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Abstract

Prior to the Civil Rights movement, most cities in the United States had at least one racially
segregated neighborhoed place where the "others" lived. This was typically a geographic
locationdesignated by the Eysean Anerican community as the area ABargpean Anericans
could reside. In Boise, Idaho, ndthites lived in the River Street Neighborhood, a place where
African Americans, Basque, Japanese, Eastern Europeans, and poor Whitehedtabines and
businesses. River Street existed as a segregated enclave where, out away from prying eyes, African
Americans, Basques, and other fhite people could escape overt segregation. This multi
disciplinary dissertation examines the River Sttde¢ i ghbor hood as da Or egi
geographic place where residents formed a subculture where many of the racial mores of the time
could be subverted and, in many ways, exploited. The dissertation also addresses the ways material
culture, oral historig, archival documents, and community based participatory research (CPBR)

can coalesce for advocacy for the preservation of minority historic properties.



Introduction : Ethnic Minorities in American West History, River Street, and

Boise, Idaho

The American West is a geographic region that has been imbued with meaning by
American society. It plays a role in the American ethos that is unlike other parts of the country. It
is a geographic region, a landscape, and an ideaWestern landscape is maikey aridity that
forced human occupants to make technological and cultural adjustments in order to forge viable
settlements. While the boundar@ghis regiorhave been easily dravam a mapit has been said
that AGeography di driegaafthe Wesét er sni oey t beedtoed dtah
1993:3).Geographically, the American West begins at th€ ®@ridian and includes all states
straddling or west of that liné&lamming2009:8).

The legend of the West is a continuation of the Euroceidie® that the New World was
an untouched, pristine wildernéssfrontier that was meant to be subdued by human beings
(Flamming 2009). In this worldview, once cities, farms, and communities had been firmly
established, the surrounding region was no longlel The West was conquered Byropean fur
trappers to the Lewis and Clark Expedition to emigrants on the OregonifTwak civilized by
nontNative peoplesCivilizing the western half of the United States took on deep meaning
following the Civil Warbecause memes of that day portrayed this as the last frontier, the last
unsettled place in the country. It was our national destiny to transform this region as had been done
in the eastern half.{merick 1988 White 1991). After decades of ndfative emigation, historian
Frederick Jackson Turner declared the civilization process done in(L&3%®r 1921) The West
had been tamed. The frontier had been closed.

The nationalistic and racist idea that the American West was a wild frontier that had been,

or cauld have been, civilized is onlialid from theEurocentric perspective from which this history
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Introduction Ethnic Minorities in American West HistarRiver Street, and Boise, Idaho

was forged. The Turnerian position described
independent agent, | ittl e i nlfehvivoenmenta detedrnypano ut s i
in shaping human inhabitants to accord with i

into concepts oEuropean Americaexceptionalism and dominandedbbins 199:186). Living

in theWest was difficult and bringingaiization could only be done by an exceptional people at
the top of the social and physiological pyramid. From this perspective there was no room for the
Native Americans who had settled the region for millennia, faprthe Spanish colonists or
Mexicanswho had been living in the Southwest and California for centuries prior to the Gadsden
Purchase. Nineteenthnd early twentietttentury histories of westward migration also failed to
mention the role played by a number of different nationalities and macksling Asian and
European immigrants or African Americans (Limerick 1988; White 1991). Until after the 1960s,
nontwhites were nearly omitted from this histodicknowledging the presence of narmite
people isan important element of the New West Higt(Limerick 1991). Bycombiningarchival
documents, archaeological data, and oral histdniegrical archaeology with an anthropological
bentcanalso add voice to those who have been overlooked.

Through a concerted effort at integrating documents, oral histories, historical narratives,
and public archaeology, this dissertation tracks the development of aethuitt, norwhite
community in Boise, | dahods Rithisenistori@tomisstoh Nei g
by demonstrating how racism has played out in an urban western environment initially designed
and built by European American The River StreetDigital History Project and its public
archaeologgyomponent conductead this urban coomunity takes advantage of the legislative and

practical tools afforded by the National Historic Preservation Act to demonstrate how preserving

11



Introduction Ethnic Minorities in American West HistarRiver Street, and Boise, Idaho

the history of the River Street Neighborhood may be deployed as a peaceful but powerful weapon

to dismantle stretural racism in the American West.

The River Street Neighborhood: A Case Study of Structural Racism in an American West

City

The River Street Digital History Project embarkec campaign to chronicle life in the
River Street Neighborhood in central Bois hopes of filling in the missing history of this place
It focuses on a bounded sector of the City of Boise that was established in the 1890s and remains
a residential place today (Figure 1). The Project includes a digital humanities component designed
to make archival documents, maps, and oral histories accessible to publics around the world via

the internet \Www.riverstreethistory.coin Former River Street Neighborhood residents were

solicited to prowie oral history interviews with the understanding they would be uploaded to the
internet. This was a chance for their stories to be told and to contribute to the history of this place.
In an attempt to engage the largest number of individuals as pofisgRroject synthesizes this
information into videos, digital documents, and an interactive virtual tour that can be used by
anyone with a digital device (tablet, smartphone, or computer). Content from the website has also
been synthesized into a paperbhokk that can be ordered through a partdemand service or

at local librariegWhite 2016)

12
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’ | Project Location

©  Hayman House

Figurel: River Street Neighborhood Overview
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Introduction Ethnic Minorities in American West HistarRiver Street, and Boise, Idaho

In 2015, a public archaeology project was conducted in one area of the neighb®Heod.
archaeological component is the focus of this dissertafientered on the Erma Hayman House
at 617 Ash Street, the River Street Archaeology Project was another opportunity for local residents
and the descendant community to contribute to the histalyng process. Volunteers, university
students, archaeology professionals, and historic preservationists were among those that
participated in excavations in the neighborhood. The public archaeology component was a chance
for those interested in archaegl but unfamiliar with the neighborhood to contribute while also
learning about the role structural racism played in the creation and maintenance of the
neighborhood. Select parts of the archaeology results will also be added to the website.

As River Stret was the only newhite section of Boisahis place is a strong analytical
case study for recontexutalizing the history of racial minorities in the American West because it
was a bounded geographic area that was known by city residents as the pfacetfioe ot her s
Also, River Street was not defined by a single racial or ethnic group because it was inhabited by a
mixture of African American, Asian, Basque, European immigrant, and poor white people. Finally,
very little work has been done on Rahite utban enclaves in the American West. This work fills

a large void in our understanding of the West.

A Framework for Dismantling Structural Racism in Western History

This dissertation is an attempt to chronicle how structural racism created and maintained
the River Street Neighborhood as a separate social and geographic region in the City of Boise and
the way this place affected all who lived there. Chapter 1 of this dissenafilomesthe history
of African Americans, the Basque, and other-mdnite graipsin the City of BoiseWestern urban
centers like Boise had namhite districts, but our understanding of life in these places, specifically

how they were created and maintained through structural racism, has been undefEhedied.

14



Introduction Ethnic Minorities in American West HistarRiver Street, and Boise, Idaho

process of dismantlgstructuralracismin the Westogically begins with a critical examination

of structural racism as it developed in the United States and how it has become embedded
(wittingly or not) in our understanding of the past, specificaflyrban places such #% River

Street Neighborhooi$ the topic ofChapter2. Chapter 3 takethe next logical stepf recasing

the conventional historical context throutlie lens otontemporary notions of landscape, place,

and emplacement that take into account culturdlethnic identities and viewpoints of the River
Street Neighborhood residents as well as thastuse of an urban space to construct community.
Chapter 4 places the archaeological work conducted at River Street within the larger framework
of African Ameican archaeology in the United States, most of which has been conducted in the
southeast and eastern United States. This chapter also discusses how archaeology and historic
preservation has not saved African American historic properties in the Wessatithaate as it

has forEuropean Americaproperties.

Chapter 5 discusses the oral history and archaeological methods used in the River Street
Archaeology Project, along with the research questions that guided the project and the
interpretation of its redts. The results of the archaeological excavations are discussed in Chapter
6. Artifacts and deposition near the Erma Hayman House show intact archaeological sediments
exist in portions of the archaeology project area. The materials in these sedimeitts prov
glimpse of what life was like for neighborhood residents between the 1890s and 1960s.

Chapter 7 synthesis of the entire archaeology projethe combination of oral histories,
archaeological data, the built environment and history come togetievide a rich narrative of
life in the neighborhood that can be used to understand life fowhdas elsewhere in the

American WestThis dissertation concludes wi@hapter 8, which is discussion of how public
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Introduction Ethnic Minorities in American West HistarRiver Street, and Boise, Idaho

archaeology in places like River Streah address structural racism and collect the data necessary

to advocate for the preservation of African Americalated historic properties.

Documents, Historical Narratives, and Oral Histories

The conceptual frameworksié methods conventionally ed by European American
historians and adopted by historical archaeologists need techatextualized to more accurately
reflect the cultural milieu within which the records of historical events origin&teztidition to
architectural and archaeologia@mains, the history of the River Street Neighborhood can be
found in oral histories and archival documents. These two forms of data are central to the formation
of historical narratives. Scholars are accustomed to overvaluing narrations of the past that
created by academicians and other professional historians; however, all people create historical
narratives on a daily basis. When we tell stories of the past, we are acting out events as we recall
them and are simultaneously crafting these memoniesnarratives for consumption by other
people (Tonkin 199ZFrouillot 1995:9. Oral history has the capacity to inject firgnd accounts
of past events as they are remembered by the individuals who experienced them. Human beings
see the world based oemembrances of the past as they are interpreted through the social and
cultural lenses inherited through the socialization procBsskin 1993. In many ways, we are
the sum of our memories. Oral history is a means of recording lived experiences iativesrr
that can be used in the future.

Social actors, narrators, oral historians, and the publics that consume oral histories must be
familiar with the cultural lens through which each narration is created in order to be able to
comprehend the particulaession of the past that is being conveyeddi st ory i s al way s
in a specific historical contegtand it is viewed through a culturally specific lens (Trouillot

1995:22). It is this culturally specific context of oral history creation and consumibtat is
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almost more important than the recorded narrative. Tonkin (1992:39) viirites, ad e mi ¢ hi st o
must test the authority of oral tellers, but of course oral tellers are putting forward their own claims
as well , fitted t dhistishhe priacipd reasanovby historghas flequently. o
neglected oral history in favor of archival documents and other written accounts, which are seen
as more accurate. However, written texts are also aspecisoaial action, and as cultural
producton, indivisibly interrelated withothr f or ms of symbol i ¢c process
written documents and oral histories are produced in social and cultural contexts that influence the
end product. Tonkin explains (1992:1131 4 Dral higtory is notintrinsically more or less
|l i kely to be accur at éecdusead is also roatediin culterally gshecificu me n t
contexts in both time and space.

The subjectivity of oral histories and archival documents can be somewhat ameliorated by
guantifieble, positivistic studies of the past. Historical archaeology seeks to provide another view
of the past, a parallel narrative text, through the systematic recovery, recordation and analysis of
material cultural deposits created in the past. Historicalaaabgy is both a science and a
humanity, but it is the employment of processual method and thdébay is, an emphasis on
scientific positivism based on hypothesis testing through quantifiablé dtlzaa sets it apart from
other humanitiesHume 19@; Little 2007;Wylie 2002). Historical archaeology seeks to fill in the
missing gaps between written texts and lived memories by using archival documents and historical
maps to craft archaeological interpretatidBedgudry 1993; Deetz 1996I'he combination ofixts
and archaeology creates yet another narrative of the past, theuarchaeologisbecomesa
different kind of narrator.

Relying on historical documents without analyzing the cultural, social, and historical

milieu in which they were created is the principal shortcoming in historical archaeology. This is
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especially salient for African Werican archaeology becauke scholas interpreting siteghe
methods they usend the principal audience of intended consumption are not African American.
This is slowly changing. Historical archaeologists today realize the multivalence of archaeological
sites and the materials within themany are also aware of the fact that race, history, and memory

have been used to bolsteuropean Americahegemony in the United States.

In short, h order to examine African Americamd other ethnic minority contributions to
westernhistory, it is inportant to understand both the actors and narrators that create historical
narratives. African Americans and other nehite peoples are rarely emphasized in seminal
works in American West history because: each narrative is constructed in time and phace by
author who thinks about the past through a culturally specific lenswhiaas are rarely the
architects of these historical texts, and; archival documents, which are the foundation of histories,
were created by a Eurocentric society. American Westotical narratives also emphasize
extractive industries like logging, mining, petroleum extraction, and farming, while overlooking
the uban character of western lif€he power of asking untraditional questionsirteestigate
inequity in the past and m@ent is a major strength of building African American western history
on archaology In addition tothe ability to offeruntraditional but readily accessible avenues for
learning about and understanding African Amerjoamstern history from an archaeoica
standpoint can serve to dismantle historical radigmirtue of inclusior(Perry and Paynter 1999)

The digital history project presented in this dissertagam example of this strategy.

Exposing the creation, existence, operations, and lega@cebased discrimination to
local residents unfamiliar witkhe history ofenclaves like River Stredtelps dispel structural
racism because it provides a comparatively-confrontational space where visitors can confront

a difficult aspect of Americalife. This is, perhaps, one of the most enduring aspects of the River
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Street Project because it will remain in the minds of visitors, participants, and local communities

long after the archaeology has ceased.

How Digital Humanities and Public Heritage Can Combat Structural Racism

Public heritage projectsespecially those with an archaeology componid,the one
conducted at River Streean do much to address some of the negative aspects of modern society
like structural racism. These projects attrnot only members of the descendant community but
also those who are interested in history, heritage, and archaedligyproject was conceived,
guided, and reported with inclusiveness in mind. Descendants were given an opportunity to
contribute, partipate, and interact with the project however they liked. Research questions and
goals were created in collaboration with local residents. Menre given a chance take

ownership of theesults.

While descendants and local residents are provided amtapfiy to participate in crafting
historical narratives, others who are not affiliated with these places come for a variety of other
reasons. Interest in archaeology, desire to conserve historic properties, or an interest in local history
brings unaffilated individuals to the project area. In their quest to answer personal questions, these
people are confronted with difficult aspects of living in the past like segregation, discrimination,
racism, and poverty. When it comes to structural racism, beingsegpo the existence of race
based discrimination and how it pl ayed out

European Americanto the legacy of thesetivities

Transforming archaeological data to digital forrabdwsthe results and messagethis
projectto be spreadvorldwide. Other communities in the United States and elsewhere in the

Western Hemisphere were created araintainedhrough the same forces that built River Street
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as the racialization process is central to historical lifplaces forged from the colonization
process. This project is unique because it used oral history and archaeological methods to collect
data that was digitized and made available to other publics through the internet. This is rarely done
for anthropologichprojects. The scale and diversity of delivery methdds, {videos, digital
document, and interactive maps) provide a range of ways individuals can interact with the data in
their own way.Using the internet to spread understanding of structural raassseen in Boise,

Idaho gives the archaeology project a greater reach and makes its message available to a much
larger audience. In this way, the River Street Project has potential to impact communities
throughout the Englisepeaking worldlt is hoped tle methods and theories used in this project

be applied in other communities, in other languages, and through other cultural lenses.
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View from Boise, Idaho

In order to examine African American contributions to American West history, it is
important to understand both the actors and narrators that create historical narratives. African
Americansand other notwhite peoples are rarely emphasized in seminal works in American West
history because: each narrative is constructed in time and place by an author who thinks about the
past through a culturally specific lens; rahites are rarely the architts of these historical texts,
and; archival documents, which are the foundation of histories, were created by a Eurocentric
society. American West historical narratives also emphasize extractive industries like logging,

mining, petroleum extraction, afarming, while overlooking the urban character of western life.
Rural Versus Urban West in African American and Racial Minority History

While historical narratives of the Bladkest emphasize African American cowboys,
Buffalo Soldiers, and black homesteejenost ofthe African American experience in the West
was urban, as it was for the majority of other emigrants regardless of race. The urban western
experience is not part of the romantic narrative of the western frontier, so it does not coincide with
the popul ar vision of the West. All mendinger (
in the minds of people who cling to the notion of a mythic frontier, the concept of modern
mul ticultural West 1is not v erwerempgtantt@Africam Ur b a
Ameri cans,; they were crucibles for todaybs Af
Westerners generate a sense of cooperation and shared destiny that was absent in rural contexts

(Taylor 1998:196).
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In the West, Back pgulations outside Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas remained small
during the nineteenth centymgnd largescale African American migration did not begin until the
twentieth centuryTaylor 1998:135). While all emigrants moved to the American West in search
of economic opportunities, these opportunities were sought through different means. Black people
were denied access to land under the Homestead Act through a number of different discriminatory
actions, although some African Americans were able to secure teadgshrough preemption or
purchase. The settlers at Nicodemus, Kansas were possibly the most noteworthy African American
homesteaders; however, most black homesteaders lived in Oklahoma. Blacks also went west to
escape the seething racism that held thaok in the eastern United States. They did not always
find equality in western cities, but their small numbers did not thrdateopean Americanso
racial violence against blacks was less common in the West (Katz 1996; Flamming 2009; Taylor

1998; Taylorand Moore 2003).

Most African Americans worked as laborers or operated small businesses in cities. Few
attempted the hardscrabble homesteading life that characterimddofthe European American
experience. African American enclaves and interracialhteichoods were how blacks and other
minorities in the West shielded themselves from racism. Because they primarily lived in cities,
blacks in the West had an urbane existence not experienced by rural westerners. African American
women were found almost @ty in cities. While black women comprised less than one percent
of the females living in the American West, they played a central role in the creation and
maintenance of the numerous African American communities in this part of the country (DeGraaf
1980286). Despite the socioeconomic side effects caused by racism, African Americans had
access to a range of goods from around the world. Their children attended school and blacks were

able to build fraternal | od g e mstillechadsensecohpeide 6 s s 0
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in the community and a duty to sélétterment (Dickson 1997; Flamming 2009; Taylor 2012;
Taylor and Moore 2003). Blacks and other minorities were integral parts of the urban west,
especially when their segregating effect on camities is taken into account. The presence of
African Americans, in particular, was a polarizing factor that divided western cities into districts

based on race. This fragmentation was a powerful force in the development of western cities.

The urban blackexperience is largely overlooked in African American historical
narratives. Until the late twentieth century, African Americans were only noted obliquely in
western histories as aberraricaddities in an otherwisBuropean Americastory. The recent
African American histories of the West have done much to craft a narrative of the black experience
in this region but these too have emphasized discovery, exploration, and cowboys rather than
focusing on the way life was experienced on a daily basis for westemthe past (Flamming
2009). African American literature has done more to describe the everyday black experience in the

West, including the urban black experience, than history (GlasrddChampior2000).

Using the urban West as a starting point faaleating the role of African Americans and

other minorities in western history is important because it places them in an environment with a
much more complicated cultural milieu than remote work camps or homesteads. Population
density allows for more congx social interactions and provides a space where social systems,
including the mores and history that underlies the racialization process, may be expressed more
completely. There is more of a need to solidify racial boundaries in urban spaces becaluse rac
categories are more necessary for maintaining the labor structure at the heart of capitalism. In the
city, there is more pressure to solidify group boundaries and justify the hierarchical differentiations

that allow elites to maintain their status amivilege.
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A Brief Prehistory and Protohistory of Boise, Idaho

The area that would become Boise, Idaho had long been occupied by Paleoindian and
Native Americans for over 10,000 years before Europeans arrived. Over time, early Great Basin
Columbia Plateagultural groups evolved to become direct ancestors of the Northern Shoshone
and the Bannock, both of whom occupied the Boise area at the time of European Contact.
Europeans started creating records of the Native American way of life in southern Idaho very
recently in comparison to other areas of the country. When Lewis and Clark arrived into the West
they found native groups that had been living there for hundreds of generations and had adapted
to various environments. The Northern Shoshone lived in antlaa¢aextended from eastern
Oregon into Wyoming and south into Nevada. Combining both Great Basin and Columbia Plateau
cultural characteristics, the Shoshone lived in small bands subsisting on seeds, pine nuts, wild
wheat, bitterroot, and camas. They disbed for salmon, conducted communal rabbit, sage hen,
and antelope drives, and hunted for other game as it was available. Their mobility was greatly
increased after obtaining horses in the late sixteenth century and the Shoshone people began to
explore he northern Great Plains (Butler 1966, 1986irphy and Murphyl986; Wellsand Hart

2000:18 20).

Life changed dramatically with the arrival of the horse Batbpean Americanalong the
Boise River. Horses provided additional options for the Shoshone with regard to their subsistence
cycles. In the Boise River drainage proper, Shoshone groups continued to rely on local camas and
salmon supplies while using the horse to tradih Wuffalo hunting groups to the east (Walker
1978; Wellsand Hart2000:18 20). The horse also boosted the size of seasonal ceremonial
celebrations. The site of presataty Boise was the location of a seasonal Native American

gathering. Located at the basfeTable Rock, which is adjacent to the northern edge of the City of
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Boise, this gatheringvaswhere Native groups in the northern Great Basin, northwestern Great
Plains, and Plateau regions congregated to trade goods and conduct ceremonies. ThaWedse all

the gathering to expand and tribes from further away to participate. By the early nineteenth century,

fur traders knew this gathering as the Sheewoki Fair and recognized its cultural significance. The
fair |l asted two mont htefromm@mrgon andNevadagUinatillah Gaguset h e r r
Nez Perce from farther north, Cheyanne and Arapaho from Colorado, and Crows from Wyoming

[ who] joined Northern and wesil3.rn Shoshoni o (

The landscape that would become the City of Boise was an important location on-the east
west transportation and communication corridor that extended across southern Idaho. It was a
locus of trade between Columbia River, northern Great Basin, and weseanREins groups.
As a result, the Boise area was targeted by fur trappers in the early nineteenth century (Wells and
Hart 2000:13). These were among the eariesbpean Americamnto visit the region. Historians
believe the ori gi nfrem eady FrBneh tagérs wha clie@ thecdeaimage
AWood RRiverebal3 .( French Canadian trappers call e
Hudsonds Bay maps still show it as the Wood RIi
first encounteredylLewis and Clark in the Lemhi Valley in 1805, but fur trappers were the first
to establish a light but sustained presence in the areathi®t810s and 1830s (Wells and Hart

200024i 25).

Fur traders capitalized on the existing trading network that saslesouthern ldaho along
the Snake River Plain. The first Fort Boise wz¢
near the confluence of the Boise and Snake Rivers and the pdeyetuwn of Parma, Idaho,
approximately 41 miles northwest of the atbat would become the River Street Neighborhood

(Wellsand Hart2000:24 25). Fur trapping in the Snake River Plain was contested between British
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interests | ed by the Hudsondés Bay Company and
Boise was builtd compete with Fort Hall, which was built in 1834 on the Snake River about 300

miles southeast of the Boise/Snake River Confluence near pdeserRocatello, ldaho by

Nathaniel J. Wyeth of the American Trading Company. The first Fort Boise was plagattaidig

by Native Americans and it was moved to a second location about five miles north of-gdegsent

Parma, Idaho in 1838 (Wells and Hart 2000:15).

During the 1840s, these fur trading forts were the only places where emigrants on the
Oregon Trail couldbtain supplies and assistance. The Oregon Trail traversed Idaho and brought
thousands oEuropean Americaninto Shoshone territory. This encroachment sparked conflict as
the emigrants allowed their stock animals to graze on Shoshone lands. Emigoeagpppedgpriated
water, timber, and other resources without permission or paying for their use. Intermittent attacks
on emigrants brought calls for the United States government to intervene (Madsen i2Z2@)0:27
On August 20, 1854, an attack nearly destragedemigrant party near what is now Middleton,
Idaho. Army reprisals against this attack weakebBepean Americaforces in the area and left
Fort Boise vulnerable. The Fort had to be abandoned. From 1854 until 1860, there was very little

European Amerigapresence in southwestern ldaho (Wells Hiagt 2000:15).

A gold strike in the Boise Basin, approximately 20 miles north of what is now the City of
Boise, sparked an influx of nedative Americans into souttentral Idaho. In 1862, a small party
of Europen Americas made the arduous trek from the site of the second Fort Boise into the
Grimes Creek drainage which is northeast of Boise. Along Mores Creek, they found what they
were looking for on August 2, 1862. The discovery of gold in the Boise Basigiom reentered
around preserday ldaho City, Centerville, Pioneerville, and Placerville, Idaho, sparked a rush

that brought people surging into the ar@ée(ls and Har2000:17). Mining camps popped up
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throughout the area in 186BE363; an estimated 15,008 20,000 nofNative people had arrived
by the summer of 1863 (Bird 193d/ells and Har2000). The Idaho Territory was established on

March 4, 1863\\Vells and Har2000:17).

BoiseBecomes a Town

The area of presewlay Boise City was developed to supplyetmining camps.
Agricultural fields and small farms were established along the river; by 1864, all easily irrigated
land had been put into productioWélls and Har2000:18). The Boise Basin gold rush increased
hostilities from Shoshone who struck back against trespassing and from the horrible conditions
they faced due to by the loss of their most productive lands at the haBdsopean American
Settlers clamoretbr a military presence to defend both miners and farmers from the Shoshone.
The 1863 Organic Act that created the Idaho Territory also brought the first Indian Agents to
southern Idaho and ushered in an era of treaties. In 1863, a third Fort Boiséabishes! along
the Boise River in the same place as predegytBoise City. All Shoshone lands within 30 miles
of the Boise River in the area that would become Boise City were ceded in the Treaty of Fort Boise
signed on October 4, 1864 (Madsen 2000Wg}ls and Hart2000:22). The unratified Bruneau
Treaty of April 12, 1866 with the Bannock Shoshone sought to force the relinquishment of
additional lands south of Bois@/glls and Har2000:30). The Shoshone continued to fight back
despite these treaties.@Bnake War of 1864867 saw Fort Boise serve as the operating base for
engagements in Owyhee County, Idaho and southeastern Oregon that ended in the ultimate
suppression of Shoshone in the ardgel{s and Har2000:30). After thousands of years living
along the Boise River, the Shoshone in the Boise area were relocated to the Fort Hall Reservation

near Pocatello, Idaho in 1869 (Madsen 2000543.
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Towns sprang up in the Boise Basin. Roads connected these mining towns to the
agricultural settlement at Bois&€he mining boom surged throughout the 1860s. Idaho City was
founded in 1862 and its population briefly surpassed that of Portland, Obegaming the
largest town in the Pacific Northwest for a short timée(ls and Har2000:17). Despite this surge,
the Boise Basin gold fields were not open to all. While Chinese were among the early surge of
prospectors into the area, Boise County passed a law in 1863 excluding African Americans and
Chinese from prospecting. Chinese entrepreneurs started other sesiiesbes like restaurants
and laundries. Most African Americans were deterred, but some still entered the gold fields
occasionally during the 1860s and 1870s (Bird 1934:119; Mercier and SSmohinski 1990:4
6). Boise became the administrative centesaithwestern Idaho. An assay office was built in
Boise City to count all the gold pouring down from the hills, and a small town was platted between
Fort Boise and a riverside farm in the location of presagtJulia Davis Park (Bird 193¥%Vells
and Hart2000:19). Through long deliberation, Boise became the territorial capital in 1864. At the

time, it had about 60 buildings including those made with sod or atiéélés(and Har2000:19).

