

January 8, 2026, ARCL 420 INST MARTINDALE: Grand.
All right. Well, sorry I have a bit of a cold.
I will try to talk slowly and clearly for all of your benefit.
Today, we will -- on Thursdays I want us to consider the readings in detail. Tuesday I will summarize some core issues that I think represent the subject we are talking about. And I assigned us readings each week and I want us to look at them on Thursdays in detail. It's important I think to look especially in fourth year -- in detail at academic literature. This is the subject where the venue where the scholarship of archeology and anthropology finds its most common home. Where academics communicate with each other and it's the essence of their scholarly activity. And it's really where arguments are presented and evaluated and you know the concept of peer review, which is the way that academics add a degree of assessment to academic publications. So if I published -- you or we published something in academic peer review journal that's typically the highest standard of publication.
You submit your article and then it is sent to three or six sometimes reviewers who are noted experts
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in the area you are publishing in and that review can be quite intense.
They assess your work. Evaluate it.
Their job is not agree or disagree but to ask the question, is it sustainable? Is it supportable by science, the data, the logic et cetera are those things coherent. If so you might get it published.
These articles are the upper tier of the scholarship we want to encounter. More difficult but it's an important skill to develop and I want us to look at this to get the stories as they come, the knowledge, from the specific people who are doing this work.
It's also where we will find the results published the most recent, and so I have tried to assess in this course readings that have come in the last couple of years which represent thinking on the subjects that are the most up to date. Examples of people who publish about archeology in B.C. and people who are doing archeology in B.C. At the same time I drew on articles that I think resonate for our purpose, that might be a bit older but it's a changing constantly dynamic in terms of evidence. What observations we make about the past.
In method, what kind of tools are we using to



understand the past.
It's changing quite dramatically.
Interpretation, what does the data tell us about history. The frame works of knowledge construction. How do we evaluate the nature of the argument themselves? Anthropology provides us with a lot of insight into the endeavour of thinking in an academic way.
And we find those things in these peer reviewed journals. You can find them in books peer reviewed to a degree, chapters in anthology subjected to this assessment and to a lesser degree you can find them in text books but we find -- I find with text books is they are very positional. From a certain point of view and they are also quite, yeah, entry level work, there are a few on the north west coast but they are quite out of date now and they are really for a lower level class so I want us to explore the challenge of reading peer reviewed articles. At the same time they are not the easiest things to read.
I read them too.
I sometimes wonder -- I write them. Wonder sometimes why I wrote them the way I did and that inaccessibility is part of our skill set. So I thought on Thursdays we can talk about articles in the



detail so we can arrive at better understanding. There's no exam in this course. I seek to introduce you to ideas, I would like you to evaluate them, to contest, think them through and deploy them in specific purposes for the assignments of class and also for your broader understanding of this subject of both history in B.C., and the subject of archeology and archeology as Avenue into an understanding of the past.
That's a complicated space. I talked about on Tuesday, there's iteration of this class...not problematized to the same degree and in the future there would be versions that will take the this step further. There's a lot of contestation which I discussed in some detail on Tuesday with evaluations I was teaching, encounter in the writings that we look at today and this contestation to some extent comes from different points of position. Positionality is important concept in social sciences and the thesis is -- I'm sure you have encountered this, the subjects we study are influenced by the point of view that we bring to our study. Who we are influences what we see, how we understand, indeed, the nature of the...that's quite a profound observation. It runs somewhat against other forms of thinking about



scholarship.
Notably, the scientific method.
Which asks us to conduct investigations that are verifiable, reproducible. And if we can't do that, can't take the scientist out of the science and have it unchanged, then the science is not supported. We encounter this conflict in the social science when we emphasize positionality and are faced with other disciplines trying to exclude it. Thoughts on why it has value in the social sciences and less although it is considered in the...less direct application in the sciences? Thought about why positionality has such resonance?
STUDENT: It's better for social sciences is we learn about people and people are complicated. In physics we are talking about atoms.
INST MARTINDALE: Atoms are complicate. I think. You have hit the issue. The subject of our inquiry are humans and humans are complicated. We don't act in predictable ways.
We might want them to and there's entire schools of anthropological thought but has not yet proven. I don't think it's demonstrated that humans behave in particular fashions in all cases which is what science asks -- generalizable law. Humans seem to be a lot of



