

January 8, 2026, ANTH 303
INST MARTINDALE: I have a bit of a cold. So I will try to speak clearly. Sorry.
Those are the first words I have said today. If you are interested to know what I've been doing, my home work, I know you face home work. Some I have given you. You might be interested in seeing what I'm doing. These are results of a ground penetrating radar survey. Of famous archeological site called poverty point. It's a monumental organized space with tiered rows. We think holding houses from over four thousand years ago that seems to be Mississippi river valley, part of a society that didn't have agriculture. Working off collected and wild resources. Which is cool. An urban center associated with what we would call a hunting and gathering kind of economy.
And I'm taking a course on interpreting ground penetrating radar and my assignment is interpret this grid. See the rings. There's the river and the grid.
Inside the grid the radar picked up some patterns. I have to identify the patterns and talk about what they represent. This is the result of the radar survey and in blue, we see from above, and the gray is from the side. Ignore the gray for now. If I
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look just -- I can move up and down through the grid and I can evaluate based on the return signal what the data reveals.
I will do that quickly. I'm at the top.
Now I'm going down by 5 centimetre increments.
You see patterns. Curve, shape, rectangular space there.
Something on the bottom there.
This is the type of tech that's more and more common in archeology and allows us to -- there's something here too.
I thought it was a road but appears to be row of posts. This allows us to explore the subsurface in absence of excavation. It's complicated. It's quite complex.
So I'm taking a course with a renowned scholar on this trying to improve my ability to interpret the results. I'm also...so trying to get the home work done which perhaps you can appreciate that feeling too. I will turn this off. Have any questions about this? We can talk about it later.
You can see -- if I zoom in, as I do here, oh no, I pushed a button.
I have done that.



If we look at the picture, there's a circle here in the photo and the radar is picking something up.
STUDENT: Why not work well...boulders.
INST MARTINDALE: It's a form of echo location. Sends out a signal and listens, captures return. And in echo location it's best if the signal clear and not a lot of noise. Radar on the water or air. Sending out signals. If you get a return on the water, chance are it's a boat or something else. That's why radar works well in places like deserts. You will see a lot of radar in landscapes like Egypt. The architecture is stone or brick and the sand doesn't reflect...stands out. Here is a complicate landscape. A lot is going on. Rivers, and bed rock and forest, tree roots bounce back, and row dents. So a lot of business in the subsurface and we are look...there are stone monuments in...B.C. but a lot of wood and remains of wooden architecture is engineering...is more subtle in the background. Harder to tell one thing from another. People have tried it here and thrown up their hands. Can't really do it. It's hard. We think may be we can do it and have results -- that's my home work. I'm prepared. Let's talk about ours.
I'm reminded that our office hours are Thursday?
Or Tuesday?



Next Tuesday I'm busy but if you need to reach out, please send me a note or email. I'm happy to meet with you. If you want to reach out. I will send ow announcement on Canvas on when office hours are impacted. Sometimes I have meetings. I'm trying to preserve our time but sometimes I get pulled away. If I am, I will make another time.
So today, I have a few things I want us to review for our course work.
I want to talk about -- before this, I have a slide on summarizing what we spoke of on Tuesday.
There was a lot of content and ideas.
Trying to bring clarity to key point of those ideas for us as point of departure for this course. Want to talk about a subject generative AI and its role in our lives. I'm sure there's a course on that. I should take it. Because I don't know enough about gen AI but it's a tool available to us. There was concerns and challenges. We can't avoid it. Want to think about it. And I want to talk about how to do the assignments. One is reading the assignments I provided for you and the second is the discussion, observation...in our posts.
So I will talk about both.
Reading, as I mentioned on Tuesday...I'm sure



you have encountered this. It's not easy.
As academic who writes prose, I'm sorry but I won't stop doing it. There's reasons why we write in the way we do.
That's not just to make ourself sound important. May be that's a bit of truth. We will talk about how we can get the most out of an academic article for the least amount of work which is the goal. Don't have time to spend hours and hours on each article. Want to be efficient. Don't want to lose relevant information but if we can do it in less time, that's better. I don't want to make you spend more time than you have to. I want you to understand the issues the authors are raising. And there are no exams so I won't look over your shoulder and say did you understand the article? But you will use the information in papers and in discussion posts and in our conversations in class. So think about strategies to understand academic article. If you sit on the couch, reading from start to finish may be not be the best. I have some ideas. And may be you do. And then move to the discussion questions. The article is Daigle and we will build on the discussion on Tuesday about land acknowledgment and Gupta's address and comments. Which raises issues relevant to our



