of the lack of funds, he planned to go to Humboldt Bay to hold
 councils with the Indians and to arrange for them to buy cattle at
 seven cents a pound. The source of McKee's misinformation regarding
 excessive cattle in the Humboldt Bay country is unknown. During
 this period the settlers needed their few cattle for draft animals and
 for reproduction. There was not enough beef to feed Indians
 accustomed to a diet of roots, sea food, and game.

 The June voyage to Humboldt Bay did not materialize. McKee
 was very anxious to go north, but, as he wrote:
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 I was embarrassed in arranging for the journey by the want of money in the
 chest, as well as the lack of reliable information as to the numbers and locations

 of the Indian tribes inhabiting those wilds. From all the information yet
 collected from traders, miners, and travelers, who had visited the coast and

 penetrated the interior of the still lately unexplored district, the Indians were
 quite numerous, and by far the most warlike of their race in the state. Their
 principal settlements were said to be on the Russian, Eel, Trinity, Scott, and
 Klamath Rivers.20

 While McKee waited for funds and made preparations for his
 journey to Humboldt Bay, a committee of citizens from Trinidad
 Bay arrived in San Francisco the middle of June. It demanded
 that McKee protect the settlers from the marauding Indians by

 making treaties with the "savages." If he did not, the former were
 going to call on the governor for volunteers to exterminate the
 "belligerents." McKee remarked:

 I explained to the gentlemen my readiness, and, indeed, my great anxiety to visit
 their country and do all in my power to redress their grievances and promised
 that, if at all possible, I would set out with an escort of United States Troops
 immediately after the arrival of the steamer due in San Francisco 4th of July,
 1851.21

 McKee would not begin his laborious and expensive journey
 to the wilds of the north country because he anticipated that the
 Interior Department would soon remit the appropriation needed
 to finance the expedition. If the department did not, however, McKee

 would ask T. Butler King, Collector of the United States Customhouse,
 to cash a draft for $15,000 to pay pressing liabilities and to pay for
 the expedition. If he was unsuccessful in this bid, the expedition

 would be postponed still longer. McKee's detention in San Francisco
 for several weeks would cause him anxiety, for his journey to Hum
 boldt Bay was paramount. The citizens committee returned north
 with some satisfaction that McKee would honor his promise.

 The steamer arrived on schedule, but without the appropriation.
 Nevertheless, a dispatch from the department arrived, stating that
 Congress had appropriated $42,000 for general purposes and salaries:
 $25,000 for holding treaties, $6,750 for salaries, $9,000 for agents'
 salaries, and $1,500 for interpreters.22 On July 10 assuming that
 Congress would release this appropriation, McKee obtained an
 advance of $5,000 from King, but only part of the $15,000 requested.
 King declined to loan McKee $15,000 without authorization from
 the Treasury Department.23 McKee used $3,000 to pay against his
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 debts and used the remainder to cover the expenses of his expedition
 to Humboldt County.
 Of the $42,000 appropriation, only $27,500 was ever remitted

 to McKee to pay his debts. The disposition of the remaining $14,500
 is unknown. The money due King, the sums due merchants for
 supplies, and the salaries due employees were debts which McKee
 could not postpone. Trusting that Congress would soon pay his
 vouchers, McKee borrowed $5,000 from the Banking House of
 Sather and Church to pay his most pressing liabilities. And for the
 remaining debts, he issued "Certificates of Indebtedness payable
 upon receiving funds from Washington." Of McKee's total expen
 ditures, $716,394.79, arising from contracts to supply the Indians,
 Congress only satisfied claims amounting to $287,000.24

 Congress did not honor Redick McKee's bank note for several
 years. In order to obtain an extension of time from the bank while
 he presented his case to Congress, McKee mortgaged his homestead
 property. For five years he was forced to pay $125 a month interest
 on the loan which amounted to $7,500. Not obtaining relief from
 the federal government and not able to continue the interest pay

 ments, McKee lost his property, valued at $30,000. McKee wrote
 to Congress:

 If I had not confidence in the disposition of Congress to redress real grievances
 when satisfied of their existence, I should have lost all faith in human nature.

 My experience will, I hope, prove a warning to future disbursing agents, not,
 under any circumstances, to advance one dime for Uncle Sam, unless prepared,
 as I was not, to make the old gentleman a donation of the amount.25

 In 1870, McKee received $9,659.16 in reparation payments against
 his claim of $48,880. Congress acknowledged that McKee had been
 honest in his dealings with the Indians and in his capacity as dis
 bursing agent. But he had borrowed money without permission,
 and he had failed to allow the Department of Interior to judge the
 expediency of needed measures. McKee was an idealist; and, when
 the Department of Interior neglected to furnish McKee specific
 orders, he could only allow his conscience to guide him.

