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CHAPTER |
Introduction

Wateri lakes and rivers run deep throughout the origins stories of the Mandan
and Hidatsa. One such story, told by Hidatsa tribal member MaxisiweaBuffalo
Bird Woman, to anthropologist Gilbert Wilson in the early twentieth century, is
particularlyevocative in relation to this project. She told Wilson,

We Hidatsas believe that our tribe once lived under the waters of Devils Lake.

Some hunters discovered the root of a vine growing downward; and climbing it,

they found themselves on the surface efelarth. Others followed them, until

half the tribe had escaped; but the vine broke under the weight of a pregnant

woman, leaving the rest prisoners. A part of our tribe are therefore still beneath

the lake'
The storyshe tolddescribeshe movement of people, of a vast change, and of people
and things being left behind.

Origins stories narrate more than just the past. They explain the presewell
as guide people towards a common future. This dissertafisimne of the origins stories
of moden tribal sovereigntynarratedhrough the experiences of community members at
the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation in northwestern North Dakota, home to the Mandan,
Hidatsa, and Arikara. Between the years 1934 to 1960 at Fort Bertheligderal
governnent built a massive earilled dam at the edge of the reservation, effectively

flooding the heart of the community landskaPart of the PieBloan Plarwhich built

dams at the edge of six reservations along the upper Missouri River, the Garrison Dam

! Maxidiwea, quoted in Gilbert WilsoBu f f al o Bi r d (SéannPaul Bisnesdta Statee n
Historical Society Press, 1987 (reprint)).



flooded over one hundred fifty thousand acres of prime grazing and agricultural land as

well as every major settled community on the reservation. More than eighty percent of

Fort Berthold residents were forced to relocate to escape the rising waters, and the

inundation of the river valley lands that had been their tribal home for hundreds of years

was devastatingi The people fought it |ike beavers,

anthropologist Robert Merrill in 1950, as community members anticipated tred act

physical flooding. She told him that the g

there had been abigcouricik s ol emn agreemenf. Then came
The role land plays in how people understand themselves as individuals and as

communitiegrovides the entry point for consideringetlarger concerns of this project

the interrelatiorof territory and sovereignty. Foeither of these concepts can be fully

theorized without investigating the ways in which space, place, and land constitute and

ccate the notion of Aterritoryo for a c¢comml

understood for Native history or for U.S. historiy unless scholars grapple with the

ways indigeneity has been vocalized or silenced in order to promote or destrmnalnat

identity. One way to begin untangling this complicated interaction is to study a tribal

community during a time period containing a radical shift in their territorial base. The

Fort Berthold Indian Reservation experienced just such a radical stirft done years

preceding and followingthee der al f |l oodi ng .of its peopl es
Each tribal community as it claimed lands, practiced its own version of

citizenship or identity, or remembered and told its own histories and hopes for the future

T has built tribal sovereignty. Tribal communities have soughtdsgdrmination, or

Robert Merrill field notes, 6/14/50, AMrs. Wil deo;
Project Records; Sol TaxFort Berthold Action Anthropology Project; National Anthropological
Archives, Smithsonian Institution.



tribal sovereignty, because they saw it as the only way to continue to exist as a
community. This project illustrates, through the example of Fort Berthold, how the
importance of land in this dynamic is paramount. Territory, the land and water itself, is
not orly about the past and being able to narrate the past or exist in the present. Land is
about continuity in théuture And when land is taken, not only the past and memory is
lost with it. A viable future also becomes much more narrowly possible.

| explore the ways that the loss of land within the Missouri River valkesytied
to the ways tribal members conceptualized and narrated their lived envirdnment
interacted with changes in political and c
the community practice of tribal sovereignty, citizenship, political autonomy and activism
contributes to trends in American Indian Studies scholatBhaipemphasizéhe
importance of community histories in the formation of modern conceptions of tribal
soveeignty. This scholarshipnderscorehow the concept of tribal sovereignty would
not have flowered had tribal communities not arrived at and put into practice their own
realizations of citizenship and seléterminationFor while Fort Berthold is uniquehe
challenges it faced were not uncommon. The attempted gutting of a nascent, modern
tribal sovereignty happened to many Indian communities across the country. Each
community used whatever nooks and crannies they could fithe istructures of a
dominatng sovereignty to assert their owrtheir own right to selfule, to manage and
defend their territories, control their resourcasdefine their identitiedMy research
shows that the battles over land and resources that characterize the longué durée o
Federal Indian Law, policy, and indigenous history must contend with the physical

environment and the relationship of human communities to their landscape. This



contribution to the field of American Indian Studies also works towards a fuller
theorizationand exploration of U.S. sovereignty, territorial control, and national identity
within the field of U.S. History.

This project demonstrates the dynamism of sovereignty as a concept. When
French philosophefeanBodin andEnglish philosophefhomasHobbeselaboratedtteir
notions of sovereignty asaysto understand appropriate, legitimate authority within a
territory, Europe was being torn apart by religious wahg searchn their writingsfor a
legitimate authorityo counter the disorder of their pidal, religious, and social context
shaped their developmentmdtion of sovereignty yet despite their crucial
theorizations, their notion of sovereigiitsis never existed in the forms tragvelopedas
a reaction to the chaos surrounding them. Sogetgihas also been invoked to explain
the rights of states on an international lavéie rights of polities to seljovernance, as
well as the right to enter agreements with other nations (treaties). Once again, the concept
has been invoked and theorizedre in reaction to a reality of chaos than in reaction to
its actual function. European expansion into the Americas also impacted the evolution of
the concept, and Foucault considers it one of the guiding events that led to the
development of the modenationstate and its particular development of apparatuses of
power. Just as the sovereignty of American nation states evolved in dialogue with
European sovereignties (and vice versa), they have also evolved in dialogue with
indigenous sovereignties, fdrdse nations have always had @nd more relevant for
this projectcontinueto be required td contend with indigenous authority, land claims,

populations, citizens, and narratives of the past, present, and hopes for thé future.

’s. D. Kr asrmesir g n tAyS:o Imferodtiondl Encyaldpedia ofithe Social and Behavioral
Scienceseds. Neil J. Smelser and Paul B. Baltes (Amsterdam: Elsevier, 2001);9.4vidhel Foucault,



Although some indigengs scholars question whether Native North America
should adopt the historical and structural weight of sovereignty as a supporting concept
of indigenous authority given its imbrications with colonial and imperial structures, the
reality in the United Stagais that Native communities use and will continue to use the
principles of tribal sovereignty as developed in Federal Indian Law in order to argue for
the protection of their cultural, territorial, and social rights. The conceptual benefits of
sovereigntyfor tribes lie not in the way it was conceptualized by Bodin and Hobbes, who
were more concerned with protecting legitimate authority within a polity, but rather the
way it has developed within international law. In other words, the most helpful poition o
sovereignty conceptually is not demonstrating supreme authority within a given territory,
but rather the right to domestic autonomy and independence, and the associated right to
make treaties (as treatyaking serves as the foundation for applying sogate to tribal
nations)!

Several concepts tend to recur as part of a constellation of ideas that, together,
comprise sovereign power. Legitimacy as linked to authority is the first major concept
addressed in much of literature and consideraldis progct. Sovereigntyin essence,
only exists when a populace agrees that the person or structure exerting power has a

legitimate authorityln the trajectory of John Locke and as interpreted by Michel

Security, Territory, Population: Lectures at the College de Francé?-I8, trans. Graham Burchell (New

York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007), 296. Scott G. Nelssoyereignty and the Limits of the Liberal

Imagination(New York: Routledge, 2010), 77746. Jean Bethke ElshtaiBpvereignty: God, State, and Self

(New York City: Ba& Books, 2008). Adam LupeG | obal i zati on and Popul ar Sove
Transnational Dilemmé#&New York: Routledge, 2009), 1P8. Michael Hardt and Antonio NegEmpire

(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2007). Johnathan E@met,ingeringand Being Last: Race

and Sovereignty in the New Wo(New York: Fordham University Press, 20085.3

* Taiaike Alfred,Peace, Power, Righteousness: An Indigenous Manifisw York: Oxford University

Press, 1999). Andy Smi tahi,n sitU.Nsa tE nype CoBruesterBeeuat ghnet yWaodr i/
Violence and American Indian Genoci@gambridge, MA: South End Press, 2005),-917 Krasner,
ASovereignty: Political .o



Foucault, égitimate authority is expressed through tHeaive management of the
populace and territory, and when the management is ineffective and legitimate authority
is questioned, the end result can be revolution. This management of populace and
territory | eads to the neexltl attwoo ncor utchiaatl ccoon
modern understandings of sovereign powenritory/land, and populace/citizenry.
Modern understandings of sovereign authoritymaeaningless without a citizenry, and
similarly can barely be exercised without a territorial baskimvwhich to act. Especially
within the history of the twentieth century as postcolonial states have asserted their
political and economic rights, the right of a sovereign powexéstcontrol over its own
territorial boundaries, holdings, and natuedources has become increasingly elaborated
internationally. Further, the definition and practice of citizensttige liberal
embodi ment of Ot he peopligenairsonepfehemostt o sove
important powers of a sovereign authority the historiography of twentieth century
U.S. immigration illustrate3.
Finally, the temporal narration of legitimate power comprises a final conceptual
point related to sovereignt§$fovereignty is a concept, an idea ttiaanges over time and

works as anarrative that tells us about what constitutes legitimate auththvétipest way

® Elshtain,SovereigntyNelson,Sovereignty and the Limits of the Liberal Imagination7 7, 14 6 . i As
noted, the major recurringpnditionf or pol i t i cal community iscudinpe cl ass
|l egiti macy, o 77. filn the modern context then, sover
primitive power In the modern epoch it has functioned as an expression or representation of an earthly,
secularizing divine power. Sovereignty is said to &

the name moderns assigned to a-kmged system of res that connects the subject to pure power, to the

sovereign as the essence of authority, that which is said to be the decider and maker of law. Law conjoins

the sovereign and t h@lobalization ad PopuladSbvereignty dla2m LfuBooed i, n ,
however, was the first to elaborate coherently the principal elements of the modern theory of sovereignty:

Within a defined territory there must be a supreme political authority, neither internally divided nor

externally superseded. Sovereign power coolicbe shared between Church and State nor overruled by

Pope or Emperor. The sovereign embodied both the seat of political poWagency within the legal

systemi and the origin of the law itself. He was above the law, because no law could binddhimo, lav

could be binding without t he Sownigng OeefNatrals c¢command, ¢
Resources: Balancing Rights and Dutfeendon: Cambridge University Press, 1997).



to govern a populatiomndhow to define and delineate between who and what lands are
subject to sovereign authority. But it is also a story tlaatats legitimate authority into
the pastas well agationalizesthe expression of power in the presétastcolonial
theorists have persuasively linked history and other academic disciplines to the narrative
legitimization of the natiofstate, but this projeé@rgues that temporal narration is one of
the key strategies of the structures thgiport a sovereign authority. Clearlgrratives
of the pasare used agowerful tookto bolster notions of legmate authority in the
present. Br less discussedhovever,is that this narrative work is performed ago
extend sovereign authority into the futufée temporal narration of sovereignty may use
the past to legitimize its authority, but the narration of the past is being used as a tool
with which to exénd a constituted sovereignhdefinitely into the future This is where
the conceptof temporal narration becomes particularly important to tribal sovereignty.
Many times, tribal communities sought sddtermination, a recognition of their own
legitimate authority within their territorial boundaries, because they saw it as the only
way to continue to exist as a community. In this dynamic, the importance of land
becomes paramount. For territory, the land and water itself, is not only about the past and
beng able to narrate the past or exist in the present. Land is about continuity in the
future And when land is taken, not only the past and memory is lost with it. A viable
future also becomes much more narrowly posSible.

Each tribal community, as it hasught to challenge the authority of the U.S.
nation staté or claimed lands, or practiced its own version of citizenship or identity, or

remembered and told its own histories and hopes for the futwae built tribal

® Dipesh Chakrabartrovincializing Europe: Postcolonial Thoughtdiistorical DifferencePrinceton:
Princeton University Press, 2000)48. Elmer,On Lingering and Being Last3345.



sovereignty. The history presentedhis project illustratethat as much as sovereignty
becomeslefinedwithin structured by the nation state or the machinations of capital

is also generated, practiced, and contested by communities. When land claims entered the
U.S. court systenwhen tribal leaders resisted territorial annexation or assimilation or the
loss of community authority to practice sdtermination, even the structures of the U.S.
nation state have been forced to explain or defend themselves, to silence theitccritics,
admit wrong, or to admit defeat. This is not to say that indigenous communities are all
powerful; the tragedies of the past and present illustrate otherwise. But this project does
contend that the continual resistance and insistence of indigenous cibiesramd their
leadership is disrespected when those histories of creative defiance in the face of

overwhelming and cruel might are untold or unacknowledged.

Sources & Methods

Historiars of twentiethcentury Native AmericAavean embarrassment of riche
in terms ofsources. The legendary invasiveness of the Bureau of Indian Affairs during
the early to migdwentieth century produceshdlesseams ofpaperdocumenting the land
holdings, finances, genealogies, and personal df/e@slividual Indian peopleUnlike
historians researching earli@ne periods, when the twentietlentury historian enters a
National Archive and Research Administration facility the problem becomes sifting
through an unmanageable number of intensely detailed documents. Triblaéraem
researching their own communities might very well be able to look up how many cows
and chickens their gregrandparents owned, if they know where to look. Additionally,

legions of anthropologists, musicologists, and folklorists have been dispatatigd t



their teeth conducting research on reservations from the genesis of American
anthropology in the late nineteenth century to the present. Both the monographs they
produced and their field notes are valuable sources for the arstafrtwentiethcentuy
Native America. Finally, the temporal proximity of the time period allows historians
studying the twentieth century to do something historians of other eras could only dream
about: talk to people who actually lived through the events. Many historidns an
researchers have practiced oral history in Native communities since the 1970s, creating a
weal th of extant or al hi story sources that
oral histories.

This project draws from three main sources: BureaudifimAffairs documents
from the federal archives, field notes and ephemera collected and produced by the
anthropology students of University of Chicago anthropologist Sol Tax, and oral history
interviews conducted with Mandan, Hidatsa, and Arikara eldféhgn dealing with
sources from the federal archives, this projectuseson searching for the experiences of
the Fort Berthold community. The voluminous sources from the federal archives are a
godsend for researchers, but the sheer amount of detaileshaion filtered through the
eyes of BIA employees can lead to a narrative shaped by the assessments of the
bureaucracy. This project consciousgeksa community story, not one about Indian
agents, midevel managers, or federal commissionérseflecs a fascination with the
tribal contexti stemming from the belief that the detailed workings of the local, tribal
contextboth shapes and illuminataational trend. In this way, the project emplogsa
analysis modeled by historians like Tiya Miles, wa@®okTies That Bindnakes a

compelling illustration of how even the most private, domestic spaces and choices can



reveal a larger story connected to the development of tribal sovereignty and the
elaboration of a racialized tribal identity. Christian MEMi aMaking Indian Law
providesthis project with the courage to seek the intricacies of a contyrbased story
in ways that danot sacrifice larger impact and implications.

The sources culled from anthropological field notes made it easy to foclhie on t
community and the roles individuals played in tribal politics, for the personal details
recorded in the sources brought roehtury Fort Berthold vibrantly alive. But the
sources brought challenges, too. périenee, d not
are not meant for publication, and at times contain what amounts teyeestgld gossip
about community members. As a member of the tribe | study, | sometimes struggled over
whether to include important but sensitive information about indiVidiieeal members
from the time period, knowing that the cost might be borne by current community
members who hold them dear. Struggling with this, however, has taught me as a historian
to respect the actors of the past by trying to understand all powiesaotfvith empathy
andanalysis. My positionality as a researcher of my own tribe can also have benefits in
this area; as | continue to revise my completed dissertation, | have the luxury of fine
tuning the analysis of my narrative by seeking the opiramalreactions of current
community members before any of this sees publication.

The oral history sources come from those | collected personally for this or other
projects, and those conducted and archived by other researchers. In particular, National
ParkService employee Eric Wolf collected a valuable cache of nearly thirty oral history

interviews in the 1990s. The bulk of my oral history sources come from those he

10



gathered. Aside from two interviews conducted for regional television broadcasts, |
gatherd the remaining ten oral history interviews.

The collection and analysis of oral histories induces ethical and methodological
issues more intense themnthe casavith traditional archival sources. Luckily, most oral
hi stori ans 0 as s wmething dihartthannneerelg puesuind our owg s
careers and adding knowledge to the world, and that we must raise questions about the
ethics of our behavior in relation to thos
thus a large body of literature existéarrogating these issué@ral historians of Native
America have also published methodological reflections, such as Waziyata Win (Angela
Cavender Wilson), who approaches her oral history research from a distinctly Dakota
perspective. She writes,

Within Dakota culture, we are taught that we must also learn to think with our

hearts, and that those people who can only think with their minds are not only

seriously lacking important understandings but whatever they produce will also be
lacking important undstandings and will ultimately create an undesirable

out come. | 6ve heard el ders talk very op
without good heartCanteis the word foheartin our language, and many words
are derived fr om t hwotdiscaoeyizawwichimdanse . One

think, form an opinionFrom a Dakota perspectivjnking with our heart

encompasses the ethical considerations that must be at the forefront of any

endeavor. Even academic endeavors would not be deemed worthwhég dide

not have equal weigfit.
This Dakota perspective is a valuable asset for Waziyata, as being a researcher from a
community one studies can | eave the interyv

information and an awareness of appropriatdréelao ns hi ps bet ween youncg

"Daphne Patai, AU. S. Academics and Thi Wod m&ablsd Wo me
Words: The Feminist Practice of Oraidtory, eds. Sherna Berger Gluck and Daphne Patai (New York:

Routledge, 1991), 138.

8 Waziyatawin Angela WilsorRemember This! Dakota Decolonization and the Eli Taylor Narratives

(Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2005), 38.

11



between men and womér casual attitude towards collecting oral data in Native

communities will be problematic if the researcher does not grapple with questions like

those suggested by Wa dbehindithisadesire? Mwavillthea r e t he

information be used? In what kind of context? Does the individual know the culture they

hope to extract information from well enough? And, perhaps most importantly, who will

benefit from iTesedre nptenequestnsitoams®ed, as the very

process of collecting or al hi stories invit

experience and interpretation™o whoever h
The ethical dangers of not answering these quesdi@nserious. Facile assertions

regarding the power of narrative to create bonds of understanding and empathy, or the

failure to examine the social, political, and economic power structures affecting any oral

history research, could easily allow aresearchet 0 sl i de i nto fAthe mi:

a r es e a'fYethraltistary alsdprovides a promising methodology for expanding

the possibilities of historical analysis, and for indigenous people oral history can act as a

crucial tool for community swival. As Waziyata asserts in a call to Native historians,

A[t] he written archival records wil/ not p

are not merely interesting stories or even the simple dissemination of historical facts.