question and to this course because we are approaching the subject with anthropological eye, learning about archeology. Let's look what anthropology offers.
From Tuesday, I talked a lot and I tend to, it is occupational hazard when you are a professor for a while. But the key points of my thinking were this, four ideas.
They are all core aspects of anthropology.
And I think they are beneficial as we approach and understanding the world in general. Archeology in particular from an anthropological perspective. What is positionality? It's the perspective that we bring to an understanding.
It is the biography of who you are. Influence by our life experience, ideas that we have engaged, and explored, our convictions of logic and belief. We construct our positionality by our willful navigation through the world but as we know, we are also buffering, at times profoundly influenced by the conventions of societies and cultures in ways that we are not aware. That's interesting. We are of course creatures of free will.
But we are also creatures of profound habit and a routines. Where does this come from? Part of indoctrination...in Canada we have a enthusiasm for



rules around queuing. If you bunch, watch out. We will give you a look. And they may say you can't do that.
Unless you have a reason. Emergency. People say I have emergency. Go ahead. Rules are in us like that. It's trivial that one but profound. By history of our lives. Taught to us in child hood, schools, lining up.
Visible already in two classes.
Anyone tell me what is going on? You are all sitting in the same place as Tuesday except two. Now you will move around if I hasn't said that. You will all sit in the same place. If in March and you came in and someone was sitting in your spot you would feel put out. Wait a minute, that's not right. But people can sit wherever they want. Where does the rule come from? How does it have power over us? These are important questions. Spatial territory is taught to you by parents and society and schools and other institutions. You are assigned a seat. Kindergarten, school, given a seat. And the car. Probably have a seat. Dinner table. You have a seat. The notion that we have seats is something we have learned without even may be knowing we have learned it. What about ideology belief? Are they influencing how we



perceive the world? Yeah. If we understand more about our positionality and the people we encounter we can know more about how they see the world. The key thesis of positionality is different point of views understand the same thing in different ways.
Trying hard not to stress out the stenographers. So positionality is important. I point to this a bit in they influence us, the ideas, culture and they motivate us and enforce things on us. Power dynamics are core. Asymmetries are a critical space by which we define how things work. Whether it's people pushing each other around or embed or structured in the society. They are powerful systems that operate. We create them and participate in the creation and we push back, challenge them. They are significant as anthropologist we want to know about powers of...it's not just power to exercise one's influence. It's the power to build systems that contain people's choices. That limit people's abilities. That constructs ideas influence how we perceive the world.
I mentioned that the...remains so. These complex spaces of structure and positionality are sometimes more visible in the spaces of individual lives. Moments of our engagement in conversation. Anthologist are motivated to explore case studies.



There's a lot of the detail there. That might reveal some qualities that are pro found but complex. It can be hidden from other ways of studying humans. That gives a important Avenue into complex...ANTH300 we will explore this more with cool case studies. The last point is all of this complexity is important. If we seek as scholars a unifying consensus I don't think we will find it. And shouldn't.
...to be uncomfortable, to be disagreeable. We must respect each other always but we can disagree and it is this nature of disagreement that I think is genesis of...wants to balance it with empathy but don't want to...or with ideas and that we encounter.
We can contest them and it's through conversation. My summary of last -- the ideas I raised and we will encounter all of these ideas in the weeks ahead as we explore archeology from anthropological point of view.
I think I know more about my previous slide...I'm interested. Gen AI I know it does thing for you. I opened my email and UBC is going to Microsoft. It's taken over my...and this morning it said it can make an email op my behalf. Who is reading my emails? Something or somebody is and how does it know it can anticipate the email I might want to send. I don't like that. But intrigued. AI is



all -- controls our phones and spying on us and...prediction what things mean and you will encounter it. You might even use it. This is a table I was given by department on things we might use it.
If you use it let me know. These are ideas people use it for. Brainstorming, [reading].
This is -- summarizing texts that's what I will help you with by yourself, we can ask AI to summarize for us. I didn't.
Is it any good?
Organizing ideas. [Reading].
I do like spell check. I'm less excited about grammar. The grammar thing.
I found that doesn't like my convoluted sentences. Turn it off.
Revising [reading].
There's a lot. Who doesn't use that. It's great. I love the translating. I believe it's true. Read what it is. I can't speak the language of what I'm reading but seems like this works.
My observation is use AI. You will.
But don't let it stand in for your voice. Don't present it as your work. For me that's the boundary between useful tool and misrepresentation. Don't want to do that. That's a line academic in general would



