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Immediately after the end of the Mexican War congress established a commission mandated
to obtain a cession of aboriginal title from the tribes of California. Between 1851 and 1852 the three
commissioners met with 402 Indian leaders and executed a series of eighteen treaties, which came to
be known as the Barbour Treaties. Under the terms of these treaties, the Indians ceded aboriginal
title to some seventy-five million acres in exchange for eighteen reservations thathad a total acreage
of 8,518,900 acres, and promises of implements, livestock and clothing.1

Four of the treaties ceded Mutsun lands and created relatively large reservations to the east of
their traditional territory, where Mutsun should have been allowed to settle with support from the

lc;overnment.2 However, the California State Legislature, pressured by California miners and settlers,

were vehemently opposed to the treaties. California’s senators succeeded not only in preventing the
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ratification of the treaties, but in having them classified as “confidential” and sealed in the United
States Senate's secret archives.” Eventually, the United States Court of Claims determined that even
though these treaties were never ratified, seventy-five million acres of Indian lands, including all of
Mutsun territory, were ceded to the United States.*

In 1926, anthropologist C. Hart Merrian, who in the early 1900s had conducted field work
with a Mutsun elder named Barbara Sol6rsano, was asked by a congressional committee to identify
by tribe the signers of the eighieen freaties. Using his analysis, as well as additional work carried
out by Robert Heizer, and secondary sources in the Smithsonian Institution’s 1978 Handbook of
North American Indians California volume, it is possible to identify which tribes were represented in

the cession treaties A, B, M and N-the treaties that ceded Mutsun territory.s
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Kenny, Robert W. (Attorney General of California) History and Proposed Settlement: Claims of California
Indians. Sacramento: California State Printing Office, 1944 (facsimile reprint by Coyote Press, n.d.), pp. 13-17.
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Royce, Charles C. Indian Land Cessions in the Umled States Extract ﬁ'om the E:gh:eenlh -tmma.’ Report of the Bureau af
American Ethnology. Part 1. Washington: Government Printing Office, 1899. California 1 map. Cession area 279 covered
Mutsun territory. Royce said Treaties N, A, and B ceded the land in area 279 and created reservations 275-278. Treaty M
ceded area 274, which may have contained a small amount of Mutsun territory and created reservation 273.



Treaty

Fribe(s)

Place

A. May 13, 1851

Taches (Y okuts)

Cah-wia (Y okuis)

Yo-kol (Yokuts)

Ta-lum-ne (Yokuts)

Wic-chum-ne (Y okuts)

Hol-cu-ma (Monache)

To-e-neche (probably Yokuts or Monache)
To-huc-mach (probably Yokuts or Monache)
In-tim-peach (Monache)

Choi-nuck (Y okuts)

‘We-mil-ches (Y okuts)

Mo-ton-toes (Yokuts)

Camp Belt

B. May 30, 1851

Ko-ya-tes (Yakuts)

‘Wo-la-si (Yakuts)

Nu-chow-we (Western Monache)
‘Wash-sa-che (Monache)
Pal-wisha (Monache)
Po-ken-welle (Y okuts)
Ya-wil-chine (Y okuts)

Camp Keyes

M. March 19, 1851

Si~yan-te (Miwok)

Po-to-yun-te (Miwok)
Co-co-noon (Yokuts)
Apang-as-se (Miwok)

Aplache (Yokuts or Miwok)
A-wal-a-che (Mewan or Miwok)

Camp Frémont

N. April 29, 1851

How-ech-ees (Y okut)
Chook-chances (Yokut)
Chow-chil-hes {Yokut)
Po-ho-nu-chus (Mewah)
Nook-choos (Mewah)
Pit-cat-chees (Y okut)

Cas-sons (Ko-sho’-0)

Toom-nas (Toom-nzh, no side of San Juaquin River)
Tallin-chees (Y okuts)

Pos-kesas (Monache)

Tom—quit (by inference Yokuts)
Wa-cha-et (Yokuts)

Itachees ('Y okuts)
Cho-e-mem-nees (Y okuts)
Cho-ki-men-as (Y okuts)
‘We-mal-ches (Yokuts)
No-to-no-tos (Y okuts)

Pas-qual (by inference Yokuts)

Camp Barbour on San
Joaguin River




Conclusions

It has been determined that none of the signers of the four treaties that ceded Mutsun land
were Mutsun Indians. There were at least twenty-eight Yokuts (including Foothill Yokuts), six
Miwok, and six Monache signers. There were three others that were either Yokuts, Miwok or
Monache. All of these tribes were to the east of the Mutsun. .

No Mutsun signed treaties intending to cede their land. There is no evidence to suggest that

any Mutsun ever took any action to showing intent to cede Mutsun aboriginal territory.