By the 1870s, the Boise Basin was panning out. Cities that prowigeties to the miners
like Boise and Walla Walla fared much better than towns founded in the gold fields (Bird
1934:175). Boise City continued to grow during the 1860s and 1870s as land was cleared, irrigation
ditches constructed, and agricultural fieldarnped. Log cabins gave way to frame buildings.
Churches, schools, and substantial brick buildings were slowly built. By 1868, Boise was a
settlement of 400 buildings, 250 private dwellings, 20 saloons, two churches, and four elementary

schools with 200 sdents (Wells and Har2000:35).
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Figure2:Birds Eye View of Boise, Idaho (1888Yer Street is marked in rémburtesy of the Idaho State Archives, Boise)

Boisedbs economic | ivel i hoordvohkdaraundgrigatdde | a't
farming (Figure 2). The Boise River was a reliable water source but its frequent floods destroyed
farmsteads. By 1876, over 50 individuals and ditch companies had filed claims on the Boise River.
Diversion dams were used to briwgter to crops. A large flood in 1876 destroyed these diversion
dams, levees, and ditches, flooding farms and homes along the Boise River. Chinese farmers were
quick to build dams to protect their farms south of Boise but other farmers were not astacky (S
1993:35). Boise farmers remained undaunted by these floods and irrigated land expansion
continued as planned. A major, $60,000 dollar canal expansion was launched in 1878 that hoped
to expand local irrigation canals by more than 50 miles and coseeetal existing canals into a
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larger network. Named the Ridenbaugh Canal, the system started with -arsleviemg canal and

was eventually expanded to 53 total milgge(ls and Har2000:39). In 1882, another plan to
irrigate between 300,000 and 500,00@es below the City of Boise was initiated. This joint
agriculturatmining venture called the New York Canal stalled until 190&l(s and Hart
2000:56,58). Another flood in 1896 was even more destructive. Most of the truck farms on the
floodplain that povided vegetables to the city were destroyed. Lumbermills, warehouses, and
utilities near the river were flooded. The River Street Neighborhood, which had only recently been
platted, was spared the brunt of the flood damage; nevertheless, a major bddgéher

infrastructure nearby were destroyed (Stacy 19%):6

Arrangements to enlarge the Boise Vall eyods
not continue expanding until flood control was improved. This was made possible in 1906 through
governnent funding and technical expertise through the United States Reclamation Service. Work
on the New York Canal was restarted in 1906 and a series of flood control dams were built soon
after. Completed in 1909, the Diversion Dam just upstream from the €CBpise provided
hydroelectric power as well as flood control and irrigation water. The Arrowrock Dam, completed
in 1910, provided additional control and irrigation water. These developments caused irrigation
farming to surge. By 1916, the Boise vicinitachmade 223,866 irrigable agricultural acres
available for farming (Stacy 1993:82; Wells and Har000:78 79,85). Floods were controlled

by these dams and became much less destructive.

As a regional commercial center, the founders of Boise sought aatmm& larger
opportunities and, at the ti me, railroads we
communication network. Whispers of a railroad arriving in Boise began as early as 1868 and

numerous schemes were proposed in 1870s: Puget S@u@dandé Boisé Green River Union
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Pacific Extension (1869); Portland, Dalles, and Salt Lake (1871); and Winnemucca as a Central
Pacific alternative (1872)Yells and Har2000:38). Advocacy reached a crescendo during the late
1880s. With a population of 1,00n 1880, Boise was large enough to justify the construction of

a railroad connection. Construction crews on the Oregon Short Line (OSL) Railroad entered
southern Idaho on June 16, 1883 and, despite the fact Boise was on the Oregon Trail and connected
to mines to the north, was not chosen to be a town on the main line. Grade requirements for trains
were different than they were for hordeawn wagons, so the OSL chose a route down Indian

Creek, south of Boise City\ells and Har2000:43,45).

Boise residets remained hopeful. They moved to prevent another town from becoming the
rail terminus in the local region by proposing the construction of-mil&slong branch line,
surveying the alignment, and purchasing all the land along this MMeks(and Har2000:46
49). A 1885 Boise City map depicts a fARailroa
Boise. Rail access became a reality when the Idaho Central Railway completed the branch line
from the OSL terminus near preselaty Kuna, Idaho to Boise oreftember 4, 188ANells and
Hart 2000:50 51). The Oregon Short Line mainline would not reach the city until 1925, but the

spur track did foster growth in downtown Boise until tiiBimd 1934:252253; Waite nd:6).

A Neighborhood South of the Tracks

The 1898 brought real estate speculation and development schemes to the area that would
become the River Street Neighborhood. John McClellan started this process when he platted his
property in 1890. During the 1890s, the Riverside, Miller, and City Park Adsliti@ne platted in
anticipation of the arrival of the Oregon Short Line Railroad. The River Street area was subdivided

to provide parcels for warehouses and housing. It was envisioned that this would become a home
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for the workers employed at the various gasuses that flanked the railroad and businesses in

downtown Boise. In fact, few opulent houses were built in the area (Demo 2006; Stacy 1995).

By the early 1900s, the River Street Neighborhood had evolved into a mixture of
commercial and residential prafies. Idaho had become a state in 1890 and Boise was poised for
growth. The town had nearly 6,000 residents and irrigation canal construction provided an infusion
of people and money (Stacy 1995:7). Flood control made agricultural land on the floogplain o
for development. Most houses in River Street were built between 1900 and 1930 (Demo 2006).
Historical maps show that the completion of the Ridenbaugh Canal (1878) and Diversion and
Arrowrock Dams for the New York Canal had greatly diminished the BRisev er 6 s f | ow
River Street, but seasonal floods were still common and the land adjacent to the river would remain

undeveloped for decades to come (Stacy 1993).

The River Street Neighborhood was carved from the agricultural fields and orchards that
had previously flanked the Boise River. Before it was redeveloped into a misedesidential
and commercial space, Boise residents used this open space for recreation (Figure 3). Riverside
Park opened in 1902 and was an attractive, convenient place foaB®igerelax and enjoy the
amusements (Demo 2006i1IB; Hart 1989:143). The park was located near the pressnt
intersection of River Street and Capitol Boulevard, and it had a bandstand, dance pavilion, theater
and baseball field. The baseball field ahdater housed memorable events while the frequent
dances at the park brought visitors throughout the year. The San Francisco Opera Company
performed at Riverside Park following the 1906 earthquake as the group waited to secure a new
venue back in San Freisco (Hart 1989). The baseball field hosted several Boise teams that played
organizations from across the Pacific Northwest. Riverside Park remained open until 1912 when

most of this location was filled with railroad warehouses. Portions of the parlkeadame part of
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a Girl Scout camp and a Forest Service office that used to occupy the land between River Street
and the Boise River west of Capitol Boulevard during thetwihtieth century. Former residents
recall playing at the Girl Scout grounds, whiglatured a softball field, into the 1960s (Madry

2014; Terrell, 111 2014).

The earliest houses in the River Street Neighborhood were constructed during the 1900s,
1910s, and 1920s (Demo 2006). Most of these residences were built as rental properties and
consi sted of -bBurt bt {sandartl dn&lingsahdtywere made in factories and
shipped on railroad cars to a town where they were assembled based on enclosed instructions.

Demo (2006:32) explains:

ABy the early 1900syrathelgnanfibosécat thigteéc
were scaled down by enterprising hemelding companies as they responded to

huge demands for affordable, quality housing from a growing American werking

class that was more than willing to settle for small, undmaugd, and unadorned

homes. 0

During the first decades of the twentieth century, companies compiled plan books where potential
home buyers could select home plans for the homes and select which home they would like to buy.
The house materials wedelivered to the lot where it was to be erected and workmen or the home
owner assembled the house (Demo 2006; Massey and Maxwell 1999; McAlester 2013). Early
houses in River Street were primarily ene two-bedroom dwellings with outbuildings including
outhouses, sheds, stables, and garages at the rear of the lot. City directories and Sanborn Fire
Insurance Maps indicate these outbuildings were frequently converted into smaller dwellings. In
addition to these reaeyuilt homes, a smaller number of vernaeuiouses of differing styles were

built (Demo 2006).

33



Chapter 1. Contextualizing the African American Western Experience

T L T T .
N0 G PIETY 0avmncs) - GRTVTY A0 GYECT PRESIURE. - T AL bl e cimive i
TN AND ENENT RSRIRRS, L8OTTED 72 RS NE O QY MR, ) ———

9 <2000 & HO.000 SRS N0 £5Y 80 ¥ FOIT. K5 ARNE£A0 7 had b foer] (o) [o] [\ i

SRy S8 AR LD B M oS ERNEE FLOW & ) LK

ARIERRN RS :
LEENT RESETINOW LRVTED T/ 195ty 8 & ' 2
e e i SIRIEE ElciciEEEEEE

ey LDl T | = e f
:ﬁr:wmm:mmr:&mm =] @E (s =] ;}[ﬂl‘ | BBWE} :
o e e n s ey ][] ] () (o) o o [ o} () 5 ) 0 D
& Azzees PENITENTIONY (RN 0 FULLD Sy BROVRIY O RUEINTY K

W U AUATIT CNSTRTLS A THNER RSO W1 LY T N IONTE. m 5

AP P pe ] g TP

 Ho B )
(BN (OWNITRD W TEEMNDNE . AL RESERVORS ATORD NN ‘,"v,\ 5
RWT 80 MULS G 3°r0 20 PORLEAIN SND PIRTIESIN STIEL Mans. )
WERAE DONEYTE FRESSURE  ISUBE.  FORE PIRINONE 7Y IO 80 5. \
O DRURE NOANIT. ~ LAY LRILYTIIN 2008 200 s &
GNNSY AND 000 (00 GRS Y WYTER .
i DBpT & rex Aesy PO AN0 1 Gt 136 IR0 5 257 R
| WUEF AND A TANT ENEF ammm:v”;:_a

. SADBYA
g )| apC0.»

ﬁﬁa Seals 50F4.¢2 an (ach.

Jure [A03.

Copyreght 1803 by the Sanborn Map Co

VIR STNION. - T8 N T TN Gt PSTRTTRY

e

WL A AN SXTEN PN 4D SRS,
ar ses fr TR IRV,

R oIS SHOWN BY RFVY 50 LIE @ IHOEK
(YHOEY LWL, = LTS SRETINNE.

AY PRTT OF 1R STREET § PRAED

The River
Street

Neighborhood |-
in 1903

Figure3: Sanborn Fire Insurance Map of River Street Neighborfi®8) (Courtesy Idaho State Historical Society Archives, Boise)

34



Chapter 1. Contextualizing the African American Western Experience

Nanville

1917 City Map

- D River Street Modern Boundary

[ ! 1
0 250 500 Feet N

Published with permission from the
Idaho State Historical Society Archives
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Neighborhood residents from the 1900s and 1926sided middle and working class
European American At this time, all of the platted lots had not yet been filled with buildings and
the neighborhood was a convenient place for individuals that worked in downtown Boise which
was just across the railroachtks to the north (Figure 4). Prominent Boise resident Charles
Hummel recalls that his father, Frederick Charles Hummel, lived BiStrdet in the River Street

neighborhood as a youth. Charles Hummel believes River Street is iconic of the walkable

>
—

neighbr hoods of the early twentieth century:
the automobile. You have big houses next to little houses, porches and small front yards. Its
walkable. People could sit on their porches and talk to people on thevaadl k . 6 ( Hu mme |
Woodward 2010:29). Buildings sat on a floodplain and, thus, were designed with higher
foundations in case of a flood. Hummel also noted the proximity of the neighborhood to downtown
Boise and its higldensity of jobs and remarked thag of 2010, it still retained much of this
desirabl e character: iltds accessible. | t enc
respected its history and its identity remair
desirable characterisg are what made the neighborhood attractive during the early twentieth

century, but other development casted a shadow that reduced its desirability.

At the same time when residential buildings were being added to the neighborhood,
warehouses and commelciauildings were also being built nearby. In 1928, the neighborhood
was rezoned as fiunrestricted, 0 which meant e
commercial and industrial buildings could be erected on all sides (Osa 1982:2; Stacy 1985:9). T
change in zoning immediately diminished the desirability of the neighborhood as a residential

space because it meant that polluting warehouses and factories could be built in this area at any
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time. Many homeowners living in the neighborhood beganaeleeither renting out their homes

or selling them outright.

Nevertheless, by the 1920s the River Street Neighborhood was a conveniently located place
for working class Boiseans. Its relatively new housing stock and the large number of warehouses,
factories, and businesses along the rail line meant the neighborhood was in close proximity to jobs
and commerce for the city. The population of Boise was rapidly growing. Between 1900 and 1920,
Boise had grown from approximately 6,000 residents to over 21W0@0s(and Har2000). A
number of ownepccupied residences became rentals and River Street became a solidly-working
class neighborhood occupied Buropean Americanalongside mukiethnic minorities. By the

1930s, about 65 African Americans called tHecp home (Hummel and Woodward 2010:67).

River Street as a Multi-Racial Neighborhood

During the 1930s and 1940s, R i-whigerBoisgdns e et 0 s
had solidified. While mostEumpeantAmericanimmigrants or h 0 o ¢
from Eastern Europe, the Basque Country, and Japan as well as African Americans made their
homes there and formed a tightly woven community (Bertram 2014; Demo 2006; Hummel and
Woodward 2010). Yet, River Street traversed a turbulent periodgitive midtwentieth century
and, by the 1980s, much of what once was had been lost. Houses had been demolished. Businesses
shuttered. New, large condominiums and apartments were built on top of the previous small,
detached, singl&amily dwellings. Attemps at historic preservation had failed. The future of the
River Street Neighborhood was not clear, but one thing remained constant throughout all those
changes: community. The history of the River Street Neighborhood is intrinsically linked with the
histoi es of Boiseb6s Basque and Afr i cawhitedroups i c an

t hat made River Street the home of ithe ot her
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Basque Immigrants in River Street

The River Street Neighborhood is significant for the understanding of the Basque
experience in the American West and Boise because it was important for the survival of their
community during its formative yesgasfehatber a pl
from overt discrimination. It was also a place where the Basque could practice their customs and
language without fear of persecution (Demo 2006; Totoricaguena 2004). The archaeological
remains of Basque activities in the neighborhood efghst solidify their connection with this

landscape and secure their place in its history.

By the 1920s, River Street was known for its+amopean Americaaccupants. The first
Basques arrived in the neighborhood in 1902 and were followed by more Basglies and
sheepherders during the 1910s. Most of the Basque congregated around Lee and Ash Streets and
on Loveros L a n 6106). Basque regdder@s6did1tieis best to maintain their
traditions. A handball court was built circa 1906 based alitivaal Basque tshaped design.

This feature allowed the Basque to play traditional games they had known in Spain while also
socializing amongst themselves in their traditional language (Alegria 1987; Totoricagiiena 2004).
As immigrants, the Basque facedaimination outside the neighborhood; however, River Street

was a space where they could continue many of the practices they brought over from Spain.

Traditional Basque customs in Spain mandated family property pass to the eldest son,
forcing younger sasmto make their living off the farm. This custom prompted many Basque men
to travel to the Americas in search of economic opportunities (Totoricaguena 2004). The first wave
of single Basque men came to Idaho during the late nineteenth century, paviray tfue their
brothers, uncles, and cousins who followed. By the twentieth century, these men were joined by

wives, sisters, and other women who helped solidify a Basque diasporic community in Boise.
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Boardinghouses in downtown Boise housed most single meneatrepreneurial families
servicing the Basque community. A second enclave in River Street near Lee and Ash Streets

became home to extended families that shared homes or lived nearby (Alegria 1987; Demo 2006).

The Basque suffered because of their unlgnguage and customs. During the nineteenth
and early twentieth centurieSuropean Americasnin Boise did not consider Basque immigrants
white people. They faced difficulties finding work and housing. At school, their children were
ridiculed because of #ir language and the way they dressed. Basque children were not allowed
to speak their traditional language in Boise schools (Totoricagiiena 2004). One way they could
overcome this discrimination was by suppressing their tradittamce, language, and dsézsnd
by adoptingeuropean Americanustoms. The Basque also distanced themselves from other non
white communities. As the African American population rose in the River Street Neighborhood,
Basque families moved away to escape the stigmatization of livimg it he bl ack nei ¢

(Demo 2006).

European immigrants and n&uropean Americamoved to the neighborhood at this
time. The first Basques arrived in the neighborhood in 1902 and were followed by a few more
Basque families and sheepherders duriegli®10s. Most of the Basque congregated around Lee
and Ash Streets and on 1106./Earopéas immigrane frqmDotheno 2 O (
countries also arrived during the first decades of the twentieth century: most notably Greek and
Croatian individualsind families (Demo 200808 109). Immigrants faced discrimination outside
the neighborhood and were increasingly forced to live in the River Street area; however, within

the neighborhood, people were friendly, helpful, and neighborly.
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River StreetAfrican Americans, and Boise, ldaho

Boise has always been primarily occupied by people of European descent; its African
American population has always been small. Most blacks settled on the geographic peripheries of
what is considered the American Westsitates like Texas, Kansas, and Oklahoma. African
Americans avoided places that were seen as having low economic prospects such as the Dakotas
and Idaho for a good reason: racism permeated American society and individual blacks were in
danger in predomindtewhite communities. The American West was no different (Oliver 1995:5;
Taylor 1998:104105). As a result, these states have historically had very small African American
populations. Idaho Territory had only 60 African Americans in 1870 even though &/&0P
blacks lived in the sixteen states and territories of the American West (Taylor 1998:104). Ten years
later, the Idaho Territory only had 53 blacks. The African American population of the State of
|l daho had grown to 201 iobstooda8Z®din 1900 @werntlbodgh overl a ¢ k

765,000 African Americans lived in the American West (Taylor 1998:135).

During the nineteenth century, Fort Boise had a contingent of African American soldiers
who lived outside of town and helped protect the eseitint. African American soldiers at Fort
Boise spent most of their time in the high desert outside of town searching for hostile Native
Americans (Mercier and SimeBmolinsk 1990). After the cessation of hostilities between the
United States Government attthho Native Americans, African American soldiers were used to
break union strikes in ldaho mining communities (Taylor 1998). A small number of African
Americans also moved through the area as part of the Oregon Trail migration and through
employment onhte Union Pacific Railroad after 1894 but few stayed in Idaho for |Btignger

1987 Mercier 1990; Mercier and SimeéBmolinski 1990).
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Figure5: The Shines family before emigrating to River Street in theéweidtieth century, rd. (Courtesy Lee Rice, II)

The majority of blacks in Idaho congregated in urban centers like Boise and Pocatello
where they could find work in the service industry and as entrepreneurs (Mercier and Simon
Smolinsk 1990; Oliver 1988}-igure 5) While racesm existed in Boise, Jim Crow laws of the late
nineteenth century were directed more at the Chinese than they were at African Americans (Oliver
1995:5). The small African American community in Boise coalesced in the early 1900s. In 1910,
there were 47 bl&gpeople in Boise and they lived throughout the city. The church was at the heart
of black life in Boise, but early African Americans had no official church to attend prior to 1921.
While an African American pastor arrived in 1904, Reverend William Ril@yi] sermons were
held in different homes and businesses at

commercial district (Oliver 1995iB). Saint Paul Baptist Church was the first African Amercan
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owned building in the City of Boise. Erected in 19%& 124 Broadway Avenue on donated land
purchased by a white woman, the church became
and was an anchor to the community. By the 1970s, one fifth of the black population of Boise was

affiliated with St. Paul @urch (Oliver 1995:9).

Living in such a remote location, the African
Americans in Boise built aetwork of reciprocal
relationships based on an intense need for
assistance. Relativésoth real and adoptédwere

interdependent upon each other when it came to

food, shelter, clothing, and employment. As was the

Figure6: Child from the Terrell family in River Street
Neighborhood, n.d. (Courtesy Idaho State Historical
Archives, Boise)

case with urban blacks elsewhere in the té&thi
States, Boiseds African Ame
in times of need and could expect to receive the same consideration in the future (Oliveri1995:10

11). Oliver writes (1995:10Y¢ very few African Americans could hope to acquire a surplus of
goodsomoney i n any degree because of the needs
most noteworthy feature of this system was its ability to include persons of all ages, genders, and
employment status into these established kin networks to benefitehest number of people.

Children were fed, housed, and clothed regardless of whether or not they were actually family
membergFigure 6) This willingness to help and communal reciprocity was extended to all black

folk around the community. Additionallyy | ack peopl e watched out for
freely disciplined them. A child was corrected when acting inappropriately even if the adult had

no blood kinship to the child. In this way, African Americans could keep their children out of

troubleand within the boundary of acceptable behavior. The actions of African Americans in Boise
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were a continuation of survival mechanisms
originating from the Jim Crow of the eastern and

Midwestern United States (Oliver 1995:10).

The River Street Neighborhood became
known as fAthe Dblack nei ghbc
War Il when a large number of African American
soldiers were stationed at the military bases near
Boise, particularly Gowen Eid which is adjacent

to the City of Boise and Mountain Home Air Force

Base located approximately 20 miles east of town.

Figure7: Berenease and Lee Rice, n.d. The Rice fam . .
lived in the neighborhood for decades, raising their ~ Many of these black soldiers were allowed to bring

children there (Courtesy L&¥ce, II)
their families, but faced few housing options in

m\ Boise. River Street was the one qdathey were

| allowed to rent homes (Osa 1982:5; Stewart 1980)
(Figure 7) It was also the only place where African
Americans could buy homes because it had
previously been associated with European

immigrants and the Basque during the 1920s and

1930s. The lility for African Americans to

g purchase property in River Street contrasted with

Figure8:Lee Rice, Il and his mother Berenease in fron
their house in the Rivétreet Neighborhood (Courtesy  Other parts of the country where blacks were not

Lee Rice, II)
allowed to buy property at all. Owneccupied

African American properties in River Street were also investments.-tumegAfrican American
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River Street resident Bessie Stewart recalls convincing her husband to purchase a house in the
neighborhood during the war. They immediately rented it out to black soldiers with families and
did not move into the home until after World Wia(Stewart 1980). The Stewarts were not alone.

A number of other black Boiseans were able to purchase homes in the River Street Neighborhood.

Many of these individuals lived in River Street for decg@égure 8)

After World War I, the surge of blackmeers in the River Street Neighborhood subsided
but it remained a predominately rental neighborhood. The neighborhood demographics changed
sharply following the war and accelerated after the 1960s when African Americans in Boise began
pushing for their cii rights. African American activist Dorothy Buckner recalls that the push for
ci vil rights was spearheaded by a smal/l segme
against upsetting the status quo even though they were excluded from living iof inestity.
There was discrimination in Boise, but it was not anywhere close to the way things were in other
parts of the United States (Buckner 1981). Bo
Americans were allowed to own businesses and hewersthough this was possible in a limited
area. Racévased violence was rare. For most blacks, Boise was not perfect but it was better than

life in other parts of the country.

During the midtwentieth century, the River Street Neighborhood also becanmvenkioy
illicit activity. It is not clear if this new activity corresponded with the fact that the neighborhood
was becoming increasingly leimcome or if it was the result of a real increase in crime. It is
known, however, that certain parts of the neighbod earned a reputation for gambling and
prostitution businesses. Residents continually say that this type of activity was concentrated on
Pi oneer Street (todayds Pioneer Wal kway) ( Mad

began to view the enérneighborhood as a place of vice. Interviews with former residents have
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acknowledged the presence of illicit activity on Pioneer Street (Buckner 1981, Madry 2014, Terrell
2014). Several of the businesses on Pioneer had legitimate business street fl@tiie Wwhck of

the shop housed gambling and other activities
that used to operate at 500 S. Ash Street. Today, this is a neighborhood center but, according to
Dorothy Buckner (1981), it doubled as a gamblmg | | . Bl ackjackdés was o
American entrepreneur APistol o Johnson. 1 n ad:«
also repaired houses in the neighborhood and acted as a rental agent for absentee property owners
in River StreetBuckner 1981)The tales of Pioneer Street as a red light and gambling district are

widely known in Boise lore, but the descendant community has always stressed that River Street
was much more than a place to have a good time. It was akridssmmunitywhere residents

tended to overlook skin color and judged each other based on the content of their character.

Thesenegativestories about what happened along Pioneer Street were used to help build
a negative view of the River Street Neighborhood in tles @f other Boiseans. The fact that they
took place in a geographic area associated withwtdteness built upon existing racial and ethnic
stigmatization of the neighborhoodés resident
upstandingeuropea Americamess. To live in River Street was to be not white; to be not white
was associated with illicit activities, marginalization, and stigmatization. This identity built upon
long-standing negative connotations of Aghiteness that are at the heartloé social systems
undergirding American society. Discrimination and racism is systemic in the United States. As
explained in the next chapter, this process is played out not only in our culture but also on the

landscape.
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Anthropologists understand that racial categottes phenotypic variations that have been
cat egor i zieate mars relditad to tearrsed behaviors than genetic variation. The American
Ant hropol ogi cal Associationb6s Statement on Ra
percent of genetic variation Homo sapiens sapiems found within racial groups, whiameans
there is more genetic variation within racial groups than between them. The Statement continues
to explain that #@Araceo, as it is understood t
colonies to aid the exploitation of indigenous peoplejeslaand the lower classes. As explained
in this chapter, the racialization process was derived from Darwinian evolutionary thoughts,

colonialism, and capitalism.
How Race has been Created in the United States

Racial identities are formed by people throtigh same mechanisms that are used to craft
al |l identities. Building upon Frederick Barttl
(1969) and Jonesd investigation of t he compl
research in RiveBtreet uses race and other social identities as a form of identification that can be
understood by persons familiar with American society and those who research that society. Social
identities like race are simultaneously created by individuals as a raksighifying who they
are as individuals and by other people who reify aspects of this projected identity. Additionally,
individuals use a similar process to as a means of crafting group affiliations. This complicated,
subjective process is constantly paping in reatime and is found in all human cultures. Race is

just one of many identities forged by people in the United States (Figure 9).
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Figure9: Theldentity Formation Pocess

Addressing the role racial identities haveygld in the historical, social, political, and
economic landscape of the United States is important for understanding how racialization
maintains the European American identity. Most importantly for the analysis of racial identities in
River Street, anthrapogists must remember that racial identities are fluid and context specific.
Racial identities are purely ideological concepts that are a means of separating human populations
and are principally created by those who play a role in the formation of basiaichies. Central
to the racialization process is the use of real or perceived physiological differences to strategically
create a hierarchy in which some races are judged to be superior to others (Orser 2007,i2004:115
118). In the United States, thigerarchy has been structured to define and maintain social relations
bet ween various racial groups, most prominent

control access to goods, political power, economic strength, and overall life opportunities
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(Hartmann et al. 2009; Orser 2007). European Americans are created through the same structural

systems that have established other racial categories.

Attempts to decolonize the social sciences has led to the investigation of whiteness as a
form of academicliscourse. In the last few decades, an interdisciplinary field of whiteness studies
arose from critical race theory as a means of revealing the critical power of whiteness in American
society and the muddled effect of whiteness as a race in anthropblagicaociological study
(Hartigan 2005:187189; McDermott and Samson 2005). Whiteness as a racial category depends
heavily on defining nowh i t e s . AOt heringo ethnic and raci
Native Americans, and European and Asian imnmtgacreates a space where whiteness can
coalesce as a distinct racial identity (Hartigan 2005:188). Like blackness, whiteness is a state of
mind, an ideological construct that becomes perpetuated through discourse, practice, and daily
behaviors of which m&t people are unaware but which nonetheless perpetuate racial identity
(Hartmann et al. 2009). Ruth Frankenberg (1997:1) argues that white studies in the social sciences
focus on three core theoretical positions and hypotheses: 1) whiteness is a |dcsttioctural
advantage of race privilege; 2) it is a standpoint from where white people look at themselves,
others, and society, and; 3) whiteness refers to a set of cultural practices that are usually unmarked

and unnamed (Hartmann et al. 2009:406).

Early whiteness studies scholars portrayed whiteness as a default identity, the backdrop
against which other races are compared. This
characterization depends upon the perspective from which you view vdsit@ha racial category.
Whiteness an&uropean Americarmentity is associated with European heritage, but other terms
have been used to describe white people. Alsoropean American have traditionally not

considered European immigrants white until theg internalized and started expressing certain
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attributes that are considered part of the performance of white culture (McDermott and Stimson
2005; Orser 2007, 2004). Whiteness as a racial category is very subjective (Hartmann et al. 2009).
Researchersave had difficulties definindcuropean Americahn b ecause fdAwhitenes
identified as a core set of racial interests often obscured by seemingiy eacet r a | wor d
(Hartigan 1997:496). Whiteness is associated with unmarked, normative practices¢éhbéeén

used to characterize what it means to be an American. Practicing white culture involves living
within a system designed to perpetuate the material relations and social structures that reproduce
white privilege and racism in the United States (lgart 1997:496497). The default status of

whiteness as a racial category is integral to the maintenance of structural racism because any racial
group that deviates from this norm is consi de.]

within wider sciety an unnormal state.