prefer not to cross. So use it, tell me if you are using it. Relate to me it's utility or its lack. I might be replaced by AI someday. Hope not. Some jobs are being replaced by robotics.
It's an interesting unknown future. And we don't know the future but we can look back at revolutions and notice profound change that's occurred. In this kind of world. I remember I grew up in landscape before the internet, before phones and technology. Phones were on the wall.
And I've seen this in my life transform and not only transform or tech lives, cool ways, I read the news, but I wonder if the ideological...recruiting people to ideas that lack evidence, that become powerful, if not influenced by Democratization.
...now you can create a following, monetized to do so. You can convince them of things that may or may not have empirical merit and that was not possible when I grew up. Nobody had that voice. Nobody had that capacity and not saying it's bad. It's interesting but we are not here to judge. We are here to understand. What does it mean. We can see the political currents. When I was young you only get information from authoritative news sources...were they correct? No, they were not. New York times was



known for having a bias. Writing about how it was bias the but now it's more generative. We can see the profound change that's occurred. Unanticipated. I remember conversations about how social media would inform the population of the world so we would all have better political systems and people would be treated fair. Not sure if that happened.
AI -- we are in the bubble now. You will you will look back and say I remember the world before AI and have insight for people. Anyone have experience with it they want to share? Have you used it in this class yet? I'm not judging. Just curious.
Yes.
STUDENT: Going to make one blanket statement that as -- if we look at the goal of anthropology and say put out by triple A. When the goal is to better understand humanity, and at that apply the knowledge and theory we make to help people, then AI has no place in that. At least in the terms of generative AI that is destroys communities and taking resource away from those places.
INST MARTINDALE: Great point. Again, it's not easy to find an answer here. It's in the world. It's part of our world. It's generating unpalatable consequence.
Pollution and effects. It seems unavoidable. Humans



have a habit of inventing things they no longer control and get away from it with unintended consequence...I don't know enough about it but my sense is and I have asked questions only I would know and it's able reproduce my thinking back to me. It's mining my work and telling me what I already think I know in a way that's unsettling and I have not received compensation for anyone making money off my research but the point is that it's -- I lost my train of thought. Side tracked by the fact that I can read my own work in gen AI.
It has a role but -- back ward thinking.
I will turn to you then. It reflects what it consumes and...we want to understand pattern and project predict but it stifles creativity.
Can you generate new things? Not sure.
Probably will be able to.
STUDENT: A worry is when talking about AI in anthropology and AI has a tendency to lean toward antiblack and racist stereotypes. It's in the AI -- base of thinking and that is concerning if you think about using it in conjunction with anthropology when trying to get away from that legacy and trying to break this system racism but if we use AI with our work it's not possible to break away from that.



INST MARTINDALE: If AI build on what has been, what has been is not great.
And so if we just compile and project what has been, we will replicate many inequalities and including racism which dominate the digital sphere so great points. It's not going away for us. We can try to avoid it. Or engage it. I only ask that you let me know. I will continue to narrate my own use of it. It has value I think but...our goal I think as scholars is allow ourself to be creative and thoughtful and learn to engage -- to invite the moment of epiphany that comes from seeing pattern and be assemblers of information. Put ideas together to arrive at conclusions so deconstruct people who make claims and ask on what basis it's made. Interesting conversation. Appreciate your thought. Keep me posted your ideas about them. Let's continue with our conversation.
Before I get there, I want to talk about strategies that I use when encountering this or any other academic writing. Recognition these are dense forms of writing with convoluted language. Hyper qualified often. Convention continues to be precise and bring a specific meaning to a phrase. Legal context is even more convoluted but I anticipate a



legal critique...very dense. So to contain meaning, to be specific is part of the purpose and that generates a formality this creates. Often inaccessible when you first open it. As I mentioned last time, you are in the midst of a conversation that's been going on for decades sometimes. You are stepping mid stream into the conversation. They make a effort to point back towards conversations through statements and they often expect a level of understanding you may not have.
So we have to kind of -- I find I have to hold my breath and I'm out of my depth. I will find my footing as I work through this. Sometimes I go side ways into other work. And I can use AI to summarize genres of thought may be. If you are catching a bit of a conversation. You can encounter books and text books are examples where authors try to set it up so you have the background and -- our articles which are the main stay of writing in my field and much of social sciences you don't have the space. You have 5 thousand or ten thousand words and that's it. You have to compress it.
They can be long and difficult to follow. And in part that's because meditations on complex ideas. Often approached from different