 After McKee received the $5,000 from King, he moved north to
 Sonoma. On August 9, 1851, he was notified that an escort of thirty-six

 dragoons, under the command of Major W. W. Wessells, would join
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 his expedition. Wessells had arrived at Sonoma from Benicia the
 previous day, but because arrangements were not completed, the
 expedition's first move north was deferred until Ausust 11.27 Redick
 McKee employed Thomas Seabring to guide the expedition to Hum
 boldt Bay over the Sonoma Trail,28 and George Gibbs for his Indian
 interpreter.29
 The first seventy miles of the Sonoma Trail followed the valleys

 of Sonoma Creek and Russian River. Leaving the Russian River
 at its source, the trail crossed a divide, a series of mountains between

 the Russian and Eel rivers. This rough and dangerous crossing
 consists of nearly one hundred miles of heavy timber, brushy hills,
 mountains, gulches, and gorges. The trail then continues along
 the South Fork of the Eel to where it joins the main fork, which
 empties into the Pacific Ocean. Fortunately no member of the
 expedition lost his life, but two horses, four mules, and eight cattle
 perished.30

 General J. M. Estill of Vallejo, commander of the 2nd Division
 of California Militia, overtook the advancing column about five
 miles north of Sonoma on August 14. He reported to McKee that
 he and his men were under orders from the governor to "furnish
 him protection to Clear Lake." Estill also sold a herd of 300 cattle
 to McKee to feed to the Indians ? at a cost of $3,ooo.31 The expe
 dition of 70 men, 140 horses and mules, progressed north, passing
 through the settlements and on into Indian country.
 Meetings were held with the various tribal chiefs along McKee's

 route. At these meetings, the agent spoke through his interpreter,
 George Gibbs, and his comments to the chiefs basically followed
 this speech:

 I come from the Great Father, the President, at Washington, the most powerful
 and the richest chief in this continent, and anything I may do in his name will
 be final and binding upon you, if he approves. That Great Father, my Chief,
 has conquered this country, and you are his children now, and subjects in all
 things to him. Brothers, we know you were the original owners of these broad
 lands, and the Spaniards, Mexicans, and Californians have been in turn your
 conquerors and masters, until finally the President, My Great Chief, has con
 quered and owns this country. The President has learned that his red children
 in California are at war with the whites and among themselves, are poor and
 ignorant, and he has now sent me among them to inquire into their condition.32
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 The chiefs were usually awed by McKee, by his kind words, and

 wanted to know who this Great Father, the President, was. They
 wanted to know where he lived, and if he was a good chief. McKee
 answered their questions, and the chiefs gave their approval of this
 Great Father and were happy to become his subjects.

 The first of McKee's six treaties was made at Camp Lupiyuma,
 west of Clear Lake Valley on August 20, 1851. McKee gave all of
 Clear Lake Valley proper to eight tribes upon the condition that
 the tribes would live peaceably and would agree that all other tribes
 the President might send to the reservation would be received as
 brothers. Before reaching Humboldt Bay, another treaty was signed
 with Fernando Felix on August 22.

 After much hardship, the McKee party reached the vicinity of
 Humboldt Bay on September 10. The party camped at the "Big Bend
 of the Eel River," about twelve miles from Humboldt City, expecting
 to remain in the area several days. McKee planned to resolve the
 problem between the Indians and the settlers of the Eel River Valley
 by establishing a reservation there.

 The new settlers in the valley had taken the extremely fertile soil
 of the bottom lands along the river for farming, and twelve new
 farms had been established near present day Fortuna, Ferndale, and
 Loleta.33 McKee, while visiting with these settlers, learned that many
 Indians made their homes in the bottom lands and that they could
 possibly be assembled for a meeting. McKee requested Charles W.
 Robinson to induce these Eel River Indians to visit his camp.
 (Robinson had married an Indian woman for reasons of peaceful
 cohabitation with the Indians while he developed his farm.) He
 and the other settlers had lived only a few months among the natives
 of this valley, making it impossible for them to establish a means of
 communicating verbally with the Indians. But through rigorous
 motions and expository remarks, Gibbs communicated with several
 Indians who left McKee's camp, with food and presents, to inform
 their brethren of McKee's invitation to sign a peace treaty. While
 waiting for the Indians to return, McKee visited Humboldt City.
 He met with the residents to obtain their opinion of what course
 he should follow toward settling the Indian-white problem in this
 area. They agreed with McKee that a government supervised reser
 vation was indeed necessary. The agent returned to his camp the
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 following day to learn from Robinson that the Indians were fearful
 of accepting his invitation to council. The Indians believed "that
 some design was meditated for their destruction, or that some injury

 would be inflicted upon them."34 Thus, no Indians came to McKee's
 camp and no treaty was signed with the Eel River Indians.

