Historical Examples

The U.S. Genocide of American Indians

According to Article II of the 1948 Convention on Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, “genocide means any of the following acts committed to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such:”

(a) Killing members of the group;

(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;

(c) Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part;

(d) Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group;

(e) Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group.

American Indians fit within all four of the “protected classes” set forth in the Convention. Historically, the U.S. has targeted us with policies hinging upon all five of the “acts” by which the Crime of Genocide is defined in international law. In some cases, these policies remain in effect. The following are historical examples of the U.S. perpetration of genocide against American Indians corresponding to each of the Convention’s five criteria.

Killing members of the group

In his 2005 book, The First Way of War, John Grenier, a U.S. Air Force officer and history professor at the Air Force Academy, has documented that from the outset the military strategy pursued against American Indians by England’s 13 colonies along the Atlantic coast of what is now the U.S. was that of “unlimited war…center[ing] on destroying the enemy’s will or ability to resist by any means necessary, especially by focusing attacks on civilian populations and the infrastructure that supports them” (p. 1).

The frankly exterminatory purpose of such warfare is revealed not only in the record of massacres perpetrated against American Indian noncombatants during the “colonial era”—e.g., the Massachusetts colonists’ 1637 slaughter of some 800 Pequots at Mystic—but of proclamations by all 13 colonies that bounties would be paid for the scalps of Indians (any Indians, including infants and even the unborn). To this must be added the resort to biowarfare, e.g.: the 1763 instruction by British commander Jeffrey Amherst to deliberately infect American Indians in the Ohio River Valley with smallpox in order to “Extirpate this Execrable Race” (Mann, Tainted Gift, p. 16).

Given that the U.S. was initially formed from the 13 colonies at issue here, and that its citizenry was comprised of the very colonists whose militias and ranger units had carried out the bulk of the warfare in question, it is unsurprising that the U.S. continued England’s exterminatory policies against American Indians without interruption. During the War of Independence itself, Pennsylvania and other break away colonies offered—and paid—bounties for the scalps of Indians whose only offense was being Indians (Mann, Washington’s War, pp. 115-16). Ultimately, every state and territory in the continental U.S. did the same. This, moreover, is only the tip of the iceberg.

•
Concurrent with the colonies’ Declaration of Independence in 1776, Virginia and the Carolinas launched a tripartite invasion of the Cherokee Nation, “sparing nothing” in scores of Cherokee towns. The troops appear to have operated under a de facto policy of taking no prisoners. As Grenier recounts, women and children were “killed and scalped” right along with men of fighting age (War, p. 152). The number of Cherokees killed during the campaign is unknown, but surely ran into the hundreds.

•
In 1779, Gen. George Washington ordered a three-pronged invasion force of some 4,500 Continental Army troops under the respective commands of Maj. Gen. John Sullivan, Brig. Gen. James Clinton, and Col. David Clinton was ordered to converge in western New York in order to “extirpate the unfriendly nations of Indians” of that region. While the total number of American Indians killed during the “Sullivan Campaign” is once again uncertain, it surely ran into the hundreds—perhaps thousands—since “almost all the Villages” of the Haudenosaunee (Iroquois) six-nation confederacy were destroyed. It is known that, however many they butchered, Sullivan’s men returned from the campaign wearing garments fashioned from the skins of slain Indians (Grenier, War, p. 167; Mann, Washington’s War, pp. 86, 94; Churchill, Perversions, p. 303).

•
In April 1781, a Continental Army unit commanded by Col. David Brodhead attacked the Christianized—and entirely peaceful—Lenápe (Delaware) community of Coshocton, in western Pennsylvania, capturing a number of prisoners who “were bound, taken a little distance below town…dispatched with tomahawks and spears, and then scalped.” Shortly thereafter, a militia unit attacked the Lenápe community at Gnadenhütten, a Moravian mission, took some 100 prisoners, and then “methodically beat their brains out with tomahawks” (Grenier, War, p. 161).