what we do beyond that, beside that perhaps.
Especially the things we are interested in. The things that generate history. If you take the most common form of universalize law about humans is evolutionary one. We evolved from evolution and construct cultures that are proxy for...and that's a common. It's not that demonstratable. It restricts the view of what we study to a narrow set of behaviours and I'm interested in the broader spaces that humans occupy.
I will give you a an example that I think is resonant on this issue.
We talked about this on Tuesday. The concept of race is not a biologically sound argument.
Doesn't exist as a genetic phenomenon. There are no subclass of humans. It's a social construct.
It has power but it's a social construct. We can't really imagine exploring the history of contemporary life without thinking of race. It would be an unusual and probably a attenuated view. Would not have a key part. People believe it exists but in history, in anthropology, what people believe exists influences how they behave. Our job is not judge their belief but recognize the influence on ideas that people create and of course in archeology on the long



span of time the material culture represents.
We have another component. We want to know about the culture of the anthropologists and the various contestations around the subject that help us understand what might be seen and who might be doing the seeing. If you go to a archeology convention?
Have you been? They are fun. I tend to go to exotic places where -- I like to go to the evolutionary ones. They always fight. You think they would be in agreement but not. It's contested really.
And also seems to largely be a lot of angry white men.
Could be wrong but there's a lot.
And I wonder if that positionality is not associated with that perspective.
Again, I'm not under mining -- not trying to the nature of evolutionary principles in our understanding of humanity but going back to sound's observation these are necessary ideas but not sufficient to understand all of humanity. And I think we can cast the net wide.
So positionality is important concept and our readings today explore that subject and I want to dwell a bit before we get into the content on why positionality is so important. The key issue is this,



is that one's position -- the influence of -- what we mean by position could be a basket of things. Wide range of ideas, and influences on how we perceive the world, biographies of who we are. Our families and influences on our lives. You are all different culture than me. You grew up with social media. I don't know what it is.
You live in a world that I find very alien and at times, frightening to me. But you are navigating through that and that's exciting. It's a dimension of difference on our positionality...archeology represents one. Canada is thing. If beer advertisers are to believed represents an identity. Not sure if that's true. But there are efforts to finding ways to explore what those positions are. There are a lot.
Changes by context. As we move around the world, we become a different one. As I travel to other countries the Canadianness is more emphasized and in our neighbourhood it's irrelevant. These are shifting domains and if they influence how we understand and perceive the world, we need to understand the nature of that influence. We need to unpack not only the dynamics of the influence but its content. Looking at archeology as a subject to exploring the history of the B.C. and its first nations which immediately sets



up multiple positionality for us. Indigenous firs nations point of view. Indigenous are not all the same. There's a range of plurality. Archeology itself represents a genealogical legacy of positions. Most of archeologist look like me. Not Indigenous and many if not all are male. So we are inhabiting a degree of positionality. It's changing for a more demographically representative population in archeology but it's not there yet.
So we I think are in -- it's reasonable to ask, how do the ideas of a discipline like archeology exploring first nation history, how do the positions come into conflict determine or impact our ability to interpret. The foundational quality of positions that is important for us to pull a thread on the notion is that it's hard to understand limitations of one's own position. It's very difficult to do that, to know how the background of who I am is influencing the world that I see.
That's a challenging space.
Always difficult under any circumstances. And it's particularly difficult under one specific circumstance.
If you benefit -- if your positionality benefits from asymmetry of power it's much more difficult for



you to perceive the nature of that positionality which helps us because people then whose positionalities are subjected to...provide us with insight of the power, the dynamic and culture. Positionality is important but a pluralty of positional views on the subject is important. If our subject is first nations archeology we can't just rely on outsiders...they will be ignorance of the ignorance...that's why positionality is important in our investigation. The other dimension is power.
If two big dimensions those are them.
The importance of positionality and the influence of power.
Those are the subjects of...anthropology...and effort that comes to us originally to be comparative and holistic to look at different iteration of the same kind of phenomenon and the great conceit, to study everything. I would suggests we are not good at that. In this class we are not trying to but we want to be aware of anthropological perspective as it helps us unpack positions...remind us of I think not only the important perspectives and I think here of doctor Menzies(?)...that give us insights if we are not Indigenous...and some of the kind of -- what is the word? Some of the kind of mental gymnastic that



people who benefit from asymmetries might engage in to avoid that responsibility.
The responsibility of benefiting of disenfranchise of others...that's where we will go today.
I will try to get through my slides -- many. I want to -- not sure I will do the last one.
See how far we get. I want to cover the subject of course in the management. I didn't do that on Tuesday but got excited by telling stories. Let's look at the operation of the course. Assignments and responsibilities.
Then we will look at the readings. I thought --I will give you forewarning. It's possible that I could just stand here and tell you things.
But I thought it's a seminar. Large, I was excited about that. I thought we would break into groups. Each have a task of one article. Talk among yourself for about ten or 15 minutes and report back. Just to help us, it's awkward I know. And forced.
But my goal is to arrive at comfort. It's important quality to be able to talk among yourselves. I find talking about ideas helps me and also scares me. I was very anxious speaker when I was young and I guess you just get used to. It's a important skill to be