 Several men from Humboldt City returned McKee's visit. Their
 purpose was to further discuss the present Indian-white problem.
 One of these men, a Mr. Dupern, formerly of Norfolk, Virginia, and
 a merchant in Humboldt City, agreed to descend the Eel River to
 its mouth, in the company of Charles Robinson and George Gibbs,
 to explore the country and to approximate boundaries for an Indian
 Reservation. Also, they would make a last attempt to induce the
 Indians to visit McKee's camp. The explorers spent one night with
 the Indians, but failed to gain the natives' acceptance of their propo
 sition to make a treaty.35
 The idea of a reservation was utmost in McKee's mind. The

 exploring party returned and declared to him that the lands south
 of the Eel River were found to be suitable for a reservation and

 would "interfere as little as possible with the whites already settled."
 McKee was thoroughly convinced that a reservation was in order
 and planned a reservation plot. The agent, finding it impossible
 to meet with the Indians, moved his camp to Humboldt City. There,

 with the citizens, he discussed his chosen site for the Indian lands.

 The local residents agreed with McKee that the southlands were
 a logical location and should be selected at once because the white
 settlers would soon take the choice sections, leaving the Indians the
 uncultivable lands. Future conflicts would no doubt result if this

 took place. McKee plotted the following area for the Eel River
 Reservation:

 That the portion of country lying between Eel River and the Mendocino
 mountains, described as follows, shall be reserved: commencing at a point upon
 the south side of the Eel River, opposite the small creek where on the agent
 and escort were encamped; thence running in a southwesterly direction parallel
 to the general trend of the coast, to the summit of the first range of mountains,
 ending at the northernmost point of cape Mendocino; thence along said summit
 to the Pacific Ocean; thence up said river in its windings to the place of begin
 ning; together with the right of taking fish in any part of said river below the
 said place of beginning, and of fishing or digging for shellfish on any part of
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 the coast. Said reservation estimated to be thirteen miles in length on the coast,
 and eighteen miles inland ? average length fifteen miles; estimated width six
 miles.36

 A considerable portion of the reservation along the coast consisted
 of salt marsh, and a portion along the river was subject to overflow.
 But between the river and the mountains, where Ferndale stands,

 patches of land were found to be suitable for cultivation.
 Charles Robinson accepted McKee's offer to be subagent of this

 new reservation. McKee gave Robinson six head of cattle, flour,
 and presents for those Indians who would live peacefully on the
 reserved lands. Robinson was instructed to break up six acres of
 land within the reservation; then he was to plant potatoes sometime
 during the coming fall. McKee gave the subagent $140 to buy a
 "large prairie plow, ox-yokes, chains and a half a dozen axes and
 hoes," so that the agent "may obtain as much labor from the Indians
 as possible." Robinson's use of the oxen and tools to farm his personal
 lands would be his remuneration, but all items were to be held in
 trust as the property of the United States. To insure the intent of
 the Indian Agent's instructions, or in the event Robinson had an
 accident, "Messrs. Howard, Dobbins, and Durpren" from Hum
 boldt City were to watch Robinson. There is no doubt that the
 cattle and equipment were desired by Robinson and other men to
 develop their homesteads, forgetting their obligations to the govern
 ment and the Indians. When the news that the government had
 rejected the Eel River Reservation reached the Humboldt Region,
 any semblance of an existing reservation was lost, and the lands
 were taken up by homesteaders. Regardless, before McKee left the
 Humboldt Area he had sent a duplicate copy of the reservation
 plan to Howard, Dobbins, and Dupren to "be posted in some
 conspicuous place, so as to prevent anyone settling upon said land
 through mistake."37
 McKee journeyed to Trinidad Bay as he had promised the Trinidad

 citizens in San Francisco in June. The Indians at this port called
 themselves the Kori Indians, with Oq-qua as chief. McKee assembled
 about fifty of these Indians, and "requested them to remove to and
 settle upon the reservation of land near the mouth of Eel River.
 Presents were distributed among them in the name of the President.
 But they made no reply." McKee only remained at Trinidad four
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 days. He returned to Union September 21 because Indian hostilities
 along the Klamath River demanded his immediate attention. He
 had received reports that Indians were killing mule drivers and
 stealing mules from pack trains bound to and from the Trinity

 mines. In retaliation, the men traveling with the caravans shot all
 Indians they saw, the innocent being killed more frequently than
 the guilty. Citizens warned McKee not to attempt to make a treaty
 with these hostile natives, "until a war party of whites could be sent
 against them, and until the Indians sue for peace." McKee, confident
 of his ability and relying on his past success with the Indians, felt
 that he could quiet the disturbances without resorting to war.
 Securing the services of a Mr. Thompson as interpreter, McKee
 sent him off to visit the Indians and to induce them into meeting
 the "treaty maker" from the "Great White Father" at the forks of
 the Klamath and Trinity rivers on October 1, 1851. The Treaty of
 Klamath, October 6, 1851, resulted, and hostilities were ended for
 the time being.38 Had this treaty been honored by the federal govern

 ment, the resulting Indian wars could possibly have been avoided.
 Before McKee could finish his expedition because of the rains

