Figure 2.11 Wedges. Top (Teit 1900), bottom (Morin 2010).
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Figure 2.13 Quartzite spall (Morin 2010).
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Figure 2.14 Ethnographic scraper (Teit 1900).
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CHAPTER 3

Indigenous Household Spatial Analysis of Housepit 54 During the Fur Trade Era

Kristen D, Barnett?
'Department of Anthropology, The University of Montana, Missoula, MT 59812
2Corresponding author (kristen.barnett@umontana.edu)

Previous chapters have explored Housepit (HP) 54 in terms of subsistence, ecology, lithic
technology, social organization, and a multitude of factors, all founded within a western
analytical framework. These chapters inform us about various aspects of what and how
particular types of decision making or activities were taking place. However, what they do not
offer is a view of life on a holistic indigenous perspective that favors the recognition of the
actions of specific persons as defined by age, sex, gender, and their respective public/communal
and private/personal spaces and interactions within a framework based on cultural belief and
practice. This chapter seeks to address who, the people, of HP 54, and serves as a discussion and
analysis of an indigenous household, one filled with people of varying life-stages, genders, with
their unique social interactions and activities, as created and experienced through an indigenous
framework.

| draw from an intentionally diverse line of evidence including ethnographic, linguistic,
archaeological, and indigenous perspective including oral histories, traditions, and values,
allowing for an interpretation that challenges and enriches contemporary archaeological thought,
intentionally reaching beyond the confines of traditional western science (Colwell-Chanthaphonh
et al. 2010; Conkey 2010; Harris 2010). Ethnographies can be problematic in their use of

archaeological interpretation; a common issue that arises is a predominant western male bias
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occurring in the collection of data. Additional complications can arise from the direct inferences
directed across a wide temporal range, for example using post-contact era ethnography to
interpret a pre-contact era can be misleading. In the instance of HP 54 both of these issues are
reasonably resolved although the ethnographic data requires caution and further research before
freely applying it for interpretation.

I will rely on the data addressed in the previous chapters, the difference being that 1 will
create additional definitions for these elements based specifically on St’at’imc’ cultural
conceptions drawn from traditional beliefs and practices. In doing this, the goal is to understand
HP54 from a perspective and experience closer to that of the people who inhabited this home
with a focus on the daily life and interactions of the host of individuals living in this traditional
indigenous home.

Theory

I rely on Indigenous and Feminist theories as a framework for interpretation.

Indigenous archaeology was introduced little more than a decade ago (Watkins 2005).
Indigenous theory is grounded in the belief that “it is fundamental that archaeological practices
undertaken by, for, and with indigenous communities in ways that challenge the disciplines
historical political economy and expand its intellectual breadth” (Colwell-Chanthaphonh et al.
2010). Indigenous knowledge is not unique to Native North America, or any particular native
group; it is a worldwide phenomenon, shared among all indigenous peoples (Harris 2010).
Integrating indigenous histories, drawing from oral histories, language and meaning, landscape
use and belief as explicated in place names, songs, art and what our discipline refers to as
Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK), informs and strengthens archaeology, rather than

perpetuating the manner in which some archaeological research can tend to objectify indigenous
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peoples (Harris 2010). The visibility of indigenous people during the Colonial and Post-
Colonial periods has been reduced through ideologies of racism, colonization, environmental
degradation, and violence that have seeped into archaeological principles (Conkey 2010; Harris
2010; Rubertone 2000). My research paradigm seeks to defy these and attempts to reconcile
first world archaeological approaches with indigenous beliefs with the application of a blended
approach.

Both Indigenous and Feminist theories pose a challenge to past interpretation and the
status quo that has been established in archaeology. It is also these challenges that unify Feminist

theory with Indigenous theory (Conkey 2010).

“The lesson from feminist, Indigenous, and other critical archaeologies, is that we should be

openly discussing what counts as experience and, furthermore, who gets to make that

determination”.

Conkey 2010, pg. 92

Current thought in Feminist theory is grounded in the situated experience of all peoples, and in
developing different perspectives, rather than a specific focus on women (Hays-Gilpin 2008).
Feminism, as a scientific theory, will progress in this inclusive manner, the same as modern
political, and social, feminism is progressing while challenging the androcentric nature of
archaeological research and interpretation (Hays-Gilpin 2008; Kunin 2012). When carried out in
combination with other archaeologies, these theoretical couplings become mutually beneficial
and offer creative opportunities for the analysis and interpretation of the past and the pairing of
other theoretical perspectives.

Background
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Occupations at Housepit 54 occur in two periods, a long-term early series dated ca. 1000-
1500 cal. B.P. and the late Fur Trade occupation, the subject of this research (Prentiss et al. 2008,
2014). Villagers experienced population growth and decline, including what is presumed to be
abandonment at 1000 B.P. Housepit 54 was occupied during these periods including the re-
emerge of occupations in the Mid-Fraser at about 600-500 B.P., whereupon it was reoccupied
during the late BR 4 or Fur Trade period, circa 1830s-1850’s A.D. The reoccupation occurs after
a period of unpredictable environmental conditions represented by the Medieval Warm Period
(MWP), which impacted resource predictability through these environmental stresses. The
reoccupation at of the village, and HP 54, coincides with the Little Ice Age and the stabilization
of productive fisheries and subsistence resources and extends into the Fur Trade era, persisting

into the 1850’s, the period of concern for this analysis.

Methods

For the purpose of this chapter I define the home as the living structure designed to house
an individual, family, or multi-family group, a linkage through kinship or marriage being
unimportant in this case. The physical parameters of the home include not only the interior of
the structure, as is predominately the case in western science, but the exterior space associated
with the home. This exterior space was traditionally included and seen as an extension of living
space associated with the semi-subterranean housepit structure by St’at’imc with no finite
boundaries. These concepts of property ownership were very different from that of our current
urban culture, for example, a culture that sees linear physical boundaries assigned to the physical
landscape (ex. My property line ends at the fence on the north, south and east edges of my

property and at the hedge lining the street on the western edge.) In western culture there are
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distinct property lines. Indigenous views of landscape are not linear and do not view the
boundary of property lines as a solid and tangible boundary. Rather, the home extends beyond
the door and out onto the landscape, a visual definition of home. For the purpose of analysis |
will need to create some boundary and definition; therefore | will include the physical elements
and space of the roof of HP 54 as an extension of the physical home while I include elements of
the greater landscape and environment as impacting the living that occurs in that space.
Household and spatial archaeologies have been used to understand family units, social
networking, and decision making throughout the world (Kroll and Price 1991). These have
become valuable tools in understanding the day to day activities as they pertain to larger political
and social domains. Implementing indigenous perspectives for the interpretation of this house
requires drawing on a wide range of variables including language and linguistic analysis, oral
tradition and accounts, ideological practices, ethnography, ethnobotany, and the cultural
preferences and practices incorporated in tradition. By using indigenous beliefs for
understanding artifacts, informing methods and implementing cultural categories as the units of
analysis serves to guide and inform interpretation, allowing for a constant awareness and caution
in imposing western cultural standards onto an indigenous structure.