perspectives and different examples that speak to the same idea so they are complex refractions through thinking. If we know that, doesn't make is easier but we can appreciate it, why they are so complicated.
Gives us an advance. All of these will general have a main idea. What is the key idea. Thesis. What is the point of an article. And we should be able to distill in a short space. There's the writer thinking about the point and there's the point. If we figure that out help us to understand the writing about the points. Most articles have a method or set of data.
Observation on which they will base their interpretation. It can be observational method. Literary method. Or exploration of subjects. What is the method? What are the observation of data?
Often a background section. Sometimes they say this is the background section. And sometimes they are long.
And they will help you understand the point of the article.
But they are not the point of the article.
So it's useful to know that. And that's why I don't start on an article from the beginning. I want to figure out the point before I get to the background. I want to know the author's point of view



before I evaluate their interpretation of the data. So I try to find the point first.
There's always an analytical section. This is what means. This is why I have drawn this -- how I defend the thesis. You have heard that language. The thesis is the argument. The defence is martialing evidence, logic to support your thesis. Finally there's a conclusion. The conclusion is not restatement of the idea. They are evaluation of the implications of the idea. They can sometimes summarize the idea but they look ahead, beyond. If you agree with my idea, this is why it's important.
So that's a bit of the structure.
This is a good idea for a good paper.
These are key components. They come in different forms. Some people have subheadings. Or you go through and find them yourself. Let's look at structures. I use these. I scan, try to figure out the point.
Read the abstract. Scan the headings. Look for data, figures if there are any. I will look at the conclusion and analysis and look at the beginning paragraphs of sections. I try to find out the point to orient myself. I want the key foundational idea and I want to know the scale, scope of what is being



done. I can figure out the parameters, the narrow and why then I can better understand the detail as I go through. I then look at the headings and go through. What is the path. How do I get to the end. Where do I start, where do I go? Headings.
Then I look at the data. Sometimes it's a

table.





from.



I like tables. Sometimes there's not.
I want to know where is the information coming


Many cases in social sciences anthropology, that

data are the observation of other articles so it's the citational space authors are invoking on other authors. I'm going to advance these thoughts. I tend to focus on these sections.
Really in this or -- back wards, [reading], I tend to read papers a bit back wards. Let's look at ours. About Michelle -- I will bring it up.
I thought I had it. Here.
I'm a fan of this of paper. For a number of reasons.
If you encounter it and looked at it, I want to narrate about how I might approach read this and then



we can talk about what is says.
So I always read the abstract.
The abstracts is condense into a section what the paper is about. Here is the ideas that geographies of responsibility on stolen and occupied Indigenous lands in Canada [reading].
Which comes from the title too. We have reconciliation and the performative aspect of it against the landscape, trauma violence. And theft. That's the grounding. Found in the first few sentences. We can build on it as we read the paper.
This is the method.
Drawing arrange of [reading].
Building off Indigenous voices in academics [reading] in this case the truth and reconciliation process...a particular moment or movement within this...[reading] fetishize and naturalize Indigenous suffering and trauma while cultivating [reading].
That's the thesis, the core idea. She is not asking you to belief that now. She is saying that's the argument I make and the rest of the my paper will take you on a journey so I can demonstrate the merits of that argument. Then the paper is easier to understand. And helps us goes through it. I haven't finished the paper and I already know where we are



going. That's the active form of reading. You may be already do this. I hope this helps you think of strategies you have come to yourself or learned or want to hone.
Whenever people say I argue I want to pay attention. They will give me the argument. Not like they are contesting but this is rhetorical purpose. I will martial logic to demonstrate a conclusion...it's not fighting. It's arguing logic. Arriving at conclusions.
[Reading].
Disconnect between the performative spectacles embodied in notion of the land acknowledgments...I focus on settler colonial [reading].
UBC is no exception on that front. [Reading].
That is a great abstract. You don't always get great ones. This one is great. Tells us what the author wants us to understand, why doing it, how getting there. If you meditate an that and have understanding of it you will be well prepared to investigate...they are not always this good. Some don't have them but if you asked gen AI what this paper is about it will give you a abstract. That's the logic.
Next thing I do is I scan.