®Kathryn Andersonandaa Jack, fAlLearning to ListenWomehésview
Words eds. Gluck and Patai, 138.
YWaziyatawin Angela Wi lson, fPower of the Spoken Woc

Hi s t o Rethjnking American Indian Histgred. Donald Fixico (Albuquerque: University of New
Mexico Press, 1997), 104.

“"Amy Shuman, #Alntroduction: Subver®ther SPeopksdand
Stories: Entitlement Claims and the Critique of Empdtiypana: University of lihois Press, 2005), 5.
“Daphne Patai, fAU.S. Academics and Thi Wo m&avlsd Wo me

Words eds. Gluck and Patai, 144.
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They are, more imptant, transmissions of culture upon which our survival as a people
depends. When our *tories die, so will we.
The process of collecting oral histories should take into account such power
dynamics. The practice of collecting oral histories for this ptajas based on the
rejection of the idea that it is Athe di st
l ess or different stakes i n t h'énsteattthisr pret a
projectodos oral histlohrgwcBodltecBeowmmhhal d eecn@ thm@
practicesd i n regards t o s deasedunderstamdingssof r at o
reciprocity and payment. Community standar
authority to give information on tribal hisgomay not be readily apparent even to
members of younger generations of tribal m
i ntroduction f or hiSpeakng of ihdiagsrdvides iDsgghtmtoi ad6s b
the different standards each generation $iodgjarding who possesses the expertise to
convey accurate historical or cultural information. He wrote,
| talked to [his aunt Ella Deloria] after one exhausting trip to Red Shirt Table on
the Pine Ridge Reservation,arddaondd she sai
there are hardly any el ders around nowa
of the surviving elders and the chances of discovering a crowd of 1yieatplds
were steadily declining. She just gave me a disgusted look, as she refused to
consider herself an eldét.
For academic work based in small, local communities in which community members

know intimate family and personal histories, it is important for researchers to approach

t he @A commu i the people whmether ®ommunity mebrers consider as

BWwWaziyatawin Angela Wi lson, fiGrandmother to Grandda
Fa mi | yNatiwes and Academics: Researching and Writing about American InéidnBevon

Mihesuah (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1998%.34

“Shuman, Al nOtbeéucPieompI4e disn Stories

®Vine Del ori a, JSpeking ofilhdmmsEle Belodat (Linooin:; Univeisity of Nebraska

Press, 1998), xix.
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holding important cultural or historical expertiseather than to simply interview anyone
who will talk to them.

Equally important, this project tried to respect and become familiar with local
standards of asking and compensatingritrmation and knowledge shared. Waziyata
relates her notion of reciprocity and the importance of generosity within her community:

[Flamiliarity with the concept of reciprocity breeds a realization of the need to

give something back to both the individaald the culture from whom and from

which one has taken material. This goes far beyond the economic compensation

t hat many scholars have used in exchang

what is called for is an acknowledgment of a moral responsitwligyve back in

a far more profound way, one that matches the value of the stories that are shared.

Indeed, as a Dakota | would carry that a step further because | come from a

culture in which generosity, one of our cardinal virtues, is stressed far naore t

reciprocity, meaning that there is a need to give even more than what one

received. In light of this, a central consideration would have to be whether such
work will help or possibly hurt a community by demeaning or discrediting its

elders or culturé®
As a tribal member entering her own community and engaging with respected community
elders, my best practices included becoming familiar with what constitutes not just
adequatecompensation, but culturally specific compensation. In addition to a monetary
gift, | also brought food to the interviewssome combination of corn soup, bread, fruit, a
dessert, and tea or coffee. The financial outlay for each intefvsawventyfive dollars
for an hour long interview, plus the cost of the food in addition to the high costs of plane
or train travel to a rural part of the countrynade it difficult to collect larger numbers of
interviews. The relatives | stayed with often donated ba#ddaorn, the use of their

kitchen, and sometimes extra money to pay the people | interviewed, yet | was always on

the verge of being broke. As it was, | often left the interviews feeling that the small things

YWaziyatawin, fPower RethinkirtgAmericarplndiareHistoi@s6.d , o i n
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| gave to the interviewees in a gesture afpeocity did not adequately compensate them
for the time they spent sharing their insight and analysis with me.

This | eads me to one of the projectds m
academic practice that spans both the collection and analysisl diistory interviews.
This projectds practice included treating
in their personal history and tribal history, | felt it appropriate and ethical to treat them
with according intellectual respect. In intew collection, this meant sharing interview
guestions before the interview, or asking them specific questions about their analysis or
interpretation of historical events. In the analysis and writing phase, this has meant
treating them as organic histar& Gramsci theorized organic intellectuals as scholars
who cultivate strong roots in their community, and who cultivate involvement in the local
issues and controversies experienced and debated within the community. Additionally,
these intellectuals uskdir analysis of societal structures to influence other community
members to develop a consciousness of their own identities that allow for similar
structural critiques and analysfs.

This also meant that during the analysis phase, | treated eachewtewia
separate historical analysis, rather than as a data point. This means that my analysis of the
interviews did not fAbegin with the distinc
i nqguiring subject to be r endgselfagithet r anspare

researcher who could discern subtext by analyzing word patterns, pauses, or guessing at

" This realization is also based in my interactions with Native community eduddionelle Pasena

(Hopi) who worked at the American Indian Graduate Center (AIGC) stated in one meeting that it was
important for Natives educated in western academic institutions to realize that Native communities are

filled with elders and community memisavho have Ph.D.s in language, traditional culture, traditional

religion, etc.i and that we should be entering Native communities with the humility that realization should
produce. Antoni o Gr ar8slections frdmThe €risdniNotadkds of Antobiau al s, 6 1 n
Gramscj eds. and trans. Quintin Hoare and Geoffrey Nowell Smith (New York: International Publishers,

1971), 623.
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what was left unsaidMy work did not involve, foexample: listening to the moral

language and se#valuative statements of the narrators, identifyingt fn-me t a

statementso in which the narrators comment
Jjust said, and attending to the |l ogic of t
or contradictions in the peaslthawagthesd at e men

t hemes r el at'nstead, eachimtdrview was subjectéd to the same mixture
of credence and critical analysis that my graduate school training has taught me to apply
to the work of any academic historian. | avoided beinglgalbut also accorded respect

to the experience and analytical skills of the organic historians by whom | was being
taught,l discussed the intellectual and practical aims of my project and interview
guestions with them, arddrusted their expertise #xpress themselves in the manner

they intended?

As historian Richard White asserts, while academic knowledge production is
surely complicit in the creation and maintenance of power structures that have
historically colonized and dominated indigenous camities, the next step should not
necessarily be to retreatedhera historical relativisnor an indigenousased

fundamentalism.

BAnderson and Jack, Wédine ad & edd/gsiuckand Patas#®e n, 0 i n

YPaul Rabinow, f Awvatiohand el loo gnia ¢ iSibjedivns Ethnographic

Investigationseds. Joao Biehl, Byron Good, and Arthur Kleinman (Berkeley: University of California

Press, 2007)168. I n this, | draw from the appdldakedio of Kat't
Bea about my idedseforel committed them to writing, presented her with drafts, or even arranged to have

her read the paper with me so that we might discuss misunderstandings and differences as they arose, her
sense of having been robbedoé x t u a | authority might not have been
suggesting that all differences of perspective between folklorist and narrator, feminist scholar and speaking
woman, should or can be worked out before the final research projectpssun Nor am | suggesting

that our interpretations must be validated by our research collaborators. For when we do interpretations, we
bring our own knowledge, experience, and concerns to our material, and the result, we hope, is a richer,

more texturedmder st anding of its meaning. 06 Katherine Borl
Conflict in Oral Wdanema ts,edseGiuRkensdePatai,dh , 0 i n
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Historians seek to subsume all other narrations of the past by historicizing them,
but if all things are historicized, thehe knowledge of historians is as contingent
and situatioal as that of their subjectsin this case Indian peoples. There is no
view from nowhere, as Donna Haraway says. All knowledge is situated
knowledge. This is not a statement of relativism, assbmetimes taken to be. It
does not say all accounts are equal, but it is a recognition that all accounts are
contingent, imperfect, and judged by changing and variable human staffdards.
This projectds formul ati on histbriang,rathérthdmi st or y
as informants, means that it treats the narratives and information shared by historians
both academic and organic with an intellectual respettinicludes a deep engagement,

includingcritique.

Historiography
The Garrison Dam/PicSloan Plan

The literature on the Garrison Dam and the 8tdan Plan begins in 1945, when
tribal members and white farmers who would be affected began to protest its
construction. During this time period, booster projects that lauded its construetien w
also published! As we now know, the protests had little effect. They did, however,
contain the most relevant information as their authors were intending to prove the
negative aspects of the Garrison Dam, whereas the bquodttshed material contains

little useful information as secondary sourdaghe1950sasthe Garrison Dam became

®Richard White, fAUsing the Past Studingddtive Anyericand Nat i v e
Problems and Prospected. Russell Thornton, (Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 19988.222
% protesting the Construction of Garrison Dam, North Dakota, by the Fort Berthold Indésmigs
before the United States Sen@@mmittee on Indian Affairs, SevenNinth Congress, first session, on
Oct. 9, 1945\ashington, D.C.: U.S. G.P.O., 1945). Bigelow N&&k Valley of the Damnédarrison,
N.D.: Independent Pub. Co., 1949). Ralph Hoyt CBe#,Berthold Dam Site v. thea&ison Dam Site:
Statement of Fact and Laflocation and publisher unknowh947). Fort Berthold Indian Defense
Association)ndian Tribes Fight EvictioffEIbowoods, N.D.: The Association, 194Blprth Dakota,
Garrison Dam and Reservoir Proje@ismarck:North Dakota State Dept. of Public Instruction, 1947).
Leo D Harris,Water is ComingSouvenir Garrison Dam Proje¢fFargo, N.D.: Forum Publishing
Company,1949). Fargo Foruntarrison Dam construction photograph collec{ibargo, N.D.: Fargo
Forum, 1946€1953).
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an unavoidable reality on the Upper Missduand no doubt as the communities affected
were concerned primarily with the business of regrouping and reorganizinthaiter
forced removal from the bottomlantishe literature of protest was silenced and
boosterism held sway. The 1950s, however, did see the very beginnings of more serious
treatments of the Garrison Dam or the Patkan Plan, as well as a move from
phobgraphic visual data tiilm %2

The next decade saw little to nothing published about either the Garrison Dam or
the PickSloan Plan, and the next major published treatment of the Garrison Dam does
not occur until 1972. These treatments are mostly focosedchnical aspects of the
dam, published either by the Army Corps of Engineers or the University of North
Dakota?® Perhaps more interesting is the fact that the 1970s saw the beginnings of a
Native-focused narrative on the Garrison Dam and Sldan Pla. A resource guide
was published for television programmers t
contemporary Plains Indian issues. 0 The Ga
Indian historical moments that includBdnca removal and tt&anding Bear trial, the
1868 Fort Laramie Treaty, the Battle of Li
Knee massacre, and the founding of Carlisle Indian School, among Bthikeswording

and text of the guide reflects the impact of Indianacevm dur i ng t he 1960s

% peter Kiewit Sons' Caliracle on the MissourfRiverdale, N.D.: MorrisofikKnudsen Company, inc.,

1954). United State§arrison Dam on the MissoytiRiverdale, N.D.: U.S. Army, Corps of Engineers,

Garrison District, 1955Marian RidgewayThe M s s our i BlbaniPlanfJshanB: iUciviersity of

lllinois Press, 1955)Garrison Dam scenegjim consists of several clips documenting dam construction,

aerial views of Garrison Dam, and the dedication ceremony for the powerhouse, ca. early 1950s.

% United StatesGarrison Dam, Missouri River, North Dakot4cksburg, Miss.: Dept. of Defense, Dept.

of the Army, Corps of Engineers, WamedWatemand Exper i me
Water Quality in the Missouri River, Twenty Miles belom®@ r i s on D a rdaivelsiy bfNortd i s s . ,
Dakota, 1974).

“National Endowme n tHistbrpaf thetUpper Great ilaims ias Re@rsled byfthe

Participating American Indian Tribes from 1850 to the PregeBtuggested Approach to Showing on

Televi sion the Historical Backgroundl9®g.r Vi t al Cont e
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illustrates that while the decades between the construction of the Garrison Dam and the
end of the 1970s may have been silent in terms of academic or activist publications,
Indian activists themselves had not been sil@ntthe contrary, they had been
constructing a historical narrative about the Garrison Dam that placed it amongst some of
the worst tragedies of Plains Indian history.

The effects of Indian activism on the literature about the-Blokn Plan came to
frut i on in the 1980s with tDaemedndidns: Bhdi ng of
Pick-Sloan Plan and the Missouri River Sioux, 1948Q Vine Deloria, Jrwrote the
forward to the book, associatihga ws ondés wor k not only with n
Indian activists of the previous three decades, but with a nascent American Indian Studies
movement in academia. As Native activists began to realize the fruits of their agitation, it
is perhaps no surpaghat compensatieaimed learings before the Senate began
well

After Lawsonds wor k and tilkkkchsuocessfdlys s o f
agitated for further monetary compensation from the U.S. government for the lands taken
on Indian reservains due to the Pielloan Plan the following decade saw few
published materials dealing with either Ri8loan or the Garrison Dam. Some local
media covered the fiftieth anniversary of the completion of the dam, but nothing

academic was publishéd.

% Michael Lawsonpammed Indiansthe PickSloan Plan and the Missouri River Sioux, 19480

(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1982). United States, S-243®3: hearing before the Select
Committee on Indian Affairs, United States Senate, Nie@ith Congress, second session, June 21, 1984,
Washington, DC.

% Sheila C Robinsorfaming the Big Muddyfhe Story of Garrison DatfGarrison, N.D.: BHG, Inc.,

1997). United State§arrison Dam 50th anniversaty©47%1997 (video recording) ead, S.D.: Historical
Footprints, 1997).
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This state of affairs changed in the following decade. Several academic theses at
the mastersodé | evel were produced at the Un
history collection. This indicates the growing acceptance of oral history within énallov
discipline created a new niche for graduate students to practice their historical research
skills by collecting oral and archival sources at Fort Berthold in order to produce
communityfocused histories of the Garrison Dam and fStdan Plarf’ The heses all
utilize oral hstories from community members, usually followmgummary of the
political history of the Garrison Dam and Pi€koan Plan.

The turn of the century also saw professional treatments of the ttogiferst
beingPaul Van Qoamadsticthe sd ®r i c al account of the |
compensationo due to the taking of Fort Be
Coyote Warrior: One Man, Three Tribes, and the Trial that Forged a Nation
VanDevel der 06s dabveraek ofghe Ristosy ofahe Gasrisan Dam, but his
decision to focus on the work of one lawyer from Fort Berthold skews his narrative
towards the lionization af singleindividual among the many who were involved ie th
guest for just compensatiofihe following year also saw the distribution of a
documentary focusing on the Fort Berthold community story and outcome of the
Garrison DamyVaterbusterDirected by J. Carlos Peinado, the film follows tribal
member Peinado as he attempts to explore théadesment caused by the Garrison Dam,

and through this process reconnect with his roots. Using oral interviews, this traces the

M. Gundehe olmf, f dicts of the Garrison Dam on the Comm
University of North Dakota2 0 0 1) . B Floodred ISfenayisA Studyfiof the Garrison Dam and its
Environment al | mpact upon the Three Affiliated Tridk
Thesis, University of North Dakota, 2000). The worktlois thesis also clearly led to the publication from

the North Dakota Humanities Coundlrian Russell an®. Jerome TwetorRromise of WaterThe

Legacy of PiciSloan and the Irrigation of North DakotBismarck, N.D.: North Dakota Humanities

Council, 2@ 2) . T e s s aA Reanmmedjiag HistorgHistory of the Four Bears Bridge and the Lost
Communities of North Dakotad (M2B6ers Thesi s, Uni v e
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impact the danrelated displacement had upon one family. Both narratives, in using the
indi vidual and t hoeoikré etxop egruii ednec et shiaa sr  thhi es t dohr
provided the signposts ftiis project. Finally, as U.S. historians continue to revisit the
New Deal Era to explain the political and social drigtof the resulting decadasew
work contextualizing the Piekloan Plan within the broader scope of New Deal era dams
provides background for understanding the larger politics of theStazn project®

This historiography provides a springboard for this project in several ways. First,
the political and bureaucrathistory of PickSloan has a strong foundation that allowed
me to largely use secondary sources for context on the machinations of the federal
government, allowing me to focus my attention on the experience of the Fort Berthold
community. Second, the cetition of oral histories regarding Fort Berthold and the
Garrison Dam provided an alreadglid foundation of community narratives.

This dissertation aims to contribute to this historiography by merging the large
context narratives such as those focused the development of the Pi&toan Plan
with the communityfocused changes that resulted from the Garrison Dam. Previous
accounts of this event have tended to mourn the injustices and celebrate the community
leaders who fought for justice, a stratelggttalmost inevitably produces a narraife
loss.And while many losses mark this historical time period, declension narratives in
regard to Native historiggroduce a problematic dynamic in which, as historian Richard
White aptly notes, indigenous comnities can only be understood in terms of conquest

and assimilation, or persistence, i n which

28 paul VanDeveldeiCoyote Warrior:One Man, Three Tribes, and the Trial that FatgeNation(New
York: Little, Brown, 2004).J. Carlos Peinad&VaterbusterDVD (Brave Boat Productions, 200®avid
Billington and Donald JacksoBjg Dams of the New Deal Er& Confluence of Engineering and Politics
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Pe<2006).
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White el aborates, ithe tellers of such st

Contact was not a battlé primal forces in which only one could survive. Something
new c¢ oul Thusathspmjact intedrogates tlehange’ not the loss that
occurred in community understandings of their placei@gwtity as the space of their

lives changed radicalf.

Fort Berthold

This project is also rooted in a speciace the Fort Berthold Indian
Reservation. And while the nucleus of the dissertation is concerned with changes that
occurred as a result of the Garrison Dam, that nucleus must be contextuakzsdlidy
understanding of how exactly the changes were more radidadlevastating than what
had already occurred. Until the 193@®ostscholarly works published about Fort
Berthold were triballyspecific anthropological texts that attempted to desenioe
analyze tribal culture under the fear that those cultures would disappear within a
generation or two. During the 1930s, Alfred Bowers did his fieldwork amongst the
Mandan and Hidatsa, collecting data that would only be published in 1950 and the mid
19@&0s. Although his works were published much later, it is fair to consider them a
product of this time period, as his studies were conceptualized in the late 1920s and early
1930s. These anthropological works remain valuable to contemporary scholars for thei

descriptions of tribal life and belief systems near the turn of the century, but their guiding

? Richard WhiteThe Middle Ground: Indians, Empires, and Republics in the Great Lakes Region, 1650
1815(New York: Cambridge University Press, 1991), ix.
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guestions did not attempt to understand Fort Berthold as a homeland and instead focused
on describing tribal cultur®.

