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Introduction

Locations of Fort Harney and Malheur Indian Agency

e How do archaeologists theorize and practice

conflict archaeology?
o Do theory and practice match?
o If they do not, how can the field be improved?

e How can archaeology and archaeologists be more
inclusive using community- based participatory
research and decolonizing practices?

e [ answer these questions by conducting a
decolonizing, collaborative, research project at
the Malheur Indian Agency Headquarters outside
Burns, Oregon.



i
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Conflict, Violence, Power ey

4 News 14

Conlflict: “struggle between actors or collectives as
expressed as definite social practices” (Giddens Ukraine conflict:
1979, 131). Mass graves found

near Russia border

But- “Conflict” is often used synonymously with Current news example of “conflict”

“violence” and “war.” and “war” both being used to describe
the same event.

Ukraine war: mass grave created at a church near Kyiv

Violence: difficult to define, but at its most basic, 3 -
“Violent acts are directed by human beings against :
other human beings with the intention of doing ;

those others harm” (Carmen 1997, 6). The Telegraph
o There are multiple types of violence, and not all of them
are physical violence.

s created in the grounds of a church in Bucha, the Ukraini




Conflict, Violence, and Power

This research focuses on three types of violence:

Physical Violence- violence resulting in “physical harm” (eg, Riches 1986; Schréder and
Schmidt 2001; Weber 2019).

Symbolic Violence- culturally driven form of violence embedded in cultural
beliefs and practices that are used to preserve and reproduce the existing power
structure (Bourdieu 1977; Bourdieu and Passeron 1977).

Structural Violence- Violence created by the existing social structure being used

by those in power to maintain that structure (and thus, their power) (Farmer 2004;
Foucault 1995; Giddens 1979; Roller 2018).




Conflict, Violence, and Power

Violence is closely connected to the concept of power (eg, Bernbeck 2020, Laswell and Kaplan
1950; Mann 1986).

e (Can cause violence (e.g., efforts to maintain power).
e Can be a response to violence (e.g., using agency for resistance, negotiation and
persistence).

» €

This research uses the concepts of “power to,” “power over,” “power with” and “power

under” as described by Spencer-Wood (2010).

O See also: Bourdieu 1977; Butler 1997; Foucault 1978; Giddens 1985; Marx and Engels 2018; Miller and Tilley
1984; Weber 2019

e This conception of power accounts for domination but also multiple forms of
agency.



Conflict Archaeology and the Archaeology of Golonialism

Conflict Archaeology: “any archaeology that is a Archaeology of Colonialism: focuses on the lived
result of, or was affected by conflict or threat of experience of communities facing colonialism and
conflict” (Shiels 2008). how they change, adapt, negotiate and resist.

In practice: In practice:

e Fortifications : I\(I: ultltl.ri‘change
egotiation
* Battlefields ° Pergsistence
o M1ht.ary—fc.>cused e Structural and Symbolic Violence
e Physical violence e Domination and Resistance
[ )

Some focus on civilians and prisoner of war
camps, especially for more recent conflicts

But what is each field missing?



Decolonizing Archaeology

Archaeology and Anthropology have done harm to Indigenous

communities, including by promoting and assisting colonialist

policies. As a result, communities are often hesitant and resistant to

working with researchers.

Primary critiques of archaeology include:

Considering Indigenous peoples “primitive” rather than current
communities

It is possible for data and interpretations to be used against Indigenous
communities

Theory fails to account for Indigenous agency

Reliance on Ethnography and outside perspectives

Fails to include Indigenous world-views and knowledge

Differential treatment of Indigenous human remains and artifacts

See: Deloria 1988; Hammil and Cruz 1989; Smith 2012; Thomas 2000; Watkins 2000

AMERICAN INDIAN VALUES

AND SCIENTIFIC PRACTICE

Joe Watkins




In practice, decolonizing archaeology means practicing
collaboration, not just consultation (see Atalay 2012; Colwell 2016; Forsman 1997;

Smith 2012; Stapp and Burney 2002; Watkins 2003).

