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r ounded. A split wi the was taken, kerfed am bent around one end of the store 
leaving a V-shaped opening above. The en1s extended belen'{ the stone on either 
side. The withe was placed tangent't) the outer edges of the stone held with 
the l onger, longitudinal axis vertical. 

The binding material =6 wild cherry bark (Prunus emarginata ( Doug1.)). 
Once t he withe a nd stone wer e in positi on the circUiatory binding was commenced. 
At present there is no evi daroe to state how tre b eginning loose em wa s disposed 
i nto t he body of the weight, nor whether the binding started at tIE top or 
bottom and pr oceeded in a clock-wise or counter clock-wise direction. It is 
possibl e only to position the binding sequences broadly. The first phase con­
sisted of simply wrapping 1:Jlo withe to the stone in a series of fran four to 
s even r ounds as observed from the mor e complete specimens. The second phase 
wa s the cross tying. lllustrati on a, showi ng the first seqamce, makes i ta 
transiti on to b simply by r eaching Un:!er the stone across its face, around and 
diagonal.ly across t he opposing face, Etc., until a crossed configuration i s 
completed. Only one sp;cimen seemed to vary .from this system of binding by 
dropping one o.f ttl:! crossings. !.fore varianco takes place in three Ylhich 
is the a nal tying as shown in the t wo example s illustrated in t>-l-. The t\10 best 
examples show the use of too crossing CNer and 1J1rler the errls or the uithes a m 
confined to the outside o.f t oo rOOs themselves . It is quite evident that this 
last phase served to tight en all pr evious bindings and assure a s ecure lB.fting 
o.f the stone to the stick. Dl one exampl e th e cross was dispensed 'Ydth 
and t he binding simply TlOund aro\Uld t IE other bincli.ng elements just nithin the 
ld the and J'Ext to the stone. 

No evidence of a gum or adhesive has been noted. It !os unlikely that such 
evidence would be a pparent for all mcamplcs were excavated .from the water­
soaked river gravels. 

The actual. method o.f using ti'E weights foum no solution tram in situ examination. 
All Tler e .foum in a relatively confired area (within a 1 21 radIiis-or-each other ) 
am. inte.mi.ngled ya. t h the mixed contents o.f til:: deposit. 'lhc a uthor personally 
observed and assisted in tho r emoval of am weight nhich lias in cl ose proximity 
to a heavy piece o.f twisted cordage . There was no apparent flher connecting the 
t v.o . That the weights wore stmpended i s rather obvious .fran their construction. 
ThE:! !leyell or upJXl r part l ias probably laced or tied to some otlEr object, by whi ch 
it is supposed either a ret, rod, or l ine. 

If a net, it is assumed that the type was the seine l'hich is r eported to lave 
been extensively used in river f i s hing. (Se e Smith, Marian : PP. 263 and 264; 
Haebcrl in, Hermann and Erna G\Ulther: p. ?:7.) Pliny E. Goddard of.fer s the 
.follovdng description of Salish seine .fishing: 

"long nets were formerly used by the saIl1sh who lived near Victoria .. 
Nets wore woven f r om nettle .fiber t\'dne. Uhen the salmon run began, 
the chief lmo owned a .fi shing place invited his rel atives to join 
him for the season. DUring the season too men were divided into t wo 
gi"oups , liv ing with their families on either side of the selmon dry­
ing racks. The chief ' s quarters 'Were at the end of these racks , 
opposite t oo water. From these two groups were chosen the cre;-,s 
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for the canoes employed in fishing. Two anchors of large stones 
Vlere placed at a dist.an:e from each other equal to the length of 
the net. Buoys were attached to the anchors am the canoes moored 
to them d=:!ng tile fishing. The net was stretoood between the 
canoes \D'ltil. it was full. of fish, when the canoes were brought 
towards each other. the net was pulled in. Nets were also us cd by 
the other tribes especially in the rivers, where they were stretclEd 
between two canoes by means of which they were drawn down e1 tiler the 
current or against too now of tm tide. These "ere either gill nets, 
in mich the fisb were caught when they tried to pass through; ar 
they were !1'ovided vlith traU:!ng pockets, into which too salmon 
passed.ul 

It is unlikely that tm averag" ethnologist ""uld have found t1Jne to ask about 
the particulars of how weights were made and hung to lEts. It is no surprise to 
fini this information lacking in almost all sources i.lJlestigatect. 'ltErefare, it 
is gratifying to report one source. Albert P. Niblack's repcrt on the Indians of 
Southern Alaska and Northam British Co11ll!lbia Ylhich gives positive proof of use 
of simllar weights ,,"ong the !/aida of Queen Charlotte.s IsllKld. In his work 00 
iJ.llZltrates a seine on Plate XXXII, figtrc 162, Tibj,ch shows bound weights sus­
pc.nded from the lClW'er edge of a ret. He describes the weights as fallOffS: 

"The sinkers at tre foot are black pebbl es or stones l.asted in a 
circular wooden hoop and spaced from 6 to 10 inches apart."2 

1. Goddard. Pliny E.: Indians of the NorthWest Coast, pp. 64~7. 

2. Niblaok, Albert P.I 1h> Coast Indians of southam Alaska and Northern 
British columbia. 
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