able to think and speak about one's ideas. We will remember about the importance of our respect for each other and professional-ism but I don't have a doubt you will arrive there. Think about voices we hear.
It can be disagreement but we want to care for each other and ourselves. So I will try that. Hopefully it will work. I want us to make it a routine. That we break into groups and think through the articles.
So if we -- we can't all pick the shortest so have to divide ourselves equally but we have four tables. Today we have three. So we can move the table. We can allocate ourself in different ways and I find it's a nice way to break it up. I can just talk for hours but do us all a favour to put a break in that.
All right. Let's look at the organization.
Slides here.
Lecture, themes to focus on the readings on Tuesdays.
I wants us to look at discussion, debate the articles on Thursdays. Presentation of case study and assignment. I want to add something to this. If you were in the morning class, how many are in the morning? Two of me?
I'm grateful.



It's a lot.
I was fooling around with ground penetrating radar results and the class is at 8 a.m. and I have home work. I put it on the screen because I thought it would be fun to show the work. It was an example of radar...if you have taken archeology and familiar with that. Urban center and the task is figure out what the results have to say.
And I fooled around with it before the class.
But I want to bring methods and introduce you to modern ways that archeologists engage in our work so I can show you. Archeology has a degree of considerable inertia...people think of archeology as digging. The number two question is what are you digging? I'm not digging. What is the number one question I get?

STUDENT: Did you find --
INST MARTINDALE: Dinosaurs. I will confess I don't...in my early days I got so many questions about dinosaurs I was fed up and I would start to make things up. And tell people ridiculous things about dinosaurs. People now probably listened to me as a ten year old and may still believe that and sorry for them.
I don't do that anymore but that's the number one question. The point is archeologist spends time



digging and digging is not great. It's destroys the subsurface. Narrow sampling and unexpected. Not like doing scientific evaluations. It's very different from that. It's a very, very limited way of destroying the landscape to collect data and produces a lot of what you think of as eye catch(?) Things we didn't intend to get that we are now responsible for. It's not a great way to do things. It is the number one endeavour in compliance archeology. The government likes it. Use shovel testing...because it's predictable and tried and true.
Companies that do it across the country they like shovel testing because easily monetized and inexperienced people can do it. You can make profits. New tech requires investment and time and money and energy and they often are -- can be failures. So we don't see a lot of innovation in archeology field practice especially. We see more of it in labs. So my research focuses on innovations in field practice. So I want to show you that a bit.
We are not a small group. Here we are in the 20s. That's okay. I want to maintain a conversational space. At least on Thursdays.
And we are all on this journey. I'm still learning and taking a course tomorrow at 8. The guy



is in Colorado. Some poor guy in Australia, it's 330 in the morning and he is -- 1:30 in the morning turning on his computer and joining us to learn about ground penetrating raider. So I can't complain.
That's -- the goals are learning goals in the syllabus.
We do want understand the extra ordinary subject we face. It's extra ordinary the history of Indigenous...in this province. Yet it doesn't get as much attention as other places. We talk about why as we explore this subject.
It's not spoken of the same breath as stone hedge or Machu Picchu or...but it should be. These are extra ordinary accomplishments. I talked about a site I was working on at a conference and the colleague said you have continuous occupation for...thousand of years. You can still see Walter green's cabin on the site because the sea level have dropped. The his ancestors lived on the shore. So at the top of the hill, there's another cabin.
Walter green's ancestors lived in. Near prince Rupert. 10 thousand years ago. One family. That's rare somebody reminded me. I don't think it's unusual in this part of the world but perhaps it's unusual in the human experience so there's a number of places



where the history of first nations in B.C. should cause us pause about their remarkable human achievements written into it.
I want us to understand how archeologists think.
There's a lot of different ways.
So think through the various positions represented.
And the endeavours of archeology. The frictions.
If we talk about first nations archeology --history, raising a division.
That is eroding somewhat but still exist. It's a division of race. Of Indigenous and non-Indigenous tensions that are in our society and our discipline.
Exacerbated by the amount of money brought to bear on this subject. Archeology when I started was insignificant. To my benefit I think. The communities I worked with, yeah, let this guy do it. Doesn't make that much difference.
But now, it's necessary for a lot of development
work.
Because it's contingent on development projects
going through. I was involved in prince Rupert in a project that was putting a gas pipe line. They are still debating. 8 proponents. PETRONUS I think is