•
After overseeing the killing and scalping of more than 1,000 Creeks by troops under his command during the initial phase of his campaign against that people’s Red Stick faction in 1813—actually, all Creeks, including those actively opposed to the Red Sticks, were targeted for extermination—future U.S. president Andrew Jackson trapped and slaughtered an additional 800 or more at the Horseshoe Bend of the Tallapoosa River in Alabama on March 14, 1814. Not only were the corpses scalped, and in many cases skinned—bridle reigns were reportedly fashioned from some of the tanned “hides”—but Jackson ordered their noses cut off as a means of confirming his body count (Grenier, War, pp. 217-19; Stannard, Holocaust, p. 121; Churchill, Perversions, 304).

•
In 1832, during the so-called Choctaw Removal, officials employed by the U.S. War Department knowingly and deliberately marched the Choctaws into locales in which a cholera epidemic was raging. Once infected, and already seriously debilitated by the conditions imposed from the outset of their forced relocation, the Indians “were deliberately overloaded onto disease-ridden steamboats, in full, prior knowledge that steamboat travel would [further] sicken them. Tents, blankets, and food were [then] denied to unsheltered, starving people forced to march, often nearly naked, into the winter…. That at least one-third of all Choctaws would die [under such circumstances] was entirely predictable” (Mann, Tainted Gift, p. 41).

•
In 1833, Gen. Zachary Taylor, another future U.S. president, oversaw “an eight-hour frenzy of clubbing, stabbing, shooting, [and] scalping” Sac and Meskwaki (Fox) Indians by his troops along the Bad Axe River in Wisconsin. A decided majority of the at least 200 people massacred were women, children, and elders. The group was headed by the noted Sac leader Black Hawk, whose skull was subsequently displayed in a smalltown Iowa “museum” for over a century (Churchill, Perversions, p. 305; Churchill, Genocide, pp. 217-18).

•
The War Department having adopted a policy of refusing to vaccinate them five years earlier, U.S. officials were knowingly complicit in exposing the indigenous peoples of the upper Missouri River region to smallpox during the summer of 1837. At least one official, William Fulkerson, who held the military rank of major, is believed to have been responsible for deliberately infecting the Arikaras and Mandans by distributing contaminated blankets and other such “gifts” at Fort Clark on June 28. Some 100,000 or more Indians—estimates run as high as 400,000—died before the ensuing pandemic ran its course (Mann, Tainted Gift, pp. 72-81; Churchill, Genocide, pp. 155-56).

•
On October 24, 1840, a large force of rangers commanded by Col. John Moore and expressly recruited to wage “a war of extermination” against American Indians in Texas, attacked a Comanche encampment on the Brazos River. “In roughly twenty minutes, Moore’s troops killed [at least] 140 Comanches [although] the number may have been twice that.” The colonel later reported that, “the bodies of men, women, and children were seen at every hand,” and that he’d ordered his men to shoot unarmed Indians in the back as they tried to escape by swimming across the river. The accessible corpses were scalped and no doubt otherwise mutilated (Anderson, Conquest, pp. 189-91).

•
In March 1841, a ranger company under Capt. George M. Dolan attacked another Comanche encampment, this time on the Colorado River, killing “a few dozen” Indians (estimates run as high as 100). The corpses were scalped and, it may be assumed, otherwise mutilated. Dolan’s unit was operating in accordance with instructions from Gen. E.H. Tarrant, in overall command of the rangers, to take no prisoners (Anderson, Conquest, pp. 191-92).

•
Following the 1849 California gold rush, systematic eradication of the indigenous population in the northern half of the state was undertaken through the proclamation of scalp bounties. A series of massacres was also carried out, as when, in May 1852, “a ranchería of 148 Indians, including women and children, was attacked and nearly the whole number destroyed” (there were in fact only 3 survivors). Similarly, in January 1860, while the men were known to be away from their communities in Humbolt County, “bands of white men armed with hatchets…fell upon the women and children, and deliberately slaughtered them, one and all.” At least 200 Indians were thus massacred (Churchill, Genocide, p. 220).