Archaeological research in the Mid-Fraser Canyon has benefitted from an impressive
ethnographic literature largely resulting from the work of James Teit (1900, 1906, 1909, 1973).
It is the late occupation of HP54, dating into the 1850’s, that allows for the direct application of
the ethnographic record. Teit arrived in the region in the late 19" Century as an ethnographer
working under Franz Boas. After his arrival, he married Susannah ‘Lucy’ Artko, a Thompson
Indian woman born in 1866, and member of the local Native community. While rarely

mentioned and nearly undocumented, the participation and insight of Lucy would bear
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significance on these documents. Her influence would result in a non-typical emphasis for that
era in ethnographic research on women’s culture and their portrayal as “strong, independent, and
fully-participating members of their communities” (Wickwire 2005).

Teit’s ethnographies cover aspects of subsistence, religion, household, manufacturing of
tools and clothing, travel and trade, warfare, games, sign language, festivals, customs, migration,
intermarriage, relations with other bands and “tribes”, social organization, medicine, life-stages
including birth, puberty, pregnancy, marriage, and death, and art (Teit 1900, 1906, 1909). Teit
offers observations on aspects of ethnobotany including traditions, medicinal, smoking,
cleansing, ritual, magic, and traditional beliefs and uses of native plants and berries as well as the
seasons and conditions best for location and use (Teit 1973). It is through these monographs we
can understand a wide range of practices and interactions that center around the household as
Teit and his wife ‘Lucy’ described them, all within one generation of the Fur Trade period
occupation at HP54. Presumably, as tradition would dictate, Lucy’s understanding and beliefs
were instilled in her by one, if not two, generations of elders before her who enculturated her as a
small child (Wickwire 2005).

Other ethnographical information is developed through contemporary “living” traditions
as passed down from generations via oral tradition and practice, songs, art, and dance. The
Upper Lillooet Indians, or today’s St’at’imc, as described by Teit live on in a thriving
community comprised of the descendant populations, some located on the X wisten, or Bridge
River Reserve. The contributions and collaboration at each stage of the Bridge River
Archaeological project, from the development of research questions, excavation, interpretation
and consulting along with the continual generous invitation to partner with them provides the

very foundation of this paper.
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Language, while changing over time, offers us insight into cultural values, beliefs, and
ideology. It can tell us what is important; for example, a linguistic study of the Sami language of
Norway, Sweden and Finland, determined 180 words directly related to snow and ice as well as
up to 1000 different words for reindeer (Magga 2006). The high number of words related to
either ice, snow, or reindeer is directly related to the cultural importance of these elements to the
Sami. Van Eijk (1987) and Matthewson et al. (2005) both provide examples of language and
vocabulary for the St’at’imc peoples of the Mid-Fraser canyon. These linguistic examples can
highlight elements and aspects of cultural importance that we can apply directly to our
archaeological research. The Salish language has various words used to access and explain
different kinds of traditional sharing (Van Eijk 1987). Some of these include inter- and intra-
household sharing with the infirm, sharing of special food during mourning or celebration,
sharing of non-procured subsistence resources such as productive berry patches, sharing of
knowledge, secretive sharing of sneaked or taboo items for establishing bonds, and non-
celebratory meal sharing with kin (Mattthewson et al. 2005). Sharing of food resources is a
natural occurrence in a household, but sharing can take place at different rates and is expressed
differently based on the type of sharing. It is well understood that sharing of goods and work is
critical for survival and success of new generations (Sear and Mace 2008). Recent research
suggests that this kind of investment may be even more critical during periods where food
resources are costly (Smaldino et al. 2013a, 2013b).

Given the close proximity in time between the last occupation of Housepit 54 and Teit’s
ethnographic research, we have the rare opportunity to make direct links between the
archaeology of this household and the broad range of ethnographic information and cultural

memories with confidence. Prior to globalization, industrialization, and assimilation, culture and
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cultural traditions changed at a much slower rate (Mclntosh 2005). Thus, traditions and beliefs
could persist and be experienced as largely unchanging over many generations (Shils 1981). It is
through the use of this information that we can begin to provide a micro-scale understanding that
extends beyond regional and generic interpretations.

Combining multiple sources of knowledge can significantly enhance interpretive
frameworks in archaeology. For example, Binford (1978) created a utility index for faunal
resources (subsistence animals), to rank faunal remains based on the total fat and protein content
by species and element. This utility index has been applied in a wide range of archaeological
interpretations. While this index proves useful for a generic cross-cultural explanation, it is
generally accepted that some species and elements are traditionally viewed as more valuable and
desirable, independent of caloric yield, based on cultural preferences (e.g. fish heads have a
greater traditional value than western scientific utility ranking would allocate). In addition,
there are cultural allocations of the “proper” foods for persons based on gender, age, and
situation, such as menses, puberty, pregnancy, and childbirth, all bearing significant impacts on
the use, storage, and disposal of these items of sustenance.

Cultural allocations are not limited to faunal remains, but extended to botanical remains,
stone tools, raw materials, historic artifacts, and other items recovered or identified during
archaeological excavations. Holistic interpretation may also depend on developing an
understanding of spatial allocations for activity zones such as kitchens and sleeping areas
allowing for identification of shared/public space and private/familial spaces within the home
and how these all work in reference with each other.

Like most data collected during archaeological research, databases were created to

accommodate organization and structure based on the provenience of each item. Each individual
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tool, bone (fragment or complete), debitage, botanical sample, and historic artifact was analyzed
and coded for traditional archaeo-scientific qualities and with traditional indigenous coding
being added in order to enhance the existing analysis.

Spatial Analysis

An in-depth spatial analysis of Housepit 54 was undertaken utilizing the accumulation of
artifacts, eco-facts, features, and botanical sampling recovered during 2012 field excavations at
Housepit 54. ArcMap was utilized to create a spatial model of both roof and floor of the Fur-
Trade era occupation, the final occupation of the house. The final results provide an interactive
spatial reconstruction with which queries can be made based on any number of characteristics to
better understand the household spatial organization and the dispersal of artifacts, both primary
and secondary, and defacto, and features (e.g. Schiffer 1972).

In addition to standard western laboratory analysis conducted on lithics, fauna, botanical,
fire-cracked rock (FCR), and historical remains, additional attributes utilizing the ethnographic
record provided by James Teit (1900, 1906, 1909), ethno-archaeology work from the Mid-Fraser
Region of B.C. (Laforet 1981), linguistic analysis (Van Eijk 1987; Matthewson et al. 2005), and
with special consideration paid to Xwisten Band Members, the descendant community, sharing
their insights and beliefs. All cultural and ideological aspects were applied for a wider array of
coding and artifact characteristics and it is important to note that cultural categories are not

mutually exclusive.