the gas company of a country. Philippines or something. State owned. They wanted to put in a terminal that would impact the archeological sites. The community asked me to assess the site and I talked about how much damage it would do and their offer to the LACLANDS(?)nation they will give them above and beyond...1.3 billion dollars as incentive. This is a nation with less than 10 thousand people and they would say take the 1.3 billion dollars so we can build this on your land. They are a traditional community. Went to their laws and said we don't own the land.
Past groups and families own this. They went to the families and said this is your land. This is the offer. We will respect your decision. The families said no.
We won't take it. We don't want this in our space. But that's much influence archeology is now having. How much is at stake around this. If we thought it was benign subject...it's contingent in this and other spaces behind a lot of money. Pipe lines are a big space but not the only. The transmountain expansion was huge...I had a small role in evaluating the coastal stuff but the reason the --one reason the pipe line expanded in cost from 4 and a half billion to I think 38 billion was the



archeology...to put that in...Canada bought it kinder Morgan wasn't going to do it.
So it became a public project. The archeology was a component of that.
So we must consider those things. The significance of archeology and its impacts as interpretive and evaluative space. What data gives us insight into history. What is preserved. It's about sacrifice and preservation. What can we destroy and preserve. [Reading].
We will talk about that next week probably. Thinking about how archeologist think. Look from different points of view. How different archeologists answer these questions.
It will be interesting.
And then of course we want to evaluate enhance our academic skills. We have the articles and chapters. I have a themes I wants to explore.
Case studies are important.
And I will try to bring us methods. Debates we will encounter. We will encounter ideas...to each other. That's important. Sometimes those debates are confrontational. Our writers today give us that.
These are themes. [Reading]. And law.



Archeology law.
I want us to consider what doctor Menzies(?)points to.
Going back into the earliest moments of the time how we evaluate the earliest spaces of this place through archeology lens. What it tells us about history. [Reading] the north west -- B.C. is entirely an anthropogenic landscape. For thousands of years.
Engineered, changed, by the actions of Indigenous scholars and we want to explore what that looks like today. Only recently has -- if talk about positionalities and invisible thing the engineering capacity of Indigenous people was often marginalized by archeologist. Shell mid...they are not garbage dumps. These are engineered land...that allow them to construct towns above the wet of the ground. They build cause ways and monuments of hundreds of thousands of cubic metres of material deployed constructed and the design can span generations.
Fantastic.
Economics, resource management, important concept. Resource management is the legal concept.
Indigenous communities are looking for rites over the control of resource in this landscape. In legal system is known as resource management.



Communities have sometimes successfully fought to gain access to the management resources...identities, [reading].
Explore law, both the law that consumes archeology in Canadian law, Aboriginal law Canada uses to define...it has a meaning but there's law of ancient peoples...[reading] culture resource management and looking back ward, trying to look ahead. Those are the subjects. Everything is on Canvas. I email you -- you are welcome to email me through Canvas or directly and we will use Canvas for submitting course work.
I will double check I have that set up. Let's look at assignments.
I added a lots of value to the weekly ones.
It's a lots of work and I don't want you to think it's make work. I don't think getting good grades is difficult. I had one student asking -- about gen AI.
...to see if cheating. If you will use generative AI let me know how you use it. There's a roll for AI in archeology. A lot of what we do is look at data and formulate model and take...AI does that on a large scale with a lot of complexity. So we can talk about that.
Participation, groups and chats and conversation



and questions. I have studies -- next week I will lead one and show you and I want you to do then.
Groups...show case for five to ten minutes example of archeology space or issue or theme for the class.
So you can use PowerPoints. We talk about it in front of everyone and you can do it in other ways. If I detect panic on your face sorry. It's an important skill. If it causes you a lot of anxiety we can work through it...it will be straight forward. Tell us a story of a place and I will give you insight and resources and you can lead the discussion. On a place.
I will show the list in a second.
We have a final paper. I gave you four possible subjects to explore. You can do a perspective if you want but it's not required. If you want to send me a...assignment I will take that and give you ten percent of your grade and remaining is...if you choose not to do that the final essay is 40 percent. If you feel you are comfortable writing these and you are capable you don't need this. If you want insight you can do it. If you want informal guidance you can talk to me about this and any assignments. You have all done this now but it was in the syllabus.
One page, summary of the issues around our



readings.
They are complex. You can approach it however you want. This is what I got from this article or from all three or four articles. Or take a thematic approach. This is spaces the subject is raising that I want to explore.
It's slightly informal in the sense it's more of a way to capture your writing...just invite you --does two things. Asks you to do the readings. And then it asks you to evaluates them and think them through individually. I might ask specific questions. I didn't this week.
And of all the them that we do only need to do

ten.