Consultation

Often required by law in some way

Work is often already underway (research
methodologies, research design) when
communities receive notice

Bare minimum of communication often
involving, notification of work, and
monitoring

Community members are not necessarily
involved in the fieldwork/analysis

After the notification, it is generally on the
communities to continue/follow up the
process

Goals of researchers are prioritized

Collaboration

Not required by law, but becoming more common
ethical practices

No work is done or decided until community
input is gained. This includes research design and
methodologies.

Community goals are considered and prioritized in
the research

It is on the researcher to continue/follow up on the
process and gain community approval

Community members are involved in the field
work and analysis

Communities are involved in distributing the
research and retain intellectual property



“Our Ancestors’ Walk of Sorrow”

e Started in 2016

o  Partnership between Burns Paiute Tribe
Culture and Heritage Department
(Diane Teeman) and UNR Department
of Anthropology (Dr. Sarah Cowie)

e Driven by the communities’ desire to
document their forced removal from the
Malheur Reservation to the Yakima
Reservation in Washington State

e Collaborating communities named the
project “Our Ancestors’ Walk of Sorrow”
Removal Trail Project.

e Goals of preserving, documenting, and
remembering using archaeological
methods and Indigenous ways of
knowing

Removal Trail Project

Washington

Fort Simcoe
*

Fort Harney
[ ]

0 30 60 120 Miles
Y Y I Y I |




The Collaborative Process

e Reaching out to communities’ early- before topics and
research design are decided

e Holding convenings and ensuring consent for all parts University of Novads, Rone) CaS A R S
of the research process Reno, Nevada

] Thlnklng ahead ing Location: University of Nevada Reno Campus, Joe Crowley
o Not just about fieldwork but also publications, curation, il
storage of data and paperwork, and implications and uses of

Location and Building Access Note:

research )
. . . here i drop off location located in front of the Joe Crowley'Student
e Listening to concerns that may not be directly related [here s passenger drop o oemton ocate L LU
tO your researCh, bUt you may be 1m a pOSlthH tO Elevator Access from main floor is available; restrooms are located near
address meeting room.
. . .y ki .
e The researchers’ timeline may not be the communities’ ey
timeline Friday is Permit Parking Required. When entering the garage, please en

e Must be willing to listen and act on what you are
hearing. Sometimes this means modifying aspects of
your ideal research plan




Project Research Design Methods

e Community members identified Malheur Indian
Agency as a site of conflict and an important
component of the Removal Trail narrative.
Geophysical survey (conducted Summer 2018)
Three sites included in research- Agency Site, Lithic
Site, Hot Springs Site

o Fieldwork conducted as part of Indigenous Collaborative
Historical Archaeology at Malheur Indian Agency
Headquarters Field School (Summer 2019).

m  Pedestrian Survey and in-field analysis
e pXRF
e 10 meter transects
e  Photography
e  “Catch and release”
m  Excavation
e  Shovel Test Units
e  Test Units
m  Historic Artifacts collected for curation
m  Landscape Survey

e Archival research
e ArcGIS Analysis
e Camp Harney Collection



Research during COVID-19

Zoom and Accessibility
Archives closed

Museums Closed
Labs closed

Seattle Archives =seattle no Tue, May 11

to me -
Matice to NARA Researchers and FOIA Requesters
Due to the COVID-19 pandemic and pursuant to guidance received frem the Office of Management and Budget (OME), NARA has adjusted its normal operations to

balance the need of completing its mission-critical work while also adhering to the recommendad social distancing for the safety of our staff. As a result of this
prioritization of activities, you may experience a delay in receiving an initial acknowledgment as well as a substantive response to your reference or FOIA request or

appeal. We apologize fur this inconvenience and appreciate your understanding and patience.