Not until the 1940s was a serious higtal article produced concerning Fort
Berthold, and the focus was in fact more on the experiences of the nascent Indian Office
than on Fort Berthold as a location. The following decade saw many more scholarly
articles published about Fort Berthold, bugyttell into one of two camps. One group of
articles and books, produced by anthropologists, focused on tribal culture as separate
from place. The other group of articles, largely published by former graduate students of
welkk nown Universctiyonwd &£hi bmagpoldbagi st Sol T
relocation efforts and political leadership at Fort Berthold in the context of the Garrison
Dam. The following decade saw a loss of scholarly interest in Fort Berthold, save for a

lone anthropological artic¥.

30Washington Matthewdthnography and philology of the Hidatsa Indig877).Washington

Matt hews, AThe BRmaritamAnthromblggesy (L992):Ar2., 0OAAri kara Creati o
Journal of American Folklore22 (1909): 9@ 2 . George F. Will, ASome Hidat s
Journal of American Folklore25 (1912): 9394. Gilbert Wilson,Agriculture Of The Hidatsa Indians: An

Indian Interpretation(1917). Robert Lowie Notes On The Social Organization And Customs Of The

Mandan, Hidatsa, And Crow Indiaif$917. Gilbert L. Wilson,Waheenee: An Indian Girl's Story

(American Museum of Natural Histar¥921). Charles Lemon HallThe Fort Berthold Mission:

Elbowoods, North Dakot@American Missionary Association, 1923). Frances Densntaedan &

Hidatsa MusiqBulletin 80, Smithsonian Institution, Bureau of Americahriblogy, 1923)Frances

Densmore, fAThe Songs of | ndWusical Qoarterlg20¢1834): 4d426.i ng t he
Edward Kennar d, hieraatcha jourr@lrobAmeriaan Linguistics (1936): 143.

Alfred W. BowersMandan Sociaiind Ceremonial OrganizatiofChicago: University of Chicago Press,

1950. Bowers Hidatsa Social and Ceremonial Organizatiiincoln: University of Nebraska Press,

1992, original copyright 1965).

3L Chester Guthrie anideo Gerald A Upper Mi ssAceount of IAdge Admigistratién on the

F r o n tPacificrHjstorical Reviewl0 (1941): 47%56. Bowers,Mandan Social and Ceremonial

OrganizationMar s hal | Newman, fiThe Bl ond Mandan: A Critica
Southwestern Journal of Anthropgly, 6 (1950): 2558 7 2 . M. Il nez Hilger, iSome Cu
Ari kar a | ndiPamitive®lan 24 (1951):i677&,. 0 Edward Bruner, fATwo Pr o
inMandanHi d at s a Ki n s hAnmericineAntinopolagit6d (L955):B4@B50. Edwad Bruner,

APri mary Group Experience a&Amaicah Anthro@logisB8q1®s6r s of Acc L
6056 2 3. Ben Reifel, AThe Problem of Relocating Fami/l
Journal of Farm Economi¢82 (1950): 6446 4 6 . Robert Rietz, ALeadership, I
Progress on an Amer Econamic Develdpmant andRGuisulrChana¢1963it 600

70. James Howard, ABut t e rif 8 ABthaohislayy ¢1260): 2848.nt er Count :
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Only the late 1970s saw the beginnings of serious historical attention paid to Fort
Bert hol d. TReWlagdladjaesrofstie Upper Missowas the first major
historical work to pull from both anthropological and archival sources to tell tteayhis
of the Three Affiliated Tribes. Meyer so wo
Berthold, but his narrative is shaped by the contours of the government archives rather
than the community histories that existed at the time. After the publieation Mey er s 0
work and stretching into the next two decades, a slew of older ethnographic works
concerning Fort Berthold were republished. These continuing reprints are important to
note because they began at a point when not only academics but the gdsigral p
stopped asking when Native Americans would disappear, and began to be curious about
why they had not. The way the reprints are used is significant as well. Very few would be
assigned as key anthropological analyses in a graduate classroom, butaulhlgev
assigned in a college classroom to teach students about indigenous agriculture or kinship
systems?

Also during the 1970s, the interest in ethnographic works as historical sources
was matched by a sudden growth inmoititary Native historyi dewelopments that
accompanied the birth of American Indian Studies programs across the country. The

works of the past thirty years are fairly diverse, but fall into some of the major tracks of

32Rev. and Mrs. Harold CaskQ0 Years at Ft. Berthold: The History of Fort Berthold Indian Mission
18761976(Self-published, 1977)Roy Meyer The Village Indians of the Upper Missouri: The Mandans,

Hidatsas, and Arikara@_incoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1977). The reprints of classic ethnographic

work began in 1972 with Frances Densmdandan & Hidatsa Musi¢Smithsonian Institution}972).
Throughout the 1980s, Gilbert Wi lsonds ethnographi e
reprinted, sometimes+edited in different ways to highlight gardening techniques, etc. Gilbert Wilson,

Waheenee: An Indian Girl's Stofseprint 1981)Wilson, Buffalo Bird Woman's Garden: Agriculture of the

Hidatsa IndiangBorealisreprintl 98 7) . Al fred Bower s08 wiidatkasSocal so saw
and Ceremonial OrganizatiofBison Books;1992). BowersMandan Social and Ceremonial Organimpait

(Bison Books, 2004). Lowidyotes On The Social Organization And Customs Of The Mandan, Hidatsa,

And Crow IndiangHarrison Pres2008).
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Native History as it has developed during that time pédripdrticular attention has been
paid to Native womends history, education
communities, and the time period surrounding the Lewis and Clark Expedition.
Unfortunately, the interaction between tribal members and their physical mmeind has
only been addressed in one article, which discussed farming on the northeri®Plains.

This project reunites the narratives of the people who live at Fort Berthold with a
narrative of Fort Berthold as a place, for the social, political egodomic changes tribal
members experienced during the Garrison Dam era cannot be divorced from the ways in

which the landscape and waterscape were altered.

Native History
This project aims to conture a trajectory begun in the I8/in which Native
American Studies scholars challenged part of the myth of American exceptionalism, in

which the uniqueness of the United States is often based on a metanarrative emphasizing

#¥Robert Trennert, AEducating I ndian-1GR2Wéseernat Nonr es
Historical Quarterly, 13 (1982): 27290.W. Raymond WoodThe Origins of the Hidatsa Indians: A

Review of Ethnohistorical and Traditional Dgianknown binding)W. Raymond Wood and Thomas

ThiessenEarly Fur Trade on the Northern Plains: Canadian Traders Amondvthedan and Hidatsa

Indians, 17381818(Norman: University of Oklahoma Pred€985).T ho mas Wessel , ifAgent o
Acculturation: Farming on the Northern Plains Reservations,-1880L Agricultural History, 60 (1986):
233-245.Carolyn GilmarandMary Jane Scheider,The Way to Independence: Memories of a Hidatsa

Indian Family, 18401920(Saint PaulMinnesota Historical Society Press, 1987). sa Emmer i ch, AO6
in the Midst of My Own Peopl eb: Nati vaé@melcaer i can Wor
Indian Quarterly 15 (1991): 204216. Ramon Powers addmes LeikerfiCholera among the Plains

Il ndi ans: Per cept i onWesterrCHistoscal Quarte@y@9n(19%8)y IL-B40.cdvickagel 0
Lansing, APl ains I ndian Women and | ntdiB8mBa8¢ioal Mar ri
Western Historical Quarterly31 (2000): 413133.Virginia Bergman Peter®¥omen of the Earth Lodges:

Tribal Life on the PlaingNorman:University of Oklahoma Press, 2000yessa BermarCircle of Goods:

Women, Work, and Welfare in a Reservation Comm(iipany: State University of New York Press,

2003).Tracy PotterSheheke: Mandan Indian Diplomdthe Story of White Coyote, dihas Jefferson, and

Lewis and ClarKHelena, MT:Farcountry Press, 2003janDevelderCoyote Warrior:One Man, Three

Tribes, and the Trial that Forged a Nati@New York: Little, Brown, 2004)James Fenelon amdary

Louise DefendeWilson,i Voyage of Domination, O6Purchased as Con
Distorted I cons from Misrepr es e WcadSaRevet0 f t he Lewi
(2004): 85104.
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or assuming an empty or undeveloped landscape that becomes settled or developed by
enteprising and hardworking immigrants; their struggles in that landscape make them
AAmerican. 0 Native history of the past thi
these myths by insisting on recognizing and narrating indigenous people and
communites as central historical subjects.

The development of the Environmental History and New Western History sub
fields during the same time period has bolstered what previously would have been
guantitative studies of llaagardheovescal realm.dAs 6 ac c u
a group, these works investigating land, place, and space and/or the U.S. West have
successfully identified conflicting definitions or use of land and resources as key to
understanding Nativie and United Stateis history. Deelopments in geography and
studies of empire have also allowed historians to deeply explore the ways land, territory,
and place are produced by the state and its citiZ&nry.

Predating thisparticular turn to landscapes and regionalisra certain extdn
literature on tribal sovereignty has developed since the 1950s in reaction to the legal
battles defining the relationship between the United States government and tribal

communities. The federélibal relationship has been almost as key in determimibgl

34 Leonard Carlsorindians, Bureaucrats, and Land: The Dawes Act aedacline of Indian Farming

(Unknown Location: Greenwood Press, 1981). William Cro@ranges in the Land: Indians, Colonists

and the Ecology of New Englafidew York: Hill and Wang, 1983). Melissa Meyd@ihe White Earth

Tragedy: Ethnicity and Dispossessiat a Minnesota Anishinaabe Reservation, 18820(Lincoln:

University of Nebraska Press, 1994). Peter Ivergdéimen Indians Became Cowboys: Native Peoples and

Cattle Ranching in the American Wé@dbrman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1994). Vine Dalalr.,

Red Earth, White Lies: Native Americans and the Myth of ScientifiqRaat York: Scribner, 1995).

Keith BassoWisdom Sits in Places: Landscape and Language Among the Western gbabaerque:
University of New Mexico Press, 19p&hepard KrechlThe Ecological Indian: Myth and Histofiew

York: Norton, 1999). Daniel Claytofslands of Truth: The Imperial Fashioning of Vancouver Island
(Vancouver: University of British Columbia Press, 2000). Emily GreenRddpnfiguring the

Reservation: The Nez Perces, Jicarilla Apaches, and the Dawggetquerque: University of New

Mexico Press, 2002). Ned Blackhawkplence Over the Land: Indians and Empires in the Early

American WesfCambridge: Harvard University Press, 2008arshaV i si ger, fiGendered | n|
Navaj o Livestock ReduWdsteroHistorical Quanezy38\2007). De a | Era, o
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identity as tribal culture, and the struggle for group rights within the United States legal
system has coalescedhrough various legal victories and defeats create
contemporary notions of tri bal Hadookaf ei gnty
Federal Indian Lawscholars have mined court cases, legislative sources, and
bureaucratic archives to chart the vagaries of what is now known as Federal Indian Law
and Policy. This painstaking and valuable work comprises the historiography that
inspired some of the central questions of this dissertation, namely, the development of
modern tribal sovereignty. These studies of the fedalsll relationship and tribal
sovereignty, however, often decline to develop abdotied understanding of how

differing forms of land use both draw from and inform differing conceptions of land.
These clashes over land and how it should be used have in turn led to legal clashes over
the definitions of tribal territories which, in their turn, led to the legal dat over the
meaning of Adomestic dependent nationso an
sovereigntyfocused narratives quote other scholars regarding differing notions of land in
the prehistory of their topic, but fewexplorehow tribal land se, constructions of place,

and conceptions of territory have influenced the feekeitzdl relationship. The most
interesting, however, have pushed the scholarly discourse further by allowing Native
communities in their narratives to have unique and @llfuspecific conceptions of land

not just in the topical prhistory, but even within the 2@entury. As much as this

project owes a theoretical and historical debt to the many rigorous scholars who
developed this literature, it hopes to keep pushoangdrd questions surrounding the

development of tribal sovereignty to interrogate how the everyday politics and practices
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of tribal communities and leaders haseeconstructed the concept along witfe
supreme courte@cutive power, and legislative bosdi@

Finally, this project contributes to the ongoing elaboration of twentieth century
Native history. Previous to the 1990s, the majority of the Native history produced either
focused on early America, the nineteenth century, or federal Indian poéiginrBng in
the 1990s, more historians and scholars began to temporally venture past the massacre at
Wounded Knee to tell the stories of Indian people and communities during the twentieth
century. These cultural and social history treatments of Nativdeeoihe twentieth
century explore reservation and urban spé&cesd the pathways between théno
challenge the contemporary portion of thgth of American exceptionalism : that with
the consolidation of the continental land base, Indian people sagpdared or only
exist in such small numbers (or such degraded communities) that their role in twentieth

century U.S. history can be left unnarrated. As this literature continues to develop, it has

% Donald ParmariThe Navajo and the New Deg@dlew Haven: Yale University Press, 1976). Lawson,
Dammed IndiangNorman: University of Oldhoma Press, 1982 awrence Kelly,The Assault on
Assimilation: John Collier and the Origins of Indian Policy Ref¢Aibuguerque: University of New

Mexico Press, 1983). Francis Pruclibg Great Father: The U.S. Government and the American Indians
(Lincol n: University of Nebraska Press, 1995). Freder.i
Cheyenne River | ndi anSolheDskota MistoryD @9v9):l24fDomald Fixgayl , o
Termination and Relocation: Federal Indian Policy, 194%50(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico
Press;1986). Robert WilliamsThe American Indian in Western Legal Thought: The Discourses of
Conques{New York: Oxford University Press, 1990). Francis Prué&merican Indian Treaties: The

History of a Political AnomalyBerkeley: University of California Press, 1994). Frederick HdRaading
Through History: The Making of the Crow Nation in America, 18935(New York: Cambridge

University Press, 1995). Paul Smith and Robert Warki&e a Hurricane: The Indian Moveant from
Alcatraz to Wounded Kné&he New Press, 1996). David Wilkilsmerican Indian Sovereignty and the
U.S. Supreme Court: The Masking of Jusiestin: University of Texas Press, 1997). Alfr€tkace,

Power, and Righteousnesthomas CowgeiThe Ndional Congress of American Indians: The Founding
Years(Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1999). Larry Nespee, Walleye War: The Struggle for
Ojibwe Spearfishing and Treaty Rigltsncoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2002). Vandevelder,
CoyoteWarrior (2004). Robert Williamsl.ike a Loaded Weapon: The Rehnquist Court, Indian Rights, and
the Legal History of Racism in Amerifdinneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2005). Edward
Valandra & Vine Deloria, JrNot Without Our Consent: LakotaeRistance to Termination, 198®59
(Urbana: University of lllinois Press, 2006). Christian McMill&éfgking Indian Law: The Hualapai Land
Case and the Birth of Ethnohistaffew Haven: Yale University Press, 200Bjuce DuthuAmerican

Indians and thé.aw (New York: Penguin, 2008).
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illuminated the dynamic strategies of survival and glhopriacticed by indigenous people

and communities after the genocidal ravages of the nineteenth century. More recently, the
historiography has also moved towards tracing the links between tribal activism and the
creation of a global indigenous consciousn&sss project draws from the

methodologies and narrative strengths of this literature, and hopes to contribute to the

embellishment of its historiograpf.

Chapter Summary

A 1907 map created by Mandan tribal member Sitting Rabbit provides the
narratvef r ame f or the first chapter, fAGrowing I
Berthold before 1934,0 which establishes o
theoretical structure by exploring how the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation was
constructed as a placspace, and territory. The Sitting Rabbit map gives us a visual
representation to help analyze how conceptions of place, space, and territory were
negotiated between the Three Affiliated Tribes, neighboring Plains tribes, and the federal

government. Thehysical environment and early history of the Mandan, Hidatsa and

% Hoxie, Parading Through HistoryBrenda ChildBoarding School Seasons: American Indian Families,
190G3:1940(Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2001). McMillddgking Indian Law Philip Deloria,

Indians in Unexpectedl&es(Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 2004). John Troutindian Blues:

American Indians and Politics of Music, 187934(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2R09

Thomas BiolsiOrganizing the Lakota: The Political Economy of the New DegherPine Ridge and

Rosebud ReservatiogsTucson: University of Arizona Press, 199:¢
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19354 1 Angerican IndianQuarteyy 29 (2005). Marilyn Norcini, AThe |
andSefGovernance at Sant a @loeeedings®fihe Brhedcan PNilesophiteé x i c o, 0
Society 149 (2005) . Paul Rosier, A0They ticsin€oldWac est r al
Native America, 1948 9 6 Jourdal of American Histor{2006). Paul RosieGerving Their Country:

American Indian Politics & Patriotism in the Twentieth Cent{@ambridgeHarvard University Press,

2009. Smith and Warrion..ike a Hurricane Daniel CobbNative Activism in the Cold War Era: The

Struggle for Sovereign{yawrence: University of Kansas Press, 2010). Daniel Cobb & Loretta Fowler,
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Arikara before 1934 are recounted to show how the actions of @taedy federal
government forced the three tribes to conceptualize a defensive stance towards their
remaining territoriespr what this project calls sovereign territoriality.

Chapter Two, AAuthority and I ndian Reor
1941, 0 covering the years from the I ndian
uses archival materials and community driatories to examine how New Deal programs
and legislation contributed to the reorganization of legitimate authority at Fort Berthold.
The changes wrought in political authority, the defense of tribal territories, and the
definition of tribal membershiputing these years constitute major shifts in three of the
key components of sovereign power. When the IRA provided space for tribal members to
claim authority within the boundaries of the reservation, tribal leadership used it to
rearrange the boundariesdaroles of tribal territoriality and membership in order to
preserve triblands. Through this processreforganization and the exercise of tribal
authority, thdand of thereservation became heavily politicized in a new way. This
politicization creatd the opportunity for tribal members to claim and exercise an
indigenous citizenshifrhis tribally-centerechotion of citizenship wasimultaneously
rooted in tribal cultural membership, committed to claiming the rights of U.S. citizenship,
dedicated tosserting and protecting treaty and land rights, and strategically mobilized
citizenship and selfule as technologies through which to realize a viable future for their
community. Through these dynamics and the presence oftitiah factions, Chapter
Two argues that community processes of exercising and contesting tribal authority are the

foundation stones upon which modern conceptions of tribal sovereignty rest.
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The third chapter, APerforming Citizens
Indigenous Citizensgp, 19404 5, 0 i nterrogates the meaning
tribal citizenship, and patriotism during WWII, using oral histories describing community
gatherings, flag songs, and honor songs produced during the time period. The chapter
focuses on bw notions of place are constructed through cultural practices such as
community gatherings, singing, and dancing. On Fort Berthold during WWII, tribal
members strategically mobilized the powerfully jingoistic state narratives surrounding
military service production and consumption; actual commupntgcticeillustrates a
tribally-centric, norstate version of both. These practices also illustrate how land use and
local practices formed the center and foundation for the development and maintenance of
a radcally indigenous patriotism and citizenship.