I will mark your top ten. So there's like 12 I think. So you can skip two.
Or you can do all 12. Take the top ten.
However you approach it.
What we want when we read is evaluate the

articles based on their main point, thesis. The purpose of the article. How do they do it? Where do they get the information, what theme are they exploring. Is there a debate? Many articles are the



author having a debate with other people or themselves and that may not be clear.
And do we have evidence of theoretical frame works, data or method, help us understand. The reason I ask you to do this is not punishment. This is a foundational space for scholarship.
We all need to be take an article, unpack it into a succinct statement. We will get better at it if it's labourious. I assume by now you are comfortable. If you want me to run a seminar how to read an article I can do that. Do it efficiently.
Sometimes you only have a short amount of time to read. How to get the most out of it. There are strategies. I'm happy to talk through them.
Participation.
If you wants to do a perspectives -- you can.
If you don't want to do this formally I will help you navigate through the essay and I will help you with your essay. I don't leave you alone.
I don't want to peer over your shoulder but I'm here to support you.
So my ambition is assist you. It's not inappropriate for me to help you. Guide you and think through with you what it might look like. Topics.
We can pick the archeology interpretation. Can



be a site or time period or theme. Unpack it. Look for perhaps debates, its history, and evaluate it.
There are a lot of these. A lot are around issues of contestation and debate. A number that you can choose.
If interested in this -- may be one person has done this in the past. This is our main funding agency.
Social sciences and humanities research counsel of Canada. I and my colleagues apply for funding to do archeology and they have a process and grant writing about 10 to 15 pages and you have to propose what you will do. It's fun -- it's actually labourious but it's anxiety driven and you have to waited for months and wonder if you get the money. We always -- this is an interesting space. If you are thinking of academic career this might be a space for you to explore or if this appeals to you. We can look at the third example of archeology versus another source of data...oral traditions. Another place where we would find information and then this one is interesting. It's -- the heritage conservation act governs archeology in B.C. is created by my predecessor Charles warden and now under going a transformation by the government. Embarking on



a...trying to make the act conform to DRIPA the declaration of rites of Indigenous people's act...and I will tell you the heritage conservation act does not conform to drippa or undrip in profound ways. I'm intrigued how this process is going. You might be too. And whether they achieve what they want. Which is transformed heritage transforation act that con forms to drippa but keeps the government and land owners and Indigenous communities satisfied. We have a news letter in the province called...supported by the archeology society of B.C. We will read articles from there. We have good ones.
And my assignment here is write an article for them on this subject.
And so more of a popularized version of a academic discipline. If that appeals to you, pick one of those four and talk to me.
Here are case studies.
You can change them if you want. They align with the concept we will study each week...on the Fraser river which is encountered by archeologist like the Charles warden next week and a bunch of others. I have a sign up sheet on Canvas. We have -- these are weeks -- gosh. Reading break. Not one there.
We have nine.



That means two or three people each time.
So sign up. Find a partner if you want. Let me know. And don't be too late.
The first few will be important. Poets cove, is one of the most egregious example of a developer destroying a archeological site to build condos.
That's a cool story.
KEATLY creek is part of a debate between...about what is going on in this place.
Prince Rupert harbour. Look at settlement history and oral records. Tricket island. A human foot print was found and...how this place was discovered by archeologist working...guided by the oral record what they found there. I will go through these later but there's the beginning. If any of those whet your appetite...get you signed up.
All right.
How doing for time? I typically talk too long.
Not too bad. Not as bad as I feared.
I know it's -- it can be uncomfortable. Divide into three groups and each group spend ten to 15 minutes discussing the article in question. Come up with a collective points and we will have five minutes to tell us their impressions. If you haven't read all three to the same degree, we have to allocate



ourselves as best we can. Daigle Barnett(?)and Charles MENZIES(?). That's the longest but it's...three groups. Daigle?
One person, two. Three.
Okay. Let's have you meet over on that table.
Anyone who wants to join. BARNET. Here. You can head outside and spend time talking. That leaves the rest for Charles MENZES paper. Over there is for Daigle. Break.
You have to introduce yourselves and say hello.


STUDENT: Sweet.
Definitely the idea of shifting from the deck of the boat to the shore. Right?
Like, reframing that perspective.


STUDENT: Like from?
STUDENT: Wrong one. I thought -- is that not MENZIES?
Yeah.