Historical Data: Indian Policy

AN ACT

e C(reation of the Agency came from a long
history of laws and policies that were part of
“Indian Policy”

e Bureau of Indian Affairs

e Court Cases determining level of sovereignty

Indigenous communities had
o While these cases acknowledge Indigenous sovereignty,
they also place them under the rule of United States
Government.
e Treaties
o Indian Appropriation Act 1871
e Policies of forced assimilation
o Agencies were an essential part of this policy

e Violent Warfare

g

Indian Appropriation Act 1871

photo from National Archives online



Historical Data: Camp Harney -

4 Compresry Qré.

3. Cavatry Stadles || .
6. Gravhouse

7 - Q A . SYores

& C. 5 Stores

e Key site relating to the creation of the Malheur %J’,Z'f’;:;, s
By -
e Established in 1867 as part of the “Department ;: %%m
of Columbia” network of fortifications w ?%‘Zz?;“ '
Area set aside for the camp was 36 square miles R /g
e Surrounded by hills and is an easily defensible

position

e Buildings included barracks, soldiers quarters,
hospital, guardhouses, stables, and eventually a
trading post as the area became more populated

. ° , =N ~ CAMP HARNEY
e Roads were built to connect Camp Harney to - S pm) vy
s . Sls e . Aesgusi 187y .
other fortifications and eventually the Malheur I~{]~" ol

Agency



Historical Data: Malheur Indian Reservation

e Neme had a treaty with the US
Government in 1869, but it was never
ratified.

e Malheur Indian Reservation was created by
executive order in March 1871.

e Set aside all land between the 42 and 44 \ A il |
parallels of latitude and 117-120 degrees 3 s — 1202
longitude - 8 e

o  Except for land already set aside for military

purposes (Camp Harney, Military roads)
o Approximately 2,280 square miles

e The Agency was the bureaucratic center of
the Malheur Reservation and in charge of
distributing supplies and implementing the

forced assimﬂation pohcy Agency in 1875 on a Gﬁleral Land Office (GLO)
2l

V&I 26

/y(ﬂ() (?6)



Historical Data: Life at the Malheur Indian Agency

e Goal of the Agency was to teach settler lifeways

to the Indigenous communities
o Farming, blacksmithing, school for children

e By 1876 buildings at the Agency included stables,
two employee quarters, two commissaries,
carpenter and blacksmith shops and schoolhouse

e Indigneous labor was a key part of Agency

practices
o Detailed labor rolls were kept and show tasks like
farming, caring for livestock, helping at the agency
office
o Irrigation ditch
e Life could vary depending on the Agent in charge
o  Samuel Parrish 1873-1876
o William Rinehart 1876- 1880
e Records, both military and agent reports show
Indigneous communities did continue to practice

traditional lifeways

William Rinehart

(Oregon Historical Society)

Samuel Parrish
(Oregon Historical Society)



Historical Data: Bannock War of 1878 and its Aftermath

Discontent grew under Rinehart’s tenure as Agent

The Bannock community in Idaho faced similar conditions.
o 2 Incidents sparked the Bannock War
] US Government stealing horses (Howard 1907)
] Bannock community members killed two white men, in retaliation for
a sexual assault (Hopkins 1969).

Bannock tribal members came to the Malheur Agency and several
communities joined their resistance in May, 1878.

By June 5, Rinehart reported all Indigenous community members had
left the Agency.

June-August 1878 warfare with battles and skirmishes

US Army, under General O.O. Howard, suppressed the rebellion.
Following the war, community members were held at Camp Harney.
In winter they were marched to Yakima Reservation in Washington
State.