AoYou feel it inside that youdre not gi
Garrison Dam,0 the title of Chapter Four,
(Hidatsa), a former tribathairman and jugewho appears in the field notes of a graduate
student who worked at Fort Berthold under direction from renowned anthropologist Sol
Tax, just before the implementation of the Garrison Dam. The fourth chapter uses
anthropological field notes and sourcemnirthe federal archives to locate and identify
the narratives used by tribal members as they voiced opposition to the Garrison Dam. As
two sovereigntie$ that of the United States and that of the Three Affiliated Tiibes
came into conflict over the notioof the public good, tribal members mobilized concepts
from their arsenals of indigenous citizenship claims in defense of tribal territories facing
inundation. Through this praxis of indigenous citizen$hgartially forged in a crisis to

protect the fondation of tribal identity: the tribal land baseommunity members
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asserted individual and community rights based on a history of treaties and a new
governmento-government relationship institutionalized by the Indian Reorganization
Act. The mobilizatio and use of these rhetorics represent one of the conceptual building
blocks to modern notions of tribal sovereignty.

Chapter Five, ASayi ng GIO62chdyraavs uponc ov er s
oral histories, field notes produced by anthropologists, amdrgment photographs to
discuss hoveommunity members dealt with intensified political, economic, and spatial
turmoil i in addition to the necessity of saying goodbye to their river valley homes. The
turmoil allowed the BIA to assume vast authority overitmnagement of land and
definition of territory, and in response the tribal authority structure dissolved into
infighting over control over the federal money intended to compensate the tribe for one of
their most priceless resources: their homes. Asltneenbers said goodbye to their river
valley, they told stories of the past associated with the places that would be inundated
and their move to the prairie became defined by the narration of that past and what was
lost. The process of rebuilding, howeviercused on building a viabfature for their
families and the community as a whole. The tools that had been developed through the
early twentieth centuriy sovereign territoriality, indigenous citizenship, and the struggle
to exert legitimate politicauthority both inside and outside the communityere
mobilized not only to fight the Garrison Dam, but to rebuild after the lands were taken.

Finally, the Conclusion considers the time period after relocation, when Fort
Berthold community members andoi leadership reestablished themselves spatially
and socially after the Garrison reservoir was complete. A challenge to indigenous

citizenship practices had occurred as a result of the federal attack on the sovereign rights
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of tribes during the implemegiton of the Garrison Dam. Theo@Gclusion to this
dissertation discusses how as a result, tribal members saw the need to bolster the
intellectual arsenal of tribal rights in order to protect their territories and communities,

and began to participate in ethactivisms locally and nationally.

In tracking ®me of the vast chang€srt Bertholdtraversedn the midtwentieth
century, this project realizes that all too easily the narrative could devolve into one of loss
and tragedy. These declension narratiadter all, are the ones that have for too long
structured histories of Native Ameri¢aand for good reason. Since contact, tribal
members have seen the irrevocable and violent impact of European and then Euro
American value systems and structures afgroon some of the most beautiful aspects of
indigenous community life. For example, Maxidisb&Buffalo Bird Woman), whose
rendition of the Hidatsa origin story began this introduction, was interpreted by
anthropologist Gilbert Wilson as saying,

| am anold woman now. The buffalos and blatzl deer are gone, and our Indian

ways are almost gone. Sometimes | find it hard to believe that | every lived them.

€ We no longer Iive in an earth | odge,

sonds wi f eovec Bubfdr me, bcgnnad forget our old ways. Often in
summer | rise at daybreak and steal out to the cornfields; and as | hoe the corn |
sing to it, as we did when | was young. No one cares for our corn songs now.

Sometimes at evening | sit, looking aut the big Missouri. The sun sets,
and dusk steals over the water. In the shadows | seem again to see our Indian

village, with smoke curling upward from
hear the yells of the warriors, the laughter of littlddriein as of old. It is but an
old womandés dream. Again | see but shad

and tears come into my eyes. Our Indian life, | know, is gone foféver.
While surely Maxidiweash said and felt these things, this quotation does not encapsulate

the entire story she conveyed to Gilbert Wilsbhis quotation, howevehas been

Swilson,.Buf f al o Bird .Womanés Garden
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widely reproduced and has a much wider circulation than her story of Hidatsa,aigins
even her detailed and vibrant descriptions of Hidatsa agricultural praétiwsvhile
Maxidiweash and her communitidal indeedexperiencenuch loss, there is a reason
that her story of endings is so widely reproduced, whereas her stories of origin
persistence do not appear so often in anthologies of Native oral tradition, or on websites
about the Native experience in the nineteenth and twentieth centuriestofibe of
origins and persistencef course, are more complicated, leasily dgestible by non
Hidatsaiand require much moni thantthe evecatiessioty ofi ngoé w
loss Wilson translated-he o6l ossdé story of Native Americ
also a powerful trope used to structure the story of Amerixegpsionalisni a story
soaked in the sticky fluid of 1 mpeme@l:i st
and whit e pé&hopgh &shaloweanddpdrfermative regret.

And while he history on the following pages does indeed contain hagsh
tragedy, and sorroivhonoring the very real and concrete experience of Fort Berthold
tribal member$ it is also an origins story. It tells a part of the story of tribal sovereignty
in the twentieth century, by examining what happens to an indigeswumunity when
its land base is gutted. It also explores the implications of this vicious gutting for the
evolution oftribal sovereignty and identiyas well as the cruelty that results when
federal sovereignty is exerted to extinguish tribal sovatgig

When the story is followebdeyond the temporal confines of this projelbe Fort
Berthold story becomes one in which the events descinbbese pagesome to be used
as a test for understanding whatalconstitut

government exerts eminent domain over tribal lands. Thus, this origins story also begins
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to illuminate the integral impact of the assertion and persistence of tribal sovereignty on
the exertion of federal sovereignty. Finally, though, the history reeddrere reminds us
that origins stories usually contain loss, #matthe real tragedy of declension narratives
is thattheir very nature makes them unable to honor the persistence and strength of

indigenous communities.
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CHAPTER Il

Growing Place and Defending Territory: Fort Berthold before 1934

|l mage |1 .1 Sitting Rabbitédés 1907 Missour. R

Turtle Fall Creek i s near where the wor
where it meets the MissouRiver.
In 1907 a Mandan man named SittingbRitT also called Little Owl#&s many
adult men at Fort Berthold carried several names depending on their accomplishments in
life) T completed auriousmap of the Missouri River. &d drawnit covers
approximaely twentythree feet of canvas, and represents the portion of the Missouri
River from the North Dakot&outh Dakota boundary line to the Montana border.
Because that portion of the Missouri twists and turns and sometimes doubles back on

itself in its couse, the canvas is visuallfvidedby t he mapmaker 6s cr eat
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of the Missouri River. This is not a unified, flowing Missouri, it is drawn and narrated in
pieces’®

Turtle Fall Creek is | abelperionwhedar t he e
details the stretch of river from the boundary between North and South Dakota to a little
past what is today called the Little Beaver Creek. Thisgastof theriver introduces
many of the visual conventions of the mapmaker, starting with the mgtiogf a Native
man, Water Chief. Thever flows east from the next visual markapictograph of an
earth |l odge | abel ed iMawrdan dTi cnvgn ,ca efedl, [00 vaen
pictograph of fHi gssionthaStdnding Bocd Aggnaglantifiedk s uc c
both in English and Hidatskeads tcan outcroppingtheni Gr eas e Cr eek. 0 Ne a
of this segment is a creek flowing into the Missouri from the west, and the mapmakers
|l abeled it N8akaka aruwir2hhki Hadarsaeag, 0w
turtlebds going into the waterd or O&édwhere t
made the English labels, Congregationalist minister Reverend Charles Hall, labeled it
ATurtle Fall Creek. 0

In the rest of the map, the Missouri Riveeanders on in segment$ and Sitting
Rabbit continued to mark village sites with pictographs of earth lodges, to represent tribal
leaders within areas near the river, and to mark the locations of important tributaries to
the Missouri. Sometimes theagraphic and human landmarks named for their physical
characteristics are accompanied by pictures of the animal they resefobexample,
Eagle Nose Village has the bust of an eagle drawn near it, and Buffalo Head Hill is

matched with a picture of a afo head. The Heart Rivérat whose confluence with the

®Thomas D. Thiessen et al., fAThe Sitting FRambbit 19C
Anthropologis®24, no. 84 (1979): 1467. Mark WarhusAnother America: NativerAerican Maps and the
Historyof OurLand New Yor k: St . Ma52t i nés Press, 1997), 43
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Missouri was the heart of the Mandan univérse paired with a drawing of an
anatomically correct heart.

Sitting Ratbphysitaltys its pradpction, and its makeserves as a
frame and the beginning of an explanation for understanding how tribal members
conceptualized the Missouri River and its river valley lands, and the way the federal
government understood the same area. More
allows us tdollow the story of a river and the land it carved. This story of land and water
is also a story about the people who carefully tended those elements to create a place, just
as they tended their gardens of corn, beans, squash, and sunflowers. Thetlséolgnof
would not exist without its rivegndthe story of the river and its land would not exist
without the peopleNuxxbaagaor Our People in the Hidatsa languagelNaetiin the
Mandan language. The people, of course, survived and thrived bet#usenarriage of
the riveri the upper Missouii to the land, the northern Plains in what is now northwest
North Dakota.

This chapter explains the history of these people before the federal government
decided to flood their river valley. The historygtuhapter details that the long
interaction between the Mandan, Hidatsa and Arikara and the Missouri River Valley
served as a foundation for the twists, turns, and evolution into a political body now called
the Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthdltlian Reservation. Essential to these
changes is the way that the people of Fort Berthold created and experienced
modi fications to their Mis sawsasavisualaner | and
narrative touchstoneand it can helpo explainthd di sser t at theory6s scaff

which uses the terminology dplacedGpacehandderritorydto explore the spatial
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dynamics occurring in the Missouri River Valley before and after the implementation of
the Garrison Dam.

The following narrativéakes as fouthational the understanding thadrt
Berthold, as with many political, cultural, and social units, is both constructed by human
imagination ands as real as the smell of baked prairie grass cooling at the end of the day.
The process of its ostruction serves as the first portion of Hieadstory this
dissertation tracksyhich concernshewags pace and pl ace and a
changed when a dam flooded their communities. This chapter discusses the physical
environment and some ofahlways the Mandan and Hidatsa created place in that land. It
also tells the early stages of the story of how both Native andAiuasicans began to
construct their understandings of how this parcel of land functioned as d spapace
for trade, explaation, resource extraction, and eventually resource development. The
chapter ends by showing how Inditederal relation$ and in particular a history of
forced land cessiorisbegan to turn this portion of land from a place into a territory for

Three Afiliated Tribes tribal member¥.

Growing Places: Land and Narrative
Turtle Fall Creek. The word used for turtle in the Hiddtdaakaka means
snapping turtle, and the creek commemorates the place where one of the four turtles Lone

Man made, as he andar$t Creator created and shaped the lands, flora, and fauna west

39 One of the most important ways humans construct space for the purposes of this project is through the

mar king and measuring of tefertoastagwndueed definifiom af space,l us e

regardless of whether that state is a federal, regional, or tribal government. The ability and right to control a

7

territory through a governmentds | ur ifssddwdri eoing ntiye,so

and thus represents a slight modification of the way sovereignty is commonly used as a way to discuss or
define state power and jurisdiction.
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and east of the Missouri River, slipped away from him, into the river, and continues to
support the dry land to prevent it from sinking. For both the Mandan and Hidatsa, the
Missouri River fows through the center of their origins and creation stories. It is the
original river, in a sense, the one that Lone Man and First Creator kept between them as
they shaped the landscape, and as such it represents that flooded waterscape before
humans, plats, or animals existed. Thus, Turtle Fall Creek represents not only the fall of
a snapping turtle slipping back into the waters of creation; it is a reminder of the creation
story. It is a reminder of that fourth turtle who still supports the dry lankuioran
habitation®”

The point in remembering this story about the fourth turtle is that it allows us to
understand the inextricability of land and water in creating plagearticular, it evokes

the importance of stories in the naming and understandliagparticular place. At Turtle

“Thiessen et al., AThe Sitting Rabbit -879Ths7 Map of t
project agrees with Neil MaheNadsudeds nNewobDealf: | @he
Conservation Corps and the Roots of the American Environmental Movigheanty ork: Oxford

University Press, 2007), which defines landscape asnoran nature altered by human labor. As such, it

serves as the nexus of interactions between society and the natural environment. Landscape can represent
placei such as the gardens of the Mandan and Hidatsa that modified the Missouri River valley for

hundredsf yearsi but it is also the canvas upon which states and large structures enact expressions of

their governance. FSeaing lake a Staiet How Celt@imSehemeS to bmprové the

Human Condition Have Faile@New Haven: Yale Universityress, 1999) shows how governments across

the globe have attempted to manage natural resources and human populations within their territorial
boundaries through modificatiNensurefost Metlroampdddaspe Cl
the Great WediNew York: Norton, 1991) illustrates how structures of capital also carve change into the

landscape through the processes of extraction, transportation, and commerce. As told to Robert Reitz by

Philip Snow (translated by Carl Sylvester), Lone Man shoWwegé&ople how to make drums for ceremony

in the image of turtles, who could not be used as ¢
and holding up the earth. o ANow, when they made t he
decoratd them with feathers, and the greatest feathers were the feathers of the eagle, and so these were the
feathers they used. On one of them, they took and used the finest young feathers of all, and they decorated

this first drum with that. On the second drthmy used older feathers of the spotted kind that we call the

Black Eagle. The third drum was of the speckled kind, and the fourth and last drum was supposed to be the
strongest and last the longest of all, and so they used from an old eagle. Now dnerfirstanted the

older kind of feather, and so when they decorated the first drum he was angry and envious because these

downy feathers | ooked |i ke the feathers of the snoyv
are goingtodo,ifyouagoi ng to save the best for the | ast one,
river and jumped into the river and they couldnoét

Manuscript 4805; University of Chicago, Fort Berthold Project Recowist&ki Fort Berthold Action
Anthropology Project; National Anthropological Archives, Smithsonian Institution.

40



Fall Creek, the story that explains it insists that what matters most is the land and the
water, and the relationship between them. The story also forces us to think through what
place mean®lacerefersto the lived undetandings human create within and attacteed
the landscapes they inhabit, dmas been beautifully theorized and articulated especially
i n understandi ng aWidam Sitsio Rlgcefor exdple,t h Bas s o0
identifies specific landmarks within tigestern Apache imaginary, and shows us how
story and memory as tied to specjpiacesserve to create history and culture. Place as a
theoretical concept becomes useful to historians by giving us a term to remind us and
explain that the first modificattohumans make on an environment is to imagine it.
Before any animal or plant resources are harvested, before they even walk through it,
humans begin to tell small and large stories about the land. The Mandan and Hidatsa
creation stories are the result ohfy and deep imaginings and retellings, illustrating the
most profounddeasabout the landscape and waterscape in which theyived.

|l f, as Edwar d Ca s eiygathesthiregs, experiendep | aces ga
histories, languages, and thoughtienplace allows us to begin thinking about how
human memories and histories insert meaning into their lived landscape. The shared
understandings of place for human communities contribute to the sense of a community
cultural identity. Thus, place is an impartaheoretical construct that, in this chapter and
the remainder of the dissertation, allows for a close examination of ways massive change

in a landscape impacts community identfty.

“1 Keith BassoWisdom Sits in Placesandscape and Language Among the Western Apache

(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1996).

“Edward Casey, fAHow To Get From Space to Place in a
Pr ol e g o iBeneea ¢f Blagcedn Feld and Basso, (Santa Fe, NM: School of American Research Press,

1996).
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It can be easy especially within a landlocked state such as North Bekito
forget that ladscape includes not just aflandin Hidatsa) it includes miri (wateralso
inHidatsg . Sitting Rabbitds map r eimogetltek us of
laid the foundation for culture, place, and history for the Fortiié&d community. The
map itself centers on Awaati, the Missouri River, and the key stories that mark place and
identity use the Missouri River and its tributaries as reference points for stories embedded
in the landscape. Place, for the Mandan and Hidetas constructed not just on land, but
in reference to the water that consistently moved through the landscape. Place, history,
culture, memory these were all constructed using both awa (land) and Awaati (the
Missouri River) as the concredéements othe landscapthat signified the
remembered®

Due to cultural diversity within both the Mandardadidatsa, neither tribe has a
singlecreation story. Both Mandan and Hidatsa narratives tell how Loné Méer
following his bloody footprints back to tleedar tree that bore himtogether with First
Man or Coyoteencouraged a diving duck to briegil from beneath a flooded
waterscapgwith which theycreatel the lands to the east and west of the Missouri, as
well as the flora and fauna associated with each land$t&pe Mandan communities,
some asserted that the Heart River (one of the tributaries of the Missouri) was the center

of the universe, where aftdre original flood First Creator shaped the more rugged

3 Michel De CerteauThe Practice of Everydayfej trans. Steven Rendell (Berkeley: University of

California Press, 1984). Basdjsdom Sits in Place€ a s e y , AHow To Get From Space
Fairly Short Stretch oGartographes ofdsaMan: Ehe Lard arifisn Ki vel sor
Meaningsin Seventeententury Russi@lthaca: Cornell University Press, 2006).

“ Alfred Bowers Mandan Social and Ceremonial Organizati@hicago: University of Chicago Press,

1950), Appendix I: Myths of the Okipa Ceremony, see Origin Myth related by WhiteQZagin Myth

related by Scattercorn. Boweksidatsa Social and Ceremonial Organizatigtincoln: University of

Nebraska Press, 199 2) ,-30f W.HRaymand W/ @od,ltk ©rigins oPteerHidatsh, 6 2 9 7
Indians: A Review of Ethnohistorical and @rgonal Data(Lincoln: J&L Reprint Company, 1986), 2122,

93-123.
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erosionbased landscape west of the river, animals such as buffalo and elk, and big and
little streams and springs; at the same time, Lone Man made the land to the east, full of
gentle hills and lake Both creators had agreed that they would work side by side but
leave a river between them as they worked.