Faunal
Faunal remains incurred additional coding based on utility of element and utility of

species all to a degree of high, medium, and low. In order to determine these classifications

71



the creation of the archaeological record, thus not privileging the role of women or any other
demographic. The value of feminist theory in archaeology is its challenge to the inherent
androcentric bias of our discipline and in turn seeking opportunity to provide voice and visibility
to all agents of the past regardless of sex, gender, age, class, or cultural affiliation (Hays-Gilpin
2000, 2008). Archaeology, as a relatively young discipline, has been rooted in the western
perspectives of the men who developed it. It is these disciplinary foundations at its inception that
forced archaeology, like other sciences, into an androcentric paradigm of research questions,
methods, and interpretation.

Indigenous theory has often become considered to be synonymous with community
archaeology that, like feminist and indigenous theory, is thought of as a critical approach.
Although the concepts found within community archaeology have been strongly influenced by
both indigenous and feminist approaches, it is quite different. The most pointed difference is that
it seeks an inclusivity of all “shareholders” (Marshall 2002) including descendant populations,
both indigenous and non-indigenous, local interested or affected communities (again both
indigenous and non-indigenous), archaeologists, as well as any other governing agency since this
is often an approach used in CHM.

Indigenous theory draws from locally specific indigenous/native peoples worldviews,
interpretations, insights, and values creating a significant difference from community
archaeology. In addition, as an archaeology that is critical of western/first world privilege,
indigenous archaeology acts as a decolonization process, allowing for indigenous peoples to be
incorporated as equals, guiding the process of research design, questions, process, interpretation,
and publishing, to whatever extent desired, resulting in an archaeology that is with, by, and for

indigenous peoples (Atalay 2012; Chirikure and Pwiti 2008; Marshall 2002; Spector 1993).
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Indigenous/community archaeologies, due to their critical nature, work well in conjunction with
other theoretical and methodological practices providing opportunities to further potential
outcomes of our research due to the constant challenge and reflexivity required in their practice.
Household Spatial Analysis

Spatial analysis has been important in archaeology for decades with significant
contributions coming from various regions around the world (Fredrikson 2007; Lopez Varela and
Dore 2010; Schmid 2011; Souvatzi 2007). Binford’s (1978a) preeminent work with the
Nunamiut fueled this line of research by defining “zones” within an area creating labeled spaces
based on concepts of tool and food production and refuse removal. Binford’s contribution was
substantial in using ethno-archaeological experiences to connect contemporary cultural practices
to the past. Although this made a significant contribution to the practice of archaeology it was
not without shortcomings such as the failure to include native peoples as equals in the
archaeological process to move them beyond informant status. In addition, Binford’s belief in
universality for human history undermines indigenous agency, thought, practice of tradition, and
the individual customs beliefs and adaptations of distinct indigenous groups.

Spatial analyses of the household in historical archaeology has identified methods of
looking at artifact assemblages over time as an identification of generational change and
familial/cultural continuity within a single house over hundreds of years (Groover 2001). Though
this research focuses on a western household in a postcolonial era it offers an opportunity to
share methodology in order to replicate results in any household; including an indigenous pre-
colonial household (Groover 2001). Household analyses in the northwest region of North
America have sought out an understanding of household space grounded in identifying social

inequality and ranking, demographic changes, communalism, architectural aspects, and cultural
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identity (Coupland et al. 2009; Hayden and Cannon 1983; Lepofsky et al. 2009; Morin 2006,
2010; Samuels 2006; Springer and Lepofsky 2011; Stryd 1973; West 2010; Williams 2013).

Samuels (2006) household analysis at the Ozette household site transformed the way we
see the “household” and the individuals in it, thus challenging archaeologists to seek greater
insight into the lives lived within structures in terms of gender roles, etc. (Samuels 2006). The
analysis at Ozette served as an impetus in northwest coast archaeology for archaeologist to seek
out a greater range of identities. Although Samuels worked closely with the Makah, final
interpretation of identities were based on western frames of reference and fall short fully
incorporating indigenous lifeways in indigenous framework of both theory and method.

The research contained within this chapter seeks to build upon previous approaches by
applying a critical framework in order to reconstruct questions regarding identity, beliefs, roles,
interactions, and the meaning contained in them through an indigenous feminist lens. As
previously stated, the indigenous lens works in combination with the feminist lens to challenge
the inherent androcentric, first world bias inherent to western science. Collaboration with local
descendant peoples in order to accommodate their ability reconstruct their own past in
partnership with archeological research, consciously choosing to privilege indigenous
worldviews, beliefs, traditions, and meanings over western concepts, establishes a unique avenue
for producing this understanding.

Methods

For the purpose of this research | define the home as a living structure designed to house
an individual, family, or multi-family group, identification of linkage through kinship or
marriage being unimportant in this case. The physical parameters of the home include not only

the interior of the structure, as is predominately the case in household analysis, but the exterior
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space associated with the home. Although we have no roof data to associate with the floors
analyzed in this research we understand, based on cultural tradition and regional data that these
semi-subterranean houses of the region included roofs constructed of wooden beams, mats, and
sod (Lepofsky et al. 2009; Teit 1900, 1906, 1909). This exterior space, the roof, was traditionally
included and seen as an extension of living space associated with the semi-subterranean housepit
structure by St’at’imc with no finite boundaries. Also included in the exterior household space
was the heavens; moon, sun, stars, and sky and external elements that bore a tremendous
influence on the lives of these ancestral peoples as it still does for their descendant populations
(Frank 2015; Williams 2012).

Concepts of property ownership in both current and past indigenous cultures vary from
that of our current western urban culture, a culture that sees linear physical boundaries assigned
to the physical landscape. Although there is no single Indigenous view of landscape, it is often
not perceived as in linear terms of westerners who view property lines as a solid and tangible
boundary. Rather, the home extends beyond the door and out onto the landscape, a visual
definition of home, however, the purpose of analysis | will still need to identity and utilize a
boundary of space; therefore I will utilize the excavation boundary, recognizing the limitations it
imposes, while organizing the elements of the greater landscape of environment that impact life
in the household.

As previously discussed, household and spatial archaeologies have been used to
understand family units, social networking, social inequality and ranking, demographic changes,
communalism, architecture, and cultural identity, and decision making throughout the world
(Coupland et al. 2009; Kroll and Price 1991; Lepofsky et al. 2009; Morin 2006, 2010; Samuels

2006; Springer and Lepofsky 2011; Stryd 1973; West 2010; Williams 2013). These have
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become valuable tools in understanding the day-to-day activities as they pertain to larger
political and social domains, among other things. This research is unique in the way that it
implements indigenous perspectives, for the interpretation of this house requires drawing on a
wide range of variables including language and linguistic analysis, oral tradition and accounts,
ideological practices, ethnography, and the cultural preferences and practices incorporated in
tradition. Using indigenous beliefs specific to the peoples of this region for understanding
artifacts, informing methods, and implementing cultural categories as the units of analysis guides
and informs interpretation, allowing for a constant awareness and caution in imposing western
cultural standards onto an indigenous structure.