•
In March 1853, it was approvingly noted in a San Francisco newspaper, the Daily Alta California, that at least some indigenous peoples in northern California had “already” been deliberately infected with smallpox (Heizer, Destruction, p. 251).

•
Coats made of blankets were distributed as gifts to a group of Ute leaders attending an October 1854 council convened by U.S. officials in Taos, New Mexico. “Smallpox soon broke out [among the Utes] and every chief who received a coat died, leading the Utes to conclude that the coats were the source of the disease.” How many other fatalities resulted is unknown (Dunlay, Kit Carson, pp. 169-71).

•
Some 225 Texas Rangers under Maj. Earl Van Dorn attacked a large encampment of Penateka Comanches along the Canadian River on October 1, 1858, reportedly killing 59 Indians, all but a handful of them women, children, and elders—the men of fighting age were mostly away on a hunt—during their initial assault. The rangers thereafter pursued and executed a further “dozen or so” of the wounded, who’d fled into the surrounding hills. Likely, the number slaughtered was understated by as much as half. In any case, the corpses were then scalped and, presumably, otherwise mutilated (Anderson, Conquest, pp. 311, 317).

•
Maj. Van Dorn’s rangers struck again on May 13, 1859, attacking a Penateka camp just north of the Cimarron River in west Texas. According to Van Dorn’s report, his rangers killed 49 men, only eight women, and no children at all, a virtual impossibility. More likely, the body count was much higher—it is credibly estimated that between this attack and the one on the Canadian in October 1858, the rangers killed more than 250 Comanches—“mostly old men, women, and children.” Whatever the actual number of dead, their corpses were subjected to the usual scalping and mutilation (Anderson, Conquest, p. 317).

•
In mid-December 1860, a mixed force of rangers and troops from the U.S. 2nd Cavalry Regiment commanded future Texas governor William S. Ross attacked a Quahadi Comanche “hunting camp filled with unarmed women and children while the men were away hunting bison” on Mule Creek. “There was no Indian resistance” to the assault, since most of the women “fled with children at hand [and] many were shot in the back.” While no body count was reported, estimates place the number of dead run into the 80s (Anderson, Conquest, pp. 331-32).

•
On January 27, 1863, a large force of volunteer cavalrymen under Col. Patrick E. Connor attacked a Shoshoni encampment on the Bear River in southern Idaho. In the aftermath, wounded Indians were dispatched with axes and the corpses were scalped and heavily mutilated. Connor reported that his men had counted 224 bodies on the field, and that it was estimated that a further 50 had “floated away” in the river. Contemporary estimates of the number actually slaughtered run as high 500, most of them noncombatants (Churchill, Genocide, p. 227; Madsen, Bear River, pp. 190-93).

•
On November 29, 1864, a reinforced regiment of volunteer cavalry commanded by Col. John M. Chivington attacked an encampment of noncombatant Cheyennes and Arapahos—they’d been disarmed, immobilized, and instructed to camp under a white flag at the location by army officers—at Sand Creek, Colorado. The troops “used their knives, ripped open women, clubbed little children, knocked them in the head with their guns, beat their brains out, mutilated their bodies in every sense of the word.” Once again, virtually all of the estimated 150 Indians thus slaughtered—Chivington himself put the number at “400-500”—were women, children, and elders (Churchill, Perversions, 311-12; Stannard, Holocaust, pp. 132-33; Hoig, Sand Creek, pp. 150-57). 

•
The Sand Creek Massacre was followed by another of the same people when, on November 28, 1868, when Lt. Col. George Armstrong Custer’s 7th Cavalry Regiment attacked their encampment on the Washita River, in Oklahoma. Of the 103 known dead, “93 were women, old men, and children” (Churchill, Perversions, p. 313; Hoig, Washita, pp. xiii, 140, 242).

•
On January 23, 1870, elements of the U.S. 2nd Cavalry Regiment under Maj. Eugene Baker attacked a peaceful encampment of Piegans on the Marias River in Montana. Of 173 Indians slaughtered, “only fifteen were fighting age males” (Churchill, Perversions, p. 314; Welch and Stekler, Killing Custer, pp. 30-33).