These stories align with geological explanations of the landscape, that tell how the
land in this region was shaped by waves of huge glacierthante of the Rocky
Mountain chain, producing two separate effects on the east and west sides of the
Missouri. East of the river, the land consists of rolling hills formed by glacial drift left
behind on what had previously been a flat plain, and rangaiargely unmarked by
erosion. The lakes that dot the eastern side that lead into the woodlands of northern
Minnesota testify to the fact that drainage patterns have not yet been fully formed as on
the western side. In comparison, the western side dflissouri in which an old seafloor

has been tilted by the rise of the Rockies, was shaped by erosion and drainage from the

> As told to Robert Reitz and translated by Carl Sylvester, Philip Snow told this part of the creation story
t husl y: AWhen the diving duck br ouwdobktitframphetiutck s ear tF
bill and by magic handling, and by resting first on one hand and then on the other with the lump of dirt, it
developed into a handful. He gave one part of this handful to the First Maker and he kept the other, and

sai d, A FKyoutake yoi ahoieerof where you wantto makehe nort h side or the
took the north, and by magic handling the First Maker made the rolling mountain country, rolling hills,

rivers, streams, and he kepton until he justhad asmallith i t | eft. Then he said, A
the heart of the | and, o and he put down this bit ar

thatodos what he did with his portion. Thedibhelehe Lone
and there and kept on with it, and being a man of serene temperament, he wanted to rough places, and he
created flat lands, easy to get around. Then he made a big forest, and we call it just thiatht &y

Forest. When he got finishedopin ocean to ocean, he had some left, and he deposited this and made the

hill that you can see there somewhere north of Bisr
River, and they called it [ Awaat ithesethingsNtavas,fortheh en t h e
special benefit of the Indian to use and multiply and make use of. That being the case we felt, my ancestors

had felt, from the beginning, that the continent was meant for the Indian. Living in the western hemisphere

was for tleir benefit, and it was made for their benefit. Now there came a race from foreign shores who

have usurped, and we are overwhelmed by their very might. And now we have lost to them that what was

made for us. o0 Reitz fi el dB80B;tniversity of Ghicago, Fort B&tholdl 95 2 ; Me
Project Records; Sol TaxFort Berthold Action Anthropology Project; National Anthropological

Archives, Smithsonian Institution.
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mountains into the river to create badlands areas cuttingedimentary rock
underneath the grasslandstoé Plaing'®

West of tle Missouri, then, consists o main types of land: prairend valley.
Although thedry, erodedadlands surroumalg the streams and rivers that feed into the
Missouri look stark, they usuallyordera valley area that contains greater plant and
animalspecies diversity fed by the proximity to water and the nutriehtflood plain.
The valley floors are populated by heavy timber growtillows, cottonwoods, cedars,
elms, boxelders as well as a diverse array of animal, bird, and riverine life. djpe t
lands, on the other hand, gain their sustaining water not from the rivers and streams but
from rainfall. The plants on the praifiegrasses, sage, small brusthus evolved
complex root networks, or sod, to capitalize on the moisture from the r&iefdlto a
mini mum by the rain shadow enforced by the
blizzards, and grazers could decimate the visible part of this plant life, but as long as sod
survived, so would the society to hold the thin soilsonthe genteegrad¢ The pr ai ri
allowedlargegrazers bison, elk, and deérto develop migration patterns that stretched
from northern Canada to the southern United Sfates.

The area of the United States called o0t
grassland bimes, tallgrass, mixed grass, and shortgrass, the boundaries of which are
shaped in a large part by the boundaries of the fronts of major continental air masses on
the eastern side of the Rockies, the polar and gulf fronts. The long duree trends of these
fronts control not only temperature, but also rainfall and the length of seasons. Most of

preseniday North Dakota falls within the mixed grass biome, populated both by tallgrass

“8Wood, 49. Richard ManningGrassland: The History, Biology, Politics, and Promisehe American
Prairie (New York: Penguin, 1995), 441.
“"Wood, 7. ManningGrassland 39-40.
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species that moved into the area after the retreat of melting glaciers thering t
Pleistocene Era and by shortgrass species that came from the high plains of the desert
southwest at the tail end of the Pleistoc&he.

The known archeological recordarcheology being another way of imagining
space and pladetells us that the presemof large grazers spurred human habitation of
the Great Plains during and after the retreat of the last massive glacier. Ancient
indigenous communities used the nomadic herds as the foundation of their food sources,
some groups maintaining a nomadic lifgs, while others lived in villages, pueblos, or
larger cities and developed farming techniques that allowed the three sisters of Native
American agriculturé corn, beans, and squaisko flourish in arid environments with a
wide range of growing seasorfi$ie short growing season of the northern plaggired
the Mandan and Hidatsa develop corn, bean, squash, and sunflower species that would
come to maturity within sixty to seventy ddys.

And while large grazers such as bison pulled human commuinittethe prairie
landscape, it was the river that allowed humans to live in this@ediregion. The upper
Missouri made the land not only habitable, but allowed the Plains Village Cuiltares
the fiprotoo Mandan, Hi d a ti sodlqurisiagiicldtarallya , Pawn
between 100A.500 in an environment of extremes. Bitingly cold winters in whkl€h-
with a windchill of-30F can last for weeks at a time, and hot, dry summers in which the
temperature ranges between 80F to 100F create enbaghagricultural challenge

without taking into account the difficulty of breaking prairie sod and the thinness of the

“8 James E. Sherowhe Grasslands of the United States: An Environmental Higiegver: ABGClio,

2007), 128.

“9Waldo WedelPrehistoric Man on the Great 8hs(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1961),

158-60. Manning, 68. Wood,-8. Parch corn, grind; cook squash and beans and mash them, grind

sunfl ower s, mi x together to make the Four Mix ( Manc
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topsoilbeneath it. Annual precipitation in this portion of the Dakotas ranges between
fifteen to seventeen inches per year, makingit pf a semarid biome that extends

north and south on the eastern side of the Rockies. Such aridity ensured that the land was
|l iterally and figuratively shaped by the
its high silt content?

From its headaters near the preseddy town of Three Forks in the Rocky
Mountains of southwestern Montana, the Missouri leads east through Montana before
turning south in North Dakota. From its turn south, the river runs through South Dakota,
Nebraska, lowa, and Kaas before merging with the Mississippi near Saint Louis,

Missouri. At the end of this 2,341 mileshaped journey, the union of the Missouri and
Mississippi is legible from the air because the silt of the Missouri contributed in part by
the Upper Missourstates makes it a light tan color in comparison to thkedavaters of

the Mississippi. Thasilt then pushes and pulls all the way down to the Gulf of MeXico.

The Missouri remains the longest river in the United States. And while the
Mississippiloom$s ar ge i n the American 1 maginati on
river, the Missouri contributes anywhere from fefitye to seventy percent of the flow
volume of the Mississippi when the rivers converge near Saint Louis. More than-twenty
eight Native tibes used the Missouri before Ethmericans came to travel and utilize

the river, drawn not only by the flowing water in an arid steppe climate, but to the river

*0W. Raymond WoodAn Interpretaion of Mandan Culture HistorySmithsonian Institution, Bureau of
American Ethnology, Bulletin 198 (Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1967), 4
*1Wood, 49. Manning, 1516.
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valley environment as a source of timber, diverse animal and plant species, and fertile
lands for agriculture?

Thegive and take of the river centered on the nutsrantt silt that allowed
gardens and fields and plant and animal species near the river valley to flourish,
representing fnone of North Amerntbta@lédds most
channel s, riparian | ands, chutes, sloughs,
Because land does not flow and change at the same rate as water, humans can make a
more permanent and visible mark on it, and thus land better allows us tbdwmck
humang Native and nofNativei modified the land and water to creatacei a place
in which human communities worked and lived on the land, growing corn and beans and
squash, stories and histories and memdfies.

The stories and histories are agetse as the ecosystem, but tend to center around
the river as a marker of place. For example, another tradition from the Mandan asserted
that the Mandan had come out of the earth on the right bank of the Mississippi River near
the Gulf of Mexico. They braght corn and the knowledge of its cultivation with them as
they moved north, and their migration was based on a religious imperative. They
migrated to the mouth of the Missouri, always moving noidim the mouth of the
Mississippj and finally coming tahe place where the Heart River joined the Missouri

where they were united with the people Lone Man and First Creator put there.

2 Missouri River Natural Resources Committee and the U.S. Geological Survey, Biological Resources
Division, Missouri River Environmental Assessment Program,1998.

*3 Missouri River Natural Resources Committee and the U.S. Geological Survey, Biological Besourc
Division, Missouri River Environmental Assessment Program. 1998. Manning, Chapter 4.
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Significantly, both origins stories center the river in the community explanations of origin
and creationi’
The Hidats also pesess differing origistories contained within their tribal
history, but to a large degree they agree on the following account, as told by Buffalo Bird
Woman in the 1920s:
We Hidatsas believe that our tribe once lived under the waters of Devils Lake.
Somehunters discovered the root of a vine growing downward; and climbing it,
they found themselves on the surface of the earth. Others followed them, until
half the tribe had escaped; but the vine broke under the weight of a pregnant
woman, leaving the restiponers. A part of our tribe are therefore still beneath
the lake>
But both Mandan and Hidatsa accounts agree on how the two tribes grew to be neighbors
and allies. The Mandan had already migrated to firesentday territory along the
Missouri, andone day a group of Hidatsa hunters coming from the east encountered their
village. Although separated by the river, the Mandan shot arrows over the Hidatsa that

had corn tied to them, and communicated that they should eat it. The Hidatsa hunting

party retuned to their original village and told them of their discovery, and the

**Virginia Bergman Peter§Vomen of the Earth Lodges: Tribal Life on the Plg)erman:University of

Oklahoma Press, 20Q0@Fhapters 3 &. The story of migration from near the Gulf of Mexico is supported

by the presence of shells originating from that area in one of the Mandan medicine bundles that survived to
historic times. Accompanying these origins stories was another explanatioraotpe and cr eati on:
[A]fter the two male gods created the earth and the male animals, a holy woman whose name was Village

Old Woman decided to create females of each species to perpetuate life and give the people female

creatures to worship. In her sdafor the Mandan and Hidatsa people, she followed the Missouri River
underground to its source in the Rocky Mountains, cutting out the Knife River and its tributaries as she

went. Peters, 33. Alfred Bowegandan Appendix I: Myths of the Okipa Ceremorsee Origin Myth

related by White Calf, Origin Myth related by Scattercorn. Wéadinterpretation of Mandan Culture

History.

®Wilson,Buf fal o Bird.WdmMWMgndsat®Gaerdersmall Ankle, going,

party, visiteedatDevihes Wwakes, @Bkee said, o6l heard a f
dance.d This story is true; for Sioux, who now | i Ve

my people who escaped from the lake built villages near by. These weaglofodges, such as my tribe

built until very recent years; two such earth lodges are still standing on this reservation. The site where an

earth lodge has stood is marked by an earthen ring, rising about what was once the hard trampled floor.

There aremany such earthen rings on the shores of Devils Lake, showing that, as tradition says, our
villages stood there. There were three of these vil
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community moved west to settle near the Mandan vilialget in their own separate
town where they learned to cultivate gardens from the Marfdan.

The Arikara creation story involvesigration, and is much less tied to the
Missouri River as a central marker of place. Threetribes agree that the Arikara were
forcedupstream into Mandan and Hidatsa territory by a combination of Lakota
aggression and decimation due to smallgomre sbry told to anthropologists in the
1950shy a Hidatsdribal membemnarrated the Arikara as being in a pitiful state due to
Lakota attackswhena Hi dat sa chief nfAapproached the Re
him to bring his people across the River tm jine [Hidatsa], offering them the protection
of the [Hidatsa] and suggesting that by combining forces they might both become more
power ful .o The Arikara chief refused, fnAsay
ground. By thi®2 they meant thatey had come to feel at one with the place, and
attached to the place, and felt that they
|l ive across the River.o Myra Snow (Mandan,
1980s, saying,

That 6 s winydall threedrbes]migrated up north towards Fishhook

[ Vil l age] é they werl éthinkéeyimad srsallpaxudgnmt er e d

in Nebraska and they were a small band of Arikaras then and then they came up

and they moved into those lodges dowsinton [that had been abandoned by

the Hidatsa due to smal | gbecdusethéywE€baey | u

immune to that smallpox germ cause they already had it in Nebraska. They were
there and the Sioux kept attacking them, so they finally maped Fishhook

Village. é The first time they came, th
they said this my mother told mé they got kind of high, kind of like they were
better than the Mandan, and they said,

powerful medicines and oh, they were just much better than our. t8bdkey
went away and then they come back and there was just a few. They were getting
slaughtered by the Sioux. Thatoés when t

*W. Raymond WoodThe Origins of the Hidatsa Indiana Review of Ethnohistorical and Traditional
Data. (Lincoln: National Park Service, 1980),-22. BowersHidatsa A The Legend3®fy Per i o
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and Hidatsa group ent across with the bull boats and they crossed, and since
then they been here.

Regardless of the reasons behind the Arikara deciding to join or not join the Mandan and
Hidatsa, clearly all three tribes were deeply tied to the river valley landscaps,tfe
Ari kara chief is said to have related, fit
grouvhd. o

Bet ween 1000 and 1500, t hiethefc@menonitiesa | Pl
that became the Mandan, Hidatsa, Arikara, Pawnee, and Widhieal in the grasslands
river valleys in large earth lodge villages, gardening, trading, and hunting to maintain
their communities. After 1500, Mandan and Hidatsa communities consisted of earth
lodge dwellings clustered in a fortified village around a central pletaatso served as
the center of social and religious gatheringsd of course, these communities were
always built along the Missouri River. Women built the circular earth lodges with help
from clan members, and men erected the four large center polesated by crossbeams
to support the roof. Eleven to fifteen smaller poles were set in a circle around the center
posts, and the entire structure was covered by rafters at the top and ringed by smaller
willow posts around the edges before being insulbayefirst a layer of grass and then a
layer of earth and clay. As each earth lodge contained an average of ten family members,
and each village contained between forty to a hundred lodges, a village could consist of

anywhere from four hundred to one thouspeople?®

°"Reitz field notes, 6/12/52, p. 3; Manuscript 4805; University of Chicago, Fort Berthold Project Records;
Sol Taxi Fort Berthold Action Anthropology Project; National Anthropological Archives, Smithsonian
Institution. Myra Snow interview, interviewed by Eric Wolf, National Park Service, tape recording
converted to digital audio file, Fort Berthold Communityil€ge, New Town, ND, June 25, 1990.

%8 Sherow, 2527. Wood, 1420.
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The organization of the village and its earth lodges testify to the relationship
between Mandan and Hidatsa communities and the river valley environment, for often
the villages were built on the bluffs above the Missouri River véllegt onlyfor
defensive purposes but also because fertile valley lands were used for crop production.
The earth lodges themselves could not have been built without easy access to the diverse
timber resources of the valley, the grass of the prairie, and the mothgraf the river?®

Agriculture centered otthe cultivation of corn, beans, squash, pumpkins, and
sunflowers in the sandy, fertile river valley sustained these communities. Each family
cultivated three to five acres, and gardens exemplified polyculasedon the
companion planting of corn, beans and squash in which the corn provided a structure for
the beans to climb as they grew, the beans helped to fix nitrogen into the soil for the other
plants, and the squash spread along the ground not utilizbe loprn or the beans,
helping to prevent weeds and to retain soil moisture. Sunflowers often bordered the main
garden plots to help deter pests, birds, and grazing wifdlife.

Gardening, hunting, and food preservation allowed Mandan and Hidatsa villages
to maintain prosperity unknown by other Plains tribes well into the nineteenth century.
They also allowed both tribes to serve as a nexus of acoosimental trade network.

Contrary to the characterizations of tribal groups by early European explotdEsian
American government ageritsvho, in their writings and portrayalsene often trying to
simplify a deeplycomplicated local picture for faraway government ceritéhe

Mandan and Hidatsa were embedded in a complex set otiili@irrelations.

% Wood, 1420.
%0\Wood, 2021. WilsonBu f f al o Bi rd .Womands Garden
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The Missouri River was not necessarily the center of these intertribal
relationships, though it served as the central actor in Mandan and Hidatsa land use
patterns. Although rivers often function as transportation lines and connection points, on
the northen Plains the rivers were not the only aspect of the landscape that moved. The
movement of buffalo herds became as important as the movement of the water of the
Missouri, especially after the coming of the horse, and so trade networks extended north,
south and west regardless of the direction of the river. Additionally, the extension of
distance and speed possible in travel due to the introduction of the horse changed not
only hunting patterns, but also military and intertribal conflict patt&rns.

The arival of Europeas in the Americaalsointroducednew catalyst for social
and environmental chang@iseases such as smallpox, measles, cholera, and the bubonic
plague begin to sweep across the continent with a pitiless-yl@ayregularity that
reducel the population of the Plaify 9095% between 1500 and 170the southern
presence of the Spanish introduced a revolution in travel and food production throughout
the Plains,the horsé? In particularwrites environmental historian James Sherd, t ] h e
combined effects of Europednorne diseases, cultural conflicts over religious beliefs,
climatic changes concurrent with the onset of the Little Ice[Agiveen the sixteenth
and nineteenth centuriegind the dispersal of introduced European animgteceslly

the horse, created in ideal situation for the success of aggressive, expansionist peoples

61 Jeffery HansonHidatsa Culture Change, 178I845: A Cultural Ecological Approacdftincoln:

National Park Service, Midvee Archeological Center, 1983),-BB. Sherow, 4:55.

Sherow, 42. Sherow writes, fABesides simply killing
i mportant ecological effects. é Obviouswould with no
have increased. The only factors limiting their growth would have been the carrying capacity of the grasses

and the concurrent rise in predators such as wolves. In the 1700s bison herds might have been as large as

they ever were, given the effectskifropearb or ne di seases. 0
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such as the Comanches to the %latertthe and t
prevalence of a hordeased hunting economy would set the foundationthfogrowth of
cattle economies throughout the Plains. Aside from disease and the spread of the horse
after Spanish intrusion into the desert southwest, northern European settlement and
population growthi accompanied by violence and dispossessidisplacd and
pressured eastern indigenous communities to expand west, setting off a chain reaction of
migration that reached the Plafffs.

By the time the first French fur traders and explorers were traversihgsbeuri
and the Dakotas, thedkthern Plains was home to ethnic groups under the following
contemporary names: Arikara, Assiniboine, Arapaho, Blackfeet, Cheyenne, some Cree
and Ojibwe bands, Crow, Gros Ventre, Hidatsa, various bands of Lakota, and Mandan.
After the horse reached thertieern Plains, the majority of these groups assimilated to an
almost entirely nomadic lifestyle that focused on the horse and the buffalo to sustain
communities. The exceptions on the northern Plains were the Mandan and Hidatsa, who
instead moved in the ppsite direction towards a permanent village life. Thus, by the
time white people entered the area, the northern plains was a site of contested place and
space. Lakota imaginings of the Black Hills as sacred overlapped with Mandan
imaginings of the Black Hs as their past territories; Lakota spatial practice of nomadic
hunting at times intruded on Hidatsa hunting and agriculture, and Hidatsa agricultural

goods served as a resourcéda trade or theft for other Northern Rins tribes. Each had

%3 Sherow, 45.
6 Colin Calloway,One Vast Winter Count: The Native American West Before Lewis and(Otackin:
University of Nebraska Press, 2003).
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their ownspatial constructions, their own territories, their own stories about the land that
marked placé’

Thus, through agriculture, tement, transportation, staglling and history
telling, the Mandan, Hidatsa, and Arikara transformed lands in the nof&neat Plains.
These uses of land and narrative created a sense of place for each commalinéy
landscape that was intimately known and narrated from one generation to another. It
became a landscape in which tribes met, combined, gatherefdugihdi and the stories
they told about it, from memories of warfare to those of childbirth, named specific
portions of the land in order to claim it. Both the naming and the claiming happened
within a complex intertribal world that the next group to arriveh@nRlaing Euro-
Americans would attempt to understd, simplify, take advantage ofor at times
destroy. Sitting Rabbitds map narrates thi

Mandan understanding of the place that grew along the Missouri Reingt as the

Mandan world startet near Turtle Fall Creek.