Whiteness has a different meaning for individuals that consider themselves white based on
education, region, and belief in progressive ideals like equality and diversity (Croll 2007;
Hartmann et al. 2009). Whiteness has also aihrtgroughout history (Isenberg 2016). This
makes whiteness difficult to study archaeologically without contextualizing it within space and
time. Meg Gorsline (2015) has proposed a useful rubric for investigating whiteness in historical
archaeology that hids upon work conducted by other social scientists ankamgpean American
populations over the last 20 years. Gorsline proposes five key points that historical archaeologists
can use to contemplate the historical construction of whiteness: 1) whitenassonstantly
shifting social construction that changes throughout time, 2) whiteness interconnects with other
axes of identity including gender, ethnicity, nationality, class, religion, and sexuality; 3) it is rooted

in the global history of colonizatioand imperialism; 4) engaging with whiteness is to recognize
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that racism is also a white problem, and; 5) whiteness has a material dimension. While race may

be constructed, racism is real and it has material effects (Gorsline 20122895

Issues of poweinherent in capitalist societies was also observed by Eric Wolf and other
World Systems theorists. Throughout his Introduction, Wolf frequently mentions the trans
Atlantic slave tradie an activity that forcibly moved Africans to the Western Hemisphere and
transformed them into enslaved workers. Wolf (1997:21) notes that understandings of the growth
of world economic systems must relate history and theory in order to reveal the processes that
effected populations around the world. The resulting historigafidymed theory must be able to
account for outcomes of processes that affected populations in a specifiable time and space.
African Americans in Boise are descendants of African slaves brought to the United States;
however, the racialization of boBEurgpoean Americas and African Americans is predicated upon
racial mores developed during the period of American slavery (188%). Following the
abolition of slavery in the United States, African American identity continued to be plagued by
negative connotans and were placed in a permanent working class status within the American
social hierarchy. This proletariat status was a necessary element of American capitalist society that
requires workers to perform all manner of tasks. White discrimination kagktsoin a proletariat
caste and this soci al position was replicated

2006).

In his 1988 RadcliffeBrown Lecture, Sahlins builds upon the World Systems Theory
outlined by Wallerstein and furthered by Wolf. iBas notes that social systems and their
associated economic conditions are shaped by the historical backgrounds that lead to the
manifestation of these systems in a given society. With regard to systems of production, Sahlins

remar ks; i A stignsig teenrelative formrob ah walesolute necessity, a particular
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hi storical way of meeting human requirementso
products of capitalism find their waWesternt o t h¢
capitalism has loosed upon the world enormous forces of production, coercion, and

destructionéthe relations of goods of the | ar

scheme of thingso (Sahlins 1988: 4).

Like blackness, whiteness is alstuational. It draws upon group identities that change
depending upon time, space, and place. While racial categories depended upon physiological
differences, the interpretations of these differences is rooted in group ideologies. European descent
is one éement of whiteness. Throughout history, immigrants to the United States were racialized
based on their physiological, religious, national, and ethnic characteristics. For example, regardless
of ethnicity or religion, Chinese and Japanese immigrants hgglgbbgical characteristics that
easily placed in racial categories that were difficult to escape (Orser 2007). Immigrants from
European countries, however, were placed in groups based on pseudoscientific nineteenth century
racial classificatory schemes.the posiCivil War United States, Jim Crow laws shaped legal and
economic achievement for all residents including immigrants. These laws were designed to
disproportionately benefituropean Americas) so immigrants from Europe had a strong incentive
to becomezuropean Americafi.e., white) rather than remain hyphenated Americans. In order to
access the full rewards of the American economy and legal system, European immigrants
underwent an assimilath process where their ethnic and national heritage was suppressed or

stunted and the trappings and behaviors of whiteness embraced (Paynter 2001; Roediger 2005).
The Creation of Whiteness and Racial Privilege in Boise

The dialectic between African Ameritas and European American can fittingly be

examined by positioning Boise within a larger, worldwide capitalist system. Like capitalism,
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systemic racism is enmeshed with issues of economic, political, and cultural power. The status of
social groups in hierahical capitalist systems is situational and highly entangled because the
means of acquiring the resources necessary for daily life can only be obtained with money that
results from wage labor. Money becomes not only the means of providing food, sthethéng,

but also a medium through which the material symbols of social status can be attained. In
capitalism, social systems support wealth accumulation while also drawing boundaries between
those that benefit from wage labor and those who supply tios. [@his is important. The systems

that support capitalism simultaneously maintain the boundaries between social groups.

Social scientists and historians remain inconsistent when it comes to theoretical treatments
of race. Recent synthesis of anthropatadjiliterature associated with race, racialization, and
racism suggests that anthropologists agree that racial categories are based on physiological or
cultural attributes; however, there is much less consensus on what constitutes racism, that is race
basel discrimination, and its effects. Leith Mullings (2005:670) states that historians generally
agree on the facts that racism is: a) inextricably enmeshed with the emergence edtatdgm)
builds upon earlier conflicts, and c) emerges from contestaliois agreement among historians
is also situated amongst differing perspectives on how racism is perpetuated. Prejudicial treatment
towards soci al groups considered Aothero exi
Hemisphere, but the modern miastation of racism is the product of economic and social systems
derived from European colonial expansion (Mullings 2005:672). A generalized concept of
racialized social systems has been proposed by Eduardo BSilvda(1997:469) that is designed
toi nvestigate societies with economic, pol i tic
structured by the placement of actors in raci

systems in the creation, maintenance and perpetugtracial constructs is particularly useful for
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studying landscapes created through segregation like the River Street Neighborhood. Since urban
landscapes are created through a variety of political, social, and economic forces, situating
segregated neighltwoods through this lens allows for a more complete discussion of how these
forces coalesced historically to establish the racialized spaces of today. Approaching racism within
social systems also allows researchers to approach the subject without basengentrate on

the individual as individual social actors can be capricious. The relationship individuals have with
regard to race and racism changes situationally and throughout time, whereas the social systems

that perpetuate racism and racializatiom slower to change.

Structural racism relies on the establishment of institutional values that selectively benefit
members of the dominant racial group. In the United St&esmpean American cultivated
several key memes that served to benefit whiteslver other social groups. FirEiropean
Americanelites perpetuated the idea of competitive individualism which has infused our society
with the idea that success is derived from individual prowess. If an individual is not economically
or socially sacessful, it is because that person is flawed or has shortcomings. Americans are
supposed to compete against other individuals as well as the natural environment. Those with the
best skills, greatest knowledge, or are most capable are the ones thgbwidlamomic success.
Those without the proper skills are defective, deserving of their lower social status (Isenberg 2016;
Hartigan 2005). The concept of scarcity also bolsters structural racism. Hypothetically, everyone
is competing for a limited numbef resources so a narrative has been crafted that some will not
have what they need to maintain a fruitful existence. In a world of limited resources, there will be
winners and losers. Rather than working for the common good, individuals are encouraged to

struggle for scarce resources in capitalist societies where structural racism exists.
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Both of these previous concepts, competitive individualism and the scarcity mentality,
leads to a widespread belief that racial groups can only succeed by outcompetisglbthere
are winners, there are also losers and it is up to each racial group to do what they can to uplift their
own race, even if that comes at the detriment of other races. This concept was given a scientific
facade as Darwinian evolution and gahthropological thought spread during the second half of
the nineteenth century. Darwinian evolution, anthropology, and eugenics were all born from the
European colonial endeavor during the nineteenth century (Darwin 1858, 1871; Morgan 1877;
Spencer 1860 Nineteenth century science only served to prove the validity of concepts born
hundreds of years previously in animal husbanittiry concept of pedigree and selective breeding.
Charl es DaThevOrigio of Specefld58) andThe Descent of Mafil871) promoted
the concept of ASurvival of the Fittesto tha
inequality. At the close of the nineteenth century, anthropologists were central to the idea that
human societies progress from simple to more cermpalong a continuum. As these hierarchies
were created by European and American anthropolodistsgpean Americarcultures were
placed at the top of the hierarchy. It was argued that Western Civilization demonstrated the highest
level of complexity in hman history. Evolutionarily, it was the pinnacle of human achievement.

Other cultures were placed in lower levels on the hierarchy (Morgan 1877).

The hierarchical classification of peoples continued through the creation of edganics
science that used phgkgical variation in human populations to place people into categories and
justify white supremacy over nemhites. Simultaneously, eugenics explained why so many
European Americanwere unable to rise in society (Isenberg 2016:176; Hartigan 2005).

Eugenics distorted the evolutionary concept of descent with modification highlighted in
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evolutionary biology literature with the concept of pedigree that was central to animal husbandry

in an attempt to explain and justify social inequality (Isenberg 2016).

Finally, an aspect of secrecy has been used to infuse structural racism into American
institutions. Overt discrimination against ratites and women was common among government
officials, educators, and religious figures prior to the Civil Rights Movéragthe 1960s; but
discrimination against poor whites was less overt. Social elites in the United States were primarily
those with economic wealth who used their social networks with other elites and government
officials to improve their own social andeee o mi ¢ s i t u at -froonstheb Mhti 4 ter ams d
message was told to neovhites and the poor, elites knew that most political and economic
decisions were made behind closed doors between different elites, in social circles that omitted the
poor, womenand nonwhites (Isenberg 2016). The entire racialization process in the United States
was designed to force navhites and poor whites to economically compete against each other.
Structural racism was cultivated to keep fvamites in a subordinate positidout this same system
also prevented poor white people down. Ndnte people were scientifically classified in a
subordinate status. Legal, educatiorsaigntific, and religious institutions perpetuated the idea

that this inequality was natural and shible accepted by Americans.

In European capitalist colonialism, race became central to the creation and maintenance of
social power structures. Structural racism is the use and misuse of the power of systems and
institutions to further racbased prejudie. In this case, power is defined as the ability to control
and apply the power of social systems like the government, religious institutions, education, and
economics to further the gain of the dominant race in relation to other races {Simdla
1997470). Structural racism does not mean all members of the dominant race benefit from social

hierarchies and it does not mean all members of subjugated races do not rise in society because
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structural racism must also articulate with other social structikeegénder and class. However,

social differences like gender and class contain a racial component because both of those groups
have been racialized (Bonitailva 1997:471,473). In a racialized society, social groups are
divided into natmgbrizedothhtoagh Mmemes that al
throughout that society. Dominant groups gain control by projecting negative attributes upon the
groups they intend to dominate by crafting narratives of the different races they seek tatelomin

For example, African Americans were widely described as inferior to Europeans.

Anthropologists can only analyze social groups, including races, while also simultaneously
considering neighboring groups in society because no social group lives artd®peisolation.
Eric Wolf writes in the introduction to his landmark bdelkrope and the People without History
Afét here can be no 6Bl ack historyd apart from
history suppressed or omitted from conventional issifor economic, political, or ideological
reasons. o (1997:19). This statement comes o0n
excoriates twentieth century anthropologists for focusing on individual case studies at the expense
of crosscultural comparisons that include societies with clear hegemonic groups at work. Wolf
understood the way social structures form networks that bind communities together in such a way
that individual social groups cannot be easily separated from each other. In tHeRtaseSitreet,
White Boiseans needed narhites in order to establish themselves as a distinct social group. This
distinction was created in part by the racialization process which uses real or perceived
physiological characteristics to create social geoar subgroups. These differences are also used
to place distinct social groups within the wider hierarchy that exists in that culturéufapean
Americars, the goal of racialization was to place themselves in a privileged position in order to

aggrandze social and economic power (Hartmann et al. 2009). However, racial hegemony did not
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equally benefit all white people. The majority of whites did not economically benefit from their

preferential racial status, while they did benefit legally and socially.

Racialization, Whiteness, and Poor White Trash

It took time for European immigrants to becoWvéite and, in some instancdsjropean
Americars appear to have overlooked racial categories foiwtates that behaved likeéuropean
Americars. For example, Oes (2004, 2007) explains how immigrants from Ireland were not
considered equals upon their arrival to the United States. They had difficulties obtaining
employment and adequate living conditions. Sequestered in ethnic neighborhoods, Irish
immigrants in thesastern United States fought for political and economic power. Discrimination

against the Irish was common well into the twentieth century.

In the Spanish Colonies of North America, a fluid racial classificatory scheme was
developed based on religion, eittity, and origin of birth. It was possible for individuals to change
racial classifications during their lifetimes because race was determined by heritage as much as
cultural and religious practice. Nd@bhristians were considered the lowest form of hutgavhile
Europearborn Christian Spaniards were at the top of this hierarchy. Between these extremes was
a graduation of racial combinations of Native American, European and African ancestry. A number
of these categories included persons with African stngeghat we would consider African
American today (Voss 2008:841). These new creole identities, over time, became new ways of

indigenismo and characterized life in the New World (Trouillot 1995:122).

In certain contexts, even blackness could be tram&fdrto whiteness for ideological
reasons. One example is the African American fur trader and frontiersman James Beckwourth.

Although he was clearly an African American, he is characterized as a white person in historical
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accounts by largely omitting hisdalkness. His autobiography, The Life and Adventures of James

P. Beckwourth, fails to mention that his mother was a slave or that he was the son of a slave
(Allmendinger 2005:12). It is possible Beckwourth passed as white but it is equally likely that

the European America documenting his achievements wanted readers to believe he was
European American Ot her bl ack fur trappers were al s
considered the vanguard of civilization, which at that time was synonymous with whitenes
Literally black trappers were African Americans, but figuratively they were considered honorary
whites in order to indicate they were aligned vilwropean Americaii ci vi | i zati ono a

to Native American Asavageryo (All mendinger 2

Racial dsignations in the United States developed from the global expansion of capitalism.
The racialization process.€., exploiting divisions between different social groups based on
physiological differentiations) was used and perpetuated in order to hierdighulace social
groups within the greater society. In Boise, the social hierarchy was dedicated toward preserving
European Americapreeminence which allowed this group to claim an inordinate proportion of
political, social, and economic power; howevers evidenced in Wol fdés
relationships between social groups and motivations for action are tightly entabgtedean
Americanreal estate speculators intended on using River Street for financial gain, but they were
also able to use theeighborhood to maintain social structures that game them privileges because
of their racial affiliation. As noted by Sahlind988) the materiality of these activities is
intrinsically linked to the manifestation and maintenance of a hierarchy of gooigds. River
Street and racialization in Boise can be viewed as a single case study in the complicated ways race

based hegemony played out in the United States.
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It is important to note that, despite the fact that structural racism was inscribed in
institutions and society in the New World, the fruits of capitalism and racism did not improve the
lives for every segment of the large European immigrant population in the Western Hemisphere.
The American colonies were viewed by European elites as a recemadthe fpoor, landless
segment of their societies. This is exemplified by early English attempts to settle North America
in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. English colonies in North America were established
as capitalist ventures designed to exttrasources from land viewed as undeveloped and unsettled.
The English and other European nations knew North America was home to Native Americans, but,
since Native populations had been decimated by disease and had few large, organized settlement
designedn the same manner as Old World cities, Europeans did not believe Native societies were
using the land in a productive manner. Europeans believed North America should be occupied in
a similar manner as it was in Europe, although these colonies shotltbe@denomically benefit

the European home nation (Isenberg 201203

English elites understood the transforming North America into an image of Europe would
require labor. The process would also be perilous with a high likelihood that many colonists would
die from disease, deprivation, or aggression from Native Americanwdha trying to keep their
ancestral lands. While English elites saw economic gain in colonizing North America, they knew
it would be difficult to convince people from their own country to travel to the Americas to
establish the colonies. During the sex¢h and seventeenth centuries, the mortality rate for
colonists and slaves in North America mirrored the rate seen in England only during disease
epidemics (Hoyt 2010:65). Religious strife between the Protestant English public and English
Catholics in thearistocracy created a social atmosphere where religious separatists saw the

potential to create their own communities in the New World. These separatists were among the
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few willing English immigrants to North America (Isenberg 201639. A much larger
proportion of English colonists came from the lower classes. During the 1600s, poor people were
considered a drag on English society. Poor, landless English vagrants were swelling urban places
and comprised a significant criminal element in English socidtgy were drawn upon to fight

as soldiers in the perpetual wars, but, upon disbandment, discharged soldiers looted towns along
their way home. Upon their return, these soldiers mixed with other urban poor to create slums,
gangs, and unemployed beggareiflserg 2016:2®4). England was strongly divided along class

lines at the time and elites and government officials considered the poor humamefiastethat

could redeem themselves through hard work in the colonies (Isenberg 2016:22). It was through
the colonization of North America that these expendable, vagrant people that could improve their

social standing while also building the English economy.

The idea behind using poor English people to build North American colonies was simple:
Gather up as marnindividualsas possible; train them to be soldiers, sailors, or artisans; and send
them to North America to build plantations, towns, and dispossess Native people of their land.
This was believed to be a solution to urban crime and population densityl@amé&ngven children
were not spared as it was assumed that the children of the poor would only grow up to be as
shiftless as their parents. The children of the poor were often kidnapped and sent to the colonies
as indentured s er vwaasthe modus Bperandieol Engiish prbjectors who i o n
conceived the American colonial system at the end of the sixteenth ¢dtione there were

colonieso (lsenberg 2016:24). This project be

In the Americas, a raciachema was created that was designed to keep English and other
European immigrants working towards the goal of economically benefitting England through her

colonies while simultaneously preventing them from politically joining forces with African slaves
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or dispossessed Native Americans that were also being subjugated. English ancestry was used to
split people in North America into social groups, but by the eighteenth century many indentured
European servants, landless whites, and urban poor realized tthepdna in common with

African slaves and freedmen and Native Americans than they did with white elites. David R.

Roediger explains (19925), by the eighteenth century:

AThe many gradations of unfreedom among wh
betweenany idealized free white worker and a pitied or scorned servile black

worker. Indentured servitude, impressment, apprenticeship, convict labor, farm

tenancy, wage labor, and combinations of wage labor and free farming made for a

continuum of oppressionamay whi t es. O

English andEuropean Americaglites used language and societal memes to prevent poor
white laborers from joining forces with African Americans and other oppressed peoples and
overthrowing the labor regime. During the late eighteenth and eiamdyeenth centuries, white
laborers were given certain titles like mechanic, artisan, tradesman, or workingman that were used
in opposition with terms like servant, laborer, and slave, which were reserved primarily for African
Americans (Roediger 19%0). Additionally, labor unions and voting franchisement omitted
African Americans. Other laws were created to give white people, regardless of their economic or
social status, legal benefits not afforded to blacks. For example, laws were establishexhtbdt all
whites to testify in court and own firearms while these rights were stripped from African
Americans in many states (Roediger 1990yt 2010). When used in conjunction with concept of
pedigree from animal husbandry and, later, eugenics, these ewgh&sdd the idea that white
people were freer than African Americans or Native Americans (Hartigan 2005; Isenberg 2016).

This went far in strengthening support of the existing social and economic system among poor

61



Chapter 2: Racialization and Regions of Refuge in Historical Archaeology

whites, even though few of them enjoyée teconomic benefit their racial categorization was

supposed to provide.

Racism was inscribed upon a social and economic system that was not intended to benefit
all people. Despite their legal and social advantages, a large proportiorEofdpean Ameadan
population did not economically benefit from structural racism. The large population of landless
white American colonists during the eighteenth century fell in a social and economic morass.
Thousands of homeless roamed the streets of cities like N&w Baston, and Philadelphia while
other landless, called squatters, crackers or worse, lived in rural areas and along the frontier. Urban
poor frequently found themselves in poor houses while squatters fought against being ran off the
land. Land owners mpted to forcibly remove squatters from land they did not own, prompting
armed uprisings and rebellions. The propensity of squatters for violence and armed defense of
illegal takings categorized them as bandits or outlaws. Land owners considered tlsenthanr

Indians, a scourge that were difficult to handle (Isenberg 20161108 Roediger 1999).

The Civil War was a conflict to end slavery but it was also class warfare rooted in structural
racism. The war pitted poor urban whites against poor ruralesvtdand, to convince these
populations to kill each other in a conflict where they would not clearly benefit, the Union and
Confederacy mobilized propaganda that characterized both sides as the enemy of the poor whites
of their region. For Union soldierd)e south was demonized for slavery but also as a backward,
ignorant region that had not been enlightened by the righteousness of free labor (Isenberg
2016:160). Confederate propagandists portrayed the North as a land of unwashed immigrants and
greasyhaired mechanicsNorthernershad no understanding of the enlightening force whites had
on ignorant black slaves; nor did they recognize the fact that blacks were naturally meant to be

subservient to whites (Isenberg 201611580). As the war raged on, poor Wwhimen were
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rounded up in both the North and South and impressed into military service. White dissidence
against the war in the form of protests and riots were severely suppressed (Isenberg 2016). The
Civil War settled the issue of slavery but it did &ttb end structural racism; in fact, racial tensions

following the warreached their zenith.

Poor whites in the former Confederacy quickly moved to maintain supremacy during the
Reconstruction era. The white supremacy movement galvanized in the earlgttweentury as
terrorist groups like the Klu Klux Klan worked to prevent black people from exercising their rights
under the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments. Jim Crow laws established a legal framework
that further subjugated blacks across the Urstades (Isenberg 2016; i3®010). Tenets of white
supremacy followeduropean Americasettlers as they expanded across the country into the
American West. Oftentimes, Jim Crow followed. Neither white supremacy nor Jim Crow laws
created an atmosphere fat European Americanto thrive because the inequality at the core of
capitalism, pseudoscientific fields like eugenics, and belief in Darwinian evolution spread the idea
that inferior people like poor whites were not worthy of enjoying the benefite piastCivil War
society. Poor whites comprised the bulk of homesteaders and laborers in the American West.
Extractive industries like mining, logging, fishing and industrial agriculture created an unfair
playing field for smallholding farmers and laboreEsigenics studies of poor whites during the
early twentieth century portrayed them as inferior people that should not be allowed to pollute the
white pedigree. Laws were made to prevent whites from marrying blacks or Native Americans.
Concurrently, legatases were made to prevent poor whites from having children by sterilizing

poor white women (Isenberg 2016:2Q05).

Poor white suffering increased during the Great Depression and Dust Bowl eras as

thousands of families lost their farms to erosion and @oan hardship. These people were not
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welcomed when they arrived to the American West in search of work because decades of negative
narratives associated with poor whites had permanently marked them as inferior, degenerative
people. University sociologistponsored by the Federal government started studying poor whites

in the 1930s. It was believed that, through proper government assistance, poor whites could be
taught the virtues dturopean Americamiddle class values, improve their economic and social
standing, and improve the overall status of whites in the United States. The inequality at the core

of capitalism was not seen as the reason for their low economic status. Rather it was argued that
their values, morals, and behaviors were the cause otlfgring (Isenberg 2016). These studies
revealed that the same terminology used to describe African Amérstaitiess, lazy,
unambitious, ignorant, purposeless, and other fien@® also used to describe poor white people
(Hartigan 2005:83; Isenberg P8:225 226). Both poor whites and blacks lived in close proximity

and Ait was virtually impossible to distingui
middleclasswhi t es bel i eved, Afithe slight el ewasti on i
but an empty courtesyo (lsenberg 2016:226) .

oppress African Americans was being used to maintain a Euggpean Americaanderclass,

but few researchers at that time were willing to acknowledge this.

Theperiod between the 1930s and 1960s saw a cultural shift in the way Americans viewed
poor white people, but a concomitant improvement in economic status or public image remained
forthcoming. This image change was largely fueled by a change in the waydtepgartrayed in
popular culture. While most government studies of poor whites were designed to create more
effective assistance programs, a few research publications shed new light on the inner
machinations of the world of poor whites. Researchers dfd@s and 1930s believed poor whites

were not hapless pawns of capitalism. To improve their economic status, poor whites needed better
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access to education, an element that was supposed to allow them to becesuffigetit.
Additionally, it was recogniz¢ t hat t he #Afol kwayso of poor whi
could be drawn upon to bring them closer to the middle casmpean Americamainstream

(Isenberg 2016:22&27). Other narrative works lieet Us Now Praise Famous Méagee and

Evans 1941)0Of Mice and MenThe Grapes of WratSteinbeck 1937, 1939), and Dorothea
Langeds work during the Great Depression put &

of the Fittest, o0 middl e dlempatsizewithnthenes coul d pi

Twentiethcentury media has portrayed poor whites as folk people, the foundation of
European Americaheritage, but they were still seen as inferior to upstanding, middle and upper
class whites. They could still be blamed for thesrgmnal failure while also lionized for their
simplicity and perseverance in an adverse world. Lionization in literature and research gave way
to the promotion of poor whites as simple hillbillies during the 1950s. The popularity of artists like
Elvis Pretey and television shows likEhe Andy Griffith ShowGomer Pyle, U.S.M.CPettycoat
Junction andThe Beverly Hillbilliescultivated a favorable image of poor whites as honest, rural,
country folk whose values were relevant to the rest of white Améritai s A Cul t of t he
Boyo as historian Nancy HusmanbAeneriga tavalizé the | t (2
Southern white backlash against the Civil Rights Movement, school integration, and continued
rural white poverty. The violent backlash agdiblack rights was portrayed in news media and
popular culture as the rantings of ignorant, inbred, degenerate, rednecks. Their demands need not
be heeded because they were illogical and antiquated. In addition to media portrayals of poor
whites, shows ke Green AcreandHee Hawmade it acceptable to laugh at poor whites while
placing their subculture on a wider stage. Rather than being an American problem without a

solution, white poverty became a source of entertainment for the rest of the natigorothiss
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continues today as seen through the popularity of country music and television shdvwerédike

Comes Honey Boo Bdtsenberg 2016).

The complicated history of poor whites in the United States is firmly rooted in the same
capitalist system foundedn structural inequality and racism. In capitalism, the resources
necessary for daily survival can only be obtained with money for most people. Few are truly self
sufficient. Money can only be obtained as the proceeds of investments or through labay. Pover
prevents many African Americans aBdropean Americanfrom living from the interest of their
investments. Wage labor is their only legal alternative. However, a number of factors prevent the
poor from fully participating in the capitalist system. Foopwhites and blacks, lack of quality
education, stable incomes, affordable loans, and social marginalization prevented many families
from fully participating in mainstream society. Their economic struggle was worsened by
discriminatory forces embedded our social institutions since the conception of European

colonies in North America.