•
A large group of noncombatant Aravaipa Apaches, gathered under protection of the U.S. Army at Camp Grant, Arizona, were attacked by a “vigilante mob” of roughly 150 whites on April 30, 1871. “Not an adult Indian was left to tell the tale.” Of the 125-144 Aravaipas reportedly slaughtered, only two were men. The attackers indulged in mass rape, then “beat out the brains [of their victims] with stones.” All of the corpses were severely mutilated. William Oury, who led the mob, was voted into political office in nearby Tucson a few months later; a park in that city is still named in his honor (Roberts, Wind, pp. 72-74).

•
The final large-scale massacre of the “Indian Wars” occurred on December 29, 1890, when a group of about 500 Minneconjou Lakotas, disarmed and immobilized the day before by troops of the 7th U.S. Cavalry the day before, were mowed down by Hotchkiss guns on Wounded Knee Creek, in South Dakota. Those who attempted to flee were chased down and butchered. As many as 350 were killed and buried in a mass grave; 23 soldiers were awarded the army’s medal of honor for their part in the slaughter (Churchill, Genocide, p. 244; Andrist, Long Death, pp. 351-52; Stannard, Holocaust, pp. 126-27).

It must be emphasized that this chronology of examples, while lengthy, is decidedly incomplete. Not only does it omit a host of smaller-scale massacres such as those of two-dozen Apaches south of Prescott, Arizona, in 1864, another 23 Apaches near Prescott in 1866, 27 Cheyennes at the Sappa Creek in Kansas (1875), another 32 Cheyennes near Camp Robinson, Nebraska (1879)—the list seems endless—it takes no account of the individual and small groups of American Indians killed for their scalps by professional bounty hunters and other whites over a period lasting more than a century. Several instances in which there is reason to suspect that indigenous people were deliberately infected with smallpox and other lethal diseases have also been left unmentioned.

Equally important, only direct modes of killing have been addressed. Indirect modes of killing—i.e., the imposition of “slow death measures” such as the systematic denial of adequate nutrition, shelter, and medical care to targeted groups—have been integral to the concept of genocide since the term was first defined (Lemkin, Axis Rule, pp. 87-89; Churchill, Kill the Indian, pp. 5-6). Given that this mode of killing overlaps quite heavily with the second and third criterion of genocide elaborated in the 1948 Convention—i.e., “causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group” and “inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction”—we offer examples under those headings.

Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group

It is well-established in the literature that psychological trauma of the sort produced by mass atrocities and systematic degradation—chattel slavery and the nazi Judeocide, as examples—is collectively experienced, remembered, and transmitted on an intergenerational basis within groups subjected to them. The result has been aptly described as “cultural trauma.” Given the form taken by the relentlessly exterminatory stream of atrocities highlighted above, as well as those addressed in the following sections, it is unquestionable that American Indians suffer this form of “serious mental harm” (Tal, Worlds of Hurt, passim; Danieli, Multigenerational Trauma, passim; Eyerman, Cultural Trauma, passim; Duran and Duran, Postcolonial Psychology, pp. 27-32).

While means have evolved through which the effects of such psychic wounds can be offset or repaired, both individually and collectively, it is in all cases imperative the source(s) of trauma have first been eliminated. Under conditions in which the sources remain in place, the infliction of trauma is both repetitive and ongoing, healing is impossible. Instead, the damage is continuously exacerbated, becoming ever more acute and intractable, creating a condition described, somewhat inadequately, as “complex traumatic stress disorder” (Herman, Trauma and Recovery, pp. 119-22).

The effects of complex PTSD are especially pronounced in situations where the perpetrator/perpetrating entity is enabled to rationalize, minimize, or deny the nature and implications of his/her/its trauma-inducing actions, still more when such actions garner generalized social acceptance, and most of all when the nature of the trauma is subjected to social ridicule and/or the actions inducing it are the focus of public celebration. In such settings, manifestations of complex PTSD all but invariably assume the form of self-nullifying behaviors (Cohen, Denial, pp. 77-116 and passim; Herman, Trauma and Recovery, passim). It is through this lens that the following should be viewed.