Spaces of Change

8 Calloway,One Vast Winter CounPeter MancallAmerican Encounters: Nativesid Newcomers from
European Contact to Indian Removal, 180860(New York: Routledge, 2000). Manning, 68.
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Image 1.2 SittingRath t 6s 1907 Mi ssouri River Map (det

Sitting Rabbitds map shows more than
the experstorytellers ofispaced Within this dissertatiorfispacé r ef er ence s
that, like placethe physical environment is also shaped by the ascription of meanings
and values to certain parcels of lakbhlike place, however, space also implies theje
institutions and structuresithin a societyalso shape the landscape by assigning
meanings and enforcing certain uses and practices in association Withsg processes
that emanate from structures and institutions, that at times can be vemayairam the
land in questiofi as opposed to the lived production implied in the production of place
by individuals and local communitiégproduce specifispatialpractices and perceptions
that can impact the way local communities understand the prawdsch they live For
example, Lakota narrations of Mandan, Hidatsa, or Arikara land as a potential extraction

point of stored agricultural goods could overlap with the U.S. national government
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viewing those same lands as a space in which to set ugiragtfart for the extraction of

furs, which could overlap with the understandings of place developed by the Three

Affiliated Tribes as they both tended gardens and hunted to produce furs for trade.

Thinking about the physical environment in this way allowso parse and identify the

differences between the way individuals or a local community understands a landscape

and the way larganstitutionsi such as a federal or state governmbat also including

a tribei understand and create policies affegtihe same landscape. In other wotls,

concepts ogpace and place allow usrtwre accurately descriltee overlap and

conflicts between local and distant narratiansanings, and use of a landsc&be.
Mapsareparticulaty useful inillustrating the spatial constructions of

governments and communities atlafg8.i t t i ng Rabbi t 6s -Bauth st art

Dakota border, and follows the curves of the Missouri RivarHidatsa Awaatii until

it hits the mouth of the YellowstorRRiver near the North Dakotdontana border. His

map shows not only Hidatsa and Mandan historical and mythical markers, but also the

locations of EureAmerican settlements along the Missouri, usually marked with a grid

pattern to represent towns. The Grdatthern Railroad also crosses the map sections

like a scar, stretching across the canvas with very little to anchor its path. The last few

segments of the map show very little detail along the Mis$cami unsurprising

% Because land can be used to describe something as basic as soil or the ground, this project uses it to
attempt to strip the human meanings attddioethe physical environmehteven while acknowledging the

i mpossibility of such a task. The use of Al andodo i s
fabsolute space, 0 or space in its chandtersfarto most &éne
what Lefebvre called fisocial spaceodo (as opposed to

constructed in complex ways by society through ascribing meanings and assigning values to certain spaces
in ways that produces specifipatial practices and perceptions. Henri LefebMne, Production of Space

trans. Donald NicholseBmith (Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing, 1991).

67 Several rigorous and beautifullyritten academic books have covered the uses and narratives contained

in maps. See G. Malcolm LewiSartographic Encounters: Perpectives on Native American Mapmaking

and Map UsdChicago: University of Chicago Press, 1998). Also see KivelSartpgraphies of Tsardom
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representation considering that shof the detail clusters around the portions of the river
inhabited by the Mandan and Hidatsa within historic times.

Alongside the constantly turning Missouri as drawn by Sitting Rabbit, the
pictographidousts ofNative men are drawn to refer to Mandawd élidatsa leaders
pictographs of single or groups of earthlodges represent current or past villages, and log
or frame houses are used to mark EAnoerican places such as trading posts or Indian
agencies. At times, Sitting Rabbit drew animals to reptgdgrsical landmarks such as
thebuffalo head is drawn near the location of Buffalo Head Hill. The map only marks
places along the Missouri River valley, and the surrounding plains are largely featureless
except for the railroad line; at one point on thap, perhaps to fill space, Sitting Rabbit
drew a large U.S. flag.

The presence of EmAmerican settlements and landmarks, as well as the U.S.
flag, exhibit an historical and physical narrative that takes for granted the long history of
U.S. and white gesence in the region. This is not an imagined past created by Sitting
Rabbit for the North Dakota Historical Sociétyt narrates the long history of
interactions between Fort Berthold community members and &uericans. Indeed,
the form of the map iddf is representative of this history of interactions, for Sitting
Rabbit did not simply sit down and sketch the course of the river. He took as his model

and templat@ survey map created by the federal government.

For all of these reasons, Sitting Rabldi s map all ows us to beg

how the Missouri River valley narrated and lived and closely used for gardening and
ranching by the Mandan and Hidatsaas also constructed and defined in dialogue with

the U.S. governmenits map set out to eate and capture the knowledge of space,
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knowledge that did not necessarily include concepts such as fourth turtles or hills named
foranimalsSi t ti ng Rabbitds map s hemldngandspach at t h
making were coterminous, always ingalted in each other, and so closetgrtwined as

to be inextricable. Sitting Rabbit narrated a Missouri Rerevironment that held

Hidatsa, Mandan, ariduropearAmerican historyn an organic whole

The map and its detailed and curiously segmented AAwas, in fact, created
based on a map provided to Sitting Rabbit by the North Dakota Historical Society
Secretary, Orin G. Libby. The map Libby provided to Sitting Rabbit was probably from
an 18921895 Missouri River Commission (MRC) Survey map, as duygnents
represented in the Sitting Rabbit map align exactly with sectional maps produced by the
MRC. As such, Sitting Rabbitds-makiagp repr ese
historical narrativeand the delineation of intertribal spateit also statsponsored
spacemaking.

Congress created the fimeember Missouri River Commission within the War
Department in 1884 to survey the entire length of the Missouri River, so as to provide a
foundation for planning commercial transportation development ofitee Although
the commission fell apart in 1902, it produced a map of the entire length of the Missouri
River consisting of 83 individual plates. Thirteen of these plates were probably used as
the basis for Sitting Radphvakbeduringahetimeas it

period that matches the segmentation found

Missouri®®

®Thiessen et al., AThe Sitting Rabbit WILE7 Map of t
Biological Resources DivisioifiMissouri River Commission Mapshttp://aal79.cr.usgs.gov/1894maps/.
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As a document, its complicated genealogy illustrates the dialogic nature of how
space and place are produced by numerous actisstitutions. It reminds us that
while distant state governments can attempt to discipline imagined spaces for the
purposes of commercial or juridical control, local communities and individuals subvert
that attempt to create an-darrative through therpctice of community. In other words,
Sitting Rabbit may have used the MRC map as a basis for his segmentation of the
Missourii at the request of the Secretary of the North Dakota Historical Sddoetly
Mandan and Hidatsa narratives of place, histang, meaning could rearrate the spatial
representations of the state.

Thus, while Sitting Rabbitds map repres
narrative referencing oral tradition, oral history, and Hidatsa and Mandan historical
narrative, this naative is laid ovei covering and obscuriniga stateoriented spatial
representation. In this instance, the U.S. wished to produce a full map of the Missouri as
it could be surveyed during the 1890s; the map was not only an attempt to create a
disciplined narrative of what was, as a matter of nature, impossible to control: the ever
changing course of the Missouri River; the map was also an attempt to lay the foundation
for thefuturediscipline of the Missouiii to serve as the basis for planning modifions
to the bed and the shores of the Missouri in order to encourage and ensure commerce via
its unruly currents. Sitting Rabbités map,
spatial narrative at the same time as it is founded upon getls#e statesponsored
spatial narrativé®

Sitting Rabbités map reminds us that pl

for the United States in a particular way, and the foundations of that formulation had been

%9 See: ScottSeeing Like a State
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laid well before the decision to createseries of makstem dams along the Missouri

River was made in 1947. Fifty years before the fidan Plan was signed into law by

thenPresident Franklin Roosevelt, a previous administration had sent out a team of

surveyors, the Missouri River Commissjaa produce a comprehensive map of the

Missouri River; the intent was to fully understand the course of the Missouri in order to

plan to modify and attempt to control it. The U.S. was constructing space in the Missouri

River valleyi focused on increasingavigability and commerce along its courser at

least a halcentury before the Garrison Dam was proposed as part of th&leiak Plan.
Spacd most obvious as part of a large scale, administrative process that

selectively uses local knowledge to\sethe desires of distant institutions and

populations begins tadevelops when groups of humans begin to imagine, delineate,

classify, create purpose for, and bound their landscapes and plaoes Eurc

American contacthowever Native communitie®n the northern Plairdid employ

spacemaking activities as they created, mapped, and defended community lands

engaged in longlistance diplomacy with other tribal communities in the region. But

when EureAmericans began to enter the Plains in greatimbers, they carried more

than trade goods, mapaking tools, or disease; within their consciousness they carried

the priorities and constructions imagined and solidified by distant national institutions, or

governmentg’

“See Elizabeth P. Paul s, AThe Pl ace ofHistBig@dce: Ar chi
Archaeologyed. Martin Hall and Stephen Bitan, (Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing, 2006), -4

Pauls writes, AA regional example serves to illustr
discussions on territorial claims, government land schemes, and other public policy detrstopisysical
and cultural distancenbienaeeal Agmeasshhaldds mandd t he ¢

economic elite has made the region an attractive locus for resource exploitation schemes and the social and
landscape experiments that accamp such projects.

60



The first white explorers cagrby the river, venturing into a complicated set of
tribal spatial practices and conceptidhat defined and enforced tribal territorial
boundaries through trade and warfdfeench and Spanish Eufomericans began to
explore the Missouri River in the éitgenth century, mostly in efforts to extend colonial
claims against other European nations into tribedigitrolled territories. The United
States was essentially engaged in the same process when, in the early 1800s after the
completion of the Louisianaufchase, the Lewis and Clark Expedition was sent west to
use Spanish maps and local Native knowledge in order to find a route to the Pacific.
Along the way, they famously wintered at a Mandan village, where they enlisted the help
of Sacagawea whose veryexistence, as a Hidatsa community member who had begun
her life as Shoshone before being captured and adopted by the Hidatsa, then marrying
and bearing the child of a French trader, attests to the complicated tribal spatial practices
and understandingsto lead them further weét.

Spanish and American maps provided new knowledge for the federal government,
but as with most spatial representations they flattened the lived knowledge of the people
who built their communities along the Missouri. Exmericanexplorers wrote
extensively of their meetings with Native groupssually in order to provide a cognitive
map of the local power structures in order to aid colonial powers in strategizing territorial
controli and especially the Lewis and Clark Expeditadtempted to leave their physical
mark on the landscape along the Missouri as another form of claiatitigmes literally

carving their names and dates into the landscape because the center of the history of

“"™Manning, 69. French agent and explorer Etienne de
hairedod Mandans in his writings of his expdayor ati ons
Missouri, but his presence ihe Mandan villages is unconfirmed. The first confirmed European to visit

either the Mandan or Hidatsa was Pierre Gaultier de Varennes, sieur de La Verendrye in 1738 for his

explorations for the French government.
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Native/settlercolonistrelations in the United States has traditionally been focused on the
taking (or loss) of land and the resources of the land, the physicality of the attempts to
claim is unsurprising. But befoke.S. territorial control was solidified over the Great
Plains it was impossible for Eurdmericans to leave their physical mark on the
waterscape.

Because of its variability, the water of the Missouri could not be claimed with a
permanent physical mark in the same way that land could be defined with the inscriptio
of initials or the use of fences. The water shifted course, changing the landscape,
depositing and eroding and flooding and retreating, freezing and cracking at the
beginning and end of harsh northern winters. Due to the changeability and power of
Awaatias an element of the northern Plains landscape, it meydeetedhat so many
agents of change traveled by river. Lewis and Clark, soldiers, fur trappers, traders used
Awaati as a bloodline of exchange and exploration of space. Sometimes these people
caried powerful things that produced unimaginable change for the Mandan and Hidatsa
communities of the Upper Missouri.

In the summer of 1837, a steamboat from the American Fur Company traveled up
the Missouri from Saint Louis, and the smallpox carried kypassengers and traders
infected the Mandan, Hidatsa, and Arikara villages along the Upper Missouri. Although
the villages had been swept at least twice before by smallpox and whooping cough
epidemics, this episode decimated the communities. Over nieetgm of the
population of the Mandan villages perished; an estimated seventy percent of the Hidatsa

villages died.
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How can one imagine the unimaginable? Starfyisionng a family often
peoplei a grandmother and grandfathamother, a father, arsix children. Then
visualizethat all of them d¢d except for two of the eldest childrétext,see in your
mind's eyedhat this happened not only in one family, but in an entire toeund in the
next town over. In facpicturethat within a collectiorof five small towns, only one or
two people from each family survived a terrible, frightening epidemic, and that when it
was all over the task was left to them to rebuildis demographic portrait, however,
fails to capture the social dislocations, théuwal shocks, and personal traumas. Entire
families ended, and genealogies tend to end once they hit the smallpox years. Emmarine
Chase (Mandan, Hidatsa) recalled a tragic story she heard from her grandmother, who
had been a small child who survived thstimajor smallpox epidemic:
[After smallpox they] moved up to Fishhook Village, and she used to tell, she said
they just | eft everything. All our wint
try to carry anything cause we all traveled on foot and there was very few that had
dogs, you know. Even dogs were just dying off. It was really pitiful, she said.
There was women that had their little babies in bundles that got that smallpox,
and she said they were crying, and they took those babies and tied them up as
high as they could otnees, strapped them so that no animal would eat them. And
the babies were just crying, but they, the whole village was just, nothing but
wailing, you couldhearit, it wasterrible. Gee, that was terrible.

Here there was a s mbacbrheamdgatincontgct party
with it, they came and they knew that something was wrong. The leader said, wait
awhile, he said, | etds not go back; som
wrong here, he said. And here they seen all the lodges was just deserte
everything, so they just pulled back and went back, and they survived. And those
were the ones that survived. But that was really terrible, | guess. And she actually
went through that.

Chasebs sister, Myra Snow, tdlegd sr elxpteed ea c
during the last smallpox epidemic before the move to Like A Fishhook Villagstory

in which Awaati, the Missouri River, held a central role in survival.
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My grandmother used to tell thiamy mother told me this she was so, just
bumi ng up with fever when they had this
and they had a high fever, she was just
gonna | ay here and just, |l 6m gonna go d
up, m a fed leetter shid shid. So she made her way down to the river and she
got in that cold water and took a good bath and everything, boy, it just brought her
fever down and she felt real good, so s
said,godownandtak a bath, youbére gonna feel g O«
went down there and they took baths and they come up slow but | guess it must
have brought their fever down or something, that cold water.

Even in the most tragic and tumultuous of times, commu vy me mber s6 r el at i

Awaati helped to sustain thefh.
The survivors of the smallpox epidemic from the Mandan and Hidatsa

communities banded together in 1845 to create a unified village, called\E#ighhook

Village. This development surely s@s a shift in the way both tribes understood

themselves and their communitiégneranttribesi especially the Lakota had harassed

and attacked both Mandan and Hidatsa villages throughout the eighteenth and nineteenth

centuries. Epidemics had erasednenunity members the pastBut the combination of

a decimated population and contentious relationships with other tribes on the northern

plains forced both tribes, historically separate, into the same village. At the same time as

the Mandan and Hidatsansolidatedheir communities, the Arikareesponded tthe

Mandan decimation by moving into abandoned villages and taking possession of the

cornfields disease had left untendéd.

2Emmarine Chase, interviewed by Eric Wolfational Park Service, tape recording converted to digital

audio file, Bear Den Coulee, ND, June 20, 1990. Track 5, near the 27:00 mark. Myra Snow interview,

interviewed by Eric Wolf, National Park Service, tape recording converted to digital audiofile,

Berthold Community College, New Town, ND, June 25, 1990. For example, in an interview with

Rosemari e Mandan, Mandan gave a detailed accounti ng
the record ends, becausas@fl] thtte remalrldpox &o[sematrii @r
interviewed by Angela Parker, digital audio recording, Bakersfield, ND, October 21, 2009.

3 Lakota aggressions increased on the northern Plains because they were trying to provoke the Mandan and
Hidatsai who had frienty relations with the U.S. governmeéninto breaking friendly relations over the

inability of U.S. forces to protect them from Lakota incursions. Hanson1287Meyer, 94100. These
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When the Mandans moved to Like A Fishhook, they laid out their own sextion
the village with their traditional plaza centered around a sacred cedar representing one of
the Mandan creator s, Lone Man. Because too
circle of lodges around the plaza, some of the Hidatsa also built their Ibdgeste 6 an d
began to participate more and more in Mandan ceremonies. At the same timeAs Like
Fishhook village was established, the Pierre Chouteau, Jr. and Companayly
named entity previously called the American Fur Compabyilt a fort just abovéhe
village named Fort Berthold. Both changes signaled a move towards the eventual
political and social unification of the three trileBandan, Hidatsa, and Arikarainto a
unit eventually termed the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation. As smallpoxyahatel
measles continued to cycle through the communitiesdettastatingegularity, and as
community members maintained gardens together and invested in mutual protection
strategies against Lakota bands, the 1Ak&ishhook Village began to accrue innamt

histories and stories that would unify the tribes in later y&ars.

incidents were complicated because the Mandan were divided into thrges gfter the smallpox

epidemici the largest group living with the Hidatsa, a few staying with a group of Arikara, and yet a third

group establishing a separate village on the river above Fort Clark. The third group held a special

relationship with théranktons, which allowed them some protection against the attacks of Lakota bands.

Further, the Hidatsa also spread between several villages, and one group even went to live with the Crow

and never rejoined the tribe. Thus, none of the tribes that wouhduelg live at Fort Berthold held a

unified political front during the majority of the nineteenth century; the unity was cultural, and any political
unity was cooperative rather than regi mented. Al so,
contentios. Meyer describes an incident in 1838 when the Arikara warned the Hidatsa of an attack by a

band of Lakota, allowing the Hidatsa and Mandan to defeat the attackers. After this, the Arikara held a

victory dance for the Hidatsa and Mandan in honor of thaivery.