Regions of Refuge: Race and Urban Minorities

Economic development, or the lack thereof, has been a central element of the ways social
scientists analyze urban ethnic sgrbups in industrial societies. An acknowledgement has been
made that those living in ethnic enclaves reside in economically stagnant communities defined by
poverty, a dearth of social mobility, and a lack of integration into the wider economy (Hall 1983).
While they are frequently located in urban cores, these social, political, and economic peripheries
are stigmatized because of the subaltern status of the individuals that reside there (Gramsci, 1972;

Wacquant 2010).
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At the same time, segregated landscdixesRiver Street created spaces where African
Americans and other nemhites could be free from the discerning eyeEofopean American
society. These neighborhoods were stigmatized and, therefore, were rarely visited by white people
who did not live thee. The avoidance of River Street Byropean Americanallowed a parallel
community to develop in the neighborhood that centered upon cooperation and collaboration as a
means of economic and social survival. The neighborhood became «mitosefuge fornon
white and working clasg&uropean Americaawho had been relegated to this place. Gonzalo
Aguirre Beltran notes the way economic forces in regions of refuge cause the creation of a dual
economy in the case of nat i v etwo diffement Manomic o . He
systems with different orientations come into
(Beltran 1979:71). Beltran adds that these parallel economies contain ingredients of the modern
economy to differing degrees, but tleEonomy in the region of refuge is the result of

Aunpardonabl e exploitationo from the dominant

Beltr8nés unpacking of the dual economy fo
the developing world and he states tha tual economy system he describes is an economic
model specific to underdeveloped regions. His work emphasized the legacy of colonialism in
northwestern Mexico and the southwestern United States. Additionally, the socioeconomic
syntheses coming from thiwork stated that social stratification originated from cultural
differences based on historical capitalist order. These cultural differences are used as the basis for
continuing domination of minorities. The acceptance of these differences by minonifysgro
makes them normative. These syntheses fail to discuss the waybhaace social divisions based
on real or perceived physiological differenices® also associated with maintaining inequity

(Beltran 1979; Vélezbafiez 2004).
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Scholars since Beltranakie described similar conditions while researching informal
economies in places like African American neighborhoods in the United States. Work by the
sociologist Sudhir Venkatesh (1994) describes how the loss of manufacturing jobs in the United
States sevely affected minority and working class communities in Chicago, lllinois. The loss of
outlets for legitimate work that pays livable wages forces adults in this community to use public
assistance programs supplemented by jobs in the formal economy as Wwethienerate income
from the infor mal -thetoanbd neydo twhorroku g hMafun dienrdi vi d-
both of these revenue streams with illegal activities like selling drugs, gambling, and prostitution
(Venkatesh 1994:158). Life in these neighioods is marked by poverty and stigmatization
placing residents at the bottom of the socioeconomic ladder. Upward mobility is difficult because
few businesses operate in these neighborhoods; residents have difficulties gaining the education
and credentia necessary; menial labor does not provide enough income to improve their standard
of living, and; employers discriminate against residents because of the reputation of their

neighborhood (Venkatesh 1994; Wacquant 2010; Wacquant and Wilson 1989).

Anthropdogical discussions of regions of refuge are associated with the treatment of ethnic
societies that had been absorbed into nagtares within the framework of workl/stems theory.
Gonzalo Aguirre Beltran (1979) described regions of refuge as placesrdaliffrom full
integration into national and supranational economies to the point that their development remains
frozen. Social scientists have since recognized that structural inequality, specifically the systems
that create ethnic and racial differengalsay an integral role in the economic stratification that
helps create and maintain regions of refuge. The cultural, ethnic, and racial definitions that create
minority groups aid the creation of spatially segregated enclaves that can be defined a®fegion

refuge. Because they are inhabited by minorities not considered part of the mainstream society,
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residents of these places are denied the full participation in national society that could improve

their economic and political status (Véldsanez 2004).

The economic benefits of living in mainstream society bypass ethnic neighborhoods,
creating dichotomies that are important to maintaining social power hierarchies. Ethnic
nei ghborhoods create areas wher e tdndédandGcapeher s o
where members of the dominant demographic reside. In the case of River Bureggan
Americanresidents of Boise, Idaho used political and economic power to cast the neighborhood
as the home of newhites. Property ownership and rentaltriesons from the 1890s until the
1960s made River Street the place where African Americans, Japanese, eastern European, and
Basque immigrants were forced to live and create businesses (Demo 2006). Thiaciahland
multi-ethnic neighborhood was codsred an undesirable place to live, work, or visiElyopean
Americars. It also, inadvertently, created a refuge wherelbBmmpean AmericaBoiseans could

escape discrimination.

Prior to the Civil Rights Movement of the 1960s, racist rental and home ownership
restrictions prevented minorities from living outside certain areas. These mobility restrictions
prevented minorities from leaving stigmatized neighborhoods and concemivatgity poverty
(Wiese 2004). Despite the negative consequences, discrimination allowed a communal character
to develop in these neighborhoods and the creation of a parallel social, economic, and political
system to emerge. Minority entrepreneurs, scBoland leaders established an organizational
structure that helped these communities to function alongside the national systems dominated by
European American(Venkatesh 1994; Wacquant and Wilson 1989). The same racism that kept

European Americanout ofminority neighborhoods, physically and economically, helped these
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ostracized members of society cultivate clkeé communities where they could raise their

children.

During the twentieth century, suburbanization etched racial landscapes into metropolitan
areas across the United States. Few real estate developers prior to the 1950s constructed more than
a dozen homes. Building entire subdivisions at once was rare (Rome 2001). Nevertheless, the 1909
inaugural meeting of the National Association of Real tedBoards, colloquially known as the
Realtors, promoted restrictive real estate covenants and deed restrictions that prohibited home
purchasesforneaw h i t e s . In 1914, the Realtorsodo code of
any nonwhite homeowner ito predominatelj\european Americaneighborhoods because this
might bring home prices down. Racial segregation had become standard practice throughout the
real estate industry by 1920 (Weise 2004:41). African Americans and othevhitenpeoples
were inceasingly concentrated in existing ethnic neighborhoods as there were fewer places for
them to live. This was exacerbated by the Great Migration of the early twentieth century where
millions of African Americans left southeastern states in search of wtink iMidwest, American

West, and Northeast (Weise 2004).

New home loan options following World War Il dramatically increased the number of
potential home owners in the United States. Suburban neighborhoods were hastily built across the
country. As suburbapation spread across the natidyropean Americanwith the economic
ability left urban areas that were becoming increasingly overcrowded with African Americans,
other nonwhites, and working class whites that could not afford moving to the suburbs Urba
blacks had few housing options. The effect on African American communities is succinctly told

by historian Andrew Weise (2004:66):
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ADiIi scriminati on i n t he real estate mar k e
restrictions, blocked African American accessmost suburban areas. Instead,

migrants moved to a few suburbs where the availability of employment, the

presence of an earlier African American community, or the lack of-uaed

controls opened a door to settlement éOfter
socially, from the rest of town, a process that was exacerbated by the spread of
segregation and exclusion in public facilities. The result was a racial hierarchy of

separate and unequal suburban territ@gialized spadehat reinforced racial and

econani ¢ i nequality in social i fe. o

To maintain this racial segregatidayropean Americancame together to prevent Ron
white encroachment on their landscapes. White suburban officials worked to eliminate black
neighborhoods through redevelopment or to estabh a geographic Aquar an
narratives that stigmatized black neighborhoods (Weise 2004 Bai)pean Americaofficials
also tended to decrease investments in African American neighborhoods. Infrastructure, schools,
and other public goadwere increasingly transferred away from existing urban neighborhoods,

especially neighborhoods occupied by +vamites, to the suburbs.

For many white homeowners, the arrival of black homeowners in to their neighborhoods
was seen as a Whiutse Rloi ghetl,otc aw leurapddin Angericanh e e X
homeowners from a neighborhood following the arrival of African Americans or othewinices,
was the common result of the war African Americans constantly waged to improve their living
situation. Afican Americans were seen as a curs&omropean Americaneighborhoods and the
time between the arrival of the first black homeowners and the last white ones was short (Weise

2004:254). The presence of African Americans, who had been stigmatized incondentain
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social and economic hierarchies, became afsHilling prophesy forEuropean Americanthat

saw them as a drain on communities. Not wanting to take a loss on their biggest family investment,
European Americahomeowners were willing to sedk lower prices which lowered local home
prices as well as tax receipts. Lower taxes meant a reduction in the quality of public amenities like
parks, schools, fire suppression, utilities, and policing. These lower housing prices enticed low

income residestand absentee landlords that had little incentive in investing in their properties.

A combination of social stigmatization, racism, and economic forces created conditions
that prompted thousands Bliropean Americahomeowners to relocate further and figrt from
nonwhite neighborhoods. White Flight fueled racial segregation and suburban expansion as both
European American and affluent nomvhites continued to move away from low income
neighborhoods and local government divestment. The processepeated across the United
States primarily between the 1940s and 1970s but it continues today in some communities. As a
result, suburban America has become increasingly white, affluent, and segregated whereas urban

spaces remained diverse but neglectedi§@/2004; Wiley 2004:336).

In Boise, the most visible material manifestation of racialization is the urban landscape of
the River Street Neighborhood. While porous and constantly subject to change, the preeminence
of European Americardentity had longoeen intact in American society by the time Boise was
created and, certainly, by the time African Americans moved to River Street (Hartigan 2005;
Jacobson 1998:3B8; Roediger 1991). The inscription of race on urban landscapes entails the
segregation of sgre along racial categories; spaces where racially homogeneous groups construct
their own places through social pressure or of their own volition. Simultaneously, this process
allows for the development of a sense of place that can be used to fulfillasatieultural needs

and obligations. In Boise, River Street served to reinforce racial segregation, which, in turn, helped
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maintainEuropean Americahegemony by creating a place of conifrdbe geographic home of

the others. This geographic segregatdso played an important role in the economy of Boise,
especially with regard to real estate values. Structural racism strongly influenced the character and
perceived value of real estate. Neighborhoods with African American and oth&ungpean
Americanresidents were considered less desirable places to live and properties in these places
were valued at a lower pricBuropean Americahomeowners in the rest of Boise had a strong
motivation to keep African Americans in a discrete geographic area intordegvent the racist
devaluation of their own homes due to the presence of African American neighbors (Demo 2006;

Stewart 1980).

Il n addition to creating a pl ace Bunopeare Af r i
Americanreal estate speculators weakso creating a neighborhood dedicated to speculation.
Archival documents explain that the area that became the River Street Neighborhood was once a
farmstead that was sold to real estate speculators in advance of the arrival of the railroad. From the
189G 1920s, these investors and a small number of private property owners built prefabricated,
singlefamily houses with the intention of renting the dwellings out to workiags employees
of the nearby railroad warehouses and in downtown Boise. The neighlsoo d 6 s | ocati on
the tracks geographically separated River Street from the rest of Boise and quickly became known
for its African American residents who arrived as railroad employees (Demo 2006). From its
inception, River Street was consideredaxp for financial gain but, due to its geographic location

and black residents, it became a lynchpin in maintaining white hegemony in Boise.

Oral history interviews with neighborhood residents describe the same discrimination that
kept nonwhites and poowhites in the neighborhood simultaneously established a community

that, in many ways, transcended racial and ethnic mores valued by outsiders. This phenomenon of
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working across racial boundaries is told by both African American Eumdpean American
neighborhood residents in interviews taken in the 1980s and 2010s respectively. Oral histories
indicate structural racism supported by popular narratives of the inadequacies of poor whites,
African Americans, European immigrants, and other-wbite people sotlified the boundaries

of the River Street neighborhood. By the 1920s, these boundaries were known by all Boiseans.
Oral histories also explain the neighborhood?d:
I it became knownodas (fDtemeo RI0aDGk nveaidg hyb 02rOhlod
[1l 2014). With this moniker, River Street became a space where respdetabpean American

did not frequent. Its identity enabled illicit activities like prostitution, gambling, and, during
Prohibition, atohol production and consumption to take place away from the gaze of moralists.

The growth of vice in this small geographic area during the 1950s and 1960s added to the negative

stigma, something that would make River Street a target of urban renewtd afifer the 1970s.

Residents actively combatted the negative stigma of their neighborhood. Oral histories
explain illegal activities were confined to a segment of Pioneer Street, anesastending alley
that passed behind the Erma Hayman House. lleg#vity along Pioneer peaked in the 1970s,
prior to the recording of oral histories with neighborhood residents. However, memories of this
area remained in the memories of ldilge residents. One African American resident clarified

that, despite the psence of illicit activities along Pioneer Street, the neighborhood was not a

ghetto; ADonb6t call this a ghetto over here b
Pioneer was over there, it was hoarr.i bYer.c Ewled
even drive through there, whi ch | dEucbpednt want

Americanresidents firmly state River Street was a workatass neighborhood, but many also

acknowledged crime existed along Pioneer Street.
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Stigmatization removed the neighborhood from the -evgitant eye of European
Americars, which created a space where racial mores could be bent or broken. Oral histories with
former residents, botBuropean Americaand African American, recall this was aapé where
racial categories that prevailed throughout the rest of Boise and American society could be
overlooked. Familiarity and knowledge of their place in the social hierarchy allowed residents to
judge each other based on individual characteristice meadily than racial identity (Hayman
1980; Thomas 1981). Auropean Americadescendant recalled that each resident recognized
their identity was closely related with living in the neighborhood, living on the South Side of the
Tracks, more readily thanelmg a resident of Boise or Idaho. Length of residency in the
neighborhood outweighed ethnicity and race in determining to whom she should consider affinity.
Being from fAthe neighborhoodd was enough to ¢
neighbohooddés boundari es. Di scrimination came fr
neighborhood (Loralee Badgett, personal communication, 2013). In 11 oral histories with former
African American residents in the 1980s and 2014, similar sentiments weessegbr It was
understood that the neighborhood was a soci al
werendt the ones that come from the outside.

ones you had the troufmmd2806:99).t ho (Thomas 1981: 8

Cooperation between neighborhood residents of all races helped them overcome tough
times (Demo 2006:97.09; Hayman 1980; Thomas 1981). For example, Ellen Perkins Stevens
lived in the neighborhood from the 1930s until 1965 and she was matfahehonly black family
on her block. Despite being the only African Americans, she recalls cordial relations with her
neighbors. Food, clothing, and labor was shared in times of need. When her husband died, Perkins

said, "The neighbors right straightrass over there, came to me and said, 'We are not just your
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neighbors, we are your friends. If you need anything or want anything or anything comes up that
you can't take care of, call us." And they have proved to be my friends" (Perkins 1980). Similar
instances were recorded in other interviews, which gives an image that African American and

European Americarelations in the neighborhood were cordial and marked by equanimity.

Structural racism in the rest of Boise made sure neighborhood residents mgotttfeir
place in the racial and social hierarchy. African American descendant Warner Terrell, Ill lived in
the neighborhood between the 1940s and 1970s. In his interview, he stated that open discrimination
against Boi seds s mal lasbAdfas padsaithe AmtedrStatesawitlslargera s n
black populations because the few blacks in Boise werekweilvn. The small number of nen
whites meant Boise schools were never segregated. Terrell, Ill became class president at North
Junior High Schoolrd he never recalls being refused service in any store including those outside
the neighborhood. At that time, however, African Americans were not allowed to live outside the

neighborhood and were only allowed to have menial labor and service jobs.

While subversively accepted within the neighborhood, interracial dating was strictly taboo
outside River Street. In his intervieWarnerTerrell, Il conveyed a story about an interaction
between a female schoolmate and a Boise police officer when he was ie satdol. While
walking in downtown Boise, Terrelaw a white girl he knew from school and started up a casual
conversation. A police officer that was passing by noticed the young black boy talking to the white
girl. The officer forced the girl to gettimthe police car, took her to the station, and made her call
her parents and explain what she was doing in public (Terrell, 1ll, 2014). Tales of discrimination
like this demonstrate how African Americans, no matter how accepted outside the neighborhood,
were always reminded of their situation. African Americans had no choice but to live in River

Street, but interactions like these wiluropean Americamesidents were rare and were not
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chronicled in oral histories. Instead, oral history narratives explaisonal relationships built

from years of familiarity with each other and the rest of the neighborhood made it a agileyze

where an internalized understanding of common condition helped neighborhood residents
withstand economic and racial discrimiioat that pervaded greater Boise (Demo 2006; personal

communication, 2013; Hayman 1980).

When subtle reminders | ike Terrell, 11 6s
racial hierarchy in Boise was maintained through violence. The burning ossiicrthe yard of
an African American family is a widelsemembered event that scars the memory of the first
African American family to leave the River Street Neighborhood. This event was recalled in
several oral histories (Buckner 1981; Madry 2014, R@#&4, Terrell, 11l 2014). While police
records of the even have yet to be found, several Boise residents recall that Aurelius and Dorothy
Buckner sold their home in the River Street Neighborhood in the 1950s and moved tovthiteall
North End Neighborhab. Shocked by arrival of this bl ack
a cross in their front yard. The message was clear: African Americans that attempted to subvert
white supremacy would be punished. The Buckners also wanted to send a messageulthey w
not be cowed by racism. Dorothy Buckner brought the burned cross into her house and used it as
a centerpiece over her mantle. It remained prominently displayed for years afterward. After a
while, racial tensions subsided Hotiropean Americansent aclear message that blacks were
unwelcome outside River Street (Buckner 1981). The Buckners remained the only black family

outside the neighborhood until the 1960s.

African Americans are responsible for the negative identity of the River Street
Neighborhood but it has always been occupied primarily with workatgss white families. In

oral histories, European AmericanRiver Street former residents recall how they were
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discriminated against because they lived in the neighborhood. This discrimination pgainst
whites was not recalled by African American residents, but selzarapean Americanrecall ill
treatment outside the neighborhood by other white Boiseans. To the redEofapean American
community, whites in River Street were branded as &iagpe of whitéa subcategory that was

not deserving of mainstream white status. Bampean Americaformer resident recalls she had
difficulties making friends or finding boyfriends in school because other whites knew she lived in
River Street (Lorale®adgett, personal communication, 2013). Other whites were harassed in
school and got into fights with other white students because they®@auéh Side of the Tracks
Kids.6This intrawhite discrimination may have gone unnoticed by blacks but it wee aspect

of everyday |life for the neighborhoodés white
differently. It was not the same as the virulent -fhdick racism taking place elsewhere in the
United States, but aggressions against stigmaBkzeapean AmericaRiver Street residents was
common enough that it has been documented in oral history interviews and conversations with

white former residents.

Structural racism, stigmatization, a perceived lack of economic value all prevented
Boiseans frominvesting in the River Street Neighborhood, which created an economically
depressed zone. Nei ghborhood residents wunders
and it was pervasive poverty that forced neighborhood residents to pool resourcesvdedde
in such a way that they were able to overcome the strong racial mores of the early twentieth
century. River Street residents knew they were at an economic disadvantage. Collective reciprocity
was one of the most important ways neighborhood resideatid help each other find
employment and housing. The fact residents owed each other a debt of gratitude for previous

assistance cultivated a shared sense of neighborliness that crossed racial boundaries. Segregation
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and discrimination led to the estahiment of River Street as a region of refuge witgn@pean
Americanand noawhite residents bonded with each other through reciprocity, a phenomenon that

was uncommon for that time.
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The River Street Neighborhood was a landscape created through segregation that played a
formative role in the development of the local African American and Basque communities. It was
also a major factor in the coalescence and maintenance Blitbpean Araricanracial identity,
which shaped economic, social, and power relationships in Boise. Viewing the neighborhood as a
| andscape allows investigations of the Adynami
with the physical, social, and cultlir@dmensions of their environments across space and over
ti meo ( Anab200LUO) Landscape theory also aids archaeological interpretations for
places like the River Street Neighborhodmhg¢chuetz et al2001; Zedefio and Anderson 2010;
Zedeio 199). As a landscape, the neighborhood has a history that can be read like a text. Its story
is the tale of how a geographic space became an important material and abstract place for both its

residents and the rest of the citizens of Boise.
The Creation of Archaeological Landscapes

Landscapes are created by human beings. While the physical attributes of landscapes,
topography, plants, animals, and to a certain extent, people, exist independently from the human
mind, these physiological and biological featuere organized based on human perspectives
deeply rooted in society and culture. The societies in which we live help us make sense of the
world. The creation of landscapes is one way we organize and interpret thditheasional

world we inhabit and tlsiinterpretation is colored by the lens of our cultural heritage.

For decades, archaeologists have been aware of the role culture plays in landscape creation
and maintenance. As human creations, landscapes are filtered through the lens of culture

(Longstreth 2008:1; Nassauer 1995; Stevedral. 2004:202). This filtering process has many
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layers, but for archaeological considerations, landscapes are spaces, places, and texts. These three
types of categories overlap when encountered in everydaynpayrlahich means they are difficult

to articulate unless it is done through nuanced investigation rooted in cultural mores. All three are
intrinsically linked to the ways human beings move throughout the-thmeensional geographies

we inhabit.

GeographetCarl Sauer (1925) is credited with formulating the first formal definition of
landscape in geography and, from its conception, landscapes were stated to bespmeditice
creations of human beings. It was understood that landscapes were distillechdromatural
environment and interpreted through a cultural lens. As creations, landscapes had a use life that
could change along with its parent culture, which meant landscapes were a form of cultural
palimpsest where new cultural interpretations could bpesmposed upon previous ones
(Anschuetz et akR001). Additionally, different landscapes can exist at the same time because of
the way the subjedaibject dialectic is governed through a cultural lens. The creation, cultivation,
and maintenance of landgess is entangled with aspects of space, place, and interpretation. These

concepts are discussed below.

Landscapes as Space

Human beings inhabit a threimensional space that exists separately from ourselves.
Without people, the universe would continueetast; however, humans would not be there to
observe and interpret it. Thremensional space has an abstract and transcendent quality that
lends itself to theoretical evaluation through fields like theology, mathematics, and physics. It also
has a concte quality that can be observed and evaluated on an everyday basis by all living
organisms including human beings. Our bodies have mass and occupy space, which is the principal

dimension of our material existence (Lefebvre 1991:170). The concrete qéisigtgce has been
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central to the field of archaeology because archaeologists attempt to interpret material remains of

the past, an emphasis that centers upon the-tlimeensional aspect of tangible objects.

Late twentiethcentury archaeology has been aytaf how archaeologists can use objects
and observations originating in concrete space to address concepts that exist in abstract space.
American processual archaeology coalesced in the 1960s from a paradigm that stressed scientific
positivism and generialble theories This tradition built upon the historical particularism
pioneered by Franz Boas, Alfred Kroeber, and Clark Wissler, the idea that material culture was an
extension of human culture and could be used to examine past behavior throughcand piace
(Hegmon 2003; Hodder and Hutson 1991; Raab an
central mode of analysis centers on human interactions within this concrete space because the
recovery of artifacts, observation of soil characteristicsdimglinventories, and interpretation of
archival documents are all activities that occur in concrete space with concrete objects and are
undertaken by material organisms. By the 1980s, archaeologists influenced by of European
theorists addressing aspecfshoman activities in abstract space like Jean Baudrillard (1981),
Michael Foucault (1980), Anthony Giddens (1979), and Daniel Miller (1987) influenced a new
school of archaeological practice: postprocessualism. Postprocessual archaeology emphasized the
situational nature of archaeological interpretations and acknowledged that there were multiple
ways of knowing the past (Hegmon 2003; Wylie 2002). This school of archaeology built upon the
qualitative work of processualists while acknowledging the presemntesality of abstract space.
Postprocessualism was an attempt to connect human activities in both concrete and abstract space

to craft a more complete understanding of human pasts.

Scholars understand human conceptualization of space as an outgrowdtiaia mind

that seeks to distinguish between material objects of the self and those outside our material bodies.
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The structure of our brains lends us to become calculating, visual, and symbolic beings. Our
perception allows us to segment elements oh#taral environment, both manade and organic,

into categories that help us rationalize our actions on the Earth. Interpretation of space requires an
understanding of ethnocentric knowledge; thus, making sense of the material world is rooted in
the samdraits that help us navigate the world of our creation (Tuan 19i7#5)4Spaces are
transformed into places based upon the values superimposed upon them by local cultures and those
that seek to understand cultural geographies. The resulting productyméaxaasid symbolism of

its own that can be read, interpreted, and understood by those with the proper cultural knowledge

(Smith 2011).
Landscapes as Place

While human beings inhabit a three dimensional, concrete space of material objects, we
also formulatesocial spaces that are derived from the abstract space residing within the mind as
well as from everyday practice. Culture manifestly exists and the activities that perpetuate it occur
in spaces that exist both outside and inside the mind. Culture tlcesip threedimensional
space. That space is identifiedsmenewher@ a place (Casey 1996:33). Plaoaking is used to
embody spaces with the identity necessary to perpetuate everyday activitieshahlted by
Bourdieu (1977)Habitus activities inclue those that keep a human being alive, but are also
meaningful, culturally specific activities that enculturate individuals into a given society. Local
knowledge, including understandings of places, includes knowledge that helps people know how
to move wihin a community (Casey 1996i33b). Local knowledge involves an understanding of
Awhat is generally true in the | ocally obviou

manifestedn thisplacé (emphasi s in original) (Casey 1996
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The foundéion of social places is nature, which includes all elements of the observable
universe. Place is manufactured from our orientation, observation, and understanding of materials
in concrete space. Places are social spaces that include both cultural eldmaergsgion,
government, kinship, and commerce, but also elements of the natural and social environment like
renewable and nonrenewable resources, topographic features, roads, markets, plazas, parks, and
undeveloped areas or wilderness. These createdspre all part of tangled networks that enable
social interaction. Lefebvre explains (19914020 3) humans <create, MfAésucc
tangled networks which, though always in material form, nevertheless have an existence beyond
therownmatea | i t yé0o Each of these spaces i s produce
consumed by societies (Lefebvre 1991:403; also entanglement as disoudsdder [2012] and
perceptions of the environment by [Ingold 2000]). The process of conceiving,estargf and
delineating social spaces forces us to imbue these creations with an identity. This is the heart of

making places out of spaces.

These are the places where the activities of everyday life are conducted. According to Clack
(2009:116), human exence is experienced in spaces and these spaces are rendered meaningful
through personal experience. Transforming space into place is also embedded in cultural
ontologies that help us relate to the land. Landscapes are places that have been integqurgied thr
cultural lenses to orient ourselves as individuals within our world, position individuals within the
wider culture, and connect cultures to the land (Clack 2009:116; Hood 2009:124). Landscapes are
given names that help explain and define their rollmdal culture (Basso 1996; Stewatt al.

2004). To the various cultural groups residing in River Street, this location was a source of cultural
and emotional support. River Street was a nmaltial community where families were made and

sustained in reaktive freedom from the discrimination faced outside the neighborhood. It was also
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a place where social relations were inscribed on the land in such a manner that persons of power,
specificallyEuropean Americanoutside the neighborhood, could craft lamages that better suit

their needs (Hood 2009).

As spaces where everyday life is conducted, places and landscapes are part of human
practice. Introduced by Bourdieu (1977), practice theory suggests people enact, embody, represent,
and interpret traditiongisuch a way that these traditions are continually altered. Everyday practice
does not always intend to alter traditions but, nevertheless, traditions change over time because
they are never practiced in the exact same manner. Simultaneously, some#idukti@viors are
intentionally altered for as part of the continuing battle for power between social groups. This
philosophical and teleological battle, in conjunction with unconscious and imperfect execution of
traditional behaviors, are major forcesthe way people understand, interpret, embody, and
practice life in landscapes (Pauketat 2001). Daily practices are also part of historical processes in
that they are conducted as a continuation of events that have come before and contribute to
activities yet to come. Understanding the way cultural knowledge becomes enmeshed with
historical events requires archaeologists to acknowledge that cultural practices are generative; they
are not simply the result of processes but, rather, are the processes (RPaieat; Sassaman
2005; Smith 2011). The practice of crafting places like the River Street Neighborhood involves
continual negotiations of meaning that were conducted consciously and unconsciously. The history
of this process is written in the built ermirment as well as archival documents and oral histories

that chronicle historical life in the neighborhood.

Places are also where the struggle between groups for resources, money, labor, and power
take place. This struggle occurs not only in thadeeensiamal space but also in abstract space;

intangible places that are also social and cultural constructs. The geographic landscapes and
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networks created through capitalism depend on constructs like gender, class, race, age, and markets
as much as they do ontoeal resources (Harvey 1996; Tilley 2006). Capitalism depends on the
dynamics between these cultural constructs, exploitation of natural resources, and movement of
capital. As sentient actors, people are aware of this constantly moving interplay, baretiéso

aware of their rootedness in thve@nensional places (Harvey1996:2299).To a certain extent,
people are also aware of the fact that engagi
medi ating power of mo nlew oapit@list sacigtiesyare inddubaf tRel 9 ) .
places in which they live. As capital, which is a key tool for daily survival, moves from place to
place seeking to capitalize on opportunities that are not equally distributed, people migrate in
search of thedvantages that come along with being close to sources of capital. This movement
affects culturally created places. Demographic changes are accompanied by changes in the
understanding of culturally derived places (Harvey 1996). This movement and migsation

source of placemaking as new residents lay new meaning on existing places. Capitalism plays a
role because, in its nevending quest for opportunity, capital moves human populations around

the world.