Home coming -- read a bit. Biography. Coming back to UBC from time in the US.
Thinking about how other Indigenous academic explored the issue. I can understand there's a GRC process, exploration of the conventions of racism and colonial-ism. Disenfranchise Indigenous people.
...report in 2015.
And this is a time that was being discussed.
And so we hear more about not only the results of the truth and reconciliation but the non-Indigenous response. And that's a key component of this paper is how this history and these ideas are being consumed by non-Indigenous representatives and institutions.
Staff experience. I read this paragraph. What is going on? A lot of movement to land acknowledgments and other allocation of acknowledgment of these histories.
As we scan down, we encounter a critique of that. Observations these claims of acknowledgment --land acknowledgment, acknowledgments of the truth and reconciliation results are distancing and sometimes miss the point. They shift the conversation away from the non-Indigenous institutions. They push into the past. Doctor Ken guard(?)here wrote a book on this.
Taking the violences and how non-Indigenous settler



Canada pushes them into the past to relegate them into...from society.
Arguing they support and fulfill the ability of institutions hike UBC to offer. And they do. Our budget at UBC, the annual budget...public money.
Where is it coming from? A lot of the revenues come from natural resource. 94 percent of province is crown land, which is public land but it's owned by the federal government and shifted to the jurisdiction of the province so they can generate money and it all used to be Indigenous -- the wealth...some is coming here.
So we can't, this is the point, we can't step outside the history and say, we are immune from, we benefit from these issues. Her question we can see is is there -- double standard. Distance from the proclamation and the results of the lived experience.
And then allow the beneficiaries to act as though they are not responsible. That's the points.
There's a section here on the geographic...focusing on different forms including land acknowledgements. And this is the heart spaces of the paper.
Building in this case -- her observation. The data and methods are she is inventorying...evaluated



the issue and presented their observations, analysis, conclusion. Giving us in synopsis form a series of arguments she can build this analysis. There's a bit of observation, she's...land acknowledgments. She was on a panel discussion and the majority of the work is this literary evaluation of Indigenous authors presenting a reputation of the notion that contemporary society is not colonial. She says it is.
I won't go all the way down to the -- let's move

down.



Another section, you see what I'm doing. Reading the section by section. Chapters. They

are inviting me, as a writer, when I write papers for editors, sometimes they say your organization is terrible.
This makes no sense. Put everything together where it belongs. Build sections and put all your ideas together. And then go to the next one. That's what is happening here. Links across the sections but each section gives us a piece, on where we want to go. This is the example of UBC.
The dialogue center is a case in point, interesting history. The dialogue center, next door, built now almost ten years ago and it was recognized right away but not funded -- it was created as a thing



but not resourced to do the work it was allocated too do. It's still sits as unusual unit on campus. It has had a number of directors. The current one I think has vision for what might happen but I -- seems it's struggles to find resources. And if not able to do what is it for? Well, Daigle suggests it's there largely to give UBC a degree of credit for having created something.
But not allowing it to do the work that it was assigned to do.
Interesting. I'm not sayings I entirely agree.
But I do also acknowledge it's likely under resourced for the huge task it was asked to face. Given the budgets is...why don't we have money. The issue is what your priorities are.
I think that's the point that Daigle is making.
So this is if there's interpretive analysis it's there. Why does this juxtaposition occur? Why have double standards manifest on campuses? It's a form of perpetuation of colonial power, the argument says [reading].
Claims of repatriation, reconstitution of their rites. Giving people who benefit from them a form of out, a form of benefit, a feeling and emotional better feeling, they are no longer responsible. They have



done enough to confront the legacies they benefit from.
And it's an unpacking of this complex space.
And I think this is the last section. This is -- rewriting of what it might look like if the university actually tried to con tend with these issues directly and the conclusion is that there's a very long way to go.
So that's just a bit of a summary of a paper and a sense how I approach it. Having arrived through that narrative I will go back and reread sections.
Move back and forth between the paper. If I encounter an idea I don't really understand, I will scan and read paragraph and sometimes high light.
I take notes.
As I read, I write notes to myself.
And at the end, I get a really reasonably rich analysis of what the paper is about, without having sat through and read from start to finish. Perhaps in a shorter time. So before we talk about the paper, does my approach to reading these articles, resonate with you? Thoughts on strategies you use that makes sense?
I see some nodding. That's encouraging. Well, hopefully that's helpful.



You need to find a way through this.
If you -- some are in both of my classes.
I think I already -- I'm giving you three articles a week in this class and four in the next class. And that's just two classes. If you are taking five classes that's a lot of reading. You do need to find a way to make your time efficient.
Sometimes we don't have two hours. We have 30 minutes. How get the most out of a piece.
So let's try to find out what that is, what that path way is to get the greatest amount as quick as possible. The goal is understanding. I won't test you on these things. I am asking you to think about them, and respond and make use of these articles as we explore the subjects.
Archeology in the modern world. The reason we spend time on this conversation is because in B.C. and Canada, the majority of archeology is conducted by non...and the majority of subject of archeology is Indigenous history...boundaries of asymmetries of power, of voice and method. We can find many ways to describe that difference.
And all the protestation and claims of partnership and collaborative work, they can be good and valuable, that difference is profound and it can