" Meyer, 100101. By 1862, the remaining Arikara communities had also relocated to Like A Fishhook.

Meyer writes: 0Thos e-akidhtmoklilage remengeredlit with fondness ahdi k e

sadness the rest of their lives. Years latemaddhen would go off by themselves and weep at the

recollection of their childhood home. As the memory gradually faded, they tended to idealize life in the

village. According to one who interviewed people at Fort Berthold around 1950, members of the oldest

' iving generation woul d make-.dtsearmhsdkmemawsyshad k e 6 Thos e
everything we wanted inthosedays We wer enét sick in those days and
Such an idyllic picture of life in the village wasf,course, sharply at variance with what the historical

record reveals, 0 136. Source: Paul S. Hannah, AAn /
Hi datsa I ndians of North DakBbtad (Masterds thesi s,
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Continual contact with the traders at Fort Berthold had other implications. During
the years at Liké\-Fishhook, from 1845 to 1885 when the government successfully
pushed foits degruction,Mandan and Hidatsa life began to shift even though the
Missouri River valley remained their honté@rst, community members usedrth lodges
less As late as 1865, most community members were still living in earth lodges and only
a few log cabingxisted in LikeA-Fishhook. But only seven years later, the log cabins
outnumbered the earth lodges, and twenty years later, most community members were
living in log cabins. The implications of this shift range beyond household spatiality. In
both Mandarand Hidatsa cultures, women supervised the construction of earth Todges
the knowledge of the building process and the ceremonial practices surrounding
construction were rights that had to be bought by younger women from older ames
womenwere alsdhe owners of the lodges. Thus, the shift to using log cabins also signals

a shift in the gendered power structure of the trlBes.

> Meyer, 1245. Meyer writes tht by 1872, seventgight earth lodges and ninesgven log cabins
comprised the housing in the village, and that by 1885 only a few earth lodges remained, mostly occupied
by the elderly. Residence was usually matrilocal, the male of young married doupiewith the

femal eds family. I f a woman wanted to break off a
husbandés belongings and | eave them outside of the
another residence. For a more conterappexample of how the spaces and places of domestic life can

reflect |l arger community political and economic shi

and the Soci al M eGompanatiye Stutly ofSSoorety and Higi(#906):696-736.
Cattelino documents how the move from traditional Seminole chickee housing to HUD houses reshaped
soci al organi zation and gender power. See also EI iz
Landscape, anldisto8Boalictadology edf MartiroHall and Stephen Silliman (Malden,
MA: Blackwell Publishing, 2006): 76 . A The f ur t r ad egenerated davélopmehti r st ext
scheme in this region. It reached the northern Plains by 1738, when a French Canadian tradiisifqzirty
the Mandan near the Missouri River. Within 50 to 60 years, several traders had moved into Mandan and
Hidatsa villages. They remarked upon the material comfort of the local architecture, and they and the
chroniclers who followed them noted obliquéhat the regional landscape focused on rounded built
environments (e.g., round homes, encircled villages) and organic territorial boundaries, travel routes, and
way markers (e.g., rivers, buttes).
ADuring the e arsuppliedndlitay angomsneraahfontis wesetbuilt to promote
trade, and were sited at strategic points keyed to the extant cultural landscape. Major disruptions to the
dominant (Mandastidatsa) regional landscape order did not occur until the ldtedr®tury when federal
land surveys and immigrant settlement took place. The federal towreshge system divided the
American West into uniform rectilinear parcels in order to promote land speculation and economic
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Land uselso changedviore and more men began working in the fields each
year, especially as the land was less often brbkemomen using hoes and digging
sticks and instead families hired traders to plow their land in the Sphmegeasing the
amount of land that could be utilized for gardens. The 1870s saw a decisive shift in this
direction, coinciding with increased fadégovernment presence in the community.

By 1876, the land to the west of Lie Fishhook was still used by families in the
older gardening structure, but to the east the local Indian Agent broke and fenced the land
to convert it into a large field cowlied by the agency. Raof the field was used by the
Agency, but the rest was divided and allotted to specific families. Even the produce
grown by the tribe began to change, and root vegetables such as potatoes and turnips
supplemerdgdthe corn, beansgsash, and sunflowers. The presence and influence of the
federal Indian Agent in Liké\-Fishhook represents a milestone in the coalescence of the
Mandan, Hidatsa and Arikara into what would be known as the Three Affiliated Tribes.
The change in land usetfEns, however, does not only represent a change towinals
unity; it also represents shifts in the very essence of Mandan and Hidatsa lives. For
communities who built much of their survival and prosperity around the work that went
into agriculturethe shifts towardmechanized labor and crops that had a different
relationship with the soil changed the way community memnibbath men and womein

interacted with their lived environmefft.

development, with results we can still observe in the rectangularh of t he regionés stat
towns, and fields. A new landscape order was created at the Cartesian tenangkigystem became
reinforced by the rectilinear housing of the regior
emphasizedhe unique and folklorical§aden nature of each topographic feature, the EuroAmerican order
emphasized the uniformity of the region, the interchangeability of particular plots of land, and the potential
transience of the regionds inhabitants. 0

® Meyer, 5. Source: Matthew&thnography and Philologyl1-12.
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Clearly, while the landscape and places of Mandan and Hidagsaemained
consistent, their use by the local community and their definition by a distant federal
government continued to shift and accrue new meaiiicgsating an evechanging
space in reaction to epidemics, the violence of other tribes in tl@regid Eure
American intrusion into the Plains. The spatial change of the local occurred in tandem, in
reaction to, and modifying with the way the U.S. government imagined, conceptualized,
and attempted to extend control over the same spaces. So ewgnttelWw.S.
government shifted from defining the north
as territory gained via purchase and exploration, within the local context such definitions
had to contend with those created by the Mandan, Hidatsa, &riad neighboring
tribes. Further, the spatial definitions of the Three Affiliated Tribes were modified but not
erased by the priorities of the United States government, and though the spaces of tribal
life reflected the influence of EwtAmerican preserecon the Plaing from the crops
grown to the size of the fields to the types of houses or who builtitlibennonNative
influence collected as a veneer rather than an essential cEaofeof these shifts can be
identified on Siouknowwdatte kbdklfor. t 6 s map, i foy

On Sitting RaAbFshhook illage & pear the mikidte of the map,
right before the last cluster of heavy settlement represented by Elbowoods. Sitting Rabbit
marked the location of Liké-Fishhook using a pictograplh @ large earthlodge drawn
across from a tributary to the Missouri, Dancing Bear Creek. The site has three labels:
Fort Berthold, Buadutskupe hisa atis, and Fislook house. In Hidatsa, bua or mua
means fish, idutskupe refers to something bent like & hHosa means like or similar to,

and ati is the word for house or village. Its location, placement, and labeling tells a story
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not just of Mandan or Hidatsaentered placenaking through the large earthlodge
pictograph and placement across from aketwn marker tributary to the Missouri, but
of the influence of capital and the U.S. government spaadang (the trading fort). The
priorities of capital and the state would become the eriggaene might even specify the
railroad enginé behind massive lahloss. The following section describes a major
conceptual shift for the Three Affiliated Tribes directly linked to the increasing
interactions between tribal members and local representatives of the U.S. govérament
new way of understanding territoriaundaries in reaction to an intrusive and greedy

state!’

Sovereign Territoriality and the State

Sitting Rabbitds map was commi ssioned b
State Historical Society, Orin G. Libby. Libby wanted Sitting Rabbit to predumap
that detailed all the extant historical knowledge about old village sites of the Mandan and
Hidatsa, and in return Libby would pay Sitting Rabbit money. The archival record
regarding Si titLiirog yRasb miottéess mapd Libloyandeas ponde
pastor local to Fort Berthold, Reverend Charles Hdlustrate the complicated and
contested nature of translating ownership from an indigenous context to-Afaarcan
one.

The production of the Sitting Rabbit map shows how represemsatispacecan
both illuminate and hide complexitymuch in the same way that historical narratives do.
When Sitting Rabbit produced the ithap, he d

canvas and MRC mapsthat Libby providedLibby asked him to,

"Thiessen et al., AThe-336060.ti ng Rabbit 1907 Map, o 15
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Draw the banks and islands of the river just as they used to be. Be sure and put the
names of the villages on the map out at one side so as not to cover up any part of
the map. Make the map a very long one so as to show all the curves, with the
creeks, buts, and woods just as they used to be.
But Sitting Rabbitlso culled extant indigenous historical knowledge of old village sites,
creation stories, and historical narrativésndigenous leaders and eventse even had
Reverend Charles Hall writetohiby t hat he t hought, #@Athat tF
last than on the first pictures he made for you. So he thinks he should have $25.00
d o | | Eefore Liblby commissioned the map, no améividuali owne d o t hi s
knowledgei it was remembered or forgett within the community as narrative. But
Libby, through his promise of payment, began to feel that he owned the knowledge of
this territory as a resourcg.
And when he received the initial version of the Sitting Rabbit map, Libby became
upset by what he assumed was a lack of a complete re§duedelt that Sitting Rabbit
had not done the necessary work to cull the complete body of community historical and
territorial knowledgd and thus refused to payle wrote to Sitting Rabbigt times
|l apsing into a mixtsprakdf antdehect ppwvead vol e
imagined would allow him to better connect with Sitting Rabbit,
Now my friendlwant you to be very careful and

the Missouri River is not good. | know many more villages than you have put
down. You have not put down any on the east side of the river, south of Bismarck,

and | know many are there,fonlave seen them. é Did you
Poor Wolf about this map? You did not put down the little Mandan village of 15

lodges, where the Mandans went afteet s ma | | pox of 1837. e
Sitting Rabbit you must make this map right, so thiathal head men of your

tribe, when they see it, wildl say, nlt

8 Letter, Orin G. Libby to Sitting Rabbit, 2/26/1906, Correspondence Series, Outgoing 190&¢)un

Orin Grant Libby Papers, A85; North Dakota State Historical Society Archives. Letter, C.L. Hall to O.G.
Libby, 3?/27/1906, Correspondence Series, Outgb@@$ (JurDec); Orin Grant Libby Papers, A85;

North Dakota State Historical Society Archives.
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€ But these pictures you send me now ar
must do them better.

It remains unknown why these things were notaantn ed i n Si tti mg Rabbi
correspondence that follows between Libby and a local pastor, Reverend Charles E. Hall
as the rpresentative of Sitting Rabbiteven as itletails a disagreement over whether the
map as produced adequately repregetite full tribd knowledge of the time periad
also reveals a level of blindness or ignorance regarding the information and histagy that
represented in the map. Libby, in his assumptions of an incomplete map, became blind to
the valuable information &eally contained within if?

The map contains histories and stories of plaaemixture of land and water and
people. Villages, leaders, physical landmarks, and references to tribal histories are
embedded in the map. It is not a complete representatibneliher is any history, any
map, any archive. But the conflict over the ownership of and payment for the intellectual
knowledge produced by Sitting Rabbit not only provides valuable information about the
production of the map; it is a reminder of howr@sshipi of land and both the physical
and intellectual resources of a landscajpeone important crux of the changes that were
happening during this time period regarding notions of land, place, space, and the
resources contained therein. This notibownership created a new understanding of
how land, place, and space could be defined in ternesritory.

Notions of territoryi the agreements between parties that use the lines of rivers or
mountain ranges, or sometimes entirely imagined linesltade e at e bet ween 06u
0t hemdé, bet ween & growfronh thersall ®fibth placelandspdtes of r s 6

local meanings and knowledge of the lands@pbcommunity understandings of what

9 Letter, Orin G. Libby to Sitting Rabbit, 9/3/06; Correspondence Series, Outgoing 19aBedyrOrin
Grant Libby Papers, A85; North Dakota State Historical&@p@rchives.
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separates fiour o pl ace f rhouldbdiused Spacdhe and ho
ability of humans to imagine territory and its boundaries is based in a concrete and
physical reality, but the crux of territory is ownership. This sense of ownership is
imagined in the same way that place and space is imagmind same way that
boundaries are created both within the human imagination and as a product of
negotiation, contestation, and changes based on the interactions between multiple groups
of people. In fact, these imaginings and contestations requireghgimn at i on of an
and a Athem, o people within and outside of
Territories were always contested on the Plains, even before Europeans set foot in
the Americas. Tribes and communities defined themselves in comparative ways to
outsides, and marked and enforced notions of territory and use based on the us/them
dichotomy. But when Europeans and later, EAngericans, entered new regions, they
carried with them new notions of ownership and tgbts associated witth i specific
legal fams of title to land, ways of measuring and marking land adswl codified ways
to transfer title, or sell these parcels of lahelritory was narrated and defined around
specific definitions of ownership and the rights that ownership entagsgecidl with
regard to the resources accessible from a landscape. FurtheArarcan notions of
territory assumed that all resources, all lands, all territories, were quantifiable and
interchangeable.
This is an important concept. The notion that lamyey parcel of land and the
resources upon it could be assessed, quantified, and ultimately either paid for or
exchanged for another parcel of land represents a massive shift with which indigenous

communities needed to grapple. Bypassing simplistic arh&abst discussions of
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indigenous ties to | and, Athe | and cannot
acknowledge that tharacticeof creating placé a local, lived knowledge of a landscape
T logically entails a different understanding efreership and interchangability of land
than thepracticeof making space or organizing territory. When stories, origins, histories,
and relationships are embedded in a landscape, ownership carries a different weight and
meaning.

For example, during the éwarl870s, the local Indian Agent at Fort Berthold
pushed for the three tribes to consider a move to Indian Territory in paEsent
Oklahoma. These sorts of suggestions were made to nearly all the Plains tribes during
this time period as the federal goverent attempted to realize their expansionist
imperialism after the completion of the Civil War. Mandan and Hidatsa leaders from Like
A Fishhook declined. AAl though they found
climate was too warm for them andtlght the long journey might be too much for their
aged, infants, and infirm. Above all, they were deeply attached to their homeland, where
they preferred to remain and &éwork harder
Upper Missouri River vallegentered not only on the river, or on the land; the symbiosis
of the water and landscape combined with the histories and stories of the communities to
make such a move unthinkabfe.

But these connections began changing in very specific ways in a verfycspe

year: 1851. These very specific changes rooted in this very specific year are not

8Meyer, 1234 . fAMore i mportant, the agents and other offi
to be moved about more or less at will. White Americans picked up and moved to a new and totally
different location on slight provocatio;, why shoul dndét I ndians behave | i ki
the Three Tribes in this way failed to reckon with their attachment to theirvadiery homes, where they
and their ancestors had car ved o ustfroratheWakptasavére | i f e t

often invited/sent on trips to Oklahoma in order to actually experience the country as an inducement to
relocation.
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necessarily physical, although they are concrete. They concern the ways in which this
placei the space used and lived in and remembered and imagined by the Mandan,
Hidatsa, and Arikara was constructed by both local and remote structures. 1851 is the
year of the first Fort Laramie Treaty, and as such it represents the first affiSial
government attempt to intervene via a EArmerican legal system into the defiomi of
space and territory along the Upper Missouri. By this time, the Mandan and Hidatsa had,
for the most part, coalesced into a shared community at Like A Fishhook Village, and the
Arikara were beginning to tride into thatplace Because the governmeaand its
representatives had no real concept of the spaces they hoped to one day administer, the
first Fort Laramie treaty was eventually almost entirely disregarded by the government
when the federal government later legislated the boundaries of thBdfthrold
Reservation in 1870. Additionally, the Lakota bands of the northern plains had no
intention of adhering to the territorial claims negotiated at the first Fort Laramie Treaty;
they proved to be the bane of Mandan and Hidatsa existence as thayalgntiarassed,
attacked, and in some cases burned Like A Fishhook Viffage.

Lakota aggression hit a high point during the 11860s, and the Mandan and
Hidatsa grew disgruntled with the federal governniieonie of the intended aims of
Lakota violencé as they adhered to the territorial agreements negotiated by$he

government yet received little attention, while the Lakota constantly breached the

8 Meyer, 103. fiThe ostensible purpose of this treat.y
claimed byvarious tribes on the northern plains; it has been suggested that an ulterior motive was to make

it easier for the government later to persuade individual tribes to sell their lands without the added

complication of conflicting claims. Two delegates dof thrikaras, Bear Chief and Grey Prairie Eagle, and

two from the combined Hidatddandan tribe, Four Bears and possibly Roan Red Crow, were rounded up

and taken to Fort Laramie, where they affixed their crosses to the document that emerged from the council.

The boundaries of the territory held jointly by the Three Tribes were described as beginning at the mouth of

the Heart River, following the Missouri up to the mouth of the Yellowstone, up that stream to the mouth of

the Powder, then in a southeasterlediion to the headwaters of the Little Missouri, then along the Black

Hills to the head of the Heart, and down that river
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agreements and received more attention and treaty goods as a result of the continual
rounds of peace negotiations. During an 1870 negotiation with the Lakota, brokered by
the feder al government , Ari kara | eader Whi't
whites we have to sit in our villages, listen to [Lakota] insults, and have our young men
killed and our horses stolen, widphacen si ght
agreement between the Lakota and the residents of Like A Fishhook, the Interior
Department and Indian Bureau approved and advocated for the creation of the Fort
Berthold Indian Reservation via Executive Ortfer.

The 1870 Executive Order establishifrgrt Berthold Reservation reduced their
territory as it had been described in the 1851 Fort Laramie Treaty; by this time period the
full territory was not being used as it once had, due not only to the demographic losses
from disease, but because the éabgiffalo herds that drove the need for extensive winter
hunting expeditions had also been decimated. Yet another territorial reduction was in the
works during the 1870s, this time on behalf of the Northern Pacific Railroad that had
been granted rigkaf-way through the center of what had been established as the Fort
Berthold Reservation. With few people to advocate for the people of Fort Berthold in
Washington, DG and with the ballooning power of the railroads during this time period
T the original ForBerthold land holdings of 1851 were reduced by ninety percent by an

1880 Executive Ordér

82 Meyer, 118121. White Shield statement source: Com. Of Indian Affairs, Annual Report, 1870, P. 210.
By 1870 treatymaking had been discontinued, so the establishment of reservatiottseir modification

via taking land were negotiated locally before being sent to the executive branch to be issued as an
Executive Order.