Cultural landscapes are also places that exigtermind and memory. Previous cultural
meanings may be replaced or changed, but an echo of past meanings remain in the mind of
descendant communities and archival documents. These memories color what is known about a
geographic space. Places like the Ri%treet Neighborhood are established and maintained
through a meshwork of culture, emotion, identity, knowledge, and memory writ in- three
dimensional space (Clack 2009). Michael Kenney (1999420 1 ) not es:: i Memory

theme in contemporary life key to personal, social, and cultural identity. Philosophers have long
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regarded continuity of memory as an essenti al

explain the anthropological interest in memory and how it manifests in the natural world:

AAIl experience is individual in that collectivities do not have minds, or memories

either, though we often speak as if they did. Yet it is also true that individuals are
nothing without the prior existence of the collectivities that sustain them, the
cultural traditions and the communicative practices that position the self in relation

to the social and natural worldso (Kenny 1

Building upon this interpretation of memory, it can be posited that memories are also used to
interpret and create cultdrandscapes that reside both in individual and social memory (Mills
and Walker 2008). It is a means of contextualizing memory and connecting cultural narratives to

the land.

The River Street Neighborhood was an ethnic landscape that fortified geographic
segregation through its designation as an ethnicallywioite urban settingAnschuetz et al.
(2001:179state A Et hni ¢ | andscapes are spatial and t e
whose members create and manipulate material culture and symbalsify ethnic or cultural
boundaries based on customs and shared modes
twentieth century America depended on dividing up the urban landscape into ethnic and racial
enclaves because it created places thatezkistopposition to whiteness. Geographic domains for
white and norwhite were created through ethnic landscapes. Ethnic landscapes aided the social
benefits bestowed upon whites, but the battle for white supremacy was always being waged
because many pens® of European descent were not considered white. This was particularly true
for European immigrants and poor whites (Hartigan 2005; Roediger 2005). Larsen explains

(2003:120):
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AThere are clearly two establisthaese sides t
who belong and those designated as the "other.” It is a system rife with inequity. Its

goal was to maintain a special status for whiteness, and yet it never reached
resolution. The status quo was always under threat, and segregation was always an

unfini shed product. o

In the case of River Stre&uropean Americanin Boise inscribed their superiority on the
landscape. This neighborhood was essential for the aggregation of white racial identity because of
the important role it played in delineating theo c i a | niche of o&éothero.
conferred on anyone living in River Street, regardless of race, and was the basis against which
white society contrasted itself. The boundaries of the River Street Neighborhood were uncontested,
long-lived, and known by all Boiseans. These boundaries remained constant throughout time,
which all owed the placebs identity as 6the bl

of town as part of thEuropean Americameological domain.
Landscapes as X&s

For those with the proper cultural knowledge, landscapes can be read and interpreted like
texts. Although the concept of landscape originated among geographers, meaningful interpretation
of landscapes has drawn heavily on anthropology. Clifford GéE®Z3) is commonly cited as
the first to discuss how human actors interpret meaningful symbols and codes on the landscape.
Deciphering these codes is akin to reading them like texts, an activity social scientists and
geographers use to study landscapesyasbols of social, ideological and cultural change
(Morehouse 1990:28). Geographers, landscape architects, and environmental designers have come
to consider landscapes not as a single construct but as a multiplicity of texts coexisting at the same

time in a particular location. They note that material elements of landscapes may remain
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unchanged for long periods of time but the interpretation of these places can undergo dramatic
change. Landscape archaeologists follow upon this tradition of reading larslasagts in an
attempt to interpret observations made about the spatial and temporal variability of material traces

(Anschuetz et al. 2001:1K5

The phenomenon of interpreting landscapes as texts has been documented by
archaeologists; most of this work$ibeen conducted among Native peoples. For example, among
the Harvaqgtuurmiut, an Inuit people from northern Canada, the landscape is known in culturally
familiar ways and is | argely understood as a
cache, dwellings, and caribou bone refuse contain meaning for native people. These meanings
also chronicle events, much like texts, and are considered recollections of people, events, and their
way of life (Stewart 2004:19091). Ethnographers among Native Atoans have also noted the
way spoken language, when documented, results in the creation of texts that not only provide
insight into the meaning of geographic places but also document how place is understood through
a cultural lens. Work done by Keith Basamong the Western Apache is among the-kesivn
documentation of landscape and its relationship to language in anthropological literature. Basso
describes how sense of place is conveyed through the Apache spoken language, a phenomenon
that interanimatephysical landscapes into something meaningful, significant, and valuable. Part
of an ethnographerdéds job is to translate this
cultural knowledge into a different type of text meant for a different audiBeasso 1996:55
57). Both culturally specific and foreign minds are invited to investigate sense of place through

this qualitative work.

The symbolism of landscapes is also interpreted by urban folk using the same faculties and

motivations as those of Native people. Urban architecture, especially monuments, are designed to
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send a message to individuals familiar with the cultures for whieh are constructed. In urban
landscapes, collections of monuments can be used to produce a desired image for a city. A message
is conveyed that can only be read by individuals familiar with the means of communication. When
mixed with vernacular styles aimscribed geographic networks like roads, districts, counties, and
political divisions, urban architecture becomes a text that can be used to guide individuals across
the landscape, shape their activities, and convey messages to other citizens.\nttreepdaces

where a person dwells is keenly associated with architectural elements of that place (Tuan 1974).
Being able to read these signs was essential to the creation and maintenance of the River Street

Neighborhood for Boiseans.

Readi ng Bomicagéks Ramwekr Street and fAthe Otherso

By the 1910s, the River Street Neighborhood was viewed as a separate entity from the
European Americasphere of greater Boise City. It was geographically separated from the rest of
the town by t he p@trackioonthe8ity onrtiie ndrth ane thesBoise River on
the south. Industrial warehouses and a power plant flanked the western and eastern edges of the
neighborhood. Geographically isolated and on undesirable property, the residents of this
neighborhod could see that they were visibly separated from the rest of town. These dwellings
were conveniently located next to downtown Boise, the commercial hub of the community, but its
vicinity to industry and the floegrone floodplain deterred moSuropean Arericars that could
afford to live elsewhere. European immigrants at this time, most specifically the Basque, did not
yet express the cultural attributes necessary to claim whiteness. By the 1940s, African American
Boiseans were forced by structural racisnmake their homes there, which further increased the
undesirabil ity of tEbropsan AmescesrWhitethe Basque afdiEpstetna n d i 1

Europeans residents could become white by leaving the neighborhood, giving up their language,
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beliefs, and traditional ways, African Americans did not have this luxury. Poor whites were
relegated to this area because of their lack of financial resources; however, their white status could

also be improved by leaving the neighborhood.

River Street was a knowplace for Boiseans. As a geographical space, the neighborhood
was separated from the landscape intended to embody whiteness, both materially and abstractly.
This geographic separation was important for the formation of whiteness because it was a separate
landscape that embodied the opposite of whiteness. As a material and abstract place, the
neighborhoodoés identity was inscribed on the
buil dings came to represent p ohabatants were limngs f or t
representatives of these characteristics. Oral histories with the descendant community contradict
the negative conception of this place, but, aside fEumopean Americanthat lived in the
neighborhood, River Street was viewed nagdy. This image as a negative placa ghett@ is
one of the motivating factors behind the movement to eliminate it from the landscape through

development.

Beginning in the 1950s, the urban renewal movement gripped urban areas of the United
States. Boise as no differentEuropean Americadevelopers, politicians, and citizens attempted
to eliminate stigmatized places like River Street from the landscape by demolishing its buildings
and replacing them with new construction that aligned with their imageatftive city should be.
Urban renewal was part of an effort to remove stigmatized places from American cities and spaces
like the River Street Neighborhood were regularly targeted. The story of how River Street escaped
urban renewal in the 1970s and theeneelopment projects took place in the neighborhood during
the 1980s are a testament to Eheopean American o mmuni t yé6s resolve to r

of an urban landscape and the ability of minorities to resist. While neighborhood residents could
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savetheir homes in the 1970s, the continued pressure to rewrite this place has destroyed its

historical integrity, making historic preservation difficult.

River Street and Urban Renewal

City governments across the Unitranewalttes
during the mietwentieth century. The roots of urban renewal can be found in the Housing Act of
1949, which provided an unprecedented public funds commitment to the physical and economic
restructuring of American cities. During the 1950s and 1%®much as $10 billion in tax dollars
were used to fund over 2,100 renewal project ¢
that, oftentimes, were occupied by Agaropean Americad especially African Americans. The
huge swaths of the urban landseaipat were demolished to make way for new urban construction
quickly caused a public uproar. Boise, Idaho was no different than hundreds of other towns in their
zeal for removing blight with a wreckinmng ball
African American neighborhood (Demo 2006). By the 1970s, African Americans and
preservatiorminded, middleclass Americans had joined forces to stop the demolition (Reichl

1997).

Urban renewal was as much about reconfiguring urban spaces as much & it wa
reconfiguring the urban social fabric. Urban Renewal severely damaged black neighborhoods
across the country and many of these were permanently destroyed, as was the case in Boise. Other
researchers have covered the effects of renewal (Fullilove 20689Q)emmrification (Hyra 2008)
on black neighborhoods in other parts of the country. The 1960s African American uprising against
discrimination that was called the Civil Rights Movement had its roots in urban African American
population centers. Designed aexkcuted by governments that were overwhelmiiglsopean

American urban renewal focused on poor AMhite neighborhoods and prioritized the creation
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of a highway system that allowed an escape from urban life while simultaneously destroying the

fabric ofnonWhite neighborhoods (Cashin 2008:57). This was certainly the case in Boise.

Boise boomed economically for the first half of the twentieth century and the River Street
Neighborhood benefitted in some ways. Jobs were plentiful, especially during Warld,\Ahd
River Street residents prospered through steady income. Following the war, growth in Boise
slowed during the 1950s and 1960s but remained stead940, almost 40,000 people lived in
Boise. The population increased to 50,000 by 1950 and @&€he00 in 1960 The city limits
expanded slowly in 1930, 1940, and 1950 and stayed stable in the 1960s even though the
population grew (Wells and Hart 2000:115). City boundary expansion planning in 1962 was
undertaken to make Boise qualify as a metrogoldrea and this planning was accompanied by
new zoning in the downtown area that allowed for the construction ofrisigtbuildings. The
Chamber of Commerce lead a campaign to bring new business to the downtown district (Wells
and Hart 2000:10). Thesenew zones were designed to deal with the derelict warehouses and
factories that had been abandoned when Interstate 84 was completed parallel to the Oregon Short
Line mainline, then operated by the Union Pacific Railroad, which moved the bulk of
transportéion miles away from the downtown district. The interstate was soon flanked with
warehouses designed to facilitate séeni uc k frei ghti ng. Downt own

were viewed as blight by urban administrators (Demo 2006; Wells and Hart 2000).

Seveal different ideas were proposed in the 1960s and 1970s to bring commerce back to
the downtown district. Studies conducted in 1962 and 1963 explored the potential for industrial
and commercial expansion in the greater metropolitan area. It was detethahedcreasing
industrial capacity could bring another 30,000 residents to Boise (Wells and Hart 2000:120). A

professional public works administration that served a new state Permanent Building Fund
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Advisory Council planned for the development of an elgbtk Capitol Mall office complex to

be constructed over several decades (Wells and Hart 2000:120). In 1964, civic leaders decided
rehabilitating the downtown business district would create an environment that would benefit
existing businesses while alattracting new commerce. Eliminating blighted buildings through
urban renewal was also proposed to open new parcels to redevelopment. On August 23, 1964, the
Boise Redevelopment Agency (BRA) was created to administer urban renewal in the downtown
district. Initially a volunteer corps, the BRA received a federal planning grant in 1966 to support
their efforts. The first urban renewal proposal was accepted by the Boise City Council on

December 30, 1968 (Wells and Hart 200071221).

Renewal was administered lthe BRA but development corporations were tasked with
attracting construction proposals with the private companies that would construct new buildings
in downtown Boise. The firm Urban Properties, Inc. initially supervised development until 1969
when Boig Cascade replaced them in 1970. Several corporate offices relocated to downtown
Boise including H.J. Heinz, Boise Cascade, and Simplot, Inc.; each of these companies built new
high-rise buildings in the downtown area. In addition to these new corpofiatespthe BRA and
Boise Cascade were supposed to introduce a downtown regional shopping mall and conference
center to match the rapid growth and increase downtown vitality (Wells and Hart 2000:121).
Wrecking balls started to make way for the planned sihgpmall and conference center during
the early 1970s. By 1978, dozens of early Boise buildings had been destroyed but the mall and
convention center had yet to be built. Mall developer Winmar Company, Inc. and architect Charles
Kober Associates made anragment with the BRA to build a large mall encompassing eight city
blocks in downtown Boise, but, by 1979, the original plan had been scaledidaiva Statesman

1979a). Despite the potential traffic problems, redevelopment had many proponents among the
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citizenry. Demolished buildings had created many bare lots awaiting new occupants. The potential
for growth exited many. It was believed that a new shopping mall could lure other tenants to the

downtown district [daho Statesmah979b).

Boi seds githe 1970k wad fualed oy suburban expansion across open steppe and
former farmland away from the city center, a reality that complicated the urban renewal process
because there was no central freeway connecting residents in the new suburbs to themesletvelo
district. The construction of a freeway connecting downtown to Interstate 84, which had been built
in the 1960s and was far from the downtown core, had been long anticipated by 1979 (Idaho
Statesman 1979a, 1979b). Additionally, older houses in neigbbds adjacent to downtown
Boise were in disrepair, including many in River Street that were owned by absentee landlords
who had let their properties decline. Former residents recall crime slipped into the neighborhood
at this time, especially after tH970s (Madry 2014; Terrell, Il 2014). It was proposed in the
1970s that the Oregon Short Line spur track be removed and a freeway built within this alignment
to facilitate automobile traffic into downtown. Other projects were also proposed to deal with

blighted urban spaces in the redevelopment area.

The combination of historical stigmatization, crime, buildings in disrepair, and an active
redevelopment agency led to the addition of the River Street Neighborhood within the original
boundaries of the urbarenewal district in 1968. A preliminary survey noted that several
residential structures had deteriorated beyond practical repair. These buildings were considered
blighted (Zarkin 1968) Neighborhood residents were quick to note that the entire neighborhood
was not blighted. A number of wethaintained dwellings could be found in River Street and
residents stressed their pride of ownership. County records indicated about 30 percent of the

neighborhood was own@ccupied dwellings, while the remainder werened by absentee
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landlords (Bertranand Walshl973; Zarkin 1968). The northern margin of the neighborhood had
been zoned for industrial development in the early twentieth century, which made it unattractive
to residential construction. This part of Boiseal ieen lacking in infrastructure investments for
decades. Only half of the streets had curbs, the pavement was in disrepair, and several streets

remained unpaved gravel roads (Zarkin 1968).

A redevelopment plan for the River Street Neighborhood was propogectober, 1971.
Local government officials met with Seattle representatives of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) and River Street residents to discuss how to deal with the
nei ghbor hood. By thi s t i nueign andevere areadytcanfrontiagd f or
city officials about the planned treatment of their homes (Cameron 1971). It was concluded that
the previous plan to demolish housing in River Street would be less productive than rehabilitating
owneroccupied homes ancklectively destroying decayed buildings. Officials from the HUD
remar ked that Aforcing people from their home
improving the downtown core did not make economic sense as the additional commercial parcels
would be in direct competition with those that had just been created (Cameron 1971). Maintaining
River Street as a residential space became a priority, but development plans still included additions
t hat would alter the ne prgpbsbdbuildirgbighérslensith multia ct e r
family residential buildings south of River Street proper along the river bank while rehabilitating
detached, single family homes north of the street. The proposed apartment complexes were
designed to blend in withparian growth along the river while providing additional housing units
(McCarter 1975). Officials concluded that the neighborhood would be allowed to remain but

changes would be made and Ablighto would stil
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Boise City officials remained unceimced that the neighborhood could be rehabilitated,
but River Street sponsored their own neighborhood survey to propose a different development

plan. Published in 1973, the River Street Neighborhood Plan made several recommendations:

1 The neighborhood shtdiremain residential and industrial use discouraged;

1 Landscaping and infrastructure should be improved,;

1 A pedestrian Greenbelt park be constructed along the banks of the Boise River at southern
edge of the neighborhood; Pioneer Park should be expandétp@moded;

1 Commercial development should take place along arterial roads at the edges of the
neighborhood, and,;

1 The planned freeway connector should pass along the northern edge of the neighborhood

(Bertramand WalshL973:2 3).

This plan also recommendecehabilitation and repurposing nearby abandoned railroad
warehouses into multise commercial properties, which would provide jobs for nearby residents
(Bertramand Walsh1973:2 3). The author of this report noted that, although the neighborhood
was mainly occupied bguropean Americas) it had negatively been viewed because of its African
American population and this had contributed to its neglect by the city (BeamamA\alsh
1973:5). Acknowledging River Streetodos history
the city, the River Street Neighborhood Pl an
unique commodity to the city of Boise and it should be eored, primarily as innecity
residential land. Consideration should also be given to the area for special purpose potentials that
woul d serve t he anddNalshit9d3l14)dn atdditian to(siprsoring davelopment
studies, neighborhood resiats secured HUD community block grants to pay for home
improvements for owneoccupied dwellings. Several homes were repaired through this program.
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Finally, River Street residents enticed the city to build a greenbelt park along the Boise River by
volunteering to remove garbage and debris from the riverbank and improving existing pedestrian

trails along the north bank (Bertram 2014).

The River Street Neighborhood was not destroyed by urban renewal in the 1970s, but the
architectural landscape was dramdhcaltered during the 1980s and 1990s. Several commercial
towers were constructed in downtown Boise outside the neighborhood during the 1980s along with
a regional conference center. A new arterial freeway was built in the same location as the Oregon
Shot Line alignment during the 1990s, providing a traffic outlet between Interstate 84 and the
downtown core. The Greenbelt park system was built adjacent to the River Street Neighborhood
during the 1970s and commercial properties were developed at the snafrthie neighborhood,
including on the floodplain south of River Street proper. These developments mad@amilti
dwellings a more profitable venture in the neighborhood. River Street could become an urban
enclave for Boiseans working downtown. Dwedlis pr evi ously cl assi fied

demolished and mulfamily residential buildings took their place (Bertram 2014).

The BRA met its demise because of two main factors: the fact that it oversaw the
demolition of dozens of potentially historproperties and its inability to attract a regional
shopping mall. In 1966, the National Historic Preservation Act called for the identification of
historic properties for any project with a federal nexus. This meant the BRA was supposed to
identify anyhistoric properties in its redevelopment area because its HUD funding; furthermore,
the BRA was supposed to mitigate any adverse effects caused by its projects. Preservationists in
the City of Boise were keenly aware that, to that point, the BRA hadoyéndy identified historic
properties or mitigated effects for most of the demolitions. After years of proscribed demolitions,

the BRA was told to make more of an effort to preserve older buildings by local architects and

98



Chapter 3: River Street as an Archaeological Landscape

federal historic preservation admstrators. A study conducted by architects indicated it would be
more cost effective to rehabilitate many of the structures slated for removal, which suggested
renewal was economically inefficient (Ripley 1978). By 1979, a citlzmsed preservation
coalition petitioned the HUD to withdraw $13.5 million in federal funding because of the lack of
interest in historic preservation the BRA and the Winmar Company had demonstrated in its
renewal efforts. Federal preservation officials chastised both organgdtondemolishing

potentially historic properties that did not fit into their development plans (Grote 1979).

The new push for preservation curtailed demolitions in downtown Boise and boosted
efforts to conserve or rehabilitate older buildings in the reldgvnent district. The new emphasis
on preservation prevented the Winmar Company from executing its grand scheme in the downtown
district. Unable to provide the immense real estate required for a large shopping mall, Winmar
ended its relationship with tH&RA in the 1980s. Enmity between preservationists and the BRA,
along with its inability to make good on its primary development goal, the construction of a
shopping mall, made the BRA an unpopular entity in the City of Boise. It was disbanded in 1989
in anattempt to dispel the vitriol Boiseans had regarding the organization. Not to be deterred, city
officials, developers, and planners replaced the BRA with the Capital City Development
Corporation (CCDC) that same year. The CCDC administers developmemttial Boise today

(Wells and Hart 2000:154).

Reading River Streetds Landscape

Built on the Boise Riverbank, the River Street Neighborhood occupies a geographic space
that has been transformed into a significant place by social groups in Boise that all had different
agendas. From its conception, the neighborhood has been a spaeebwidings could be

constructed. It was pieced together in the 1890s through several subdivisions and additions. These
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parcels were subdivided even further to make a space where residential dwellings could be
constructed. The act of carving this geograpspace into parcels transformed it from rural
farmland into urban space. Additional layers of meaning were transposed on this space because of

its new urbanness.

As an urban space, the geography that would become a neighborhood became a new place.
What hal previously been orchards and agricultural fields that supplied mining camps in the Boise
Foothills now became a neighborhood, a district, and a home. Those that called it home understood
that this was where their everydagbituswas practiced; the backap against which they raised
children, grew gardens, and grew old. These activities were imbued with meaning and the
internalized interpretation of this place by residents is one way they made sense of their place in
Boise. For residents, itwastheewryy acti vities conducted in thi
South Side of the Trackso from the rest of to
River Street was a material place of homes, streets, fences, trees, and gardens but, on a more

abdract level, the neighborhood was an escape, safety, and a source of identity.

The River Street Neighborhood was also an investment, especially to those that did not live
there. As a place for investment and economic growth, the neighborhood was viewdikenar
resource. It was space where material wealth could grow, aggrandizing the power, wealth and
status of those with the capital to spare. Owseaupied dwellings in River Street were both an
investment and a home; whereas, to absentee landlorgerioes in the neighborhood were part
of a portfolio that could be bought and sold for personal gain. While residents saw a homeplace,
investors and devel opment advocates saw a cha
officials with the Boise Bdevelopment Administration and their allies wanted to change the

neighborhood from a place for the others into a beacon of economic investment. Initially, their
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tactics centered around physically destroying the material manifestation of the neighbdnheod w
understanding this was I|likely to change the pl
approach after residents banded together to secure funding to rehabilitate several houses and
conduct their own independent study that showed the edorimenefit derived from keeping this

a residential place. This collective action prevented the wholesale destruction of the
nei ghbor hooddés ar c4imindee afficialsraed, devblapérs did mot give uproa n t
their efforts to transform the neigbrhood into a different kind of plaice place where investment

profits could increase. Since the 1970s, rdfaltnily dwellings have replaced many of the

Abl i ght dahily hanesn The achitectural fabric from the earliest period of River Street

hasbeen compromised.

For an informed viewer, the history of River Street can be read in its architectural fabric.
The few remaining singleamily homes built in the early twentieth century are a beacon of times
when this place was a clekait community at th heart of a subculture forged from discrimination.
The wide lanes of the spur freeway Interste®d that mirrors the Oregon Short Line tracks
represents the latest transportation form that brings commerce, customers, and a few residents to
downtown Boise Mani cured and | oved by t endlalondteee Boi s e ¢
lined pedestrian pathway administered by the Boise City Department of Parks and Recreation that
traverses the entire width of t hhatmékestthe Cityf Boi
of Boise the most | i vabl e-mdeilongyhistorical dcdvengechont nt r y «
that commemorates 14 historical locations along the path. The path begins at milepost S 0.0, the
site of McCIl el | alelléanswasite origipal horGesteadeg & theMandCthat would
be platted into the River Street Neighborhood,

Whil e McClellanés contribution is impomtant,
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American andeuropean Americaneighborhood residents that cleaned up the river in this region,

which did much to encourage the city to build the Greenbelt (City of Bidizleo 2017).

Vibrant commercial development on all sides of the River Street Nefgbod resulted
both from redevelopment schemes and historic preservation. Outside the neighborhood, historic
properties in the Boise Historic District were added to the National Register of Historic Places in
1977 (Hart 1977). Today, it houses many paputstaurants, cafes, and bars. The historic Basque
Block in downtown Boise commemorate Basque heritage and history in the city. Drawing upon
the Basque concept &fuzolan Basque descendants have taken it upon themselves to build
businesses in their hesic district as well as the rest of the cifjuzolanme ans fnei ghbor
worko in the Basque native | anguage and i s as:
building infrastructure elements that benefit the entire community (The BasqueZBIibek The
Basque community in Boise has used this concept on heritage properties associated with their
history in the city with great results. A number of Bascglated historic properties house Basque
businesses and a museum that tells their storyevdiio providing economic venues for the
Basque community. Both historical districts are considered unique amenities that contribute to the
vibrancy of downtown Boise. They only exist because of advocacy that came in the wake of urban

renewal.

African Ameiicans in Boise have not yet begun thizolancampaign. There are no intact
historic properties to commemorate their heritage. Development in the River Street Neighborhood
has nearly removed all material trace of the African American, Basque, Europearant, or
working classEuropean Americaheritage of that place. To the informed observer, River Street
is a patchwork of different development projects with an echo of a pedestrian residential

neighborhood and the potential for contributing archaecédgremains of its origins,
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development, and identity(ies). To the uninformed observer, it is a place without history that has
made no contributions and is simply awaiting further development. The River Street Archaeology
project was designed to positiomB s e6s African Americans within

archaeology, as explained in Chapter 4, and to commemorate their history in the city.
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Most African American archaeology has been conducted in the eastern portion of the
United States. In the southeast, archaeologists have focused on the effects of slavery on African
diasporic peoples. In the northeast and, to a lesser extenMithwest, African American
archaeology has emphasized the marginality of black commu(iieaghews and McGovern
2016; Singleton 1985, 1991any of the African Americans in the East and Midwest were never
enslaved by chains, but legal, social, anducaltracism has prevented them from full participation
in society. Very little African American archaeology has been conducted west of the Mississippi
River. Black populations were much smaller in the West and it is difficult to detect African
Americannessolely based on archaeological remains. Oral histories and archival documents are
important links in evaluating and investigating black sites in the United States; this is even more
important in the West where the small black population oftentimes westanded.

The bulk of American archaeology today is conducted under the context of historic
preservation regulationa legal construct developed in the 1960s whertgssual archaeology
was popular(King 2012) In the decade following the first national preservation la¥scan
American sites became a subject in historical archaeoldgysplit between American
archaeologists who studied prehistory and historical archaeologists, who focused on the period
after 1492, also occurred around that time withe formation of the Society fddistorical
Archaeology in 1967. The schism betwebistorical and prehistori@archaeology and the
codification of processual archaeology in preservation law has strongly impadtedn
American archaeologyAfrican diaspora archaeology in the United Stdilesame synonymous
with the study of literate cultures in the New Worla this dayAfrican American archaeology

has few connections with illiterate or selitérate Native Amdcan groups or Arabispeaking
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historical African communitiggpeoples who both played major roles in the origins of African
America.

With its processual roots, historic preservation has not succeeded in protecting African
American historic properties oddressing relevant questions in African diaspora heritage studies
because of the emphasis on quantifiable dat a
archaeology over the last 30 years has become more aligned with postprocessual archaeology,
which advocates a greater range of voice for peoples of the past. Recent African American
archaeology reflects this movement towards investigations of the abstract aspects of black pasts.
As most archaeology in the United States is conducted under the rubnissoat preservation,
which is very structured and prescribed in its treatment of archaeological sites as properties that
can be owned and managed, there is little room for addressing the intangible aspects of heritage
that cannot be defined within a niband are difficult to preserve. Finally, the way historic
properties are valued, recorded and preserved is rooted in a field that systemically privileges other
site types over African American sites. In the American West, this has meant few African
American sites have been investigated or preserved when compared to prehisknopgan

Americanhistorical sites.