 and before he could retrace his steps back to the Humboldt Coast,
 he concluded his fifth and sixth treaties with the Indians at the

 mouth of Salmon River: the Treaty of Coratem on October 12, 1851,
 and the Treaty of Scott's Valley on November 4, 1851. At Scott's
 Valley, several men from Shasta Butte City and Scott's Bar attended
 the council to witness the treaty making. As part of the agreement
 between the Indians and the whites, the tribes had two years to move
 to either the Klamath or Scott's Valley reservations. In the meantime
 the miners would be allowed to work their mining claims, and the
 farmers and ranchers would have time to remove themselves else

 where. All the gentlemen present expressed their gratifications at
 the conclusion of the council, and they believed that the whites
 and the five thousand Indians would observe the treaties.39

 Finishing his business, McKee retraced his steps to the coast.
 He arrived at Union on November 21 and spent three days disposing
 of the mule train and breaking-up the party. Thereafter, McKee
 proceeded to Humboldt City. No opportunity presented itself for
 leaving this city until December 8, when the steamer Sea Gull
 arrived on her way to Portland, Oregon. This vessel proved to be
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 the last opportunity to leave Humboldt for a while, and McKee
 concluded that he should proceed north to Portland to meet the
 Columbia on her way down the coast to San Francisco. The agent
 arrived in San Francisco on December 28, 1851.40 Thus, a five month
 journey of exposure and great labor ended.

 Reminiscing, McKee declared:

 Considering the results which must happily follow, the expenses are trifling.
 Taken as a whole I doubt whether ever in the history of Indian negotiations
 in this or any other country as much work has been done as much positive
 good effected and as many evils averted with such comparitive [sic] means at
 command.41

 McKee's optimism proved to be disastrous for the Indians. His
 idealistic program "to feed the whole flock for a year than to fight
 for a week" only materialized after much destruction. McKee secured
 temporary peace by making presents and promises to the Indians ?
 at times surpassing his limited powers to make and not execute
 treaties.

 Well pleased with his expeditions, McKee suggested in a letter
 to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that he return to Washington.

 He would bring the eighteen treaties that Barbour, Wozencraft, and
 he had made with the California Indians and explain them in person.
 The commissioner disagreed, even though he endorsed the treaties,
 but advised McKee to send the treaties posthaste to Washington.

 The commissioner received the treaties, approved and delivered
 them to President Fillmore who signed and transmitted them with
 a message to the Senate where they were read June 7, 1852.42 The
 Senate rejected the treaties, however, because of the immense claims
 against the federal government incurred by the agents. Furthermore,
 the attitude of the California legislature and its memorial to Congress
 that criticized the treaties persuaded the Senators to exclude them.
 What had developed in California was an antitreaty coalition in

 the legislature. The Committee on Indian Affairs established by
 the assembly requested Redick McKee to appear before the com

 mittee to defend his reasoning for giving valuable lands to uncivilized
 Indians. Assemblymen charged McKee with giving the Indians large
 amounts of the finest farming and mineral lands in the state. In
 supporting his position, McKee berated their accusations, telling
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 the committee that it was uninformed and that all the reservations

 together would not probably exceed 1 percent of the whole area of
 California. The agent further expressed to the committee that

 he had endeavored to exclude in every selection some goods lands, capable of
 subsisting the Indians; and it would have been a wretched policy as well as gross
 injustice, to have done otherwise. My object had been to give them lands which
 they could work, and upon the product subsist.43

 The committee told McKee that the reservations he had given the
 Indians "would prove most ruinous to the prerogatives of both the
 Indian and white population." It was obvious to the assemblymen
 that when the white men wanted the reservation lands they would
 take them and the "Army of the United States could not expel the
 intruders."44 McKee left Sacramento when the committee adjourned
 for the time being and retired to San Francisco to await another chance
 to force the issue at hand ? the ratification of his treaties. The

 opportunity came in early March; but again the committee opposed
 his policy, and the assemblymen became quite "savage" in attacking
 McKee for giving valuable lands to "bloody savages." They would
 not change their attitude.

 The California senators were waiting in Washington for the
 decision of the legislature.45 Only the appeals of McKee and Edward
 F. Beale prevented the Senate from endorsing the assembly's motives
 and drafting a joint resolution completely rejecting the treaties.