The contributions and collaboration at each stage of the Bridge River Archaeological
project, from the development of research questions, excavation, interpretation, and ongoing
consulting along with the continual generous invitation to partner with them provides the very
foundation of this paper. Ethnographic information is developed through contemporary “living”
traditions as passed down from generations via oral tradition and practice, songs, art, and dance.
The Upper Lillooet Indians, or today’s St’at’imc, live on in a thriving community comprised of
the descendant populations, some located on the Xwisten, or Bridge River Reserve.

Archaeological research in the Mid-Fraser Canyon has benefitted from a substantial
ethnographic literature largely resulting from the work of James Teit (1900, 1906, 1909, 1973).
It is the late occupation of Housepit 54, dating into the 1850’s, that allowed for an initial direct
application of the ethnographic record with the approval of the First Nations. Teit arrived in the
region in the late 19" Century and worked at a trading post later marrying Susannah ‘Lucy’
Artko, a Thompson Indian woman born in 1866, and member of the local Native community. It

was after Teit’s marriage to Lucy that he was hired by a desperate Franz Boas, as an
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ethnographer. While rarely credited, the participation and insight of Lucy bore significance on
these documents. Her influence resulted in a non-typical emphasis for that era in ethnographic
research on women'’s culture and their portrayal as “strong, independent, and fully-participating
members of their communities” (Wickwire 2005).

Teit and Lucy’s ethnographies cover aspects of subsistence, religion, household,
manufacturing of tools and clothing, travel and trade, warfare, games, sign language, festivals,
customs, migration, intermarriage, relations with other bands and “tribes”, social organization,
medicine, life-stages including birth, puberty, pregnancy, marriage, and death, and art (Teit
1900, 1906, 1909). As the author of record, Teit offers observations on aspects of ethnobotany
including traditions, medicinal, smoking, cleansing, ritual, magic, and traditional beliefs and uses
of native plants and berries as well as the seasons and conditions best for location and use (Teit
1973). These monographs offer insight to a wide range of practices and interactions that center
around the household as Teit and his wife ‘Lucy’ prepared these ethnographic descriptions
during a time when pithouses were still in use, bearing a significant relationship to these pre-
colonial floor occupations at Housepit 54 (Prentiss et al. 2014). The significance of this timing is
that if, as tradition would dictate, Lucy’s understanding and beliefs were instilled in her by one,
if not two, generations of elders before her who enculturated her as a small child, her knowledge
reflects the traditions maintained by the occupations of these homes (Wickwire 2005).

The last lived floor in Housepit 54, was occupied during the Fur Trade Era, ca. 1850°s
(Prentiss et al. 2013). A household spatial analysis of the late dating floor was conducted using
the same theoretical and methodological approaches used here, as outlined in Chapter 3. As
previously pointed out, this close proximity in time between the last occupation of Housepit 54

and Teit and Lucy’s ethnographic accounts offers the opportunity to substantiate links between
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the archaeology of this household and the broad range of ethnographic information and cultural
memories with a rare confidence. Authority for the implementation is placed in the descendant
community, working closely in person, through e-mails, texts, and phone calls, to establish the
accuracy of ethnographic monographs collected in the early 20" century.

With the establishment of the extensive life of Housepit 54 it becomes essential to this
research to recognize that prior to globalization, industrialization, and assimilation, culture and
cultural traditions generally changed at a much slower rate, barring a catastrophic event
(Mclntosh 2005). Thus, traditions and beliefs could persist and be experienced as largely
unchanging over many generations, a generation in this sense being an established group of
peoples representing a single step in the line of descent from one ancestor to another (Shils
1981). Tilley (1999:31) reminds us that although the spoken word of past rituals may be lost to
us, the archaeological record shows patterns of persistent material forms of symbolic expression
that can be interpreted in the terms of one of more past cultural traditions and their associated
meaning systems (Tilley 1999; Turner 1973). With the baseline for indigenous household
understanding at Housepit 54 having been established during the Fur Trade era, I use this to seek
out older past cultural traditions, testing for cultural continuity and/or change as we step back in

time several generations in this long-lived house.

Additional affirmation to the use of this baseline, informed by the St’at’imc community
and the ethnographic record, is provided by the radiocarbon (**C) dating results of the floor
sequence from the excavations of this house (Figure 4.1). Cultural memories, as well as the
ethnographic record, recognize that the construction of new floors was a generational occurrence

(Teit 1900). The **C results received from the ancient floors of Housepit 54 support that this
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tradition has undeniably persisted for multiple generations, from an estimated 1400-1200 cal.
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Figure 4.1. Calibrated dating sequence of housepit 54 floors. Floor designation (ex. lla) are located on the left (graphics by
Thomas Foor).

In addition to the use of dating techniques for the identification of continuity or shift
other resources include linguistic data. Although language changes throughout time, it offers us
insight into cultural values, beliefs, and ideology. For example, a linguistic study of the Sami
language of Norway, Sweden and Finland, determined 180 words directly related to snow and
ice as well as up to 1000 different words for reindeer (Magga 2006). The high number of words
related to either ice, snow, or reindeer can be directly related to the cultural importance of these
elements to the Sami. Van Eijk (1987) and Matthewson et al. (2005) both provide examples of
language and vocabulary for the St’at’imc peoples of the Mid-Fraser canyon. These linguistic
examples can highlight elements and aspects of cultural importance that we can apply directly to

our archaeological research. The Salish language has various words used to access and explain
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different kinds of traditional sharing (Van Eijk 1987). Some of these include inter- and intra-
household sharing with the infirm, sharing of special food during mourning or celebration,
sharing of non-procured subsistence resources such as productive berry patches, sharing of
knowledge, secretive sharing of sneaked or taboo items for establishing bonds, and non-
celebratory meal sharing with kin (Matthewson et al. 2005). Sharing of food resources is a
natural occurrence in a household, but sharing can take place at different rates and is expressed
differently based on the type of sharing. It is well understood that sharing of goods and work is
critical for survival and success of new generations (Sear and Mace 2008). Recent research
suggests that this kind of investment may be even more critical during periods where food
resources are costly (Smaldino et al. 2013a, 2013b).

Combining multiple sources of knowledge can significantly enhance interpretive
frameworks in archaeology. For example, Binford (1978b) created a utility index for faunal
resources (subsistence animals), to rank faunal remains based on the total fat and protein content
by species and element. This utility index has been applied in a wide range of archaeological
interpretations. While this index proves useful for a generic explanation based on fat and protein
content, it is generally accepted that cultural traditions dictate some species and elements are
more valuable and desirable, independent of caloric yield, based on cultural preferences such as
taste or ideological beliefs (e.g. fish heads have a greater traditional value than western scientific
utility ranking would allocate) (Jack 2012). In addition, there are cultural allocations of the
“proper” foods for persons based on gender, age, and situation, such as menses, puberty,
pregnancy, and childbirth, or times of starvation, all bearing significant impacts on the use,

storage, and disposal of these items.
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Cultural allocations are not limited to faunal remains, but extended to stone tools, raw
materials, and other items recovered or identified during archaeological excavations. Holistic
interpretation may also depend on developing an understanding of spatial allocations for activity
zones such as kitchens and sleeping areas allowing for identification of shared/public space and
private/familial spaces within the home and how these work in reference with each other.