A History of African American Archaeology in the United States

Early African American archaeolaml literature is overtly processual, fixateupon
identifying material culture patterns that could be connected to black people. The earliest works
also make efforts to espouse the validity of 4@ikied archaeology as a supplement to
archaeological data. Initially, African American archaeology$at on slave contexts for two

reasons: 1) slave sites are unquestionably associated with African Americans, presumably making
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it easier to identify patterns in black assemblages, and, 2) the material realities of slave life in the
United States were laryeunknown. African American archaeology sought to fill this data gap.

Prior to the 1970s, weefaeilag tothe Studyt obplafitaiona v e (Q
in the southeastern United States at that time, but they soon became thd #rchaeolgical
investigatons Per haps the first mention of slave qua
at Elizafield Plantation in South Carolina. In these excavations, slaves were considered an
unfortunate component of plantation life but not a worthgufoof archaeological study. The
artifacts collected from the sl ave quarters wi
to the labor problem that plagued the plantation system (Singleton 1985). In 1971, Asher and
Fairbanks published one ofetearliest journal articles focused on an African American site in
their excavation of a slave cabin on Cumberland Island, Georgia (Asher and Fairbanks 1971). Race
was not a focal point of this work; however, it sought to connect archaeological dathenlith t
of enslaved black people as described in slave narratives and other written sources. Charles
Fairbanks would become known as a pioneer in plantation archaeology through his 1968 work at
Kingsley Plantation in Florida and 1969 work at Rayfield Riaoh in Georgia (Otto 1984;
Singleton 1985). Fairbanks used probleriented archaeology in accordance with processual
archaeology but also as a means of dispelling the myths of the inferiority of African Americans
(Singleton 1985). Archaeology was usgdHairbanks to demonstrate agency and practice among
enslave by connecting them with historical documents and through rigorous archaeological
analysis (Asher and Fairbanks 1971).

John Otto, one of Fairbanks® gr axtavations, st ude
would come to publish another canonical work in the early history of African American
archaeol ogy based on his 1974 excavations at (
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oriented approach to historical archaeology pioneered bipdrdis was continued by Otto who

sought to evaluate the economic difference between slave owners, white overseers, and enslaved
African Americans (Orser 2007; Otto 1984). Otto realized African American identity was
inextricably linked to classand race. fior k at Cannondés Point sough
particularly refined whitébodied earthenware vessels, as a basis for demonstrating class

di fferentiations. Ottobds r esear-bakeddoeid sygem wa s
with an unsated Marxist tinge where white plantation owners sat at the top of the social pyramid
above landless white laborers. It is known that both of these groups were above African Americans

in this social hierarchy, but Otto wanted to see if the racial beradfitsded white laborers
translated into higher economic status.

At the same time, Otto was attempting to identify an archaeological signature for African
American slaves. In the end, Otto concluded that both white overseers and black slaves lived
similar lifestyles based on archaeological evidence but there was evidence suggesting white
overseers enjoyed some benefits, particularly in the form of housing. Furthermore, he was unable
to identify a discrete African American identity that could be easily difféated fromEuropean
Americars of the same class (Otto 1980, 1984). This work foreshadowed the difficulties of
separating class from race that continue to plague African American archaeology.

The 1980s were a formative period in African American arcloggol The subfield
produced a number of influential publications that would help position African American history
within the field of archaeology. The edited volunfeshaeological Perspectives on Ethnicity in
America: AfreGAmerican and Asian American Cuié History (1980) andThe Archaeology of
Slavery and Plantation Lif€1985) were landmark publications that typified African American
archaeology at that time. These texts were among the first collections of African American
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archaeology to summarize whais known to that date. Archaeology was doing its best to
scientifically document the uniqueness of African American life though material culture. These
books also exemplify the philosophical wrangling among the archaeological community with
regard to arcieologically addressing race. Separating race, ethnicity, class, and power in African
American pasts remains a quandary in the subfield.

The quest to identify truly African American cultural traits in the archaeological iiecord
Africanismg would continue ithe 1980s and 1990s, despite the initial failures archaeologists had
in differentiating race from class. Archaeology of the 1980s drew upon the desire to define an
archaeological signature that could be specifically attributed to black people. The fegarch
Africanisms on plantations in the southeastern United States in the 1980s is most clearly seen
through the colonoware debdBrandon 2009)

While archaeologists had noticed that slave assemblages included a diagnostic forn of low
fired earthenwares,hése ceramics were originally attributed to enterprising local Native
Americans who were supplying cheap vessels to slave owners. InHi8#®jcal Archaeology
published its first article on African Americans that focused on the colonoware enigmatidibe ar
concluded that the colonoware on Limerick Plantation, South Carolina was a development by both
African and Native Americans who were working to fill local demand (Lees and Kihemy
1979). Other archaeol ogi st sthmmdosclosiveressiis.ledande d ¢ o
Ferguson was among many who were unsure of to whom it could be attributed, though he
recognized it had African characteristics with decorative styles not seen in the Old World
(Ferguson 1980). He would later affirm colonoeavas an American ware type with African
antecedents (1992At Spiers Landingleslie Drucker (1981) was unsure that slaves had made
colonoware independently, despite the fact that 40 percent of the ceramic assemblage was this
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type. Richard Vernon (1988pncluded that colonoware was produced by both Native and African
Americans depending upon local labor conditions because it was found in both slave and historical
Native American contexts. Archaeologists also noted that colonoware increasingly mimicked
European vessel forms while African design elementarheaarer This observatioadded to the
confusion surrounding this ware type in the archaeological literature while also demonstrating the
artistic license of enslaved African Americans.

Archaeologistsof the 1980s were reluctant to credit slaves with creating their own
ceramics, as seen the factthat they were initially called Colonétndian waresrather than
colonoware. Frequently, colonoware was recognizably different than Native American ceramics
in some parts of the south and Caribbean. Other times it was not. Most scholars at that time
believed the slavery system in North America was so onerous that slaves did not have enough
freedom to create their own ceramics. Even though Fairbanks and @ittehéfied evidence of
firearms in slave deposits, which suggested they werepsalisioning in other ways,
archaeologists remained reluctant to give African American slaves enough agency to create a
unique ceramic type that fulfilled needs while adsmonstrating artistic freedom.

African American archaeology of the 1980s remained rooted in plantation life, but it also
expanded to other contexts at this tithenoved further away from the search for Africanisms and
archaeological patterns to embragavider interpretation of African American lifeways and
behavior. This was partially in response to the popularity of postprocessual archaeology, a
theoretical paradigm that emphasized the situational nature of archaeological interpretations and
acknowledgd that there were multiple ways of knowing the past (Hegmon 2003; Wylie 2002).

It was also a result from the expanded interest in African American sites within historical
archaeology. Work at Black Lucyébés Gamnl®Pgdn ( Bak e
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and Parting Ways (Deetz 1977) brought African American archaeology out of the slave context,
expanding the focus of archaeological inquiry to address other sites where blackness was lived. At
the same time, African American plantation archaeolbggan addressing the creation of a
uniquely ethnic identity rooted in both American and African culture. Archaeologists embraced
the complexities of acculturation and rdused class formation processes, and how that could be
seen in the archaeologicatoed (Adams and Boling 1989; Jones 1985; Joseph 1989; Moore 1985;
Wheaton and Garrow 1985). Some archaeologists even recognized the shosauintimg
previousfocuson identifying patterns above all else. Archaeologists also recognized that it was
unlikely that a uniquely African American archaeological signature could be found, especially
after the Civil War (Orser anddiola 1985; Singleton 1985).

African American archaeology underwent a transformation during the 1990s in response
to three forcespostprocessualism; a group of new, vocal African American archaeologists who
brought new perspectives; and a movement that stressed archaeology as a tool for social action.
Freed from focusing purely on what could be measured, postprocessual archaexltgst990s
were empowered to investigate the intangible elements of the African American experience such
as material culture consumption (Mullins 1999a, 1999b), ethnicity (Perry and Paynter 1999), and
spirituality (Orser 1994; Russell 1997; Steteal. 1996). Postprocessualism helped archaeologists
address the level of agency black people had in the past. Scientific archaeology emphasized the
search for regular patterns that could be used to investigate past behaviors, but this focus prevented
archaeolgists from addressing the ways black people were able to carve out a new identity that
was separate from African and European culture. Terms like acculturation and creolization

continued to be used in the 1990s but the real goal was investigating thafvieais Americans
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used material culture to convey messages to each other and express themselves as a unique
subculture.

African American archaeolacpl literature of the 1990s is marked by two influential
pieces,Uncommon Ground: Archaeology and Early &#m America, 16501800 (Ferguson
1992)I1 andod, Am Americao: Ar dAmerieao Life(Singletanl St ud
1999) . Leland Fergusondés seminal work on ear|
between Africa and blacks in the Unit8tates. In addition to addressing the colonoware debate
in archaeology, he demonstratdtit this ceramic type, as well as other elements of African
American life such as housing, had clear connections to Africa (Ferguson 19%8h, Am
Americawas aredited volume that tackled the major topics in African American archaeology. It
represents a major step toward reflexivity among archaeologists of the African Diaspora. Several
chapters discuss popular resistance against commemorating African AmerisafDpagian and
Landers 1999), evidence of abtack racism in the past (Bastian 1999), and the multivalence of
material culture (Perry and Paynter 1999) alongside the traditional topics of Africanisms (Ferguson
1999) and colonoware (Mouer et al. 1999).

The journal Historical Archaeologybecame the main platform for discussing current
research in African American archaeology during the 1990s. A flurry of articles brought African
American archaeology in a completely new direction. This movement was spedrlgade
number of African American archaeologists including Michael Blakey (1997), Ywone Edwards
Ingram (1997), Maria Franklin (1997), Cheryl LaRoche (1997), Theresa Singleton, Terry Wiek
(1997), and Laurie Wilkie (1996, 1997) who were joinedHuyopean Amaricanscholars who
focused on African diaspora sites like Paul Mullins (1998, 19994, b), Charles Orser (1992, 1994),
Paul Shackel (1995, 1998), and Mark Warner (1998). This new guard of African American
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archaeologists made it clear that, although Afridamericans dwelled in racism, they were able

to live meaningful lives by using material culture in unique ways. They eschewed the search for
patterns and focused on s#ipecific narratives as a means of learning more about the racialization
process, encultation, and the struggle against discrimination.

The 1990s also saw the birth of a social justice movement that forced historical
archaeologists to reflexively reevaluate their role in-eatism and usarchaeology as a tool for
social justice. The Afdan Burial Ground Project became a microcosm for the way archaeology
had been previously practiced and how politically minded African Americans, including
archaeologists of African descent, expected it to be practiced in the future. In 1991, a cultural
reoource management (CRM) project led to the discovery of an eighteenth century African
cemetery in New York City. I nterest grew amon
the archaeologists began to excavate over 400 bodies. The descendant commuaityidook
through protests of what they considered yet another racist desecration of black ancestors, which
led to a collaboration between CRM archaeologists, the City of New York, and anthropologists
and archaeologists at Howard Universéyhistorically back university (LaRoche and Blakey,
1997). In 1993, the African Burial Ground was declared a National Historic Landmark.

Events like the African Burial Ground project forced historical archaeologists to reflexively
about the way they had, or had not, baesing archaeology to dispel aiiiack racism.
Postprocessualism allowed archaeologists to paint a new picture of African Americans as creative,
enterprising, resilient people, but this work had been done almost completely without collaboration
with black communities. Archaeologists were asked to: think about how their work influences
Black America (Franklin 1997), allow black communities to seize intellectual power (LaRoche
and Blakey 1997), disseminate knowledge to interested publics (Gibb 1997), ambkibtack
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communities in heritage conservation (McDavid 1997). A call was issued for archaeologists to use
their discipline for social justice and to combat racism in the United States (Singleton 1999).

This call for social activism, increased collabomati@and reflexivity has been heeded
during the twentyfirst century. African American archaeology scholars of the 1990s were joined
by other historical archaeologists including Anna Agiavies (2007, 2013), Whitney Battle
Baptiste (2007, 2011), Jamie Bramd(2009), and Chris Fennell (2007, 2010) who continued to
build upon postprocessual foundations. Race finally became a starting poiftrtioer
investigating aspects of black archaeological sites like feminism, spiritual cosmology, and the
materialiteso f r ac e . Charles Orserés analysis of r
States has become foundational for both archaeological inquiry and investigating the role race
plays in the profession. Building upon the concept that race is rootettune and society, Orser
(2004, 2007) uses material culture to provide insight into how race was practiced in the past. His
work also reveals the role archaeologists play in the racialization process, something African
American archaeologists who emplzasi social justice had been stating since the 1990s. Most
importantly, Orser shows how the racialization process has been applied to European ethnic
groups, specifically the Irish. Like blackness, whiteness is also subjective. This point can be used
to discuss the ways whiteness impacts the interpretaianspean Americaarchaeologists make
at black sites.

Current scholars are asking what it means to do African American archaeology and are
building projects that collaborate with black communities. Oacfgre is now a point for debate
and discussion (AgbPavies 2007), which positions the field within a selflexive gaze. The
expansion of communitipased participatory research into African American archaeology bolsters
that reflexivity while it also inreases the contributions archaeology makes toward addressing the
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guestions that count for black people. Archaeology at New Philadelphia, which is now a National
Historic Landmark, is indicative of the way African American archaeology has become something
by and for the people (Fennel al.2010; Shackel 2011). Contributions from local descendants
have added to interpretations of African American sites and imbued this work with an emic

perspective that would not have been told otherwise.

African American Archaeology in the American West

Historical archaeology conducted west of the Mississippi River has helped create a more
holistic understanding of what life was like for the diverse population of Native American,
European immigrant, Asian, and African sf@ric peoples. Built on resource extraction and
agriculture, the West was a continuation of
origins. Labor in extractive industries or agriculture was a central aspect of life in most western
commurities (Hardesty 1991; Purser 199Commercial centers arose to service and support these
extraction and agricultural outposts. Most African Americans in the West lived in the commercial
centers where they could establish communities and protect each other (Taylpr A998
mentioned in Chater2, the African American experience in the west was urban. As a result, urban

spaces are most likely to contain archaeological traces of the African Am@fesin

While diaspora studies in the American West are useful for better understanding the
conposition of European immigrant, Hispanics, Asians and Native Americans (Lightfoot 1995),
very little work has been conducted on African American archaeological sites in the West. African
Americans remain underdocumented and, thus, poorly understood gtbep/iest (Dixon 2014).
African diasporic people were among the first visitors to the American West. Beginning with the

journey of the Moroccan Estevanico (Esteban) across the Southwest in the sixteenth century,
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people of African descent were among thstfnorNative Americans in the West (Taylor 1998).
Racial designations were different for African people living in the Spanish colonial system than
they were for African diasporic peoples living in the colonies of other European countries.
Archaeology inSpanish colonial California indicates religion and ancestry was a more important
characteristic of racial hierarchies for Spanish colonials. Persons of African descent were able to
achieve similar legal and social parity to other Hispanic colonists beoétiseir behavior and
participation in the local society (Voss 2008). This contrasts sharply with the way Africans were

treated in the Anglo West.

Slavery is what brought the majority of African Americans to the West prior to the Civil
War. HistoricallyTexas has been home to the Westods | arg
1998). Despite the large African American population, both during and after the Civil War, few
African American archaeological sites have been investigated. Work done by(Badig shows
that, while African American sites are frequently encountered in east Texas, few of these sites are
recommended eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Work in
Dallas is among the most widely reported Africamekican archaeology in the state. The
campaign to save Freedmands Town in Dall as an
insights into the lives of black Texans in urban and rural contexts (McDavid 2011, 2002, 1997).
Cultural resource managemeanicavations funded by the Texas Department of Transportation at
the Freedmanés Cemetery in Dallas was an oppo
and race followed nineteenth and early twentieth century African Americans into death.
Bioarchaelogical and material cultural studies of the burials in this black cemetery provided
insight into the ways African American spirituality and the quest for equality shaped burial

practices (Davidson 2004). African American archaeology in Texas highlightsesilience of
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black communities in the West and illustrates the ways they combated discrimination. These

projects also show how African Americans in the present continue to fight for their heritage.

While most African Americans lived in western citiese activities of black soldiers
following the Civil War has become the most common perception of blacks in the West. The
Buffalo Soldiers have become historical icons of taming the west. African American soldiers
operated across the region and some dfirthmilitary posts have been investigated
archaeologically. Stationed at Fort Missoula in Montana between 1888 and H8®&ffalo
S o | d R5ehringadtry Regimenitvas historically known through the ethnographic record as a
place where black soldiers veerespected and treated well (Sorenson 2012). Archaeological
analysis of a small dump from Fort Missoula attempted to interrogate the material remains of the
Buffalo Soldiers, but the refuse could not be directly connected to black solders (Mueller 2009).
Current work at Fort Davis in Texas includes analysis of another refuse deposit dated to the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries that is directly associated with African American soldiers
stationed there. It is hoped this project will illustrtite lifeways of black soldiers in the West

(Laurie Wilkie, personal communication, 2017).

Thousands of African Americans looking to escape discrimination and racism following
the Civil War traveled to western cities; however, in most cases, their quesjuility remained
forthcoming. Frequently, African Americans did find more social and economic opportunities but
they did not find equality (Taylor 1998). This is exemplified by the few archaeological studies
conducted on African American sites in theérican West. African diasporic people who arrived
in the Comstock Mining District and lived in Virginia City, Nevada in the second half of the

nineteenth century encountered a complicated political and economic climate that influenced many
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aspects of thelives. In a society with greater economic opportunity that lacked overt racism, one
may believe African Americans in Virginia City were comparatively better off than blacks in the
east and southeast. Excavations at the Boston Saloon in Virginia City edtered to an African
American clientele, showed blacks on the mining frontier enjoyed quality food and beverages and
popular musical entertainment in the company of handsomely dressed women. It was a known as
recreational venue that helped African Ainan miners feel comfortable in the face of subtle

racism, resistant attitudes, and discriminatory laws (Dixon 2006a, 2006b, 2005; Schablitsky 2006).

Additional African American archaeology conducted in California has given insight into
life in black comnunities on the Pacific Coast that were not reliant on extractive industries.
Cultural resource management work conducted in West Oakland, California between 1994 and
1996 for the 4880 Cypress Freeway Replacement project has been the largest ardbaleolog
project of an African American community in the American West. The project encompassed 22
city blocks in a historically diverse neighb
African Americans after World War Il. Archaeology in West Oakland showed thizd the
neighborhood had similar material aspirations as other Americans during the late nineteenth and

twentieth centuries (Praetzellis and Praetzellis 2004).

Although they were working class, African American residents displayed eclectig bric
brac n their homes as a means of showing sophistication and adherence to upper and middle class
mores regarding exotic items as proof of worldliness.-Biitac was a form of material culture
designed as a display of affluence (Mullins 1999). This was knowkirican Americans who
participated in this practice. African Americans in West Oakland also used material culture to

show their upward mobility in other ways. Membership in fraternal orders, compliance with
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domesticity mores, and religious objects arehbdisplays of affluence and demonstrations of
affiliation with certain social networks. In West Oakland, African Americans used the objects in
their houses as evidence of their class and social status, aspects of life that also demonstrated their
positionwithin social networks. Material culture was a language used to convey status, which was
also important in the continued campaign against discrimination and stigmatization (Praetzellis

and Praetzellis 2004).

The history and archaeology in West Oakland ongrthat of the River Street
Neighborhood in Boise. A place inhabited by Chinese, Portuguese, Hawaiian and other immigrants
became increasingly black during the second half of the twentieth century. By 1989, the
neighborhood was 77 percent African Americd@raetzellis and Praetzellis 2004:46). This
demographic shift was accompanied by neglect and the neighborhood was designated as blighted
by local officials. As a blighted place, West Oakland became ground zero for Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) that mposed fAsuperblocko projects and
the community. The Black Panther Party evolved in this landscape as both a reaction to structural
racism and to provide basic amenities to a needy community (Solari 2001). Stigmatindtion a
neglect was at the heart of this neighborhood
why the archaeological work there does much to combat this negative view of West Oakland and

give it a more human face.

Other work in California is a @nce to understand what life was like for African Americans
outside large urban areas. Research on Allensworth, California shows some African Americans
sought to escape racism by creating their own settlements, removed from the &xisbipgan

Americarrdominated cities. In 1908, Lieutenant Colonel Allen Allensworth, a former slave from
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Kentucky, purchased land in Tulare County that would be dedicated to an African American
agricultural community. The town grew for its first few years before succumbstguggles over

water rights that starved nearby agricultural lands of a necessary resource. Archaeology at the

Al l ensworth Hot el shows residentsd aspirati ol
settlement is part of the Colonel Allensworth Statstétic Park and is a protected resource (Cox

2007). Archaeological research of the life and history of Nate Harrison, a legendary African
American hermit in San Diego County, explains how the desire of black people to be free can turn

into a mythological arrative. Nate Harrison was the first African American farmsteader in San

Diego County who had escaped slavery by the 1870s. Records show he had made a home in the
San Jacinto hills by the 1880s, where he would live until his death in 1920. Since hisma®ian

Di ego, Harrisonds story had been mythologi ze
contradictory accounts clouded the reality of his life. Archaeological excavations showed much of

his live differed from the way he was portrayed in looat! Living a simple life alone in the hills,

Harrison was able to escape enslavement and, to a certain extent, was free (Mallios and Lennox

2014).

Historical Archaeology in Boise,ldaho

While a number of historical archaeological projects have been deaddecently in the
City of Boise, the River Street Archaeology Project was the first African American archaeology
project in the city. Additionally, there have been no other African American archaeology projects
in the State of Idaho that have been reedrimh the cultural resource management publications or
academic presses. Thus, very little is archaeologically known about African Americans in Idaho.

One prominent Basquelated site has been excavated in the City of Boise. This site is important
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to ourunderstanding of what life was like for narhite Boiseans and is one of the few close

comparative databases for the River Street Archaeology Project.

Documents on file at the Idaho State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in Boise show

36 cultural resowe surveys have been conducted within one half mile of the Erma Hayman House.

These are listed in Table 1.

Tablel: Previous Cultural Resource Surveys within One Half Mile of the Erma Hayman House

AGENCY YEAR TITLE AUTHOR PROJECT :
Other 1980 | Archaeological Test Excavations in the¢ Jones, Timothy | 20150164
Boise Redevelopment Project Area,
Boise, Idaho
Other 1980 | Continued Archaeological Test Jones, Timothy | N/A
Excavations of Operation One, Boise
Redevelopment Project Area, Boise, |
Idaho 1983 | Annual Report of Archeological Gaston, Jenna | N/A
Transportation Investigations
Department
Other 1983 | A Cultural Resources Overview, Surve Polk, Michael N/A
and Evaluation of the Veteran's
Administration Medical Center, Boise,
Idaho
Other 1984 | A Cultural Resources Overview, Surve Polk, Michael, 20133347
and Evaluation of the Veterans Bradford Cole,
Administration Medical Center, Boise,| and S. Alan
Idaho, Final Report Skinner
Boise National | 1987 | Myrtle Street Complex Disposal Gallayher, BS87-459
Forest Joseph
Idaho 1988 | PSR, 27th Street Extension Gaston, Jenna | 20117077
Transportation
Department
Other 1988 | Test Excavations on Borah Street Druss, Mark and| 20150162
Historic Archaeology in Downtown Claudia Druss
Boise
Other 1989 | Class Historic Properties Inventory of | Stump, Sheila | 20143879
the Route of the Proposed AT&T Fibe| and Dawn
Optic Cable Between Spokane, Statham

Washington and Boise, Idaho
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AGENCY YEAR TITLE AUTHOR PROJECT :
Idaho 1994 | Fairview Avenue Bridge Rehabilitation Petersen, Nic BHM
Transportation 7343(001)
Department
Other 1994 | Draft: Military Reserve, Cultural N/A N/A

Resources Survey, City of Boise, Ada
County, ldaho
Idaho 1995 | Pioneer Pathway Extension Gross, Lorraine | STP
Transportation 0100(109)
Department
Idaho 1995 | North Bank of the Boise River at Capit Wildt, Chris STP
Transportation Boulevard 0100(111)
Department
Boise National | 2005 | Boise Forestry Sciences Lab Myrtle | Bertram, John | BS05-2041
Forest Street Complex
Other 2006 | 7th and Fort Street Collocations Bauer,B. GMIDBO.C
Telecommunications Site EO6D1110
Idaho 2006 | Archaeological Excavations at the Cyr, Munch, M. N/A
Transportation Jacobs/Uberuaga House, Boise, ID
Department
Department of | 2006 | Proposed New Department of Veteran TEC Inc. N/A
Defense Affairs Regional Office Building at Fort
Boise
Idaho 2007 | BSU Greenbelt Pathway Archambeault, J., STP
Transportation 0100(182)
Department
Idaho 2008 | Pioneer Corridor Pedestrian/Bike Harding, W. A010(488)
Transportation Improvement, Boise, Myrtle Street to
Department Grand Avenue
Department of | 2010 | Geothermal Expansion Project to Bois Perry Bauer, B. | N/A
Energy State University, Ada County
Other 2012 | 999 Main St., Boise, Cell Tower Tews, Amber BOISID115
7
Other 2012 | 680 Cunningham Place, East Bench ¢ Tews, Amber BOISID111
Tower 0
Other 2012 | 1550 West Franklin, McCauley Park C Tews, Amber BOISID203
Tower 6
Other 2012 | 30th Street Extension, Fairview Roberts, Jillian | 505029
Ave/State St.
Other 2013 | T-Mobile Candidate (Idaho Building), | Jerrems, William SL02080A
Boise
Department of | 2013 | Archaeological Sensitivity Assessmen| Futch, Jana; W91278
Defense of Selected Facilities in Idaho Garder, Jeffrey | 07-D-
0111/0053
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AGENCY YEAR TITLE AUTHOR PROJECT :
Idaho 2014 | Garden City to Americana Boulevard | Noll, Christopher, A013(514)
Transportation Greenbelt andBarbara
Department Perry Bauer
Idaho 2014 | Broadway Bridge Bryant, Jennifer,| A011(588)
Transportation Susan Leary and
Department Isla Nelson
Federal 2014 | Cultural Resource Evaluation and Visy Gibson, Barbara, 10014
Communications Effects Analysis for the BOhihuahua | Jim Steely, and | 014126.00
Commission Telecommunications Project, 1529 Michael Retter

Washington Street, Boise, Ada County
Idaho
Other 2014 | Boise River Park Site Improvements | Nickoloff, Niki N/A
Phase Il Project
Department of | 2014 | Phase | Archaeological Survey of the | Rock, Carolyn | W91278
Defense COL Pinkney Lugenbeel Army Reserv 11-D-19
Center (ID001)
Department of | 2015 | Architectural Determination of Seattle District | N/A
Defense Eligibility for the Colonel Pinkney Corps of
Lugenbeel U. S. Army Reservet€en | Engineers
and the Walling Irrigation Canal. Ada
County, Boise, Idaho
Department of | 2015 | 5th & Idaho Redevelopment Davis, Kerry 171500015
Housing and 0
Urban
Development
Federal 2015 | Class lICultural Resource Inventory fo| Santarone, Paul, FRN
Communications the Verizon Wireless BOI Morris Hill | Kenneth P. 001284534
Commission Communication Tower, Ada County | Cannon, Ron 3
Sladek and
Jonathan M.
Peart
Other 2016 | Archaeological Monitoring Report for | Davis, Choya N/A
Perimeter SecuritYpgrades Measures
at the McClure Federal Building, Boise
Idaho
Other 2016 | James A. McClure Federal Building, | Wark, David N/A
Boise, Idaho Determination of Eligibilit
for Inclusion in the National Register 0
Historic Places
Federal 2016 | Cultural Resource Inventory for the Santarone, Paul,| TCNS
Communications AT&T Sand Creek (IDL02045) Kenneth Cannon 140047
Commission Communications Tower, Ada County | Ron Sladek and