8 Meyer, 1134. The original teitory as defined by the 1851 Ft. Laramie Treaty was more than twelve

million acres. Meyer : AAl t hough tithebuffalo déredlargely no | o n¢
gone by this time, and the people were confined to their villagkad legendry and historic associations
for them, and they were much annoyed when they | ear

Affairs, 1:883; Com of Indian Affairs, Annual Report, 1883, p. 33.
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With the loss of the southern portion of the reservation to the Northern Pacific,
the Mandan and Hidatsa did not just lose valuable land; they lost land withamtport
historic and cultural ties, including all the sites of their former villages from the mouth of
the Knife River down the Missouri. Five years later, another important marker of place
and home was lost when Like A Fishhook Village was abandoned viaatti@mations
of the local Indian Agent in an attempt to undermine any hint of communal lifestyles that
6i mpededdéd assimilation. He removed the Ind
be one of the central communities {@arrison Dam: Elbowoods. Hesal essentially
bribed first Arikara and then Mandan and Hidatsa families to relocate to smaller
communities or to Elbowoods, destroying the earth lodges and log cabins as the families
moved out; by 1888 only a few elderly Mandan families continued tarlitlee
remaining earth lodges. Community members scattered on both sides of the Missouri
within the boundaries of the reservation, mostly in family graugsnost a return to pre
Like A Fishhook days, in smaller, tribalspecific communities along the Siouri®*

Disruption coupled with the struggle to survive on reduced lands led tribal
members to agree to a Dawes era agreement to sethinde of the reservation and allot
the remainder in return for annuities and money to support&onerican educatin and
housing for tribal members. The act was ratified in 1891, and the following year
surveyors began marking and measuring the remaining land, after which tribal members
selected allotments that mostly clustered close to the Missouri on the most igeduct
lands on the reservation. Coterminous with allotment was the move towards leasing land

for cattle grazing by white ranchdrglriven more by the abuse of the Exxmerican

8 Meyer, 134149. The Arikara tended to locate therussltowards the eastern side of the reservation; the
Mandans south and west of the Missouri, and the Hidatsa in many locations but especially near Elbowoods.
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ranchers of Fort Berthold territioabilta l boun
to successfully control such abuse, than by any other factor. It would be several decades
before Indian ranchers wouddtcumulate enougtapital to ranch their own lands.

More importantly, however, the land sale and allotment marks a signi§ldn
in the way tribal members understood and imagined their territories. Beginning with the
removal from Like A Fishhook and continuing with the allotment and sale of reservation
landsi which were opposed by older, more traditionalist tribal memnib#re territory of
the Three Affiliated Tribes became imagined not only as something that could be sold,
but as something that could be wrongfully taken from them or exploited. Tribal land
became not just a set of places and resources, but a finite |laidaesritoryi of
which too much had been alienated alre®dy.

Territory and territoriality, observed Robert Sack, is the process of marking and
controlling an area of space in order to c
attempt by an indidual or group to affect, influence, or control people, phenomena, and
relationships, by delimiting and asserting control over a geographic area [where the area

i s call ed ®*tAhdevhile the MandancandyHjdatsa had exhibited territorialism

®Meyer, 149155: between-d0,000 cattle had been grazing on the western part of the resereatibe f

previous four years. Agent suggestkin nd payment with cattl e. AThis pay
of the practice of leasing at Fort Berthold, an arrangement susceptible to serious abuse; white ranchers did
not always distinguish betweenthei own cattl e and those of the I ndian:

Chief to Com. Of Indian Affairs, Jan 6, 1900, NARA, RG 75, Letters Received. The Dawes Allotment Act
of 1887 authorized a process for the allotment of triktadllgl lands into individuallotments. The

legislation aimed to break up communal tribal land holdings and encourage Indians to farm or work land as
i ndividual s. Dawes also | egislated that any wunall ot
Natives. The impact of this legation was a twathirds reduction of the land base held by Native American
tribes previous to its passage.

8 Robert SacktHHuman Territoriality: Its Theory and HistoCambridge, UK: Cambridge University

Press, 1986), 19. Territory and the process ahief and controlling it is one of the main components of
modern notions of sovereignty, or the political and juridical control inherent in the creation of the modern
nation state. The definition of modern sovereignty is deeply intertwined with terifyoaiatl land tenure,

such that sovereignty is expressed via supreme authority within a territory. But the importance of territory
is not only in it implication in the creation of nation state sovereigry well as modern notions of land
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throughout their history most notably in reaction to the violent incursions of other tribes
like the Lakota their understandings of their homelands as territory shifted drastically in
reaction to the imposition of U.S. land jurisdiction on the Great Pthinag the second
half of the nineteenth century.

Disagreements over land sales and use during first decades of the twentieth
century exhibit this shift in imagination. A government agent arrived at Fort Berthold in
1902 to propose the sale of anothe,800 acres, only to be told by an Arikara leader,
Sitting Bear, nAway back in the olden ti me
the Government, but now we begin to know t
Good Bear asked the government dgéames McLaughlin, to define the boundaries of
the reservation only to correct his (inade
makes laws and then breaks them, but we keep our pledges and live up to our
agreements. 0 These 9whowthercentrua viotatiod of gihale st i o n
territory by EureAmerican ranchers, the federal government, and the railroad contributed
to produce a newly defined notion of tribal sovereign territoriélity which a combined
tribal ownership of a negotiatedrnd base must be defended against further alienation or
legal encroachmeiitthan had existed in a previous era during which the Three Tribes
had been focused on defending their specific communities frorskamgling tribal

enemies.

tenure andownshipirbut i n its similar foundational relations
d e s c loc¢allcencefitions of collective sociopolitical identity, while agreeing that a precise general
definition is al most i mgdengiandwhieh sée tripes stmedisimade sul t s i1
centralized, or NeitJeSmblsetaadPsul B Batas,tédteenational Encyclopedia
of the Social & Behavioral SciencésOx f or d : El sevier, 2001), 15906, ATr
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When in 1910 the tribes were forced to cede more land, feelings of sovereign
territoriality became even more pronounced as tribal members realized that their
reservation was being limited more and margheir settlements surrounding the
Missouri. Three tribal leaders, Red Bear, Enemy Hawk, and Alfred John Hawk wrote to
the Commi ssioner of Indian Affairs after t
homes. That is the only thing we have now tageb The land has been taken away and
we have only to defend our homes. 0

In the waning years of the Reservation Era (188884), Fort Berthold
community members agitated on a number of fronts, from advocating for reparations due
to land seizures undére Executive Orders of 1870 and 1880, to attempting to stem the
exploitation of their lands from overgrazing by Edmerican leasers, to attempting to
navigate the cultural prohibitions placed on the communities by the Office of Indian
Affairs agents, wh did things like prohibiting all dancing at community gatherings.

While each of these activities could be interpreted as acquiescence {Argergan
justice and discipline systems, more significantly they mark the extension of the need to
defend the tbal territories of the Three Tribes against outside forcesu/lfdle some

might identify this time period including as it does the formation of the Tribal Business

Commitee in 1910 as one of assimilation to EuwA&merican norms regarding

8 Meyer, 1551 6 5. fiUpon being told that it measured 44 i n
chairman of the committee that had negotiated the agreement of 1886 had told them that it measured 55 by

45 miles and also promised that it would not betafkom them. He questioned the integrity of the

surveyors appointedl.byf Afhteerg oavsekrinmge,nto Mo 1wedD own it
Bear threw out the question that everyone ofust have

our | and, how |l ong wil/l it be before we wild!l have t
without much equivocation. To the first he replied that, although the Indians had a possessory right to the
land, the United States governmenaréetn ed t he fee simple title. To the

be sure of retaining the land was by having it allotted to them individually and receiving patents in fee for
it,o 161. Meyer, 164. Source: Re d mR ©fdmdian Affarse my Hawk ,
April 5, 1911, NARA, RG 75, Ft Berthold Agency.
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education, region, land use, and political structure, as well as the creation of the
i ndependent tri bal identities in favor of
remains based largely on what E&mericans were writing about the communities and
peopk at Fort Berthold rather than actual gefception®

After the 1910 cession, the legal boundaries of the reservation coincide with the
current boundaries of the Fort Berthold Reservation. It was also during this time period
that leasing became a magwurce of revenue, aided by the fencing of the reservation
boundary. Through a combination of leasing land for farming and ranclasgvell as
outright land sales and the continuation of subsistence gardening, the population at Fort
Berthold no longeneeded government rations to survive. By 1920, the local Indian
Agent proudly reported he had not needed to distribute rations for families for five years.
When placed in context of the dire poverty experienced at most Indian reservations
during this timeperiod, the ability of the people at Fort Berthold to maintain self
sufficiency despite the severe reductions in their land holdefgects the highly
adaptive cultural and agricultural genius of the commuriities

It was also during these last dregshd Reservation Erfaa time period noted for
the heightened surveillance and discipline
T that the people of Fort Berthold successfully advocated for government reparations
regarding a claims case based anlind cessions legislated in the 1870 and 1880
Executive Orders. Between 1898 and 1920, Fort Berthold tribal leaders continued to push
the government to recognize thelaims, and finally in 1920 @hgress passed legislation

allowing them to file a casaithe Court of Claims. By 1924, council for the Fort

8 Meyer, 158.
8 Donald L. ParmarfiThe Indian and the Civilian Conservation Corg@acific Historical Reviewv40 nl
(1971): 3940.Meyer, 16.
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Berthold tribes filed the case, and by 1929 the Court of Claims ruled in favor of the Three
Affiliated Tribes. The money from the government was distributed on a per capita basis
starting in 1931, mostfdhe money going towards housing, cattle purchases, farm
machinery, etc. These per capita payments provided an important insulation against the
worst effects of the combined drought that hit the northern plains in the 1930s, as well as
the Great Depresgiatself®

The drought affected Fort Berthold, but in an economy where most people were
not doing largescale farming instead leasing land to their Ee#onerican neighbors
who did soi the fallout from the drought came less in the failure of their onops and
more in the failure of their lessees to meet the terms of the lease when their crops failed.
Continuing subsistence gardening and the ability to mitigate the effects of drought on
smaller garden plots ensured that the agricultural crisis wassrsgvere at Fort
Berthold. The Great Depression of course affected eveiiyespecially in the loss of
leasing revenué and some families experienced financial hardship the encouraged them
to send their children to government or religious boarding sstodelp make ends

meet. But per capita payments combined with a long history of subsistence hunting and

agriculture allowed the people of Fort Berthold weather the depression.

' Meyer, 1869.

1 Meyer, 1905. For examp, oral history interviewee Alameda Baker (b. 1/2/24) narrated in 1997 how she
was born to a large family that included two brothers and six sisters. After attending school in Elbowoods,
when she was ten years old her parents decided to send her tsahgidsin Bismarck (the state capital)

her tenth year coinciding with one of the worst drought years on the northern Plains. Alameda Baker,
interviewed by Angela Parker, video recording, New Town, ND, August 29, 1997.
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The eght communities along the Missouri that evolved after the destruction of
Like A Fishhook Village' from north to south with the tribal affiliation of the majority
of residents noted in parentheses, Shell Creek (Hidatsa), Independence (Mandan,
Hidatsa), Leky Mound (Hidatsa), Charging Eagle (Mandan), Elbowoods (all three
tribes), Red Butte (Mandan), Nishu (Arikara), and Beaver Creek (Arikavagye thus
insulated against the worst effects of the dual agricultural and economic crisis of the
1930s.These comunities became the places of home and family, and after the Garrison
Dam, all who had lived in them remembered them with nostalgia and affection. Dreke
Irwin (Hidatsa, Mandan), a wellnown announcer for community gatherings,
remembered a place thatsusthe d communi ty me Allkthe placesi n al |
were kind of pretty, you know: timber, creeks, rivers, nice; hills, fields. Lot of shelter for
livestock in the wintertime. In tough winters, some of them cattle, set them down in the
timber and fed tém, they kind of foraged arourdRosemarie Mandan, who grew up in
Lucky Mound, remembered the easy connections forged between family members of all
generations:
We werealwaysgoing to go see our grandparents [she and her cousin Philip].
We 6 d s a goto thielkivetAwasitida, 0 whi ch meant | etds ¢
grandma had all those kids, [laughs] now that I think about it. We were always
therei butwehelped [ | aughs] € My mot her woul d se
probably needs her p o shewoaldabokpral thepotwa s h e d
and pans would gather. So | would walk over there and do her dishes, her pots and
pans.
Although huge changes occurred on Fort Berthold in the fifty years of its existence as a
reservation housing the Mandan, Hidatsa, andakakthe 1930s saw perhaps more

continuity with the previous decade and less disaster than in other regions of the country

or on other reservations. At the beginning of the moment in which we take a closer
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examination of Fort Berthold historyat the starof the Indian Reorganization Act of
19341 the residents of Fort Berthold had successfully weathered huge demographic,
social, and economic chang®s.
Central to this survival was the vibrant agricultural tradition of the three iribes
tribe who, altogther, had developed nine varieties of corn, four varieties of beans, and
several types of squash. As Emmarine Chase (Mandan, Hidatsa) remeafliened
childhood in theeéWetbeen< oamd petowe ret. i Ayt i me
alwaysgot orn in it. They f oolShaandwihertribateldexs c or r
held memories of their parents and grandparents working in their gardens, such as when
Cecelia Brown (Arikara) stated about her childhood,
Oh yes, we had gardens. We mack gardens. Even when we moved up we had
nice gardens. Anything that was eatable we planted. And then they make us pull
weeds, Alf you dono6t clean the garden,
celebration. o e And then wwédd hlhawvesal |t
to live on in the wintertime. Dry our corn, | used to help my mother dry corn,
even squash, and beans. Wedd thrash the
Brown used to watch her grandmother make cornballs, using a homemade mortar and
pestle to crack the corneliparched for cornball$he crushed corn was combined with
dried juneberries, dried meat, and suet to make a nutritious and -€brggat.Chase

also remembered her grandmother making cornballs for her as a child, fioling,at was

our delicacy. Wewet t o school, and é when web6d get

92 Dreke Irwin, interviewed by AngalParker, digital audio recording, New Town, ND, October 20, 2009.
Rosemarie Mandan, interviewed by Angela Parker, digital audio recording, Bakersfield, ND, October 21,
20009.
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sit down on a bench in a row and grandma u

then wedd go out and® play before the real
Throughout the increasing intervention of the goveminrgo tribal lives

symptomatic of the Reservation Era, the communities had largely adjusted to the outside

influence by adopting things like day schools, churches, and playgrounds while

maintaining practices such as traditional dancing, using indigdaogsage as the main

form of communication, preparing and storing food, and maintaining traditional religious

beliefs. The ultimate symbol of this state of affairs lies in the fact that although each

community had a western church, community membersysilhtained both the Hidatsa

Nuxpike shrine and the Mandan Lone Man shrine that had once stood in the central plaza

of Like A Fishhook Village and before that had been in the center of each of the

Mandan villages along the Missouri before the move to Rilkeshhook. After the

destruction of Like A Fishhook, the shrine had been relocated to a spot near the Little

Missouri south of Independence, even though the effects of allotment had made it

difficult to find a place central to tribal members as the shniad been placed

previously. Different groups within the tribe had varying responses to new influences

such as Christianity some adopted it wholesale, others honored both Christian and

indigenous religious tradition, and still others maintained a comenit to their

indigenous beliefs. But by and large, tribal members managed to accommodate both

systems within their communitiés.

% Emmarine Chase, interviewed by Eric Wolf, National Park Service, tape recocdingrted to digital

audio file, Bear Den Coulee, ND, June 20, 1990. Cecelia Brown, interviewed by Eric Wolf, National Park
Service, tape recording converted to digital audio file, White Shield, ND, July 17, 1990.

% carolyn Gilman and Mary Jane Schneidére Way To Independence: Memories of a Hidatsa Indian
Family, 18401920(Saint Paul: Minnesota Historical Society Press, 1987): 223, 2251.26€& another
example lies in the spatial development of housing after the move from Like A Fishhook. Bygand lar
after the move from the communal village, Fort Berthold families no longer used the earth lodge as their
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Even within these continuities, however, a major change had occurred in the
Reservation Era: the ascendance of U.S. stagreigwity and its accompanying nation
statecentered territorialism assisted in tw@alescencef a Mandan, Hidatsa, and
Arikara sovereign territorialism. This sovereign territorialism had its roots in the regional
boundaries and behaviors that predatesb#umerican intrusion onto the northern
Plains, but represented a new conception of territory that was forced to develop in
reaction to a langreedy U.S. federal government if the Three Tribes were to survive as
social, cultural, or political communityn lother words, land, place, space, and territory
existed previous to EurAmerican presence on the Plains; but it took the abusive land
grabs of the U.S. government to modify these understandings of the physical environment
into asovereigrterritoriality developed in reaction to U.S. land takings. When Red Bearr,
Enemy Hawk, and Al fred John Hawk wrote aft
taken away and we have only to defend our
a sense of )plaancde s(pfalcoemegsida he | and has been
things shows how place and space had been forced to elaborate a notion of sovereign

territory.

main housing structuriealthough some used earth lodge structures for stables or for summer kitchens.
Yet while tribal members used cabinséd on EuréAmerican models, several differences were

maintained within the structure that allowed people to use the space extrapolated from earth lodges.
Further, the communities themselves were built along the river valley in a pattern markedly sipriar t
contact settlement. Gilman and Schneider, 7, 1875193lie Walker, interviewed by Angela Parker,

digital audio recording, Independence, ND, November 2009. Regarding language use, many oral history
interviewees recount growing up speaking theélxal language, learning English upon entering school, but
continuing to use tribal languages at home or in the community. Edwin Benson, interviewed by Angela
Parker, video recording, Twin Buttes, ND, August 1997. Some interviewees may not have spaken trib
languages at honieespecially if their parents had gone-téservation for schoolingbut their parents
would fAtalk I ndiand to each other to communicate.
recording, New Town, ND, August 29, 1997.
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Imagel5f Henry Badgun & Little Owl o Photograph

The boundaries dfort Bertholdi both its lands and its peogleshould not be
taken for granted. The Sitting Rabbit map, contextualized by the nineteenth and early
twentieth century history of what are now known as the Three Affiliated Tribes, helps to
explainhow concepbns of place, space, and territory were negotiated between the Three
Affiliated Tribes, neighboring Plains tribes, and the federal governmening this time
period,huge changes threatened to shatter the lives of tribal members, from smallpox to
Lakotaaggression, to the land takings and allotment that accompanied the move to the

reservation. And perhaps most importantly for this project, each of these cfagds
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the three tribeto defendheir remaining territories, in order to defend their comities
and their way of life. This process allowadovereign territoriality to develop.

Sitting Rabbit, also known as Little Owl, a wedispected Mandan man of his
generationknew these things and mapped th&uordon G. Libby asked Sitting Rabbit
to m&e his map probably because he was regarded within the community as a
knowledgeable man, an expert who knew histories and stories and places. Some might
call him a scholar of Mandan and Hidatsa places. His life was one spent on horseback
with other men fron the community, riding over the landscapes he would one day
represent on muslin. His life was also spent raising a family with his wife, raising them
immersed in the language and history and culture of the tribes at Fort Berthold. Many
places narrated Ifgitting Rabbit in his 1907 map may be covered by the waters of the
lakes ballooning behind the Oahe and Garrison dams, but his map allows us to remember

themand tle process of their construction
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Image 1.4 Sitting Rabbit Photograph, unknown year
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Imagell.5 Sitting Rabbit, wife, and child Photograph, unknown year
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