 What the state legislature adopted was a memorial to Congress
 on the subject of the disposal of the treaties: in place of reservations,
 missions should be established throughout California, where the
 Indians could receive supplies and could farm the mission lands.46

 This design seemed to entertain that which had been attempted in
 the past. The result of this memorial would then be that Congress
 would reject the eighteen treaties. Edward F. Beale, the new Super
 intendent of Indian Affairs in California received a request from

 Washington to express his views as to the expediency of ratifying
 or rejecting the treaties. He stated what he believed:

 To reject them without an effort to retain the Indians confidence and friendship
 would undoubtedly involve the State in a long and bloody war, disastrous and
 ruinous to her mining and commercial interests, and affecting, more or less, the
 prosperity of our whole country.47
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 Regardless of McKee's and Beale's arguments, the Act of August 30,
 1852, rejected the eighteen treaties. In place of the treaties, Congress
 appropriated $100,000 for "the preservation of peace with those
 Indians who have been disposed of their lands in California, until
 permanent arrangements be made for their future settlement."48

 President Fillmore was not satisfied with the Senate's decision:

 in his message to Congress he called attention to the fact that because
 "the Senate not having thought proper to ratify the treaties which
 had been negotiated with the tribes of Indians in California, our
 relations with them have been left in a very unsatisfactory condition."
 He continued: "the Indians are mere tenants at sufferance and are

 driven from place to place at the pleasure of the whites. Justice alike
 to our own citizens and to the Indians requires the prompt action
 of Congress."49 Congress, which alone is vested with the power of
 disposing of the public domain, should have made the necessary
 provisions for reservations. The agents had attempted to conciliate
 the Indians by kindness and their efforts would have been successful
 in preventing to a degree the ensuing hostilities. But the consequence
 of rejecting the treaties was bloodshed, and the relation between
 the settlers and Indians appeared precarious.

 Out of the $100,000 appropriation to pacify the Indians, $25,000
 was specified for the purchase of suitable presents for the displaced
 Indians: small white, red, and blue porcelain beads; large colored
 glass beads; turkey red prints; and gay colored shawls.50 Without
 assuming too much, it should be evident that these goods would be
 almost useless to poor, hungry, California Indians who needed
 supplies of food which ultimately would keep them from committing
 depredations against the white settlements. These supplies were not
 authorized, and the settlers continued pushing the Indians.

 A new political movement to end the Indian problem in Cali
 fornia evolved while the controversy within the government over
 ratification of the treaties progressed. Governor John Bigler directed
 this movement to remove the Indians entirely from the state. One
 would wonder to what place? A move east of the Sierra Nevada
 Mountains would be proof of the ignorance of those people advo
 cating this measure. The region and country was counterpart to the
 coastal Indians' mode of living. Most of Nevada is waste and barren
 desert, where only a few Indians survived. A move north would
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 add thousands of Indians to the already overflowing population of
 Oregon. A move south would place the Indians directly in line of
 southern immigration, thus preparing the way for increased hostilities.

 The white man's treatment of the California Indians was no better

 and perhaps not much worse than in other parts of the United States.
 But the attitude of Bigler, however, was not a humane means of
 solving the Indian problem in California. The governor's message
 to the legislature in 1852 is not a happy one:

 The Indians ought to be removed beyond the confines of the state.... I condemn
 the reservations established by the commissioners as wrong, fraught wi<h evil
 to the Indians and to the whites, and calculated to produce constant collisions
 and impose heavy burdens upon the government.51

 The state senate committee on Indian Affairs approved Bigler's
 message, and it supported his policy until the actions of Senator John
 J. Warner of San Diego, "one of the best qualified men in the state
 to speak to the Senate upon the subject of Indians," aroused the
 public. Many citizens supported Warner who recommended a careful
 re-examination of the treaties and of the reservation system. He
 added, that there were many areas in the state suitable for Indian
 reservations and that enough land existed for Anglo-Americans and
 for the Indians.52

 The governor's policy had been regarded as unfavorable by the
 public. But on April 6, 1852, two senators presented a memorial
 to Bigler that gave additional support to his policy of extermination.
 James W. Denver, senator from Klamath and Trinity counties, and
 Royal T. Sprague, senator from Shasta County, wrote in the memorial
 that the problem of Indian affairs in the north forced the citizens
 to demand

 more prompt, efficient and constant resistance, which they are no longer able
 to make. . . . This state of affairs cannot continue much longer. . . . We call on
 you as the Executive of the State, to demand from the commander of the United
 States forces in California troops sufficient to afford protection and to punish
 the depredators, or if that cannot be done, then order out the militia for that
 purpose.53

 This communication gave Bigler grounds to start his campaign
 against the Indians. If he could not remove them, he could extermi
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 nate them. The governor sent this memorial and his personal letter
 to General Ethan A. Hitchcock, Commander of the United States

 Army on the Pacific Coast at San Francisco. In his letter, the governor
 told Hitchcock that the California Indians had the ferocity of South
 Sea cannibals and that they were born with a hatred for the white
 race. Furthermore, the two races could not live together and have
 peace, and the solution to the problem was the evacuation or
 destruction of the Indians, to be done by the central government
 because the Constitution guaranteed this service to the people. If
 the central government was neglectful in this duty, there was one
 alternative: the people would fight their own battles "to maintain
 their independence as a sovereign State and to protect themselves
 from intestine troubles, as well as from the incursions of merciless
 and savage enemies."54

 These statements, precipitated by Bigler's prejudices and the
 memorial, are examples of his enmity towards the Indians. They
 are based upon emotionalism and not investigation by the govern
 ment. One observation that the governor could have made would
 have been acknowledgment of the fact that immigration into Cali
 fornia had not been gradual. The Indians had been pushed before
 a rapidly advancing civilization and every part of the country had
 suddenly been penetrated and explored, leaving the natives in the
 immediate proximity to the whites. Consequently, the Indian endured
 great sacrifices and loss of property. But the new settler's experiences
 dealing with Indians in the East no doubt justified this development.