•
Denial of the historical genocide suffered by American Indians is not only official governmental policy, but scholarly/academic orthodoxy in the U.S. While such denial has usually been quite blunt, or contingent upon arguments to the effect that any/all specific illustrations of genocidal actions by the U.S. are “anomalous,” a more sophisticated technique, increasingly in vogue, is to simply redefine the term genocide itself in such a way as to omit U.S. pattern(s) of action, e.g.: “if genocide is defined as the intentional killing of nearly all of a [target] group,” which of course it isn’t, then the “indiscriminate killing” of American Indians during the 19th century “in Texas fails to rise to the level of genocide.” Such sophistry is little different from that employed by neonazi historians in denying the nazi Judeocide, while the official U.S. posture of denial closely resembles that of Turkey in denying the 1915-18 genocide of Armenians (Churchill, Genocide, pp. 65-66, 74-75; Churchill, Perversions, pp. 313-15; Anderson, Conquest, p. 7; Lipstadt, Holocaust, passim; Smith, “Denial,” pp. 63-85).

•
xxx

Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part

While this category of genocidal action plainly includes the imposition of “slow death measures”—i.e., systematically depriving the target group of adequate nutrition, shelter, clothing, medical care, and so on—it also devolves upon policies designed to forcibly disperse the group (so that it loses its ability to retain its sociocultural cohesion and thereby ceases to exist as an identifiable human group), eradicate its language and spiritual practices or institutions, and the like. The second aspect is no less significant than the first. As Rafaël Lemkin explained when he coined the term in 1944, “Genocide has two phases: one, destruction of the national pattern of the oppressed group; the other, the imposition of the national pattern of the oppressor” (Lemkin, Axis Rule, p. 79).

Because the range of U.S. actions and policies falling within this category have been so extensive, and because those occurring during the 20th century often require explanation, the illustrations presented in this category have, for convenience sake, been divided into two subsections, the first encompassing the 18th and 19th centuries, the second covering everything thereafter. It will be borne in mind that, despite the length of each subsection, the itemizations are far from exhaustive.

18th and 19th Centuries

•
During the tripartite campaign mounted by Virginia and the Carolina colonies against the Cherokee Nation in 1776, the troops systematically “burned and cut down [the Cherokees’] corn moving from one town as [they] destroyed it and moved to another.” In this, the soldiers acted under orders, implementing a strategy straightforwardly designed to inflict starvation and death by exposure  upon the entire Cherokee population. “With their towns and fields in ruins and winter approaching, the Lower and Middle Town Cherokees had no choice but to accept tributary status from the Americans” (Grenier, War, pp. 152-53).

•
The orders of Gen. George Washington, commander of the Continental Army, to Maj. Gen. John Sullivan at the outset of the latter’s 1779 campaign against the Haudenosaunee were that Sullivan refuse “any overture of peace before the total ruin of their settlements is effected.” Sullivan complied, “waging a war of extermination against the [Indians’] very orchards.” At the town of Genesee alone, Sullivan’s troops burned over a hundred homes, and “laid waste to extensive fields of ripening corn and beans, and with axe and torch soon transformed the whole of that beautiful region [the Haudenosaunee homeland] from the character of a garden to a scene of drear and sickening desolation” (Churchill, Perversions, p. 303;  Mann, Washington’s War, passim).

•
In 1780, Washington sent a ranger force commanded by Gen. George Rogers Clark as far west as Illinois with instructions to do what it could to impair the ability of “the hostile tribes” to “sustain themselves.” Clark’s men concentrated on undercutting the ability of Indians’ winter food supplies, destroying some “five hundred acres of corn…as well as every species of edible vegetable” at the Shawnee towns of Chillicothe and Piqua alone (Churchill, Perversions, p. 304).