Sarah Winnemucca Hopkins
(Nevada Historical Society)



Malheur Indian Agency Site

e Reservation was dissolved by executive

order in 1882
o Land placed back into public domain

e 1885-1928- Pacific Livestock Company

e 1928-1930s- Walters Family Ranch

e 1936- Agency Valley Dam Constructed
submerging the site

e 2002, 2004 CRM Phase III excavations
conducted at Agency Buildings by

Heritage Research Associates Construction of Agency Valley Dam
(Oregon Historical Society)



Buildings at the Malheur Indian Agency

Malheur Indian Agency and Agency Ranch Buildings August 2021 Survey

1- Meat House
2- Cook House
3- Guest House
4- Foreman's House
5- Commissary
6- Machine Shop
7- Machine Shop
8- Willow Corral
9- Horse Bam and Granary
10- Bunk House

e Buildings 2, 3, 4 and 5 date to the Agency period
e Can be identified by more substantial foundations

Legend
o Buiding 8 Fence Posts
A Buiding 9 Foundation Blocks

[ suilding Foundations




Location of Willows and Irrigation Trench from August 2021 Landscape Survey

Sowces: Esri, USGS, NOAA

Legend
I -
620 Meters Willows ] agencysite [__] Lithic Scatter Site

e |rrigation Trench




Table 7.1: Agency Period Artifacts from 2002-2004 and 2019 Fieldwork

Artifact Class
Food and Food Consumption

Olrve Green Wine Bottle

Bordeaux Wine Bottle Base

Olrve Green Bottle Glass

White Ironstone Rim Sherd

White Ironstone Gothic Cameo
Architecture

Cut Nails

Glass Shards < 0.085 Inches Thick
Ammunition

44 Henry Flat Cartidge Casing

38 Long Colt Cartridge Casing

45-70 Government Cartridge Casing
Flaked Technology

Porcelain Scraper

Brown Glass Graver

Green Glass Graver

Quantity

Date

15% Century
1848

1820-1891

Pre-1880

1860-1934
1875-present
1873-present

Excavated In  Totals

Y




Artifacts at the Malheur Indian Agency: Lithic Scatter Site

Table 7.2: Agency Period Artifacts Recorded in Siru during 2019 Survey : e
e o b

Artifact Class Quantity Date Totals RS IAODR
Clothing 5 o 07 A

Prosser dish-type buttons 4 1840-1880 SNy

Belt buckle 1 19% Century i)
Architecture . : "

Cut Nails 8 1820-1891 4 Rr By
Food 7

Hole-in-cap Cans 2 1840s-1920s

)



Geographic Analyses

® Jeast Cost Path Analysis-determines a potential route between two points based
on what is the “least cost”

Least Cost Path from Malheur Indian Agency to Lithic Scatter Site

0 100 200 400 600 800 Legend
- e— e Veters B et Cost Fatn

A Foency Center
@ LiticScatter Site Center




Least Cost Path from Malheur Indian Agency to Hot Springs Site

Sources: Esri, USGS, NOAA

0 100200 400 600 800 1,000 Legend
[ m e— —] S B Lot Cost Patn

A Acency Center
@ ot Soring Site Center




Least Cost Path from Lithic Scatter Site to Hot Springs Site

Sowrces: Esri, USGS, NCAA

0 100200 400 600 800 1,000 Legend
[ — — S I st Cost Patn

. Hot Spring Site Center
A Litic Scatter Site Center




Geographic Analyses:

e Viewshed Analysis- determines what can be seen from a single point on the landscape

Viewshed from Lithic Scatter Site

0 150 300 600 900 12(,)3
[ — —1
Legend

A Lithic Scatter Site Center C] Not Visible
@ Hot Springs Site Center Visible
Agency Site Center




Viewshed Analysis from Malheur Indian Agency Site

0 150 300 600 900 1,200
P — L — [

A

Legend
A Agency Site Center [ Not Visible
Hot Springs Site Center C] Visible
. Lithic Scatter Site Center




Viewshed Analysis from Hot Springs Site

0 150 300 600 900 1,200
| e esss— G

A

Legend

A Hot Springs Site Center [ Not Visible
Agency Site Center [ Visible
@ Lithic Scatter Site Center




Geographic Analyses:
e Response Time Analysis- determining how long it would take to get to the Agency from Camp Harney

Historic Route from Camp Harney to Malheur Indian Agency

Table 7.3: Time to Reach Camp Hamey based on Horses™ Speed

Horses® Speed Time to Reach Camp Harney (Hours)
Walking 1.70m/s 13.85

Trotting 3 30m/s 7.13

Canter 4.95m/s

Gallop 7.