 General Hitchcock, in his reply to the governor on April 10, 1852,
 wrote that he had not been aware of extreme Indian problems in
 the northern counties. He realized that all parts of the state had
 problems, but he had believed that there was no need for additional
 troops in any one section of the state. He was thoroughly convinced
 of this notion, until several citizens from Humboldt Bay informed
 him that a military post was desperately needed somewhere near the
 bay or near the Klamath River. The citizens stated that "such a post
 would be most favorable for holding in check not only the Indians,
 but the whites who are so ready to create disturbances on the slightest

 provocation."55 The general sympathized with the citizens and
 promised them that at his earliest opportunity "he would establish
 a military post at some suitable point within those northern counties."56
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 In addition, Hitchcock disclosed to the governor that Redick

 McKee had also been told in correspondence from the Humboldt
 Bay region informing him of brutal outrages committed by whites
 upon the generally harmless and inoffensive Indians living near the
 Bay and the Eel River. McKee understood that these bloody massacres
 of the Indians would continue unless Hitchcock sent a small detach

 ment of troops to establish reservations near the Eel and Klamath
 rivers; that a depot for supplies should also be established on Hum
 boldt Bay; and that by means of small pack trains regular communi
 cations could be maintained between the reservations every two or
 three weeks.57 The general included McKee's remarks in his letter of
 April 18.

 Hitchcock, however, agreed with the governor that the Indians
 and whites could not live together and that the whites must come
 into full possession of the country. He also realized that he could
 not give full protection to the isolated northern counties because his
 troops were too few in number. He had received five hundred men,
 but he feared their desertion if they were stationed at isolated coastal
 posts. Bigler was pleased with what he read in Hitchcock's letter
 and wrote a lengthy reply on April 12, 1852, manifesting appreciation
 for the general's attitude and requesting the general to make the
 best use of military force under his command to protect the citizens
 until additional troops arrived. The governor closed his letter by
 asking Hitchcock to keep the capitol informed of what steps the
 military would take to terminate the difference in the northern
 counties.58

 While the correspondence between Bigler and Hitchcock pro
 gressed, McKee attempted once again to help the Indians and to
 have reservations and a military fort established in the Humboldt
 Region.

 By letter he informed Governor Bigler, as he had informed Hitch
 cock, of the problems between the whites and Indians on the Eel
 River, but from a more reasonable point of view. The Indians on
 the Eel had been accused of killing two white men living in an
 isolated place, but no investigation of the murders had been made.

 Nonetheless, the whites had organized into several parties and planned
 to destroy the Indians. A communication to the citizens of Union
 and Humboldt Bay makes evident their plans:
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 The Indians have murdered two of our citizens, under circumstances truly
 horrible, and at a meeting of the citizens of the valley it was unanimously agreed
 to commence war upon them immediately, and we the undersigned were chosen
 to devise some plan by which we can strike an effective blow upon them. On

 Monday 19th of the present month at the break of day is the day we have decided
 to make the attack on them. By attacking them at all points simultaneously one
 party moving up while the other moves down the Eel River until we meet. We
 hope to clear the river of them entirely. Lets thoroughly break up this den of
 thieves and murderers.

 Very Respectfully Yours

 B. F. Jameson
 T. D. Felt
 Kennedy Dobyns59

 Attacking the Indians near the bay, the whites slaughtered many
 of them. The party then proceeded to Eel River and renewed their
 work of death and killed fifteen or twenty more defenseless natives.
 Not one of them had been suspected of being involved in the murder
 of the two white men. McKee related other cases of "wanton murder"

 of the Indians to Bigler, which, wrote McKee, "if it did not endanger
 the peace of the northern frontier, it had at all events brought lasting

 disgrace upon the American name."60 He suggested to the governor
 that some measures were necessary to vindicate the laws of the country

 as well as those of humanity by bringing some of the white desperadoes

 to punishment.
 Governor Bigler gave McKee's letter to the senators whose counties

 were involved in the Indian problem. These senators did not accept
 McKee's notions of "wanton murder of the Indians by the whites."
 McKee believed that the activities of the whites were purposely
 not noticed by those senators who wanted the Indians removed
 or exterminated. The agent proposed that the senate make an investi
 gation of the massacres which would prove the validity of his state
 ments. The senators countered by stating that they were well informed
 as to what was taking place in the north. If there was any contradiction,

 any special credit should be given to the statements of gentlemen
 because "they happened to be members of the legislature which was
 a position in which McKee's experience did not lead him to concur."
 McKee denied that he had made unsound reflections against the
 character of the senators; but his final remarks to them suggested
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 that "nothing was to be expected of the government, except the old
 state of affairs and the war of extermination will continue."61