•
In 1794, at the instruction of by-then Pres. Washington, Gen. “Mad Anthony” Wayne carried out a campaign against the Shawnees in the Ohio River Valley specifically intended to destroy the Indians’ capacity to feed, shelter, or even cloth themselves. So thorough were Wayne’s troops that they “remained three days” at just one Shawnee town along the Maumee River, “during which time they destroyed all the [Indians’] houses and…immense fields of corn…were consumed and destroyed” for a distance of fifty miles (Churchill, Perversions, p. 304).

•
During his 1813-14 campaign against the Red Sticks, Gen. Andrew Jackson ordered his men “to inflict as much punishment as possible upon the [Creek Nation as a whole] by destroying their villages [and] destroy[ing] their fields.” The object was to liquidate as many Creeks as possible while reducing the survivors to a state of such utter paupery that whites would be able to “occupy their lands” without encountering further resistance (Grenier, War, p. 217).

20th Century

•
In its 1903 opinion rejecting an American Indian challenge to federal allotment policies in the Lone Wolf v. Hitchcock case, the Supreme Court asserted that the U.S. holds “plenary” (absolute) power over indigenous nations within its borders. Such power, the court ruled, vests the federal government with authority to administer all American Indian property in a state of perpetual “trust,” making such disposition of these assets as it sees fit, irrespective of the wishes of the owners. In this manner, American Indians were deprived of any semblance of control their such lands as were still ostensibly reserved for our use, occupancy, and benefit by the early 20th century. The effects were devastating from the outset and are ongoing (Estin, “Lone Wolf,” pp. 237-40).

•
Among the more glaring impacts of Lone Wolf has been the degree of sheer destitution suffered by American Indians ever since. Not the least reason for this has been that, from the outset, the U.S. Department of Interior’s Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), to whom the authority of administering Indian assets was assigned, began to intervene in reservation economies, often impounding Indian-owned livestock on across-the-board basis. While the pretexts varied from place to place, the result was invariably the same: Reservation agricultural and grazing land was leased to non-Indians by local BIA agents for periods of up to 99 years, and at steeply discounted rates (often as little as $1 per acre, per year). In this manner, previously self-sufficient communities were rendered destitute. On many reservations, such patterns of federally-imposed land usage persist even today (Deloria and Lytle, American Justice, p. 10; Castile and Bee, State and Reservation, p. 195-96; Johansen and Pritzker, Encyclopedia, pp. 281-82).

•
By the mid-1940s, the poverty imposed on the reservations had become so desperate, and so apparently endless, that significant numbers of American Indians began for the first time to move to locales offering improved conditions. Federal authorities seized upon this opportunity to facilitate the “voluntary” dissolution of indigenous societies by establishing a formal Relocation Program in 1952, offering cash and other incentives to any Indian willing to move to cities (no funds were allocated to improve conditions on the reservations). Although the program was technically suspended in 1968, by that point some 100,000 people had been relocated, establishing a dynamic which by 1980 had resulted in the dispersal of half the entire American Indian population into urban areas, a proportion that has grown steadily larger over the ensuing three decades (Johansen and Pritzker, Encyclopedia, pp. 285-87).

•
Even absent the ability to use our remaining lands for stock raising and agriculture, the degree of destitution suffered by American Indians in the U.S. during the 20th century seems inexplicable at first glance. Our reservations have, after all, proven to be among the more mineral-rich areas in North America, and these minerals have been extracted at an ever-increasing rate since the 1930s. The yawning gulf separating the wealth thus generated from the reality of our grinding poverty—Indians, overall, have been by far the poorest group recorded in the U.S. census for more than a century—is in part explained by the fact that for decades the BIA’s “trust authority” has been exercised in entering into agreements with energy/mining companies “in behalf of” indigenous nations in which the latter were paid only a fraction of what they would have received from the same corporations for the same minerals on the open market. This classic colonial arrangement has been extraordinarily profitable to the corporations involved, and a boon to the overall U.S. economy, at the direct expense of American Indians (Churchill, Struggle, pp. 344-47; Johansen and Pritzker, Encyclopedia, pp. 546-48).