not be ignored. I will invite you in this class to explore it, think what that means for subject like archeology. What it is today, what it has been and what it can be in down the road. Some people say we don't need archeology. It's useless. Don't really help our understanding -- paraphrasing from people who spoke to me. And others are using archeology and others are becoming archeologist and transforming things -- I don't have an singular answer. There is not one. But we can't ignore the...that's why we start with it today.
All right. Let's pivot from a bit about how the paper is constituted to what the paper is about.
To do that, I want to -- I don't want to put anyone on the spot. Anyone want to give me before I jump into my slides a sense how responded to this paper. What you drew from it and thoughts?
I don't want to put anyone on the spot but I would welcome your thought on the Daigle paper.

STUDENT: I think I would be interested to hear what the author has to say and the scholars they reference have to say now in 2026 because it's been a while and also there's been a lot of shifts in conversations but also noticeably still a lot of what they were writing still



rings true.
But in the areas where things have changed and where there's been social shifts I'm wondering --
INST MARTINDALE: Interesting point. Yes we should. Let's see if we can find on article by Daigle more recently. Five years is not that long but important. Things are changing. Her point is there's claims of change but are not substantive. Has real change occurred? I kind of -- pessimism and bit of optimism. The government of Canada said it would put a pipe line through north BC and...signed an agreement. You can't do that without asking the people who own the land.
And it will be in court. But that's another burden on communities defending their territory of this fancy of putting a pipe line through the north part of the province.
STUDENT: I'm Indigenous and it's true when she discusses the land acknowledgments -- from Ontario and they are different...oh I thought it was cool and kept hearing and hearing and it reminder this land is unceded but there's nothing being done ant it. Then we continue and move on with the day acknowledging the fact that the land we are on is still stolen and we are still stealing the land and it becomes this almost negative reminder at the start of my day when I'm like oh yeah



this used to be our land but it's not. And it feels really weird to be hearing it over over over again and like we are doing something good. No we are acknowledging that we stole this land and it's like stealing -- taking someone's water bottle and being like this is mine, sorry.
Mine now, to their face.
INST MARTINDALE: Gas lighting.


EMILY: ...


STUDENT: I understand the thoughts behind it but when you are Indigenous and hearing it every day, it sucks.
INST MARTINDALE: The notion of even the word, I heard, Indigenous colleagues, reconciliation drives people crazy. Reconciliation is the goal may be. But we are not near anything about...let alone claiming we are arrive at some destination. I agree.
You might wonder -- the land acknowledgement is two minutes and then move on.
STUDENT: The reminder and nothing is discussed about it so when it's discussion it's really good.
INST MARTINDALE: I use Daigle's article a lot because -- I think it's a good one to reflect what UBC represents...thinking carefully and in a scholarly



fashion. I will walk towards you when you talk because I'm slightly deaf. I had an accident. Sorry. I hear best from the left.
STUDENT: Action speak louder than words I was going to say but there's barely anything done to address the root cause of this and by just acknowledging that we are on stolen lands, like she said it's brutal reminder and they keep saying it and nothing is being done to address it or to make amends, it's just -- I agree with what the author said. It's superficial.
INST MARTINDALE: It's good to get people too think about it. Before Daigle's article I didn't spend a lot of time thinking about land acknowledgments in my classes so prompted us to have conversation but it's hollow.
If I may, I want to -- aside, I work with colleagues at Musqueam and we propose to develop a research center on campus and I was surprised when the idea came up a few years ago and -- there's no Musqueam space at UBC.
And how many thousands of times has this been read? Signs. But there's no Musqueam -- there's Indigenous spaces but there's no Musqueam space.
And this is their land. We are on their territory and they have nothing. So we are not only working towards this and interestingly within



archeology. Musqueam...if successful, it would be the first and that's startling to me. In 2026 after a hundred years of this institution, there's no Musqueam building or office. Seems exploitive. Now declaring without returning.
Yes.
STUDENT: I have a lot of conversation about the validity of land acknowledgements in classes and...robin wall came here to talk about her book and other things but the consensus the room came to is that there was may be a point in time where land acknowledgments were useful and these things were brought to light finally in official spaces or official capacity but it transformed into today less of a anything meaningful for Indigenous people or anything that causes actionable change to move to reconciliation or Indigenousation or decolonialization and more so a tool to ease consciousness and to be like we did this and checked this box, so we don't have to do more.
It's become a tool of colonialization, stops people having to help.
INST MARTINDALE: Thank you...it can be...Daigle does this as a itself a tool of colonialization.
Deflection...serves non-Indigenous people more than Indigenous. I talked to colleagues at Musqueam about