 Redick McKee and the politicians exchanged words over the
 controversial issue of the Indians, while Edward F. Beale and General

 Hitchcock worked towards a plan of permanent arrangement for
 the Indians and whites ? based upon McKee's reservation plan.
 Beale submitted a detailed proposal for a new program to Washington
 in October, 1852. In part it contained the following proposals:

 A system of military posts to be established on reservations, for the convenience
 and protection of the Indians; these reservations to be regarded as military
 reservations or government reservations. Each reservation to contain a military
 establishment, the number of troops being in proportion to the population of
 the tribes.62

 This program was eventually adopted by Washington and California.
 The federal government appropriated $250,000 towards the formation
 of five military reservations, garrisoned by federal troops and Cali
 fornia volunteers: Nome Lackee, Klamath, Tejon, Mendocino, and
 Fresno.

 The humanitarian efforts of McKee, Beale, and several citizens
 of Humboldt County, as opposed to the destructive efforts of
 McDougal, Bigler, and several members of the California legislature,
 were soon to be realized: the War Department would respond with
 ample troops so that General Hitchcock could fulfill his promise
 to the citizens of Union and Humboldt City. He would send two
 companies to Humboldt Bay in January, 1853, to test the new policy
 that had evolved from the work of Beale and Hitchcock and from

 McKee's suggestion to Hitchcock that there was a need for reservations
 and for a supply depot to be established on Humboldt Bay.

 NOTES

 1. U.S. Congress, House Executive Documents, 1848, Doc. 17, serial 573, pp.
 182-345.

 2. Herbert Howe Bancroft, History of California (San Francisco, 1884), VII, 482.
 By December, 1853 the war debt amounted to $771,190.
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 3. John W. Caughy, California (New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1940), p. 325.

 A Democrat Congressman remarked, "the three agents were entirely ignorant,
 not only of the country, but especially of the native and the habits of the Indians.
 The agents were to protect the people of California from the Indians."

 4. 9 U. S. Stat. At. L. (1850), 558.

 5. U. S. Congress, House Executive Documents, 1850, Doc. 1, Serial 595, p. 152;
 U.S. Congress, Senate, Department of Interior Report, 1853, Doc. 4, Serial 688,
 pp. 8-9.

 6. 9 U.S. State. At L. (1850), 572; U.S. Congress, Senate Executive Docu
 ments, 1853, Doc. 61, Serial 620, pp. 1-2; Alban Hoopes, Indian Affairs and Their
 Administration, 1849-1860 (Oxford, 1932), p. 44.

 7. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 52.

 8. Ibid., p. 53; U. S. Congress, Senate Miscellaneous Documents, 1866,
 Doc. 37, Serial 1239, p. 1.

 9. William H. Ellison, "The Federal Indian Policy in California," Mississippi
 Valley Historical Review. IX, 48; Charles Coan, Federal Indian Policy in The
 Pacific Northwest, 1849-1870. (Berkeley, 1920); Bancroft, op. cit., VIII, 456;
 Hoopes, op. cit., p. 42.

 Because of the high cost to subdue the Indians, the California Legislature
 authorized $1,100,000, as bond issues, payable semiannually, to liquidate the
 $924,295.65 debt accumulated fighting the Indians by 1854.

 10. California Statutes (1851), p. 530.

 11. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 225; Chad L. Hoopes, "Fort Humboldt" (Masters's
 Thesis, Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah, 1963), pp. 37-48.

 12. Hoopes, "Fort Humboldt," p. 43.

 13. 9 U. S. Stat. At L. (1851), p. 572.
 This act also provided $6,750 pay for each Commissioner from October 1, 1850

 to June 30, 1851.

 14. Ibid.

 15. U.S. Congress, Senate Executive Documents, 1852, Doc. 16, Serial 613,
 p. 486.

 16. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 82.

 17. Serial 613, op. cit., p. 486.

 18. Ibid., p. 497.

 19. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 79.
 "Many Indians had been dispossessed of their old homes. These unfortunate

 victims of white man's land hunger and congressional inefficiency were poorly
 provided for by an appropriations of $50,000 until permanent arrangements be
 made for their future settlement." Hoopes, op. cit., p. 46.
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 20. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 86.

 21. Ibid., p. 91.

 22. 10. U. S. State. At L. (1852), p. 56.

 23. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 120.

 24. Ellison, op. cit., pp. 58-59; Hoopes, op. cit., p. 46.
 In 1854, Congress allowed the claim of John C. Fremont for $183,825; in 1856

 the claim of O. M. Wozencraft for $7,000; in i860 the claim of Samuel J. Hensley
 for $96,276. Other claims were not allowed. And only part of McKee's claim
 was allowed.