•
With equal consistency, the BIA’s trust authority has be employed to waive EPA and OSHA safety requirements when licensing mining operations on American Indian reservations, thereby exempting U.S. corporations from the requirement of safeguarding the wellbeing of their workers and adjascent communities while extracting and processing highly toxic substances—uranium, for example—as well as to engage in post-operational cleanup of mining sites. While this has greatly increased the profitability of on-reservation mining and milling for the corporations, it has resulted in the devastation/contamination of much of the remaining indigenous landbase, and had a catastrophic/ongoing impact upon the health of many American Indian peoples (Churchill, Genocide, pp. 304-19; Churchill, Perversions, pp. 164-74; Churchill, Struggle, pp. 242-57; Grinde and Johansen, Ecocide, pp. 119-43, 203-20, and passim).

•
Despite its obvious willingness to treat indigenous populations as expendable in the process of extracting minerals from the reservations, it has often been necessary to simply clear people from the land in order to commence mining operations. An especially egregious example during the late twentieth century has been the forced dispersal of some 13,000 Navajos from the Big Mountain area of northeastern Arizona, in order to make way for the stripmining of coal. The Big Mountain group was the largest remaining enclave of traditionally self-sufficient American Indians within the U.S. portion of North America. Scattering them to the winds has caused the group, as such, to cease to exist. It can never be reconstituted, partly because many of the elders who provided its intergenerational continuity have died, and because the very land from which it drew its cultural identity has been/is being destroyed (Churchill, Struggle, pp. 135-72; Scudder, et al., No Place to Go, passim).

•
The impacts of Lone Wolf have been exponentially intensified by the fact that the monies owed to American Indians as the result land sales and leases, mineral extraction, and so on, have in large part never actually been received by them. Instead, beginning in 1887, such monies have been placed in BIA “trust accounts,” where they’ve been consistently “lost” (i.e., expended for purposes benefiting “the broader society”). The magnitude of this systematic theft was revealed in 2003, when, as the result of Cobell v. Norton, a lawsuit charging the U.S. government with breach of trust, independent auditors determined that, with accrued interest, the total amount at issue came to $176 billion (it has obviously grown since then). In 2004, the government rejected as “unrealistic” an offer to waive interest and settle the on the basis of the principal amount alone (about $45 billion). To date, the U.S. has repaid none of what it owes (Johansen, Handbook, p. 72; Johansen and Pritzker, Encyclopedia, pp. 560-65).

•
The depths of the poverty suffered by American Indians throughout the 20th century as a result of the U.S. exercise of trust authority under the plenary power doctrine set forth in Lone Wolf cannot be overstated. As of 1997, “On many reservations, several generations of Indians are housed in two or three rooms that contain no plumbing or bathing facilities…. [B]etween fifty thousand and fifty-seven thousand Indian homes are considered uninhabitable. For example, over 88 percent of the homes of the [Oglala Lakotas on the Pine Ridge Reservation, in South Dakota] have been classified as substandard dwellings. More than 25 percent of all American Indians, as compared to 12.4 percent of the non-Indian population are living below the poverty level. The unemployment rate on reservations is 25.6 percent.” It must be emphasized that these statistics are official, and therefore represent a “best case” scenario before the recent recession. In actuality, the material circumstances imposed upon American Indians were and are much worse, in many locales resembling those prevailing throughout the Third World (Strickland, Tonto’s Revenge, p. 53; Churchill, Genocide, p. 247).

•
The physical ravages of American Indians’ policy-driven impoverishment are nowhere better demonstrated than in our health data. “The Indian health level and the disease rate[s] the highest of all major population groups in the United States. The incidence of tuberculosis is over 400 percent higher than the national average. Similar statistics show that the incidence of strep infections is 1,000 percent, meningitis is 2,000 percent, and dysentery is 10,000 percent higher. Death rates from disease are shocking when Indian and non-Indian populations are compared. Influenza and pneumonia are 300 percent greater killers among Indians. Diseases such as hepatitis are at epidemic proportions, with an 800 percent higher chance of death. Diabetes is almost a plague,” are other nutritionally-based illnesses (Strickland, Tonto’s Revenge, p. 53; Churchill, Genocide, p. 248).