STUDENT: I think what I took -- summarize he talks about the story of high light the principles and --connects -- talks about how the story high lite those key beliefs and values.
And then says that archeologies -- he proposes



the reproachment of archeology.
With having Indigenous values is the core of them. Approaches before -- I don't know. He has interesting point I like about -- he says, there's no going back to the...encounter...understand the world through the history of traditions...so I kind of I think there's a acknowledgment of the damage relationship that Indigenous communities have with archeology and the how archeology is kind of perpetuated colonial impact and still does.
But I think he is generous in his proposal and being like even though it's been very harmful and damaging, those ways of knowing are still alive.
And understood but not to archeologist. Needs to be a blending of the two or mutual understanding.
Which I thought connected well to barnets's paper. I like she said the idea of library, global warming and...but local communities are not so panicked about heritage being lost because heritage is with the people.
What is not understood to archeologist trying to panic to collect is not something -- something that they already know.

STUDENT: Right.




STUDENT: I think that's...
STUDENT: I think there's something valuable that integrating that as a tool in archeology. You know?
There's that -- yeah. Just the fact that you are not con fined to all of these rules in archeology if you open up to all the deferent kinds of tools that are parts of those different frame works that have existed and are existing.

STUDENT: Yeah. I think I would even say it's not so much -- like, I think it's not like those ways of knowing are an addition to archeological practices.
It's like those need to be the pillars, foundations of archeological work.
Because if it's like -- the core principles he talked about are fundamental. They didn't lead all aspects of...so with archeology is happening those need to be the pillars of any practices that happen there.
Outsiders struggle to understand that.
Because often archeologist education is institution which doesn't prioritize those pillars.

STUDENT: Going off that, having them is so important



because I think a lot of archeologist and anthropologist have tried to adopt those principles and still operate on their own and I think that in those cases you can see a lot of inappropriate research where they are over stepping so I think that having traditional knowledge as -- at the forefront is really important because I don't think noncommunity researchers will ever be able to get away from that like they are not part of it. They are separate.
So --STUDENT: Yeah.
Agree. It's not just like a matter of a frame work. It's a way of life.
Our heritage come into communities -- trying to add it on to frame works.

STUDENT: I think for the people who MENZI work with he said that.
If you perform archeology, it has to be something holistic that meets the needs of the DEKALA people and that's the relationality barnet said. You have to establish that and archeology shouldn't take place if you are not doing that already.
I believe in barnet's article it mentions how only one of 167 research projects establish relational



before the people sent out requests.
So when they do that there's no -- they are going in with no knowledge and saying can I work here?
You know?
And it becomes as barnet says transactional.
And that's similar to what I believe mensies talks about. He mentioned the importance of three frame works with the kin ship and DAKALA society. Right?
I thought I wrote it here somewhere.
Yeah. He said the three central ideas, should lay out the basis for any anthropological reproachment and should be the set of analytical tools from the DEKALA way of knowing.

STUDENT: I think also with barnet's article, like, how you haven't built that relationship with the community.
I think in barnet's -- I can't remember if that one Menzies says the relationship takes time.
STUDENT: Barnet's.
STUDENT: I think that in the case of archeology done up north, there's a sense of academics have the there's no time. It's important to understand the Indigenous ways of knowing because for community members, we be knowing, so we -- obviously we care about preserve the



climate change and things but heritage is not lost because heritage is alive.
When you write a thesis also, people are like I only have a certain amount of time. It's just not right.
STUDENT: It's like barnet says relationality is a method that takes time and to take that time away becomes reductionist approach they warns about. That's what Menzies talks about too, he says, that to do the archeology with reproachment they need to establish the relationality with the people they work with. I think is...he not only works with them but he scribes the important processes that someone should consider if they did some research. What he considered, I believe.

INST MARTINDALE: We have about 20 minutes left and I assigned you what is impossible task. Distill them in a few minutes.
We are not able to fully do that but I want us to use this time to think through a bit of what the articles offer us. Try draw out the core points. I have slides where I made notes. I won't use those. The effort is difficult. And it's also bit artificial in the sense compressed in the time but it's one we



face as scholars. We want to understand what the articles are telling us. What do we take from them. How do we learn what they are saying and how do we evaluate and make use of the ideas in our understanding of the subject at hand.
So let's go around. We have five minutes for each. Not enough but we can each spend an hour but let's try to see if this is value. I hope. I find the smaller groups are useful for us to contest and explore ideas rather than just listening to me talk all the time.
And I hope as we work through the idea we will become more comfortable and capable at this task. If it felt awkward it will be in the weeks ahead too but hopefully it will grow in value.
Turn to the people who did Michelle Daigle article.
What did can you take from this piece? It's a big article.
A lot going on. Volunteers? I see pointing.