Houston Martin
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This list is not comprehensive as other cultural resource surveys have been conducted in

downtown Boise that are were not found in the SHPO database. Two olthissedprojects

have implications for historic preservation in the River Street Neighbdrlaooral history and

building inventory project conducted in the early 1890s (Osa 1981) and a building survey

conducted in the 1990s as part of the Intersi8% expansion through downtown Boise (Stacy
1995).In 1981, Mateo Osa conducted oral histotgmiews withseveral AfricarAmericanRiver
Street Neighborhood residents with the interitdocumenting the history of the Lee Street area in
order to makeéecommendations for historic preservation. The interviews proddsatkground
for the neighborhod from the perspective @ AfricanrAmerican residents and formed a baseline

forwhatisk nown about the neighborhoodds soci al

Osa documented 23 homes along Ash and Lee Stie¢ite vicinity of the Erma Hayman
House At the time (19801981) this was a relatively intact portion of tHeiver Street
Neighborhood that was being encroached uporolbymercial development. Osa noted that it was
one of the oldednhtact areas of Boise. The houses along Lee and Ash Streetbuileseith the
anticipation that they would house workhetassBoiseans. This condition had not changed by the

1980s. Describingee Street in the early 1980s, Osa wrote:

NLee Street is lined with vyaadftomehetr ees

sidewalks in front of the duses. Set in the midsff a warehouse and urban
redevelopment district as it is, L&&reet stands out as an unique andcatitained
neighborhoodlt deserves attention, not only as the traditional hofree segment

of Boi seds bl ac kasananeahurtually unalterda wvernacaldr s o

residential architecture. Alsnpteworthy, is the degree of continuiyrelationship
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to the rest othe community since, unlike mamgighborhoods, it has not altered
its basic character over the yehts stll provides basic lonwincomehousing close

to downt own. O

Mateo Osa (1981) recommended this-bleck area be saved from development because
of its character as a historical residential district. Transcripts of the conversations recorded by Osa
and photo®f several inventoried houses are on file at the Idaho State Historical Society Archives
i n Boise. The t eunteyadliee Strees Neighborteddd i rse poonr tf ifl e at
State Historic Preservation OffiHPO)in Boise however, theseeports did not come up in the

SHPO project database

The River Street Area Survey was conducted in 1995 to evaluate neighborhood buildings
in anticipation of the constriction of Interstelt84 (Stacy 1995) Building upon theeffort to
preserve buildings ithe neighborhood initiated by Oga1981 thefiRiver Street Reconnaissance
Survey resultsrepored by Susan M. Stadn 1995were prepared for the Boise City Historic
Preservation Commissioiihe surveyovered an area of 300 aciesentral Boise andvaluated
151 buildings between AmericaBaulevardon the west, Broadwagoulevardon the east, \&st
Myrtle Street on the northnd the Boise River on the southsurvey area that included the entirety
of the River Street Neighborhoo@his evaluation failed to create a historic preseovadistrict
within River Street, even thoudbtacy explains that the neighborhoods south of Myrtle between
Broadway Blvd. and Sixteenth St. (Americana Blvd.) were mature by 1915 enecbme of the
few places African Americans could rent in Boi{&acy 1995:9). The 1998ventory provided
preservation recommendations, althotigh authodid not conduct exhaustive research on every

property evaluated:he 1995eport states that the River Street Newflmod was unique because
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of its identity as BomircbmaleOshlbackecseimgmebdahood

the Lee and Ash Street portion of the idigrhood. Stacy writes (1995i1134):

A Ab o u 11982%8 Idaho State Historic Preservatiiffice undertook a survey

of thed_ee Street Historic Distridi(Osa 198122 houses located on Lee and Ash
Streets. The survey analyst and the SHPO office concluded that the area was
eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic PlacesemBoise

City objected to this conclusion, the survey and report were sent to the National
Park Service (NPS). The NPS agreed with the SHPO and issued a formal
determination that the district was eligible. The significance of this decision is that
any ageny proposing to impact the area adversely and use federal funds to do so
(such as Boise City Community Development Block Grants or other federal
resources) will be obliged to mitigate such impacts according to a plan negotiated
with the SHPO. This requireant derives from Section 106 of the National Historic

Preservation Act . 0

The whereabouts of this correspondence between Boise City, the Idaho SHPO, and the National

Park Service is unknown. It could not be located at the SHPO or Idaho State Archiv28Hs of

Stacy continueto state that the Lee and Ash Street area remained (in 1995) one of the few
places in River Street where older homes were still standing. She recommended that other historic
houses be moved to the Lee and Ash area to fill in vacétwhich would strengthen the

likelihood of preserving the place as a historic dis{&tacy 1995)

Table 1 demonstrates central Boise has been subjected to a number of archaeological

surveys in the past 37 years, although this list is incomplete. Hoyw@Wy seven archaeological
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sites have been identified in this area. Table 2 is a list of all known archaeological sites within one

half mile of the Erma Hayman House.

Table2: Previously Identified Archaeological Sites within Gla¢f Mile of the Erma Hayman House

SITE NAME | OWNER| ELIGIBILITY DATE ATTRIBUTES
10AA149 | Delamar | Private | Undetermined | 1/1/1978 | Site of early residential Boise
House
site
10AA173| Boise Private | Undetermined | 6/15/1982 | Late nineteenth and twentieth
City century landfill
Dump
10AA301 | N/A Private | Undetermined | 1/1/1987 | Historical artifacts including bisque
doll frags, marble, roundails,
porcelain, stoneware milk glass, tc
metal airplane, glass, wire nalil,
hardware
10AA302 | N/A Private | Undetermined | 1/1/1987 | Historical artifacts including flakes
glass, ironstoe, porcelain,
earthenware, nails, can, bricks, foil
paper,safety pins
10AA303 | N/A Private | Undetermined | 1/1/1987 | Former dwelling now covered by ¢
parking lot; Artifacts include
porcelain, stonewaregarthenware,
glass, trolley spikes, bisque doll
frags, hardware, nails, wallpaper
10AA304 | N/A Private | Undetermined | 1/1/1987 | Former tenement now beneath an
asphalt parking lot; Artifacts
include glass, nails, wood,
porcelain, plastic button
10AA574 | N/A HSTRC | Undetermined | 6/15/2000 | Historical artifacts including glass,
WTR crockery sherds, brickymber, wire

nails, cans, stoneware

None of the previously identified sites is a prehistoric archaeological site. The Geographic
Information Systems (GlSpordinates of four of these sites, 10AA301, 10AA302, 10AA303, and

10AA304, are within 50 meters (164 feet) of the eastern edge of the River Street Neighborhood

boundary; near the presetay intersection of South $5treet and West Myrtle Street. Regalt
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in January, 1988, these four sites are related to CRM archaeological test excavations associated
with the Interstatedd84 expansion along Myrtle Street. Archaeological testing in this location
revealed the presence of deposits related to +fauntily housing buildings and a blacksmith shop

that were occupied at the end of the nineteenth cerfbung$and Druss 1988). To the east of the

River Street Neighborhood in the presday location of Julia Davis Park, site 10AA173 is the
remai ns of twBniiethscentury larefdl.rRlecgnt research states this area of Boise was

used as a landfill from 1902 to 1926 and it was an important element in the sanitation movement

in Boise. Additionalll vy, B o-EusopearsAmeriaamwith fmesy r e f o
for littering, improper trash disposal, and uncleanliness. This forced Chinese, African Americans,

and European immigrants to use municipal trash disposal services in order to avoid being fined

(Valentine 2016).

Archaeology on historical Basqueestin downtown Boise are the only representation of
nontEuropean Americah i f e i n the cityds pasilberudgalddusee ol o0g
at 607 Grove Street in downtown Boise, about 0.86 kilometers (0.54 miles) east of the Erma
Hayman House, focesl on the analysis of artifacts recovered from a well built in 1864 and used
until the 1890s (Goodwin 2014). The house was originally built by the Jacobs faBiyoean
Americanemigrant family that arrived in Boise in 1862 to capitalize on the Bas@eRjold rush.

The Jacobs family became merchants and influential socialites. In 1928, the Basque Uberuaga
family purchased the Jacobs house and used it as a boarding house for single Basque men. It
remained a boarding house until 1969. Material cultooenfthe house demonstrates the late
nineteentkcentury material display of affluence associated with a socially upstaBdiogean
Americanhousehold (Goodwin 2014). The house itself is an example of socially upward life in a

European Americatandscape until the 1920s when it became an important element in Basque
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society. The neighborhood around the Jaddbsruaga house had changed by 1928 when the
house changed ownership. In that time, this section of West Grove Street had become the heart o

Basque BoiseTotoricaglena 2004

In this capacity, the house became a central element in the Basque community, which was
strained after the 1924 passage of the JohR&md Immigration Act that established quotas for a
number of different countries. €Basque country is politically divided between the nations of
Spain and France, which meant Basque immigrants were rolled into the national quotas for these
larger nations. As a stateless nation of ethnic minorities divided between two larger nations, it
became difficult for Basque immigrants to enter the United States after 1924. The Basque in Boise
and elsewhere in the United States had to decide whether they would remain in the country because
it was unclear if they would be able to return if they (@toricagiena 2004 The Uberuaga
family was among the thousands of Basque that decided to stay in the United States. Their presence
forever changed the ethnic milieu of communities like Boise. The Cyrus Jeba@tesaga House
is a material manifestatiorf the multivalent ways historical sites can be created and recreated
through time. It also contains the material cultural residues of nineteenth and twentieth century

urban life in Boise (Goodwin 2014).

As explained in the following chapters, the RivereBtrProject encompasses the only
known African American archaeological site in BoiSke project also encounteradhaeological
features directly connected to Boisebs Basque
of a city block, nine parcelsind is one of the largest excavations in the City of Boise in 30 years.
Both the oral history and archaeology components are a continuation of the fight for heritage and

acknowledgement that River Street Neighborhood descendant community has beersimaging
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the 1970s. As will be discussed in the next chapter, the methods employed on this project were
designed to access the material as well as the abstract aspects of life in the neighaorhood
continuation of postprocessual archaeological theory. Firedlya project born of a local heritage
conservation movement, this archaeology project was designed to commemorate a difficult aspect
of Boi s e Asstructeral iadisen gfiected all who lived in River Street Neighborhood, it is

an unavoidable aspeaf the archaeology and ethnography project that was brought into the light

and used as a vantage point from whence we <co

Historic Preservation, Local Advocacy, andAfrican American Historic Places

The historical archaeologyf African American life remains strongly influenced by the
plantation setting. While this has provided new insights into identity formation, agency, and
realities of African American slavery, archaeology needs to expand from that context in order to
provide insight into the broader realities of African diasporic peoples in other regions and other
times. Landmark excavations at African American sites like the African Burial Ground in New
York City and the Freedmanos Ye blackséhatgonrnects Dal |
us to the past. They demonstrate our existence and heritage as well as our resilience in the face of
structural racism, poverty, discrimination (Davidson 2004; LaRoche and Blakey 1997). Sites like
these can be drawn upon to l@gize black heritage and are crucial elements in the African
American identity formation process (Thomas 2002). Because there are so few in the American
West, projects like the work in West Oakland (Praetzellis and Praetzellis 2004) and the River Street
Project are even more important for our understanding of life for African Americans in the west.
They also demonstrate that black people were present in the West and played central roles in

western society at the local scale. Far removed from thedeellmeated plantation economy in
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space and time, African American sites in the American West stretch the boundaries of black

identity and heritageadding to and complicating traditional narratives of this part of the country.

As of yet, the promising potential cultural resource management archaeology to provide
a better understanding of African American life (Wilkie 2004:112) has not born fruit in the
American West. Prominent CRM projects focused on African American contexts in the west like
t he Fr ee detag,Boswon Sakean, and in West Oakland provide a glimpse of what life
was like for western blacks and provide an important foundation upon which subsequent scholars
can build. Given the large number of CRM projects conducted in the west, it is aldhaing
comparatively few African American sites have
(2004) highlights the difficulties associated with preserving African American sites in the west
through the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). &eing how CRM conducted under
the NHPA tends to privilege historic properties with more substantial, elaborate architectural
elements, Barileexplains(2004:98) African Americamelated historic properties have suffered
because of the way the regulatidmsa v e f a i dive dropeér eecognitién to site historic
context where race and class figured largely I n t hi s par adi gnrelatedi mp |l e
properties are |l ess |ikely to Ioesingleagoach v e d.
methoddogies i.e(, the identification of bounded propertidss resulted in a drastic redion
of postCivil War NRHPR-eligible sites, especially those associated with African Americans in

Texas (Barile 2004:98).

Work conducted within the rubric of the NHPAdathe other preservation regulations that
support CRM archaeology have little room for the contributions of local communities. At present,

historical preservation legislation emphasizes the identification of historic properties which are
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bounded entitiesin space, time, and research value, by skilled professional preservationists.
Furthermore, the preservation of properties is encouraged through a series of economic incentives
like tax rebates that benefit property owners. This effects the preservatdncain American
properties in a number of ways: 1) it i's dif
community because this requires the creation of a narrative that will not be interpreted the same
way by all community members (see Chaple23 most preservation professionals Breopean
Americanand, therefore, have difficulties identifying namite properties; 3) most significant
nontwhite properties are no longer owned by the descendant community to whose heritage it
contributes, whichmeans descendants have to appeal tedescendants for the preservation of
historic properties that contribute to their heritage, and; 4) oftentimes, the economic incentives
associated with historic preservation do not go to the descendant communityebiegy are not

the property owners. This is the case in Boise and most communities in the United States.

In many ways, this phenomenon applies to the way properties have been protected under
the NHPA in Boise because preservation of properties likehtheses in the River Street
Neighborhood or Basque diaspasated buildings has not come through CRM but, rather, from
collective financial action and advocacy from descendant communities. Legally mandated
preservation has yielded a significant numbeZ®M projects in downtown Boise but this has not
resulted in many archaeological excavations or protected historic properties. The surveys
conducted in adherence to the NHPA have not resulted in CRM archaeology in downtown Boise;
thus, very little is knowmbout the historical archaeology of Boise let alone African Americans or

Basques in the city.
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Historic preservation regulations have not resulted in the conservation of any African
American or Basqueelated properties in the River Street NeighborhooHpaljh previous CRM
studies have clearly stated the historical va
project conducted there brings African American archaeology to a previously unexplored
landscape. This project demonstrates the contpledt race, stigmatization, discrimination,
community, and resilience in the American West. As will be explained in the following chapters,
archaeological features and deposits in River Street chronicle how these forces played out for

African American andasque Boiseans.
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The archaeological component of the River Street Project was conducted with a spirit of
collaboration and inclusion. It was a community based project that sought input from former
neighborhood residents, other archaeology related organizations like Iculas@aurce
management companies, and local preservationists. e projectads goal s w
archaeological remains, if any, in the vicinity of the Erma Hayman House on the 600 block of Ash
Street. At the same time, it was an opportunity for studantsvolunteers to participate in a
community archaeology projeciraditional archaeological excavation methods, digitized maps,
and the memories of those who used to live in the area were used to position excavation units and

interpret the results. Thelfowing chapter describes the data recovery process employed in 2015.
Movement Toward Increased Community Collaboration in Archaeology

The River Street Archaeology Project vas ol | abor ati on bet ween t
descendant community, local researshand members of the public who are interested in historic
preservation and archaeology the last 20 years, archaeadktg in the United States and
elsewherenave started to collaborate with descendant commun(#¢alay 2012; Atalay et al.

2014; Sigleton 2007) Collaboration between archaeologists and descendant communities falls
along a spectrum of inclusiveness and, although collaborative ventures are increasing, a large
amount of archaeological work is conducted with minimal input from descendamunities.

Civil rights advocacy during the 1960s included a movement from Native Americans and other
nonwhite people for the right to take ownership of heritage conservation pertaining to their culture

(Deloria 1988, 1992)As a result, consultationith Native people has been codified in United
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States historic preservation regulations. Other western countries have followed suit and, today,

Native peoples have more decisimaking power with regard to their heritage than ever before.

While regulationsnandate input from Native peoples, there is little legal nexus to consult
or collaborate with other newhite groups. Reflexivity within the field of archaeology is the
primary motivation for collaborating with neMative descendant communities. A new atho
within the field stateghat archaeology should be used for social justice and to transcend
discrimination in our society. The historical archaeology of African Americans is an example of
how the collaborative archaeology movement has expanded to imdudeuropean American
non-Native people. The desire to include descendant communities in the heritage conservation

process will continue to be a central aspect of my future work as an archaeologist.

Motivations for Collaborative Projects

By the 1980s, @haeologists in the United States and the United Kingdom had recognized
the limitations of processual archaeologychaeologistsoted the difficultyconnectingpatterns
recorded in the archaeological record witie subjective and complicated nature ofman
behavior. The rise of postprocessual archaeology was the result. Rather than emphasizing a single
perspective, postprocessualism is a mélange of different theoretical and methodological
pergectives that started as a critique of positivistic procdsschaeology (Atalay 2006:29291;

Leone et al. 1987). Discourse, within the field of archaeology and between archaeologists and the
communities in which they work, was one of the most important results of the postprocessual
movement because it causedha@ologists to reevaluate their role in society (Smith 2004). For

the first time, archaeologists asked if their work was improving or harming society. This reflexivity
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was central to the postprocessual movement, which forced-mteetbgation of the emre field,

its accomplishments, and the colonial nature of archaeology in general (Atalay 2006:291).

Indigenous archaeology evolved from the crisis caused by postprocessualist reflections
(Atalay 2006). Archaeologists identified several shortcomings iir th&eractions with the
communities with which they worked, especially with Native peoples, that prevented their work
from being more inclusive, holistic, and accepted by-ammaeologists. During the 1960s and
1970s, Native American activists began psbing against archaeological and anthropological
work that did not incorporate indigenous values and concerns (A208%; Colwel
Chanthaphonrand Ferguson 2008; Deloria 1988; Watkins 2001). These activists forced the
realization among archaeologistatimuch of the archaeology to that point had played a role in
the Aot heringod process t haEuropeansAmericanotomization.t o t h e
Native Americans and other ethnic and racial
Archaeology and anthropology were used to differentiate and separate people into ethnic groups
(Deloria 1992; Gupta and Ferguson 2008; Smith 2004; Watkins; 20@fkins and Ferguson,

2005; Wilcox 2010; Wylie 2002).

Civil rights activism prompted archaegiests to question the ethics of continuing to do
archaeology within the confines of Western science as opposed to using archaeological data to
help communities reclaim their past. Before colonization of the Western Hemisphere, indigenous
people were ableotact as stewards of their own heritage. This was done the same way scientific
knowledge is collected and conveyddough close examination, memory, teaching, learning, and

passing on knowledg&owever, colonization privileged Europederived ways of kn@ing
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(Atalay 2006:281282). The postprocessual movement prompted archaeologists to reevaluate the

ethics of privileging Western scientism over traditional knowledge.

More recently, echaeologists began to acknowledge that there are multiple ways of
knowing and that the best way of accessing indigenous perspectives was to include them as
research partners. Federal historic preservation laws in the United States mandate communication
with federally acknowledgelative American tribes, but they do not call fare collaboration
that is, incorporating indigenous people in all aspects of the preservation process. Ethical
guidelines adopted by the major archaeology professional groups, including the Society for
American Archaeology, Register of Professional Aediagists, and World Archaeological
Congress, call for their members to adhere to a higher level of ethics that vary in intensity from
using archaeology as a vehicle for social justice to merely recognizing that archaeologists have an
obligation to sharenformation with the indigenous communitiegh whomthey work (ColweH
Chanthaphonh and Ferguson 2004). Over the last 20 years, archaeologists interested in
collaboration with indigenous people have worked within a range of different levels of
inclusivenss and cooperation that has been called by some archaeologists the Collaborative
Continuum (Atalay 2012:4%0; ColwellChanthaphonh and Ferguson 2008; Ferguson 2009)

(Figure 10)

The movement in archaeology toward a more inclusive, collaborative field is founded upon trust
and respect between archaeologists and descendant communities. The goal of this movement is to
improve the quality of archaeology while also building capacityhferitage activism within
descendant communities. Archaeology conducted without input from indigenous and descendant

communities falls short of truly explaining past behavior because it does not incorporate emic
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perspectives that provide alternate expliams than the ones yielded by traditional archaeological
methods. What archaeologists see, count, and measure does not provide the same information as
traditional cultural knowledge conveyed by descendants (Ferguson 2009). Only by cultivating trust
can achaeologists access traditional knowledge from descendant communities. Before they can
expect cooperation, archaeologists shdaddttentive tohe needs of indigenous and descendants

who want to use traditional knowledge for the betterment of their communities (Ferguson 2009;

Kuwanwisiwama 2008).

Archaeologists must also work toward bettering the communitigs whom they work
and, rather thafearing questions from descendants, archaeologists should be using their skills to
promote the interrogation of work that is not collaborative. Archaeology designed and conducted
in the best interest of descendant communities should be a form of actwtssed on
decolonizing society, empowering future generations to reclaim their heritage, and mgondse
is known about the past for the benefit of all (Atalay 2006, 2012; Atalay et al. 2014; Little and

Zimmerman 2010; Watkins and Ferguson 2005).

Collaborative Archaeology Projects with Descendant Communities

Collaborative archaeology requires a different mindset because it requires archaeologists
to think beyond the confines of the field as it is traditionally practiced in order to connect with
communites in ways that are not directly related to the systematic collection and analysis of
archaeological materials. It also forces archaeologists to admit we do not have all the answers.
Collaborative archaeology is rooted in the concept of commiaibed pdicipatory research

(CBPR), which entails all scientific research that includes members of the local community in all
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Collaboration Continuum in Archaeology

Colonial Control

Goals set by
archaeologists
Information
extracted from
community
Descendants may
be laborers
(maybe)

Little or no voice
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Acquiescence is
enforced by state
Needs of science
are prioritized

Resistance

Goals develop in
opposition
Information is
secreted

No stakeholder
involvement

No voice for
stakeholders

No support given
or obtained
Needs of others
are not
considered

Cultural Resource Resisting CRM or
Management CRM Resisting

Descendants

Atalay 2012:47—51; Colwell-Chanthaphonh and Ferguson 2008:1—32; Ferguson 2009:188

Collaboration Indigenous
Control
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jointly Goals set by
Information flows community
freely Information is
Full stakeholder proprietary
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realized authorized by
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FigurelQ: The Archaeology Cdilaration Continuum
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aspects of the projéahcluding planning, research design, execution, and data dissemination
(Atalay 2012).According to Atalay (2012:6%5), CBPR has five main principles: community
based partnerships, wide participatioapacitybuilding, reciprocity, and recognition of multiple
forms of knowledge. These principJesimmarized in Figure 1Bave been applied to community

based projects with both indigenous and-imatigenous people around the world.

Over the past 25 yegrarchaeologists have realized indigenous concerns about cultural
resources and heritage conservation align with those of archaeologists (Murray 2011:364). This
shared concern for heritage conservation provides a starting point for collaboration. Watkins
(2001, 2005) provides a summary of recent collaborative projects and the efforts archaeologists
and communities are making around the world to learn about the past. In Canada, First Nations
tribes are using their strong relationship with archaeologigsigdrmcome the fact that there are no
national heritage laws governing archaeological practicgboriginal territories First Nations
leaders have taken the lead in creating collaborative relationships with archaeologists and
universities to allow for sciific study in a manner that strengthens traditional knowledge about
the past (Watkins 2005:4B436). It also allows an opportunity for First Nations communities to
reconcile scientific data with traditional knowledge in order to create a more holistjgrétation

of the past.

Communities across Africa, Australia, and New Zealand have struggled to overcome the
legacy of colonization and the effect European hegemony has had on the way indigenous people
and descendant communities regard scientific prac€ollaborative historical archaeology is a
tool for overcoming painful pasts and the reductionist nature of processual archaeology (Murray

2011; Silliman 2001). Historical archaeology is now seen as a means for decolonizing historical
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narratives that we used to subjugate indigenous people in Africa and Australia. Furthermore,
current historical archaeologies are central to indigenous land and cultural property rights
campaigns (Murray 2011:369). Historical archaeology has been a means for indigenous
Australians to assure that they are remembered in recent history as opposed to the way they have
been portrayed as an ancient people that never modernized. Australian aborigines are still alive

and were important in Australian history (Greeal.2002).

Cdlaborative archaeology with descendant communities requires adjusting archaeological
practice so it can be accepted within traditional cultural systems. Archaeology is not intuitive.
Descendant communities must become familiar with archaeological methdgsactice in order
to understand what the science can and cannot do to further their heritage conservation goals.
Archaeologists must become familiar with the culture of the community in which they are working
in order to conduct their research cordiahd make it amenable to specific cultural mores. Atalay
(2012) discusses the cultural disconnects she was forced to overcome while conducting CBPR in
rural Turkey near Catalhdylk. Issues of gender, power, social status, and economics had to be
addressedh order to make her work more viable. For example, Atalay had to make sure public
meetings complied with the local gender roles that mandated separation between men and women.
She also had to overcome the fact that most locals did not feel confidesir imntierstanding of
archaeology to make recommendations on how public education tools should be created.
Researchers had to explain the basics of archaeological method and theory to local community
collaborators before they could feel comfortable with imgkecommendations. This had to be

done through gendepecific meetings.
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Building capacity within descendant communities is a central tenet of collaborative
archaeology; however, social and economic conditions within these communities have hindered
the development of a robust cadre of indigenous and archaeologists from other ethnic
communities. Diversifying the worldés archaeo
other cultural perspectives and address the effect colonialism has had dedgeproduction.
Education requirements have been cited as a major roadblock to increasing the number of
practicing indigenous and ethnic archaeologists within descendant communities. Archaeologists
working in Hawai 6i , Mi | |1 i®ne afntlte lakgestwobdtadles (o2he 1 3 : 1
decol oni zation of heritage ma-eprgsentagon of CRMi Ha we
professionals from descendant communities. o T
Hawai 0i i s n o ththerg areadppordunites for &lative Hawaigns to participate in
CRM projects, the general |l ack of graduate dec

from rising into management positions (Mills and Kawelu 2013:130).
Collaborative Archaeologin NortNative American Contexts

In the United States, collaborative archaeology has largely been practiced with Native
American tribes but an increasing number of archaeological projects at various gradations along
the collaborative continuum have made substantial efforts to includeaibre communities. The
majority of these are public archaeology projects with a specific goal of public outreach and
education (Stottman 2014). While some of these public archaeology projects have collaborated
with local and descendant communities in ortie fashion research designs that address the
guestions that matter to local residents, the majority of these projects were designed by

archaeologists and local people have only been invited to participate in the excavations and

141



Chapter 5: Research Methods of the River Street Archaeology Project

comment on interpretationBicluding local people in the reclamation of their own heritage is an
important step, but both archaeologists and descendants reap more benefits from true
collaboration. Public archaeology is a positive step toward full collaboration and comiinasety

participatory research, but it is not always truly collaborative.

When it comes to transforming the field of archaeology, collaborative projects with African
American communities in the United States is, possibly, second only to the extensive work
conductd with Native AmericansRecent activism among African Americans has forced
archaeologists to reevaluate the artificial dichotomies between racialized groups that helped create
this country. In 1991, a CRM project in New York City unearthed an eighteenthry cemetery
used by enslaved Africans. This site was later named the African Burial Ground (ABG). A
controversy was sparked among t he chkutopedns Af r i
Americancompany excavating their ancestors without attemptingonnect with black New
Yorkers. Protests ensued and the City was forced to change the project into a collaborative
endeavor that included not only the local black community but African American archaeologists

and African American scholars from outsidevN¥ork (LaRoche and Blakey 1997).