Once the data was accumulated, databases were created to accommodate the organization and
structure of all artifacts and ecofacts collected during field excavations based on the provenience
of each item. Each individual tool, bone (fragment or complete), and piece of debitage was
analyzed and coded for traditional archaeo-scientific categories and then supplemented by
coding for traditional indigenous meaning and interpretative in order to enhance the existing
analysis.

Spatial Analysis

An in-depth spatial analysis of Housepit 54 was undertaken utilizing the accumulation of
artifacts, eco-facts, and features excavated at Housepit 54 during the 2012, 2013, and 2014 field
seasons. ArcMap 10.1 was utilized to create a spatial model of two generational floors, I1b and
Ila ca. 1220 and 1200 cal. B.P. respectively. The results provide an interactive spatial
reconstruction with which queries can be made based on any characteristic to better understand
the household spatial organization and the dispersal of artifacts, both primary and secondary, and
defacto, and features (e.g. Schiffer 1972) for comparative analysis of the two floors spaced at an
interval of approximately 25 years, or a generation apart.

In addition to standard western laboratory analysis conducted on lithics and fauna,
additional attributes were applied utilizing the shared knowledge from the descendant

community, the ethnographic record provided by James Teit and Lucy Antko/Artko (1900, 1906,
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1909), ethno-archaeology work from the Mid-Fraser Region of B.C. (Laforet 1981), and
linguistic analysis (Van Eijk 1987; Matthewson et al. 2005) all with special consideration paid to
the shared knowledge of Xwisten Band Members. All cultural and ideological aspects were
applied for a wider array of coding and artifact characteristics, none of which are mutually
exclusive.
Faunal

Faunal remains incurred additional coding based on utility of element and utility of
species: high, medium, and low. In order to determine these classifications Binford’s (1979;
Madrigal and Holt 2002; Williams 2013) utility indices were utilized and then supplemented by
traditional cultural preferences (Teit 1900, 1906, 1909). In addition, categories of age and gender
were considered based on cultural taboos outlined in the ethnographic data (Teit 1900, 1906,
1909) although they were not applicable to the fauna remains recovered. Xwisten band members
and community supplemented this based on cultural memories, familial stories, and beliefs
(Williams 2012; Jack 2012).
Lithics

In addition to standard categories of coding used in analysis, tools were coded by locality
of the source material: local, non-local, and unknown (Rousseau 2000). The utility of material
was coded for high, medium, and low categories based on a combination of both knapping ease
and cultural preference (Prentiss et al. 2010). For example, slate would be ranked as a low utility
due to the difficult nature of knapping it but received a high ranking based on the strong tool
tradition of ground and chipped slate technology incorporated and culturally preferred at the
Bridge River site (Prentiss et al. 2015). Categories were created for gender of the tool user,

utilizing both archaeological and ethnographic evidence (Gero 1991; Teit 1906), as well as
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probable curation: expedient and formal/curated (Andrefsky 2005). Debitage were subjected to
additional coding for locality and utility based on the same criteria utilized for tools. While age
can be difficult to identify in the archaeological record we understand that the learning process is
part of becoming enculturated. Flint knapping is a learned behavior and is often learned through
practicing on recycled material (Yu 2013). Consequently as a learning process, projectile points
can be identified as practice, or learning points by the following criteria: 1) lack of symmetry; 2)
lack of thinning; 3) raw material such as recycled or re-used materials, FCR or other raw
materials not typical of knapping and 4) irregular or unusable tools roughly created (Janny
2010).

GIS

Each data set was entered into Excel spreadsheet by specific x, y, and z coordinates,
corresponding to the grid imposed on the site. Two separate databases for lithics, fauna, and
debitage were created: one entered as one line per artifact, with the corresponding codes attached
to the line item and another with total counts per line by quad, unit, and point plot when
available. Each of these databases created its own layer in ArcMap. A base layer grid, referred
to as a fishnet, was created in ArcMap representing the site grid, while an additional layer for the
house floor was created, identifying features such as hearths, cache pits, and post holes.

GIS is most commonly implemented on a macro-level looking at patterns over a
landscape and was developed for disciplines such as geography. This research stretches the
boundaries of GIS by applying it on a micro-level to the household. By recreating of Housepit
54 as a GIS model, I was able to eliminate the grid system, units, and quads used for control of
excavation in the field. The removal of the grid allows for the observer to see the house as an

home rather than through archaeological controls imposed by the requirements of excavation.
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After creating a visual reconstruction, queries can be made on any number of levels utilizing the
coding systems established for each artifact and ecofact. Standard archaeological (Western)
units of analysis are options in this system but it is also possible to make these queries based on
classifications informed by cultural concepts and beliefs, or any combination of the two. A
visual reconstruction allows for us to truly see relationships the way they could have existed in
contrast to viewing the data in tables. This reconstruction allows for an interactive and user
friendly modeling system that can be implemented to address a wide range of questions and
interests proposed by descendant communities, professionals, and the general public (Barnett
2014).
Analysis
Layout

The following analyses will focus on floor I1b and Ila dating to 1220-1200 cal. B.P. The
layout of the floors offer initial insights into house size and organization (Figures 4. 2 and 4.3) of
space based on the layout of hearths, postholes, and site furniture such as a large grinding stone

situated in the southeast portion of the house.
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Figure4.2. Ilb, ca. 1220 cal. B.P., floor layout.
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Figure 4.3. lla, ca. 1200 cal. B.P., floor layout.
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During the I1b occupation heaths are located in all four sectors of the house suggesting
private heath-based activities rather than a central communal hearth found during the Fur Trade
era. The southwest and northeast hearths are spatially associated with the in-ground cache pits
while the southeast and northwest hearths are associated with grinding stones and a wooden
bench supported by small post in the northwest. The two grinding stones in both the southeast
and northwest areas indicate processing, or kitchen type activities associated with hearths with a
series of small postholes in the northwest area of 11b indicating a wooden bench, used for
sleeping and the underside of the bench used for storage as indicated by the smaller grinding
stone located behind the post holes (Figure 4.2).

Just one generation later, on the lla floor, a shift from underground cache pits to above
ground storage occurs, items likely being stored in wooden boxes, hanging from roof beams, or
in external cache pits or structures. While hearths remain in the northwest, southwest and
southeast areas of the house the southeast contains numerous small hearths still associated with
the large grinding stone from the previous generation, and a lack of hearth(s) in the northeast
area of the house (Figure 4.3). The spatial organizations of these features suggest a shift within
the house, one that with the addition of artifact queries we can begin to see on a micro-scale.
Age and Gender

Tool categories structured by age and gender, as described in the methods section, can
provide insight into household demography and designation of space. The Ilb floor has a strong
representation of both male and female designated tools/activities as well as the presence of
children with the exception of the area associated with the southeast hearth (Figure 4.4).