STUDENT: Okay.
I think --
INST MARTINDALE: Speak loudly.
STUDENT: We are discussing the main argument of Daigle and



I think there's two distinct purposes to the performative spectacles that happen in Canadian institution like UBC and alleviate white settler...but it under handed way historicize the trauma and allows us to think about colonial-ism as past event rather than something that currently affects Indigenous communities in Canada and allows it to be historicized and allows us to deflect and ignore what is happening now and land being taken and issues with water access and things like that.
I think an interesting point brought up is the difference from the Menzies article. He encourages us to think about ways we can bring together Indigenous intellectual frame work into anthropology but he makes the point I had not considered about autonomy to be unreconciliation. And that's the core of Indigenous self determination. Have the choice whether to be reconciled or not in the lens of the Canadian government. And I think we also discussed the...Indian concept where a lot of the responsibility and pressure is put on the Indigenous people, clean up your side of the street. They have to clean up their side and the Canadian side of the street. So I think that it's important to think about how non-Indigenous scholars and setters can create the relationships.



The true issue is not the performance itself but the problem is no action to break the harmful cycle it's acknowledging. I don't know if I missed anything.
INST MARTINDALE: Other comments?


STUDENT: I was interested in the way she brought the idea that reconciliation is so difficult and it's like --they think they could do it easily when out of the hundreds of nations in Canada, they all have their own unique politics and laws and it's difficult to think we can just do in one sweet sort of thing.
INST MARTINDALE: Yeah. Great conversation and summary that was great. Thank you for bring the core points. Any other thoughts? It's important piece because it challenges us really, and if you are not Indigenous, to evaluate this benefits that accrue to you through the on going process of colonial-ism and at the same time the on going efforts to diminish that responsibility that relationship. And land acknowledgments are a point of departure. We see them. I don't know how you feel about them. I feel obligated to bring them to you as instructer. It's part of the institutional policy but I'm uncomfortable leaving it there. I want us to think through the ideas and I'm grateful Daigle wrote this. She was in



frustration and perhaps that's under stating it about the circumstance that is introduced by land acknowledgments that is unresolved and they only play performative role in diverting our attention away from true change rather than actually inviting into what that change could be. Hopefully you saw value in it. Next time you encounter land acknowledgment you will think what Daigle had to say. Let's go to barnet.
How we doing for time? Good.
What do you think of this piece?


STUDENT: We talked how the article --
INST MARTINDALE: Speak up we have a stenographer.
STUDENT: We talked how the article emphasizing the importance of slow research and how a connection being formed with the Indigenous communities before doing research is of great importance within this article.
As a lot of researchers tend to do the opposite.
Where they conduct their research, and answer their own question, and then as an after thought turn towards the community and go, all right, now what do you think?
Okay. Cool. I will take the parts that I enjoy about that. And I will ignore the rest.
Which was something cool -- Patrick also pointed



at the -- how that connects to the quote she said of avoid leaving the do good aspiration of the researchers to the end. A lot of researchers like using the buzz words in their articles to act as if they did listen to the communities since the beginning but that's not the case a lot of times most people don't look deeper than the buzz words and think they did what they said but once you do look deeper, there's not a lot of information backing that idea.
Do you want to add?
INST MARTINDALE: The stakes are high because careers are made and now funding agency like social science humanity research counsel...is done in partnership so it's to their benefit to illustrate these collaborations and the temptation is over state them, to act when they don't exist, to anticipate them and as you say, show up at the people's door and say I have a research project, let's work together. When the conditions are bad -- that's not fair. If it happened to you, come to you, preformed ideas, I think we would be put out and frustrated. So this is not a surprise. They gives a road map to a different way of doing this. Pointing out...elements are...to the practices of how academics work. We tend to work with cycles and it's a competitive landscape. You have to



do more and consume and extract more and that's the language that we often use.
This relationship can be extractive. Where the outside academic shows up and -- Menzies is a research of his own community and is contenting with this idea...you show up at the door beyond who are you, what is in it for us what is the benefit to our nation. If you don't have that, they typically send you away to go back and think more.
And work they are interested in, is driven by questions they ask. Not questions that come from researchers who often for grant purposes will ask questions that they already know they can get the answer to because it makes for a convincing application and good set of publications. I work with a firs nation and said what research do you want to do next. We want to know if you can trace the streams of the salmon in the archeological sites people have investigated. And that's where the salmon...fish.
Fresh water. They go back to the stream they were born to spawn the young.
And you can gee chemically figure out where they are. We think. We have no idea how to answer that question. We sought funding and they asked a question that no outsiders would ask. It's not possible now.