Average 3.25

Sources: Esri, USGS, NOAX'
Legend
[ ee— s— S S 9
Hamey-Agency Road
A Agency
I campHamey




Camp Harney Collection
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s the Malheur Agency a site of conflict?

e Conlflict: “struggle between actors or
collectives as expressed as definite social
practices” (Giddens 1979, 131).

e Conflict between Indigenous

communities, U.S. Government and the e T e -
U.S. Military TS e

e Can be seen in the creation of the el “‘{; ErSR
reservation and the agency, and how all e Y B ":‘[ Hes e
parties negotiated the relationship B S e e el

The conflict escalated to violence in multiple
ways.



Evidence of Violence at the Malheur Agency: Physical Violence

Threat of Physical Violence
o Agency is accessible to the Military
m  Response time analysis
m  Types of Units stationed at Camp Harney
o  Military presence at the Agency
m  Historic records
m  Presence of military ammunition in the artifact
assemblage.
Threat of physical violence is a form of coercion
and can impact actions.
o  Communities moving once Rinehart became Agent
m  He made it clear he would use physical
punishments.

Physical violence through use of physical labor
(e.g., digging the irrigation ditch)

Historic Route from Camp Harney to Malheur Indian Agency

Sources : Esri, USGS, NOAX

Legend

20
Kilometers

Harney-Agency Road
A Agency
I campHamey



Evidence of Violence at the Malheur Agency: Symbolic Violence

e Purpose of the agency- forced
assimilation and cultural genocide
e Settler style building construction
and material goods in the artifact
assemblages
Digging of the Irrigation ditch
Parrish’s form of leadership




Evidence of Violence at the Malheur Agency: Structural Violence

A A 0 Viewshed Analysis from Malheur Indian Agency Site
e Agency as an institution, structured for a

specific purpose
o Created boundaries within which communities
now lived
e Location of the Agency
o “Out of the way”
o Close enough for easy response
e Strategically placed for military practices of

the time and military geography practices
o  Easily defensible
o  Controlled the water sources and some supplies
o Infrastructure, accessibility, and visibility with
roads
e Surveillance
o A form of bio-power

0 150 300 600 900 1,200
_-— e e Veters

Legend

A Agency Site Center E Not Visible
Hot Springs Site Center D Visible
@ Lithic Scatter Site Center




Response to Violence

e Indigenous communities had agency and
responded to the violence. They were not just
passive consumers.

e Resistance
o Bannock War 1878
o Some refusal to do labor
o Choice of location to reside at the Agency
e Negotiation
o Boundaries of the reservation
o  Parrish’s tenure
m  Participation in labor (e.g, irrigation ditch)
o Choosing to use some settler goods- as seen at the
lithic scatter site
o Choice of location to reside at the Agency
o  Flaked technologies using settler goods

e Persistence
o  Continuing traditional practices
o  Living in traditional areas




Conclusions

The Malheur Indian Agency is a site of
conflict and violence that should be included
in conflict archaeology.

Conflict archaeology can benefit from the
addition of sites like the Agency for a more
holistic narrative of conflict.

Collaborative practices and using
archaeological methods create a more
multivocal narrative and can highlight what
was left out of the historical record or

reframe events from additional perspectives.
o Also help achieve communities goals

Research such as this can create a less
military-centric history of the Bannock War
and bring the discussion of this conflict up to
speed with other recent histories.




Future Research

e Examine the CRM collection in
person

e Integrate with more archival
evidence

e Work with communities on
publications and presentations
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