Furthermore, we can identify a strongly gendered space with each area of the house showing
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women’s and men’s areas having a stronger association with hearths next to cache pits in the
southwest and northeast areas of the house.

Comparison with the Ila floor shows an increase in the number of tools. The gender
representation heavily favors female tools/activities, most specifically in the southeast hearth
area where the number of hearths increased to four from one and the number of female tool
increased at nearly the same proportion (Figure 4.5). In addition to the increase in tools and
female representation, the representations of children decrease and are located only in the

northwest and southwest areas of the house.
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Figure 4.4. llb tools by age and gender.
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Figure 4.5. lla tools by age and gender.

Expedient and Formal Tools

The distribution of tools categorized by expedient versus formal in I1b shows a fairly
equal distribution of both categories throughout the house (Figure 4.6). The Ila floor shows a
variable distribution in these classes. In the northwest hearth area there is an increase in formal
tools nearer the hearth with some expedient tools outlying at a distance (Figure 4.7). Additionally
there is an increase in formal tools in the southwest corner while the northeast hearth area
maintains a fairly equal ratio despite the increase in tools overall. In the southeast corner we see
the greatest degree of change represented by a significant increase in the total number but also a

shift, from formal to a greater representation of expedient tools.
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Tools by Activity Type

Pipes exist in both 11b and Ila floors although they are located only in the northeast area
of the house.

Sewing tools, represented by drills and piercers are represented during the 11b occupation
near all four hearths although there as twice as many associated with the eastern than western
half of the house. During the Ila occupation there is an absence of sewing tools in the southwest
hearth area although in the northwest and southeast hearth areas there is a consistency in their
presence on both floors, Ila and Ilb. In the northeast area of Ila, where there is an absence of a
hearth(s), sewing tools occur at twice the density of the other areas.

Cooking and processing tools: manos, metates, bowls and mortars are absent on the 11b
floor and appear in Ila: manos in both northeast and southeast areas, a single bowl in the
southwest, and a mortar northwest.

In addition, there is a lack of ornamental objects represented in the 11b floor while there
are two in southeast corner and one in each of the northwest and southwest areas of the lla floor.
Faunal Distributions

Overall faunal distribution on the I1b floor shows a great accumulation of faunal remains
in the northwest and northeast hearth areas, greater than 1000 NISP (number of individual
specimens), while reflecting a significantly reduced accumulation in the southwest corner in
association with the cache pits, less than 70 specimens. The southeast hearth area has a
significantly reduced amount, less than 100 specimens. The generational shift to the Ila floor
shows a significant reduction in faunal remains throughout the entire floor although the most

significant reduction is in the northwest portion, from greater than 1000 specimens in I1b to less
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than 300 specimens in Ila, the exception being the southeast portion of the Ila house where the
representation stays consistent with the I1b floor. On both floors, fish is dominant followed by
ungulates with the exception of the southwest hearth on the lla floor where ungulates outnumber
fish but are few in number. The northeast and southwest portions of the house also contain bird
and dog remains during the 11b floor. While the northeast stays consistent with both bird and dog
in the Ila floor, birds are restricted to this area. The northwest hearth area also has dog remains
present.
Fauna Distribution by Utility of Element

Faunal remains by the utility of element, as described in the methods section, are
dominated by medium utility throughout the Ilb floor followed by low utility. High utility
elements occur in the southwest, northwest and northeast but have a greater representation in the
northeast (Figure 4.8). During the lla occupation there is a significant increase in high element
utility throughout the whole house and an increase in low utility elements as well. The northeast
portion of the house shows this increase but also maintains the greatest numbers of medium

utility elements (Figure 4.9).

116












Figure 4.11. lla debitage distribution by size.

Discussion

Although the I1b and Ila floors offer a comparison of just two generations, both during
the Bridge River 3 period, we can identify both continuity and shifts in this house. The earlier I1b
floor layout falls well within the descriptions and memories of a house with “corners” (Laforet
1981) for what is described in contemporary terms as nuclear families living within a larger
household context. With four hearths total, each located in its own area, i.e. northeast, northwest,
southwest and southeast, it supports this previous interpretation. However, consideration of the
artifacts and their distribution throughout the house I believe we can identify a more nuanced
understanding of the lives within this home. Close examination of the distribution of features
and site furniture, such as grinding stones, illustrate that although we have four hearths, the
northeast and southwest corners mirror each other, both with a hearth and a cache pit, while the

northwest and southeast also mirror each other, each containing a hearth and grinding stone.
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Small post holes suggesting small wooden benches could have provided sleeping areas in the
northwest and possibly the southeast. During the earlier lle occupation the house expanded to the
east, doubling in size to that of the I1b and Ila house. This literal doubling in size offers an
explanation for the mirrored layout of the house. The implications would be that the hearths
represent smaller group/familial or private use areas for larger group/familial peoples, to split

into smaller groups for more individualized or personal activities.

The analysis of the tools for the I1b floor supports this by suggesting the division of space
is gendered. Signatures of women’s tools are located throughout the floor, supporting the cultural
tradition that women’s spaces are more interior home based while men’s spaces project out onto
the landscape. This does not mean that space is not shared within the home but men’s tool and
activity signatures within the house do not exist to the same degree as women’s and are
associated near the cache pits areas of the house. Sewing tools such as drills and piercers are
associated with all four hearths, as are scrapers, again suggesting that activities undertaken on an

individual basis occurred at each hearth.

The north end of the house shows a greater accumulation of faunal remains and a wider
representation of tool/activity types, including the only pipes associated with this floor. Smoking
of Kinnickinnick (Lyons et al. 2015) is a long established tradition that was not restricted by
gender or ritual ceremony, but rather an activity that adults participated in regularly (Teit 1900,
1906, 1909). During the Fur Trade era occupation of Housepit 54 pipes were also restricted to
the north end of the house (Barnett 2014). The north end of the house is the area that would
receive the most natural light from the central roof entrance, and there appears to be a
longstanding continuity in the use of this space, more than 1200 years, as a social gathering place

within the house where individuals of various ages can come together for a wide range of
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activities or simply gathering to socialize with participants living within the house, village, or
traveling through the area. Additional indicators of the north/northeast area being utilized as a
gathering place for a wide range of activities include a higher density of faunal remains and

debitage accumulation. The Ila floor reflects this traditional use of space.

The Ila floor does not make use of underground cache pits suggesting a shift towards
above ground storage. In addition, the hearth in the northeast area of the house is apparently
eliminated while in the southeast area the number of hearths increases to four, maintaining the
large grinding stone from previous floors. It appears as though, throughout both floors that this
house has different levels of both shared and divided spaces. The entire house likely participated
in the shared space of the northeast area but also appears to have a division through the middle of
the house along the north-south line with the eastern half and the western half each maintaining
their own association. Beyond this division, it is further divided into four areas: northeast,
northwest, southeast, and southwest, to accommodate smaller units for private activities such as
sleeping, etc. The shift in the organizational layout of the house in Ila further supports that the

north-south connection of shared space.