it and they have a -- I don't want to speak on their behalf but they have ambivalence. They don't want to not be heard but they think it's inadequate and it's insulting.
But they have been fighting this fight for a long time. Resolute in their plans, knowing they won't get the land back exactly.
That path -- that path exists here in B.C. the theft of land is a real history in B.C. and I have heard of the concept of preemption. When the province emerged and the history is complex and negotiations and contestations but when the settler colonial project begins to take hold through a number of violent mechanism, the process of giving away land was called preemption. Anyone could sign up and get 150 acres of land. You had to improve the land. Which is loaded question because it ignored Indigenous resource management and engineering and created a model that focused on Europe model of agricultural. Read building and -- all the roads -- north and southwest marine drives are examples. Constructed by settlers. So you have to improve it. You had to log -- turn it into farm land and the main criteria is you couldn't be Indigenous.
And then you would get free land. If you were



Indigenous you wouldn't. So this process of land allocation all across this area was one that Musqueam people witnessed. And fences would go up and roads built and laws enforced. Police state to exclude the from these places. This is the history and it's not that well known.
When the cow chin decision we can talk act emerges and the conclusion of that case is the land that came from preemption it was once Indigenous.
Compensation has to be part of that. The you can't just seal off land and say it doesn't have a role in a conversation about compensation.
So that's the history. In Ontario, many examples because they occur, treaties -- the six nations. It's a document that Canada signed, a legal document, given the six nations six miles on either side of the...to the mouth down on lake Eerie hundreds of kilometres long and the centers of wealth, water LOO and Kitchener. They have a contract that says that. How much is that land worth? Hundreds of millions of dollars.
Has there be any action by your government? By this country's government to provide compensation?
Fulfill the obligation. In part so the government...Indigenous military force to defend



itself. Unfulfilled. An example of this process taking place. To think we stand on these lands in these institutions and consider they are unrelated to that history and these processes are not still on going is...ourself which is the point Daigle is making I think.
STUDENT: The other thing that as Indigenous person that bothers me about Indigenous education in schools, growing up we probably learned about residential schools and that's important but for some people that's the only thing that you learn about. That's the only conception you have of Indigenous person is someone brutalized by this system but there's a lot of vibrancy that exist and there's a focus on resilience but not resistance and we talk about how resilience Indigenous people endured this but not that -- there's no agency.
There's no -- these people fought against the system and still are and are alive and living. I think you mentioned last class, Musqueam is a living culture. They are their own people.
And there's is -- in that learning about the residential schools is important it shouldn't be the only thing.
INST MARTINDALE: There's a fetishization...this is the



space the non-Indigenous people feel more comfortable...relegates them to the past and overly emphasizes the trauma and does so in...there's a degree of unpleasantness about enthusiasm
non-Indigenous people have to tell these stories and I agree with you.
We see this in Daigle's article. And our endeavour should be recognize this history and the significance. Not to turn away from it.
But recognize that's not the only thing. These communities have such an extra ordinary role to have played, I will give you a example. I work with communities in the north. Their history in their oral record, we encounter some down the road, narrates their people from the beginning times to today.
Over ten -- 14 thousand years of history, all accounted for through oral systems of remembering. Think of that.
I can't.
I can't get from my house to the store and remember what to buy. A system that allows you replicate the people who lived that long ago. On par maybe with the pyramids. It lacks a building but it's sophisticated endeavour. Not recognized. This is just one example of many in the world and Canada. I



was involved in a court case -- 2022 resolved. In which the courts finally acknowledged that the Indigenous people had a legal system. Of course they did. Why would that be something you have to argue?
Why is that something people are resistant to.
Racism. That's the marginalization of people. That's the part -- embedded structures of power asymmetry in our lives. If that's surprising to people they have been inculcated with the idea that...don't have the capacity.
STUDENT: I also think Daigle touches on this with -- with land acknowledgments. There's a push from -- even the most progressive spaces people are still why is it my problem? Take on my what my ancestors did or may
be -- what these people did when I didn't have a choice in it but she mentioned, I still benefit from that system. And that's the accountability that people are asking for. Not asking you to be like take on everything that happened in history but just take on that you are benefitting from this system. I am.
INST MARTINDALE: Great point. We do benefit.
Individually. Institutionally.
I think Daigle is asking us to do the most difficult thing which is recognize the things invisible to us about ourselves. Philosophers have a