 25. U. S. Congress, House Miscellaneous Documents, i8yi, Doc. 102, Serial
 1463, p. 4.

 26. U. S. Congress, Senate Report, 1870, Report 20, Serial 1409, pp. 1-3; U. S.
 Congress, Senate Miscellaneous Documents, 1866, Doc. 37, Serial 1239, PP- 1"3

 27. Journal of Major W. W. Wessells in U. S. Congress, Senate Executive
 Documents, 1853, Doc. 76, Serial 906, pp. 59-68.

 28. The itinerary of McKee's expedition is shown on a map in the National
 Archives, No. 47 ? "Sketch of the Northwestern parts of California accompanying
 a journal of the expedition of Redick McKee, compiled by George Gibbs in
 1851." Thomas Seabring had seen a member of the Gregg party in 1850. He had
 attempted to return to Humboldt Bay the Spring of 1850 with wagons that he
 was forced to abandon along the route along the Eel and Russian rivers. This
 route became the Sonoma Trail and used extensively for opening the Humboldt
 Region.

 29. Henry R. Schoolcraft, History, Condition and Prospects of the Indian
 Tribes of The United States, Part III (Philadelphia, 1853), 99-177.

 George Gibbs' Journal of the McKee Expedition is in this volume. Gibbs
 was attached to the Indian Commission in Oregon and was acquainted with the
 Chinook language. He was also a practical topographical engineer.

 30. Serial 613, op. cit., p. 498.

 31. John McKee's "Journal of Minutes" of the expedition from Sonoma
 through Northern California ? August 9, 1851 to December 29, 1851. Alta
 California (San Francisco), September 3, 1851, "Account of The Doings of
 Major General Estill and his staff of The California State Militia."

 32. Journal of Minutes, op. cit., August 18, 1851.

 33. The "Big Bend of the Eel River", according to the Gibbs' Map, was located
 in the present area of Fortuna, where Rohner Creek empties into the Eel River.

 McKee called it Communion Creek. M.A. Parry, "The History of Loleta"
 (Master's Thesis, Humboldt State College, June, 1963), pp. 1-4.

 34. Journal of Minutes, op. cit., September 11, 1851.
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 35. Ibid., September 12, 1851.

 36. Journal of Minutes, op. cit., September 16, 1851.
 The George Gibbs' Map gives a clear outline of the reservation plat.

 37. Journal of Minutes, op. cit., September 16-17, 1851.
 The Journal gives the details of the three men's duties.

 38. Journal of Minutes, op. cit., September 18, 1851.

 39. lb id., November 4, 1851.

 40. Schoolcraft, op. cit., p. 177.

 41. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 284.

 42. Rockwell D. Hunt, California and Californians (San Francisco, 1930),
 II, 448.

 43. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 248.

 44. Congressional Globe, 33rd Congress, 1st Session, Pt. 3, p. 2173.

 45. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 296.

 46. Ibid., p. 308.
 McKee wrote to President Fillmore, "My opinion is, that unless our general

 policy is carried out in good faith, there will very shortly be a general Indian
 war on the frontiers of the state. The Indians must be fed for awhile or killed off."

 California, Journal of the Senate, 1852, pp. 44-64.

 47. Ibid., p.329.

 48. 10 U. S. State. At L.
 In January, 1905, the injunction to secrecy of the Treaties was removed. The

 unratified treaties had quietly reposed in the archives of Congress, forgotten
 by everyone but the Indians. At present, all eighteen of them are in a bundle
 in the Office of Indian Affairs, General Files, California, I 76/1852. Clipped to
 each treaty is a letter of rejection by the Senate. Hoopes, op. cit., p. 44.

 49. U. S. Congress, Senate Executive Documents, 1852. "President's Annual
 Message, December 6, 1852. Serial 673, p. 10.

 50. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 360.

 51. Journal of the Legislature of the State of California, 1852, pp. 21-74.

 52. Ibid., pp. 537-604.

 53. Ibid., pp. 703-704.

 54. Ibid., p. 705.

 55. Alta California, March 21, 1853.

 56. journal of California Legislature, 1852, p. 708.

 57. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 318.
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 This suggestion evolved to the birth of Fort Humboldt and many smaller

 camps and posts, supplied by Fort Humboldt.

 58. Journal of California Legislature, 1852, p. 711.

 59. Copied from the original letter dated January 15, 1852, Mendocino Valley
 and addressed to "Fellow Citizens and People of Union town and Humboldt Bay."
 Clark Museum, Eureka, California.

 60. Theodore H. Hittell, History of California (San Francisco, 1852), 708.

 61. Journal of California Legislature, 1852, pp. 396-397.

 62. Serial 688, op. cit., p. 274. Hoopes, op. cit., pp. 47-68.
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