Representations of gender and age in tool classes still favor women’s tools/activities,
most heavily around the hearth areas consistent with the previous floor. Indications of children
through tool classes are reduced by more than half, potentially illustrating a progression in life-
stage, learning, and a changing of household demography through a generational timeframe;

relatively short with consideration to the long use of this house.

Identification of activities by tool class shift heavily on this floor, while sewing activities

are maintained throughout the house, there is a new representation of manos, mortars, and stone
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bowls as well as ornamental objects. The arrival of these items could well represent an
introduction of new technology or conversely it could be possible that this technology is non-
disposable; meaning that the time invested and the household and personal importance of these

items may carry through over generations, the analysis of more floors will provide clarification.

The northeast corner of the house appears to be maintained as a social/shared space used
for a wide variety of activities and possible the center of household activities. In the older 11b
floor the north end of the house includes concentration of faunal remains; on the Ila floor the
concentration of faunal appears in the northwest corner along with the wide range of tool classes
mentioned previously including the only pipe associated with the floor, and the highest
occurrence of knives. Consequently, the northeast area of the house appears to serve as a hub of
activity, indicating socializing, sewing, smoking, and a wide range of shared activities potentially
including the butchering of game, presumably for disbursement to the private areas for smaller

social units within the house.

Conclusion

The analysis and discussion of the generation shift from 1220-1200 cal. B.P in Housepit
54 allow us to see both shifts in household strategies as well as the cultural continuity that
underlies the overall dynamics. The layout and location of hearths is slightly different between
the two floors and storage methods change as well. The social structure underlying these shifts is
remarkably consistent. The household space is continually organized through a gendered space
of activities and roles, with hearth areas being central to women’s space and activities. Individual
hearth spaces suggest that the larger household unit retreats into privately designated spaces for

cooking, sleeping and familial activities. Despite these smaller units, there is a clear area of
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shared space for socializing, doing shared chores or activities, smoking (ritual or otherwise), and
the butchering and division of resources presumably traveling from the north (11b) or northeast
(b and Ila) area of the house for distribution to the smaller social units associated with the
hearth areas. About 800 years later, during the Fur Trade era, we continue to see these traditions

persist (Barnett 2014).

Returning to the theoretical discussion at the beginning of this chapter | have shown how
a household spatial analysis through an indigenous perspective can invite us into the lives of the
individuals living within Housepit 54. Previous household spatial analyses in the Mid-Fraser
have contributed to discussion of household space in terms of zones, such as production zones,
cleaning zones, or kitchen zones (Williams 2013) with interpretation focused on the economic
unit of the household or the social inequalities in terms of prestige or elite status of artifacts
(Hayden 1994, 1995, 1997,1998, 2005; Hayden and Cousins 2004; Morin 2006, 2010; Prentiss
and Kuijt 2004; Prentiss et al. 2003; Prentiss et al. 2011; Wittke et al.2004; Williams 2013).
Implementing an indigenous framework and methods allows for a view into Housepit 54 that
focuses on the aspects of daily indigenous life and interactions consequently shifting the focus
away from socio-political and economic issues to identity, social interactions, public versus

private space, and continuity and change in cultural traditions.

Housepit 54 offers the unique opportunity to understand a single household throughout
15 or more individual, generation floors. Further analyses of these floors will provide
understanding of social and cultural shift and continuity based on economic, environmental, and
social dynamics in a diachronic space, furthermore illuminating the strength and persistence of
the St’at’imc peoples of the Bridge River Village throughout the ancient past and well into the

present times.
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CHAPTER 5
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

These three articles were prepared for professional publication based on research at the
Keatley Creek and Bridge River Village Sites in the Mid-Fraser region of interior British
Columbia. The conclusions of each study are provided in detail in each individual article and
summarized here according to the topic with final conclusions and a synthesis of all three articles

to follow.
ARTICLE SUMMARIES
The Peripheral Little Houses at Keatley Creek

The little peripheral houses at Keatley Creek, ST 104, 105, and 106, date directly to the
proto-historic period from 400-200 BP at the Keatley Creek Village, likely used
contemporaneously to Housepit 3 and 7, at minimum (Hayden and Adams 2004; Morin 2006,
2010; Prentiss et al. 2003). Previous archaeological research and interpretation has identified
these houses as ritual houses, namely men’s secret society houses or ritual houses for elite men
to gather and engage in various ritual activities (Hayden and Adams 2004; Morin 2006, 2010;

Wittke et al. 2004 ).

The artifact assemblage from these houses associated with the proto-historic floors
include a basket fragment, 2 bone needles, more than 9 scrapers, 3 bird bone beads, 2 elk incisor
beads, 72 bone buttons, several abraders, an antler tool previously described as a war club
reinterpreted as a wedge, a tomahawk reinterpreted as a scraper, and a bird bone drinking tube

(Hayden and Adams 2004; Morin 2006, 2010; Morin et al. 2007; Wittke et al. 2004). This
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artifact assemblage, along with a large quantity of salmon bones on the floor of ST 106 and a
deep meter-wide pit in the center of the structure, represent what is ethnographically described to

be women’s coming of age seclusion houses.

The descendant communities’ belief that there are girls/women’s coming of age seclusion
houses provides the basis for this in-depth deconstruction and reevaluation of the archaeological
record that considers landscape, architecture, ecofact, artifact, and traditional practices in
St’at’imc culture. The results of this reanalysis support the cultural perception of these houses as
community ritual structures used for coming of age seclusion houses for the young women of
Keatley Creek. This research lays the groundwork for an indigenous feminist approach to
archaeology in the Mid-Fraser of British Columbia pointing toward a holistic consideration of

the pre-colonial past.

Housepit 54 during the Fur Trade Era at the Bridge River Village

Housepit 54 is one of 80+ housepits located at the Bridge River Village site on a river
terrace central to the Xwisten reserve near Lillooet, British Columbia, approximately 10
kilometers from the Keatley Creek Village Site. Use of the Bridge River Village spans the past
2,000+ years: Bridge River (BR) 1, ca.1800-1600 cal. B.P.; BR2, ca. 1600-1300 cal. B.P.; BR3,
ca. 1300-1000 cal. B.P.; BR4 ca. 600- 100 cal. B.P. (Prentiss and Kuijt 2012). Housepit 54 has
been the most recent focus of field excavation and research there and was isolated for research

due to its long life, with an estimated 15 anthropogenic floors spanning the BR2-4 periods.

Results from the 2012 field season indicate that Housepit 54 was occupied into the Fur
Trade era based on *C results and the relative dating of trade goods such as glass beads imported

from Europe (Prentiss et al. 2013). Fine grained excavation methods allowed me to draw on
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architectural data, archaeological features, ecofacts, artifacts, ethno-botanical evidence, and
geochemical signatures for interpretation. Traditional artifact and ecofact codes were entered into
Excel and supplemented with categories that coded for cultural tradition and belief whenever
possible, none of which were mutually exclusive. Cultural categories were created using
ethnographic monographs, linguistic data, and additional interpretations offered by Xwisten
members. These data bases were loaded into ArcMap 10.1 and then projected onto a
reconstructed base map of Housepit 54 to allow for a holistic interpretation, in effect quantifying

what has previously been considered to be more qualitative or supplemental data.