But important. If we can map where the salmon are coming from we can trace resource management strategies and history over time and we can tag things, do this geo chemical investigation. The answer is not easy. That was one of my experiences of asking -- inviting a question I didn't anticipate...we put our heads together to figure out can we answer, we hope there are answers down the road. They ask us questions that will go past my career...hopefully arrive at a conclusion. That's the long span of time needed and the idea of doing things and disappearing is extracting exploitive. It's not just that. In my time, I learned a lot. Recognized the nature of my ignorance and benefitted from the scholarship that relationship provided for me. I'm grateful for the instruction I continue receive. It's about arriving at richer academic understanding.
Great work.
How doing for time? All right.
Not too bad.
Any other thoughts on the barnet article. Great experience? Field group?
Don't think it's offering this summer but I would keep your eyes open for opportunity to do that



if it appears in your time.
Let's turn to my other colleague, doctor Charles MENZES article. And we have 7 minutes. Try to identify some of the key issues he raise for us.

STUDENT: Okay. I think I will speak. Sorry.
I'm nervous.


INST MARTINDALE: So am I but speak clearly. Thank you. STUDENT: So in this article he talks about the story of
SAVON. And the first encounter with DAKALA nation with Europeans. And he high lights three core principles to DEKALA life and applies those or analyzes how they happened. In the story of SAVON and he use the story to describe what he calls anthropological reapproachment to archeology.
I think what was interesting about the term reapproachment is he is saying that Indigenous knowledge and frame works are not just tools that can be implemented and archeology with Indigenous people they need to be the pillars and I think reapproachment is not like this approach we are taking. It has to be the foundations.
I feel like I had another point but forget.



INST MARTINDALE: Others in the group? Thoughts about this article?

STUDENT: I think I kind of connected it to barnet's article as well.
Like, I think -- archeology -- I remember.
There was a quote. Sorry. INST MARTINDALE: Happens to me.
STUDENT: I like this quote. Where he says, SAVON stories...to reapproachment with traditions. There's no going back to a world before this encounter.
There's a world that understand the world through the history and traditions of SAVON and other DEKALA people. Archeology is part of the colonial project and is like Indigenous communities have suffered a lot at the hands of archeology and they are coming from education in colonial institutions but I like even with all of that, these ways of knowing and traditions and histories are alive and understood in the communities and are still practiced.
And I thought that connected really well to what barnet said about the mentality of library is burning because of the permafrost and that's used as justification to be evasive in the territories.
INST MARTINDALE: And the library is knowledge of the



communities themselves.
STUDENT: We care around global warm but the knowledge is not lost.
INST MARTINDALE: This comes from the article -- the notion of non-Indigenous fetishization of the traumas imposed on people are important to understand but not all that is Indigenousous. They tend to ignore the importance of Indigenous forms of scholarship and their insights not just in particular subjects. It would ridiculous to study the history here and not...when I talk about the results I work on with SHAN(?)people I'm not teaching them anything they don't already know. I just bring insight into the materiality of the landscape. It's taken me a decade and a half to catch up. What they are talking about. I hear your stories. It will take me a while to get to a point...to get to the points we can have a conversation on the same subject and we will talk about that down the road more what the data looked like but this is the insight. There's so much insight that we would talk about with these histories.
...they're tradition is insight how we can come port ourself into doing good work and take care of each other and how we are responsible to what we study and the goal is support future generations living in this



place, being in this world and informing them of the histories they will inherit. Those are responsibilities not usually spoken of in a western academic context.
But we all feel them I think.
Why not. And learn from the scholarship of communities that have refined the understand and academics to a point beyond what we face.
STUDENT: The name changing and being preserved not just being an artifact to be examined from...it is itself very meaningful.
INST MARTINDALE: The people who have the names are still there.
And they inherit and are responsible for the generations of history and this name I stood with Charles on the beech where coal net and the ship showed -- I stood on the beech with Charles looking and he told me the story of SAVAN and great to learn of that space and to recognize that that history and the inheritance of the knowledge still remains today. Of course it does. Why wouldn't it? The question is why is it that non-Indigenous scholars seem to ignore it easily. That is the challenge we take if we take on the task of exploring the history of Indigenous people. I have notes on the PowerPoint. You can go



through if unclear about the articles. You have captured them all well. I thought it was great effort. Grateful for your time and energy and willingness to work in small groups. Hopefully you find is valuable. I want us to return to it in weeks ahead. We are out of time. Enjoy the week and see you next week.
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