•
The bottom line in terms of the effects of the poverty imposed by the U.S. on the indigenous nations within its claimed borders is that, “An American Indian born in the twentieth century [could expect to] live a life not significantly longer than his ancestor of five hundred years ago.” In the late 1990s, it was reckoned that the “United States population as a whole will [still] live one-third longer than the American Indian” during the first decades the 21st century (Strickland, Tonto’s Revenge, p. 53; Churchill. Genocide, p. 247).

Regardless of the angle of or timeframe in which it is viewed, U.S. Indian policy has by its very nature had the effect of “inflicting on [American Indian peoples] conditions of life calculated to bring about [their] physical destruction in whole or in part.” While the forms assumed by these destructive processes changed to some extent during the 20th century, such alterations have resulted mainly from a broader shift in U.S. policy from one centered upon continuous national expansion during the 18th and 19th centuries to one marked by “domestic” consolidation/internal colonialism thereafter. In the latter regard, a better illustration of Sartre’s famous equation of colonialism to genocide is hard to imagine (Churchill, Genocide, p. 416; Churchill, Perversions, pp. 128, 158-59; Churchill, Kill the Indian, pp. 77-78).

Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group

There are a number of ways in which this can and has been undertaken, most insidiously by legally defining “the group” in such narrow “racial” terms—i.e., biologically, in accordance with the eugenicist standards of “blood quantum”—that “out-marriage” becomes increasingly normative and resulting births increasingly understood as occurring outside the targeted group (even though one parent is a member of it). The implications in terms of group dissolution are obvious (Limerick, Legacy, p. 338; Thornton, Survival, pp. 236-37, 239; Snipp, American Indians, pp. 32-35).

A more straightforward approach was taken by the U.S. government’s Indian Health Service during the 1970s, when it performed involuntary surgical sterilizations on up to half of all American Indian women of childbearing age, many of whom were never officially informed that they’d been sterilized. While U.S. officials maintain that the program under which this occurred had ended by the early-80s, incidents of involuntary sterilization were still being reported in certain localities more than a decade later (Smith, Conquest, pp. 80-85).

Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group

For roughly a century, beginning in 1875, the U.S. administered a system of “boarding schools”—in 1900, there were 106 such institutions—to which American Indian children, the majority forcibly removed from their families, communities, and societies, were consigned. Expressly designed and intended to systematically strip each child of his/her cultural identity, while “reculturate” her or him to Euroamerican specifications, the curriculum consisted mainly of heavy doses of Christianity, “patriotism,” and rudimentary training in the skills necessary to providing manual labor and domestic services to the white settler society ((Adams, Extinction, passim; Child, Seasons, passim).

Students were subjected as a matter to cultural/familial isolation for extended periods, military regimentation, harsh discipline—denial of rations, floggings, and the like—forced labor, and sexual predation by staff. Medical care was abysmal, malnutrition endemic. So, too, were infectious disease and suicide. During the early 20th century, death rates among students attributable to conditions in some schools may have reached 50 percent. While officials never reached their goal of processing all American Indian children between the ages of five and fifteen through these institutions, it is reasonably estimated that for several consecutive generations, one in every two spent at least part of their formative years therein. The sociocultural aftereffects are ongoing (Churchill, Kill the Indian, passim).

During the same period, U.S. officials administered programs through which American Indian children were coercively removed from their families “adopted out” at rates roughly 20 times greater than the national norm—in several states, 25-30 percent of all indigenous children were taken—with placement all but invariably made in white families. In many instances, adoptions were “blind,” i.e.: records were legally sealed, to preclude adopted children from ever learning the particulars of their biological parentage or the nature of their own cultural heritage/identities. While such practices have diminished since passage of the 1978 Indian Child Welfare Act, they continue at present, and the suicide rate among the children affected are about six times greater than that of their age-group(s) in the general population (Hilden, Nickels, pp. 211-12, 240n8; Garroutte, Real Indians, p. 17). 
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