The results of this research provides a new methodology for interpreting household
space, one that blends theory and method to incorporate and privilege indigenous beliefs about
the past while still working within an archaeological framework, a justifiable approach due to the
late occupation of this house and the ease in which to apply beliefs from contemporary
descendant community. The implementation of indigenous traditional beliefs provides a lens for
seeing the house as it was lived-in rather than through a western, first-world perspective that
interprets things through a contemporary belief system entrenched in its own socio-political
system that often precludes indigenous world-views (Johnson 2010; Trigger 2006; Conkey
2010). By privileging the descendant people’s traditions, beliefs, and experiences, this approach
serves as a decolonizing method for indigenous communities (Atalay 2006; Colwell-

Chanthaphonh 2010).

The Ancient Floors at Housepit 54 ca. 1220-1200 cal. B.P.

This study offers another spatial analysis of Housepit 54 data from an indigenous

feminist perspective. Drawing on data from 2012, 2013, and 2014 field excavations at the
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Bridge River Village, this research focuses on two pre-colonial floors dating to ca. 1220 cal. B.P.
and 1200 cal. B.P., just one generation separating the two floors during the BR3 period.
Archaeological interpretation of pre-colonial households or sites relying on ethnographic,
linguistic, and descendant community knowledge have received critiques which focus on a
perceived disconnect between ancient indigenous culture and tradition and that of contemporary
indigenous culture and tradition. This critique highlights some of the political issues indigenous
peoples face when negotiating civil, cultural, and treaty rights. While caution is advised when
taking a direct-historical approach, in this paper | provide a creative methodology that allows a
process for identifying cultural continuity as well as change and an attempted representation of
all household members, their use of community and private spaces, and the development of a
household understanding that departs from seeing the household as solely an economic unit

(Coupland et al. 2009; Hayden and Cannon 1982; West 2010; Williams 2013).

The results of C dating of the floors, based on samples drawn from in situ features such
as hearths, supports the indigenous belief and ethnographic accounts, that these semi-
subterranean homes underwent a re-flooring process on a generational basis, establishing a
reference point for integration and consideration of St’at’imc traditions (Anderson 2014; Teit
1900, 1906, 1909). The procedures for coding for household cultural items in traditional
indigenous terms were maintained from the Fur Trade era analysis and supplemented
when/where needed for new categories. Ethnobotanical remains were not used for these floors
due to data limitations. ArcMap 10.1 was utilized to create a base map for each floor that
included both features and site furniture with the corresponding floor data projected over it based

on a wide range of queries establishing relationships between tools, debitage, and fauna,
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allowing for an in depth and holistic indigenous interpretation for each generational floor and

then a comparison of the two.

The results of these analyses show a generational shift in storage strategies, from below
ground to above ground, but also indicate a strong continuity of space based on different aspects
of gender and age, family based space, and communal space. This analysis suggests that
throughout these floors, as in the Fur Trade Era floor, the north/northeast portion of the house is
a communal space used for socializing during a wide range of shared activities, as well as the
area for which resources entering the house were processed and presumably distributed and
shared among household members moving these resources away from the communal area and

into private spaces.

DISSERTATION CONCLUSSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

The three research articles contained in this dissertation focus on the Mid-Fraser region
of the interior of British Columbia but the research impacts are not restricted to a regional
perspective. The intent of this research is to influence archaeological inquiry in a pre-colonial
context to reach beyond current approaches. | began with a critique and deconstruction of the
small peripheral houses at Keatley Creek in order to build a framework for employing
indigenous feminist approaches, effectively proving the validity of this approach, demonstrating
the strength of indigenous voices, and the way archaeology can be used in conjunction with
native perspectives. The reanalysis of the little houses provides an opportunity to see how
differently the past looks when we attempt to remove western bias and allow people to

effectively create their own past. Secondly, with the Housepit 54 Fur Trade floor research, |
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designed a new methodology for incorporating these approaches into research design and

established its effectiveness throughout three different floors at Housepit 54 spanning BR 3-4.

For the Mid-Fraser Region this research creates new opportunities for approaching and
interpreting social organization, household demography, and interactions. Previous research
refers to these villages as ‘Winter Villages’ and relied specifically on ethnographic accounts for
understanding the household demography in which ranking and social inequality was focal as
well as restricted to economic relationships (Hayden and Adams 2004; Laforet 1981; Prentiss et
al 2008, 2012; Prentiss and Kuijt 2012; Williams 2013). Much of this research has been
grounded in developing occupation sequences relying on subsistence and ecological variables for
a focus on village growth, origins of social inequality, and village abandonment using theoretical
frameworks grounded in cultural and political economy and evolutionary theory (Hayden and
Adams 2004; Morin 2006, 2010; Prentiss et al. 2003, 2005; Wittke et al. 2004). The
accumulation of research in the area combined with my research and proposed theoretical
blending of indigenous feminist and processual approaches creates an opportunity to depart form
long-sustained intellectual debates (Hayden 2005; Prentiss 2005) and move towards a focus on

the people living within these villages with a nuanced perception of life within households.

While there is a significant amount of ethnographical information on the area (Laforet
1981; Teit 1900, 1906, 1909, 1973) this research underscores the caution in using direct
applications of ethnographic accounts for understanding household organizations. For example,
ethnographic works indicate that these households were inhabited by large groups that were
organized within the house into smaller family groups, with space being divided and organized
within the four corners of the house (Laforet 1981). The implementation of methods outlined in

the Housepit 54 research incorporated into this dissertation and projection of data within an
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ArcMap reconstruction of the house shows that not only is this not always the case, but the
organization and use of space within this particular house is far more complex than previously
understood. This model does not simply use constructs of gender, but develops categories that
extend beyond the dualistic model of male/female and look toward age, cultural values, and
preferences to seek out activities, relationships, sharing, socializing, and retreating to private

spaces, resulting in an enhanced understanding of life within these villages.

Development of a new methodological approach can have implications that reach far
beyond the Mid-Fraser region. Indigenous approaches are often limited to historical archaeology
or other sub disciplines such as cultural anthropology (Atalay 2012; Silliman 2009; Vitelli 2011).
This means that prior to, and still after this research, there is a limited resource base for
providing examples and guidance in developing indigenous research in pre-colonial archaeology.
By developing this methodology, it is possible to extend the prospect of increasing indigenous
research beyond Cultural Resource/Heritage Management and historical archaeology furthering
research potential for understanding and interpreting the past in a new way. Although | do not
propose a new theoretical model, | provide a unique blending of theories that offers prospects for
future development and collaboration within innumerable archaeological perspectives, seeking to
enhance and enrich collaboration and worldviews, in turn reestablishing the way we understand

the past.
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