phrase. [Foreign language spoken]. The pieces of knowledge about ourselves that we are ignorant of. It's difficult. Typically people who have been marginalized are aware. The people who benefit from them, don't think there is asymmetry. They think they are great people doing great thing. It's difficult.
Ask us to look inside and inform ourself. That's the journey anthropology is on. Only 15 minutes so I will skip the next section here. I wrote notes you can review on the article. We covered most I think.
A bit excited and I used quotes from the article. You can look at my notes compare them to your thinking of the article. I think they will echo what we spoke here mostly but I leave for you to explore. I'm grateful for the voices in the room.
Grateful to share your thoughts and on Thursdays we can explore what the ideas are collectively so you can look at my notes, my thoughts on the article. And resources available to us. Including this one. [Reading].
Great web site. There we are.
I encourage you to go to the web site. Wait.
That's not --



Oh I have to do this. Technology.
I encourage you to investigate. There's a document led by a group of significant Indigenous scholars to create a plan. The document is here. There's link. There's also under the implementation tools, a tool kit.
So you can conduct a self exploration of your understanding of the issues that are raised by this plan.
And one points Daigle makes is Indigenous scholars are consistently drawn on to teach
non-Indigenous people about settler colonial-ism. Here are tools to help you on that journey. That's another element of Daigle's article the constant returning to Indigenous people to represent their lives.
I will confess my children are not white and every year since kindergarten, now in high school, I have the same conversation with their teachers about racism.
They have always said, may be, your child could help us understand -- do policy, it's not my child's job to teach your institution how to not be racist.
It should be in place and if not here, it's not their



task to assist you. I encourage you look at these resource.
And there's forms, including a document -- I put the self assessment PDF and ISP in the readings. Go to the web site too. We left a bit of time for the last section.
Wait.
I want to talk about -- we will skip the what is anthropology piece because not going to give as much content now. I will reply to your discussion questions but I want too spend the last minutes about this article.
So Gupta, president of the anthropology association. Want to tell me about their thoughts on this article?
Before we look at what he said? Have I tired you out?
I will push the button. This is what I think.
It is largely, not entirely, about reflection of the culture it created. But anthropology is about how the anthropologist study themselves.
...in Canada...in minority of places. [Reading].
Through refraction of the other.





away.

Where is the other? Typically outside, far


Distant from the familiarity of the people who

are the true audience. Which are the anthropologist and their own communities. This is the time when anthropology was mostly white and male. It creates not only introspection, but it narrates a false history of the world and his point is, given what anthropology -- like the land acknowledgments do, it could have been better or different. That's not just a challenge but invitation.
What can we be if we have not already? And this is the argument what it can be. This is a talk. I don't have the slides. Just the paper he gave. He thinks anthropology may have done this...pointing to the foundational work of Franz BOAS and other significant people. There were other voices but the majority of how we tell anthropology is indexed to certain white men...and not really a study of others.
Even though it is mediated through the study of others. That's shocking. Pause on that. What does anthropology tell itself is the study of the other and Gupta is saying it's been the study of the self indulgent. To use the others as a mirror to understand more about who the anthropologist is and



how that society works. It's a provocative idea. If you encounter the work of...he made the argument in the 70s to much contestation but this is what we might be. Organized opposition to [reading] issues now becoming more part of the...[reading].
These are subjects largely left to others outside of anthropology.
Perhaps not so much now.
The study of war and consequences.
Now people are doing this work. [Reading].
The nonhuman person kin ship. I find this interesting. The scholar ship of power [reading] we have for example Indigenous scholars to thank, black scholars to thank confronting the orthodoxies and...our understanding of how we conduct the thinking that is anthropology.
How doing for time? Two minutes.
So he is asking if anthropology could be better and I find this interesting. The comments. If you read the comments, what do you see? Defensiveness.
Not based on evidence. Emotional response. I was at a talk last year with my colleague doctor SUPERNOT(?)giving a address in triple A in Montreal? I think. No, Toronto. She gave this talk. And security had to be called to protect her from what



looked like a bunch of geriatric anthropologist who disagreed. But it was intimidating and designed to be. You can't say these things. Well they are profound and people have said them for decades but this was an emotional response. Like the comments. This is -- shouldn't be true.
Which is perhaps a sign as she points out that it is profoundly true. I ask you about the comments to get the sense. Some people support.
...emails put my name on it. These are significant scholars in 2021 who think anthropology is none of the things he says it is...you to be part of that vision. Anthropology could be those things and I invite you in this class and your careers to take on part of that project. We will look more next week and I will reply to your comments. Thank you for your participation. See you next week.
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