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To: Frank McManamon, NPS

From: Keancth M. Ames, Portland State University

Date. 8 Noverber, 1999

Re:DuﬂScopeofWo:k:QdmnlAfﬁliaﬁonSuﬂyiorthemedckH Remai i
ool B | uman Remaing, Review of

Frank: .
Sorry the Faxing didn’t work on Friday. What follows is pretty much what I hand wrote on the
:)ohneonnunday. rupondingwu\ewopeofwodgﬂ\oughl'mmulcopymynom.mhmwinmn
me.

General Comments:
thnhpokawywonu\ephmlbcothad-y,Inidthatthism“doable.“ I meant that in the
scnnthd_lhemdyewldbcdoncwithintlwthmoonmmu,ﬂm@itwinnotbcugoodamdyuit
wuldbelfnmnmemmilablc. Ididnotinmdtowmﬂmlﬂmghuqdunlaﬂiﬁaﬁmu
deﬁncdinthcwwedwork:qould(ormdnot)beoulbﬁdwd. That remains to be seen.

Ilhi.nkmgaml,mewillneedlou:eﬁﬂlydmingulchbemeenmnumuﬁu&ntmma!ogiu
and homologics. Tbcphtauwuoowpiedbyhmngﬂhcmfontleanll.OOOym. It imposcs some
oonmimsonwhatpoopleando(mdpluentslhcmwithopportunidu)thuhnwbeennmorlw
congistent across that span. Formnmle,n!nmnmapmducﬁwnmm.mdwpeoplewillexploit
them, regardless of culture tradition. Nets arc the moet effective way to take them, 50 people are mogt
likcly to use nets, and 30 forth. Ontheotbcrhmd.dim:mtmylwkmtneumybeﬁmcﬁomﬂy
oquivalent, so continuities there would reflect homologies. Of course, we have no wet site data.

Qwﬂhnsabauadwrﬂmimdq.nﬁgnﬂmm.lmwmbemumajmfoauof
uclneoiogicnlreswdwntbecumnbiamteau.udwyhawbeea.fore:mnplc.intheGruBuin.mm
the Shoshonean expansion has boen an sbiding issue. Thus, there is 0o literature. This has to be done
almost from scratch The data (some of it) are there, but some, at least, will need to be reorganized for this.
Whnlitdehumdmhsbeen(i.e_lmnimdymml970)lmbwnaspos‘hoccxphmdonsfor
changes in the record, but not reatly as research questions. Most of these have focused on lithics and the
spread of pithouscs into the platcau.

On the other hand, a lot of archacology has been done. Most of it is in project reports,
dissertations and thescs. Many (most) reports are gray literature reports. There is no tradition, as there is in
the southeast, for example, of edited, multi-author, topical volumes on Platesu prehistory.

Given this and the tims constraints: it will be necessary to:

I.  Sample the literature, stratifying, perhaps, by region, project scale, etc. However, this leaves

open the possibility that something will be missed.

2. Review the Literature with a st expectations about what continaity /discontinuity might look
like (a somcwhat deductive lppmch),alﬂmnghbdngwryopentosermdipity.‘onuoume
of such expoctations would be a litcrature review of areas, such a4 the Great Basin, and the
Pacific, where movement, migration, displacement, arc issues. ,,

The time constraints will make it hard to be recursive, i.¢. something clicks reading the 101* report, and

one realizes that the previous 100 need rechecking.

Specific Comments and Queries: (follows outline of scope of work)

L General Considerations: o
1A, TB My basic question bere is with whom is affiliation to be established. The wordms in lhc
charge at the top of page 2 statcs that linkage is between “members of 8 presont—day I'm_immbc
... and an identifiable carlicr group.” Leaving the latter aside, thig leads to three subsidiary
questions: '

a. Is the present-day tribe the Umatilla?

b. Or, any one of the tribes claiming affiliation, or

c. All of the tribes jointly?
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4. Or someone else?
In the scope of work, it implics testing for continuity with just Mid—Columbia (and perhaps Lower
Snake River) groups. My understanding of the law is that it requires linkage with a specific 19®
century/20® century tribe.

e 1A, First bullet. Kennewick is contemporanoous with the Windust Phase of Columbia Platcau
culture history. The phasc spans the period between ¢. 10,800 bp and 8500 bp. It may be
possible to narrow that down a bit (the time span given in the soope starts at 9500, ] think
that’s too late). Windust is the rcgibnal veriant of a widespread tradition in the west that’s
immediately post-Clovis (or maybe contemporary). In any way, its relatians to Clovis may
be germane here.

o IA, second bullet: These are all reagonable, as I mentioned in our phone conversation. [
would also look at literature from elsewhere to gencrate expectations and other lines of
evidence.

o LA, second bullet: Platesu prehistory is marked by broad, general changes in all of thesc.
There is debate for some over their graduainess or swiftncas. With two exceptions,
explanations emphasize environmeatal changes. The exceptions are: in 1970. Leonhandy and
Rice (1970) suggested that changes in lithic technology ¢. 4500 bp suggested a population
change. This suggestion, to my kndwledge, has never fostered any research. Some workers
in the 1960s suggested that appearance of pithouses (then dated to 2500 bp) indicated
migration by Salish speakers (e.g. Nelson 1969). I don't think anyone presently holds that
king of view. There is no documentod, highly vigible, wide spread (geographically) “abrupt”™
tochnological change on the US plateau similar to that on the Canadian plateau (disappearing
faicroblades) that might point to population replacement. There have been changes that could
indicate slow or gradual changes, however. Most Plateau archacologists probably assume a
broad continuity between the American Platesus carlicst inhabitants and its historic pooples.
‘This continuity is broadly concoived, however.

11: Scope of Work

ILA.1 Implics continuity only with 19* and 20® century Mid-Columbia groupe, NOT all
claimants.

IL.A. Unpublished data: if soraeone gives access to their unpublished data, do the
restrictions on circulation of this report spply to that material until this report released?

ILA 4. Arc these requirements? I must find someone, or suggestions. Must I consult? 1
probably will — it makes sense 10 do so. T'm just trying to be sure I understand everything. Point 4
in the report specifications suggests this is a suggestion (though a strong onc).

Budget:

I reviewed my salary and the government’s salary schedule, and think the GS 15, step 1
hourly rate ($37.93) is appropriate. [ would add 20% to that to help cover taxes, for a final rate of
$45.53. .

Would it be possible to add in moncy for a student assistant for the contract’s duration?
It would be cheaper. for example, to hire:a student at 10.00 or 12.00/hour to photocopy reports

than me. Additionally, as I mentioned on the phonc, a budger line for photocopying would be
useful. I could send the student to SHPQO offices, they could copy reports, and the offices bill me.

This it for now. [ hope this is useful

Ken
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