The ABG project forced archaeologists in the United States to reassess their relationship
with African Americans and what archaeology was, or was not, doing to improve the status of
Black America. The project questionedawhould be allowed to research African American pasts,
what the resulting interpretations mean for black people, and, most importantly, for whom are
archaeologists working (Franklin 199African American archaeology had been practiced since

the late 196s, but the ABG forced archaeologists to reevaluate what their work had done to help
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dispel racism, decolonize black pasts, or benefit the black community (Brandon 2009; Franklin

1997).

Calls for social activism through the archaeology of African Americamided with the
expansion of collaborative archaeology during the 2000s. This movement toward a more inclusive
practice that includes African Americans in heritage conservation through archaeology is
exemplified through Car oér 1990s Dvark atdhe devaovdam k i n
Plantation was, from its conception, dedicated to including the local community in the data
collection and dissemination process (McDavid 1997:116). Because this work was taking
place in a racially polarized area, Mchéwsought to bring together the descendants of African
American slaves anBuropean Americaslave owners in order to provide a holistic view of the
plantationds past and craft a narrative that
approachwas required to position this work as pée
contingent, and pluralistic conversationo ( Mc
Freedmandés Town in Houston saw her eaenaslShe as ar
realized her professional expertise and status Barapean Americamarchaeologist could be
harnessed to further community historic preservation goals (McDavid 2011a). Not only was her
work used to combat the negative stigmatization of thiscAfriAmerican historic district, it was
also central to the campaign black preservationists were waging against development that

threatened the districtbds integrity (McDavid

Public archaeology forced McDavid to confront her white priviledgckvis an important
selfreflexive exercise that is conducted by fewopean Americaarchaeologists. She discusses

how whiteness teachéxuropean American t o At hink of their | ives
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i d & anlidentity that is expected to go ontested by the rest of society. Furthermore, as an
academician, McDavid has an additional layer of authority that makes her ideas more easily
accepted (McDavid 2007:68 9 ) . Mc Da v i d 6 sawarenessk denmmstatesstieat f
archaeology can do much to aésss racism, decolonization, and white privilege. The benefits of

this process reach a much wider audience when conducted in collaboration with communities.

Memoryscapes as Interpret&trough Social Memory

Archaeologists have become increasinghgrested in the various ways material culture
aids the transmission of memorig®. do this, material culture analysis must include perspectives
from those with the cultural knowledge and social memory of the landscapes that contain the
archaeological g. Studies that focus on the interplay between things, people, and memories has
been termed memory studies and fimemory wor ko,
on the materialities of social life (Mills and Walker 20083 Memory work ha two meanings
according to Mills and Walker (2008:4): it refers to the social practices that create memories such
as recalling, forgetting, and transmitting, and it also refers to the interpretive activities scholars use
when studying memory. While memowork has a rich history in the social sciences, studies
focused on the process of remembering and studies that investigate the contributions individuals
make to social memory are particularly useful for this archaeology project. In these memory work
studes, the actions of individuals, who are simultaneously members of social groups, are
considered the principal agents in the transmission of social memory. Social memory is created on
the individual level, but it is transmitted and conveyed by discretalsgoups (Mills and Walker

2008:6 7). The River Street project seeks to understand the way social memory has been
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transmitted among members of different racial groups in Boise, specifically African Americans

andEuropean American

Memory is also reflectein the meanings affixed to material culture, including ymeate
objects on the landscape. Meskell (2008:235) remarks that archaeologists must acknowledge the
neverending dialectic between the physical manifestationtaederative performance required
for the creation of memory. Materiality, which for the River Street Project is defined as the quality
or character of existing as a tangible part of reality, is intimately linked with human interactions
with things, and the human doings, makings, anddseitmat result in materiality (Meskell
2008:235). The process of being a human that lives in a society also leaves an indelible mark on
our remembrances of the past and results in the creation of material culture. Meskell (2008:236)
i s qui ck Memoryaannet existinaatthinglike state since it is always subjective and
spatiotemporally situated. o6 However, habtesmory i
Memories can b&eachedby interacting with things just as they can by being astexthin

guestions about the past.

Social memory is important for interpretations of landscapes that contain archaeological
sites and historical buildings because landscapes only exist in the context of human societies who
make sense of the world based cenmaries of previous experiences. Landscapenstructedy
societies as a process of contextualizing the geographic territory these societies occupy. As social
inventions, landscapes exist in memory and are also subject to the mealong process. The
termdmemoryscap@evolved in the last decade in the field of geography as a means of describing
the ways people interpret their surroundings and navigate their relationships with the places in

which they I|ive. Geogr ap her dvesaBeingszomewhereeThie at Hu
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means the production of place through the inhabitation of spaces by cultural bodies. Space is

rendered meaningful through involvement 1in ex|
that perceptions of, and values attathet o , | andscape O0encode val ues
t hat become sites of historical identityodéo (C
any geography concept promoting the idea that
individud s sustain intelligibility and comprehens
AThe memoryscape is thus a har dwi rvedepoyeetinl s ubj e

but is culturally particular in expression. All human beings dwelltvii N a me mor yscape

River Street Archaeology Project Research Design

The River Street Archaeology Project was conducted undeaskanption that human
behavior in the past cannot be adequately understood witinstutinderstanding the role of
material alture in a specific social drhistorical context. Artifacts, buildings, and other material
itemsare a tangible record of human behaviors and a window into the nuanced meaning behind
those behaviors in the past. Becaunsaterial itemsare the end resultf meaningful actions
executed by cognizant individuals, material culture can be actively used to create and reproduce
society (Shackel and Little 1992:8). These meanings created through the consumption of material
culture are constantly in flux. In thetéanineteenth and early twentietBntury American West,
where people from a wide spectrum of backgro
meaning of consumption practidegas]fundamentally an issue of the changing organization and
significance of maer i al culture itselfo (Purser 1992:1
material culture and the active role it has played in the past is important for the interpretation of

social relations and the reasons they have evolved in certain ways (VanBo@2ez2g 27).
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The material culture recovered fraime excavations at River Streshould also be seen
from the perspective of life iBoise andhegreaterUnited States at #time. The early twentieth
century was a timgvhen Americans adjusted to thrdustrialization and urbanizatiothat had
spreadhcross the countiip the previous century. It wasperiod full of complex patterns of human
mobility that revolutionized the nature and function of all social units in American society (Purser
1991:7). Cities like Boise illustrate that, by the early twentietintury, the west was an integral,
modern, and urban place. The transplanted rise of urbanism and modernity in the American West

is well documented and supplemented by archaeological assemblages.

Changig manifestation and meaning of race was another aspect of life in the early
twentieth century. @ncepts in the archaeology of colonies can be applied to more recent historical
contexts in order to reveal the ways racial categories play a defining rolg@etysPanich (2013)
notes that groups living in oppression, such as the racial discrimination and segregation
experienced by River Street residents, should be evaluated by highlighting their persistence. He
goes on to state that identity, practice, aodtext are essential avenues of investigation for the
study of archaeologies of persisten&spects of this identity and practice can be seen through the
material signature of artifacts and the built environn@nser 2000Silliman2010. Interrogating
these elementwascentral to tke use of archaeology tstudy of the River Street Neighborhood

between the 1890s and 1960s

The dialectic betweeBuropean Americaand norwhites has always been important in
American society. Segregated places like RBteeet were central to the maintenance of whiteness
as a racial category because it provided a contrast tutttpean Americarmentity, which was

proposed as the normative value of American soclatprder to reveal whiteness, this project
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focued éédn the i dentities, i deol ogi es, and norm
explicitly realized by those who benefit from them, and on the ways theseftakgranted
assumptions can mystify, legitimate, and ultimately perpetuate systems of raciglum | i t y O
(Hartmann et al. 2009:404As explained in Chapter European Americanacial identity was

conferred upon those that exemplified an unwritten social code of proper behavior that included
relative wealth, political power, and moral authority. WWhporous and constantly subject to

change, the preeminencekiropean Americamentity had long been intact in American society

by the timeEuropean Americanarrived to Boise (Hartigan 2005; Jacobson 199&81Roediger

1991).A second principal resgch goal of the River Street project is to demonstratehowpean
Americanidentity evolved through constantly changing relationships with other races and with

subgroups of thEuropean Americarace.

The River Street Archaeology Project

The archaeologyroject was focused on half of an irregularly shaped city block in the
River Street Neighborhood that was known to have been occupied by African American, Basque,
and European Americariamilies between 1907 and the 1960s. This was the project area. It
contained parcels owned by the Capitol City Development Corporation (CCDC) and the Boise
City Department of Parks and Recreation (Boise Parks) (Fighrd?ermission was granted by
both administrative agencies to conduct archaeological excavations inethiseaween May 25

and July 5, 2015.

This location was chosen becaugewas believed to contain a number of intact
archaeological remains, was largely void of existing structures, and the remaining parcel, a house

at 617 Ash Street, was known to have beetupied by an African American family for over 60
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Table3: Research Domains years.This building, he Erma Hayman House,

was built in 1897 and has been historically
SITE FORMATION

1 How was this site created? occupied by a number of workirgass

1 How has it changed in the last 100 years?

families of various race@emo 2006; Madry
SOCAL ANCECONOMIC IDENTITY

w ! NGATFEOG | &aSagriostidnSterials
(e.g., ceramics, personal adornments, etc.)

w 902y2YA0O FaasSaayvySya 27
w ! NIATFOG& 2N 6dzat RAy3 O house was occupied by tiAdrican American
of occupants or length of occupation

2014) From the late 1940s untilOR6, the

Hayman family whose matriarch,Erma
HOUSEHOLD FOODWAYS

w C22R O2yil Ay SN&

w Cldzylt | 3aasSyvyofl 38
w al ONRo2GEFyAOrt RIGE

w /2y0SyidNI GSR RAaLiart | 2006. Sheaised her children and a number of
w | Aad2NAOIE NBO2NR

Hayman lived at thislocationuntil her deathn

grandchildren there, including her grandson
GENDER ROLES

® D SeRt&dN\drtifacts (clothing, personal adornmer . . .
° ( 9P Dick Madry who was interviewed for the

ect.)
w ISHfGK yR o6S8ldzie FHARSa o _ _ _
w 9 @A RSY Oliased decisbinskRd NJ project in 2014 and continued to help identify

w | AaZG2NAOFE NBO2NR
the location of former structures during the
HEALTH AND SANMM®N

w .dAfRAYI YIFIGSNAIEfA | yR . : .
w | NOATI OO I A48Y0fr 365 NE archaeological excavations The entire

w 2FadsS RAaLRalf .

w | AaG2NE 2F AyRdadNalt N| fieldwork component was conducted from a
w | Aa02NAOFE NBEO2NR

w

L-gité data] place of collaboration. Universities, CRM

companies, Istoric preservation agencies, governmental organizations, volunteers, and
descendant community members were all asked to participate in the project. The entire City of
Boise was invited to visit and, if desired, participate in the excavatioaddition to excavations,

the project fieldworlalso included an ethnographic component where descendants were invited to
record oral history interviews esite. The project was conducted as an archaeology and
ethnography field school administered by two Idaho universities; the archaeological exsavation
were administered by the University of Idaho while the ethnography component was administered
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by the College of Western Idaho. College studeatsdearn college credit from both institutions

for their participation in the excavations and/or oral histor

Research Domains

Based on archival research, oral histories and historical maps of the project area,
archaeologists expected to find artifacts and archaeological features dating to the over 100 years
of human activity in this location. It was unlikelyat prehistoric Native American archaeological
materials will be identified; however, based on historical archaeological data, it was very likely
that a range of different material culture items made betimesarly 1900and the 200s would
be found.Additionally, historical maps show at least six dwellings and associated outbuildings
(i.e.,privies, garages, stables, and sheds) have existed on the &@BOise Parks parceldany

of these structures are gone, but their archaeological footprintsxrema
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Property Ownership
D Capital City Development Corporation

Boise Parks and Recreation

0 510 20 30
"

Danielle Phelps
Janaury 26, 2016

Figurell: Property Ownership for River Street Archaeology Project Area, 2015
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The River Street Archaeology Project had four central goals:

1. ldentify, record, and excavate historical archaeological features associated with human

activity in thisareafrom the1890s to the 1960s

2. Teach modern archaeological field method and theory to the field school sfudents

volunteers, and site visitars

3. Include interested members of the local community in pha@ject and disseminate
i nformation about fidmpoweriag tigem to takelownership efthisi st o

slice of local heritage.

4. Collect additional ethnographic data from former residents whaar@iér with life in the

neighborhood prior to the 1960s.

The River Street Public Archaeology Project faadisn the lives of residents in the project
areashows in Figurdland t he ways the neighborhoodbds i de
chancesVery few artifacts and archaeological features in themselves are indicative of ethnic or
racial identities. Discovering these items is rare; however, race, class, and ethnicity can be accessed
through other more robust lines of archaeological inquigble 3 lists a number of research
domains from which research questioasd hypotheseseredevelopedn order to address the
larger question associated with this project that have to do with race, racialization, and ethnicity in

Boise, Idaho. Relevant lines inquiry include
Site Formation

The Erma Hayman House and the surrounding parcels have been subjected to extensive

groundaltering activities in the 150 years since they were occupied byNatwe Americans.
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One goal of the archaeological projees the identification of undisturbed sediments or sediments

that were disturbed during the early twentieth century. Questions posed under this domain include:

1 What is the age of archaeological deposits in this location? Are there any Native American

or mid-nineteenth century archaeological materials?

1 Can we identify places of original depositiare(, items discarded on buried historical

ground surfaces)?

1 What are the relationships of the various classes of artifacts to structural remains, extant

and na-extant (e.g., domestic, industrial, construction)?

1 To what extent have growadtering activities affected archaeological deposits?

1 How do archaeological deposits in this area relatéh historic built environment?

Socialand Economic Identity

The lakt nineteentitentury was a period of radical social and technological transformation
t hat emphasized Amiddle class cultureo as the
products, and encouraged mass consumption of those products (VanBuer&320f8e range
of products only increased in the twentieth cent8ocial and economic reorganization facilitated
by industrialization created a greater distar
consumption. The value and type of objeatsed by an individual spoke volumes about the kind
of person that individual aspired to be and the kind of person they believed themselves to be. By
the end of the nineteenth century, the meaning of commodities and their consumption had become
an active edment in sekcreation and identity; a philosophy that continuedrduthe twentieth

century (Coolet al.1996:55).
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Many of the prevailing assumptions about African American padkitus has been
dismantled because recent archaeologies of African Ameideatity have focused on material
culture as an arbiter of social identity. This work has also forced reflexivity within the field of
archaeology and caused us to openly address the preconceived notions and unaddressed biases in
archaeological interpreians of African AmericangEpperson 20010rser 2007:35). Recent
African American archaeologies have emphasized the temporal and spatial subjectivity of social
identities (Orser 2007:34). This is important for interpretations of how race affected orgplogie
agency, social networks, and practice (Orser 2004). Veryibthk@own about this procesgest

of the Mississippi Rivefsee Chapter 4)

The River Street projesoughtto investigate the role material culture played in the creation

of social identites, including race and ethnicity. Questions within this domain include:

91 Does this site provide information on consumer practices and disposal behavior of
households linked to specific social, occupational, economic, or other societal

characteristics?

1 Is there evidence of African Americapecific or norEuropean Americarartifacts or

features?

1 How does this site contribute to our understanding ofBoropean Americapeople in

the American West?
Household Foodway Strategies

During the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, all residents of the United States were

influenced by the promotion of mass consumption, the expansion of corporatism, social inequality,
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and labor advocacy (Coeh al. 1996; Stein 1990; VBaueren 2004:9 20; White 1991:310320).

In the face of these economic forces, rural households adopted a frugal approach to material
culture. Being closer to the means of production gave rural households a higher degree of self
sufficiency than most urban householdsidg the nineteenth century; however, new urbanites
that grew up in the country brought this pragmatic rural provisioning approach to their lives in the

city.

Artifacts recovered from this site provide an opportunity to gain insights uriian
householdeconomic strategies. Early twentieth century River Street residents grew up in rural and
agrarian families and were intimately familiar with sgfbvisioning. Food storage and gardening
was central to this strategy. Agrarian households depended otetamgconomic strategies that
emphasized frugality and planning (Limerick 1987; Stine 1995). Even though urban residents had
access to a wider range of cheap, canned goods and more regular income, recent emigrants from
the countryside were accustomed to grmyvtheir own food as an economic necessity and
pragmatic approach to life. Certain artifacts, like canning jar fragments recovered at this site,

suggest dependence on agrarian economic strategies practiced in an urban setting.

Oral history interviews wit former River Street residents revealed that most families in the
neighborhood kept chickens, maintained gardens, and grew fruit trees. Residents also fished in the
Boise River and went hunting in the nearby foothills. In their 2014 interview, Dick Mauty
Warner Terrell said preserving food items obtained throughpselfisioning provided most the

food River Street families ate. Research questions within this domain include:

1 What effect did expanding transportation and urbanization have on consungtion
economic strategies?
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1 Is there evidence of sgfovisioning at this sitei.g., wild game bones, canning jar

fragments and lids)?

1 What foods were consumed in these households?

Gender Roles

Early twentieth century material culture has the potentigbrtwvide insight into the
changing gender roles for women in the United States. It is important to note that the artifacts in
archaeological assemblages are the result of selective purchases of women in the household,
regardless of who earned the moneyuy them (Coolet al.1996). As gender divisions solidified
during the late nineteenttentury, middleclass women became responsible for the operation of
the household, including purchasing the necessary items for its functioning, and were discouraged
from entering the workforce to earn money of their own (Coontz 1992). This changed dramatically
during the early twentieth century as more women entered théarmekas evidenced by the life
of Erma Hayman. Lowncome and nowvhite women were even more ligio work outside the
home. Women were important contributors to archaeological assemblages and analysis often sheds

light into their personalities and consumer preferences.

The first half of the twentieth century was a time of changing definitions ofulraisz. While
acknowledging the historical subjectivity to social definitions of masculinity (Alberti 2006), early
twentieth century men sought to achieve a socially acceptable;aleantward appearance by
maintaining good grooming habits. This wasocaimportant for being considered an upstanding
man. During the late nineteenth and early twentieth century, agveelmed man was promoted
as the ideal of masculine identity. Facial hair configurations at this time emphasized-eutlean

appearance withat most, wellgroomed moustaches. Certain material culture items such as
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moustache mugs, razors, shaving cream jars, garter clasps, shoes, and buttons can provide

information on masculine identity formation at this site.

1 Is there evidence of gender diassin thecollectedassemblages?

1 What do gendered artifacts say about household adherence to cultural mores of the time?

1 How do gendered artifacts relate ttoe racialization process

Medicine,Health, Sanitation, and the City of Boise

The manufacture gbroprietary and patent medicines for ailments of all types peaked in the
United States during the late nineteeaémtury (Anderson 2000). These medicines were used by
all classes, races, and both genders, and rampant illness and financial limitatimasechdtie
purchase of large quantities to alleviate health problems (Bonasera and Raymer 2001:51). Many
of the liquid medicines contained alcohol, morphine, opium, laudanum, or cocaine, which caused
consumers to believe the remedies were effective bettaisarcotics produced a feeling of well
being (Anderson 2000:35). Aside from sieléects, some of these narcotics actually did have some
positive effects on illness, but the lack of regulation, clinical trials, and knowledge of the long
term effect of dug use allowed these substances to be irresponsibly combined in patent medicines,

diminishing their beneficial qualities.

Archaeologists have proposed that African Americans may have disproportionately used
patent medicines over prescription medicines agag of subverting racbased controls over
access to medicine (Mullins 2001). In many communities, African Americans and other minorities
did not have access to pharmacies or trained medical professionals. Archaeologists have noted that

African American ges tend to have an overrepresentation of patent and proprietary medicine
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bottles because they did not have access to prescribed medicines. Additionally, the proliferation
of patent medicine through maitder catalogs made it easier for minorities tachase remedies

with comparative anonymity. Questions about access to medicine and health care include:

1 What kind of medicines were used in the project area? Is there evidence for any specific

ailments treated?

1 Is there any evidence of private drug asel/or abuse?

1 Is there evidence of a disproportionate representation of patent medicines versus

prescribed medicines?

Waste disposal and sanitation was rudimentary and illness from polluted water was
rampant during the nineteentientury. Because diseaspidemics were commonplace, the
sanitation movement of the late nineteenth century created pressure to clean up cities, arguably
doing more to curb contagious diseases and lower mortality rates than advances in medicine
(Leavitt and Numbers 1978). Regulatsoregarding privy design and construction were created in

cities across the United States to battle disease with varying levels of success (Stottman 2000).

Sanitation developments were motivated by urban growth, progressive groups who
pressured lawmaken® use sanitation experts to solve the problem of increasing waste, and
responsive municipal governments who attacked the problem (Melosi 2000:103). As a result,
wastewater and sewer treatment in urban areas of the United States rose from 50 percent of the

1870 urban population to 87 percent by 1920 (Melosi 2000:152).

Former River Street Neighborhood residents have stated that some homes continued to use

privies well into the twentieth century, even after the sewer system had been extended to the
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neighborhod. A number of explanations for the longevity of privies have been proposed, most of
which revolve around the cost of hooking up t
absentee landlords. A 1912 Sanborn Map of the Erma Hayman House pawelasbuilding

mar ked fiout houseo that may have been a privy
illustrated on adjacent parcels. By the 1942 SanMap, many of these outbuildings had been
converted to detached dwellings or garages; nesexth, some of the 1912 structures remain. The

privy at the Hayman House had been demolished by the 1940s. Research questions associated to

the use of privies in the project area include:

1 What was the closure date for privies on this block?

1 When was theewer system extended to this segment of Ash Street?

1 What role did thedentifiedprivies play in the development of sanitation in Boise?

Archaeological Field Methods

The archeological field effottadfour primary components:

1. A six-week archaeologicdield school administered by the University of Idaho;

2. A concurrent public archaeology component that will allow visitors and volunteers to

experience archatogical fieldwork in reatime;

3. An oral history component allowing students to participate in vigers with former

residents of the neighborhood; and,

4, A comprehensive analysis and reporting of all project findings that will meet the standards

of the Idaho State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).
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Excavations were oriented around three primary oljestil)archaeologicahvestigaion
of the Erma Hayman House parcel. TWissthe primary focus of the field school and the location
of thefield laboratory for artifacts2) exploratory excavations north of the Hayman Hopagecel
where the first Basqugand ball court in Boise may have existed around 184@; 3) &ploratory
excavationsoutside the Hayman House parteldetermine the presence or absence of intact
archaeological deposiia these areasshovel probesvere used outside the Hayman parcel
determine the extent of soil disturbance and the nature of archaeological remains in these areas, if

any.

Excavation units of various metric sizes were used on the Hayman House parcel to relocate
outbuildings seen on early twentieth century Sanbornrdmee MapsOn the Hayman House
parcel, excavations foced on discovering a privy depicted on historical maps and recovering
additional material culture from across the parddiese units were supplemented with shovel
probes to get additional informatian sediments across the para&lshovel probe gridvas
excavated across the parcels thatoligsidethe Hayman Housparcelin order to reveal site
specific stratigraphy and assess artifact deraitpss the project areAdditional probeswere
usedto groundtruth architectural features illustrated 8anborrMaps including outbuildings and
houses.Most importantly, the mbeswere used to evaluate disturbed sediments outside the

Hayman parcel.

Artifacts collected from excavation units were processted field laboratoryArtifacts
werecleaned, cataloged, and prepared for curation according to guidelines established by the Idaho

SHPQ Artifacts were bagged by provenience, which was recorded on a bag catalog. These
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materials will be curated in perpetuity at thiéred W. Bowers Laboratory of Anthropology at the

University of Idaho, which is the northern repository for the State of Idaho.

Volunteer excavators and ethnographers
| were coordinated by the Idaho Archaeological
3 ' Society in order to provide opportunities for as

many individuals as possible and spread the

volunteer effort across thend i r e projec

duration (Figure 12) Volunteers were

matched with project supervisors and

Figurel2: Volunteers processing artifacts and dissing project . . ] ]
results with a site visitor, 2015 university students who gave them instructions

on how to properly record data and process artifacts. Archaeologists and volunteers used hand
tools to remove sedimefrom bounded excavation units. Excavated materials were recorded
using a provenience designation (PD) system that was used to give each archaeological unit (test
pits, shovel probes, excavation levels, and archaeological features) a unique number as an
identifier. The results of each excavated level or archaeological unit was recorded on a PD
summary form, which chronicled soil textures, artifact densities, and, if present, archaeological

features. All forms were digitized as PDFs so they could be viewadectronic devices.

Digital scans of historical maps were used to help place archaeological excavation units.
These scans were overlain upon aerial photographs of the project area with a UTM grid that could
be used to place units on the ground surfaagures 13 and 14Additionally, these overlays were
translated into KMZ files that could be used in GoogleEarth, which made them usable on a

smartphone and, basically, turned our phones into GPS units. Global Information System (GIS)
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data for excavationnits and features was collected using a Trimble GeoXT handheld GPS unit.
The collected GIS points were downloaded and used to create maps in ArcMap software. These
points were then projected as a layer that could be overlain upon historical mapssvehiaivi

in Figures13 and 14. The resulting data could be used to orient archaeological materials to
buildings and structures that existed in the project area in the past. It also helped to associate the

excavated materials with households in this patbhefRiver Street Neighborhood.

Oral History Fieldwork Methods

Or al hi story interviews collected in 2014
landscape and how living in River Street shaped the lives of the descendant community. Oral
history interviews collectedt the same time dake achaeological field shool followedsimilar
methods and research questioR®rmer neighborhood residentgere invited to visit the
archaeology project area to speak about their recollections of life in this location. As the study
focused on racial dynamics in Boise, thegre given the opportunity to comment on how race

relations within the neighborhood compared witlatiens in the wider community.

Digital technologywas used toecord and storthe oral histories. A lavalier microphone
connected to a digital recorder, lapt@r smartphoneasused to record the conversatidhost
of the interviews were conducted at the project site but one interview was conducted at the
i nt er vi e wlaterdesvs i theneeighborhood weaptimal because of the powerful
relationship betwen memory and places. Notable locatiarese pointed out in reatime and

digital photographs ohbse places were taken.
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Figurel3: Archaeological unit locations in relation to historical buildings on Sanborn Insurancé1aggMap courtesy Idaho
State Historical Archives, Boise)
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Figurel4: Archaeological unit locations in relation to historical buildings on Sanborn Insurancé14afgMap courtesy Idaho
State Historical Archives, Boise)
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A total of 14 oral history interviews were used to contextualize the archaeological and
historical data collected for this project. These are listed in Balble interviews were recorded
in 1980 and 1981 as part of veay ot tbeoRiveDd Staebts hi s
Neighborhood (see Chapter 4). Transcripts of these interviews were obtained from the Idaho State
Historical Archives in Boise. These interviews contain a trove of African American memories of
how the neighborhood used to be durihg midtwentieth century and are invaluable as all five
of the persons interviewed have since deceased. Additional interviews were recorded in 2014 and
2015 as part of the River Street Digital History Project. These later interviews included not only
African American residents but al&mropean Americanthat lived in River Street as children.

Interviews from 2015 were recorded at the archaeological project area.

Table4: Oral History Interviews used for this Project

YEAR NAME RACE/ETHNICIT| INTERVIEWER
RECORDEL

1980 Stewart, Bessie African American | Osa 1981

1980 Perkins, Ellen African American | Osa 1981

1981 Thomas, Doris European Osa 1981
American

1981 Buckner, Dorothy African American | Osa 1981

1981 Tigner, Rosa AfricanAmerican | Osa 1981

2014 Terrell, 1ll, Warner African American | White 2014

2014 Madry, Dick African American | White 2014

2014 Bertram, John European White 2014
American

2014 Rice, Il, Lee African American | White 2014

2015 Stevens, Gigi European White et al.2015
American

2015 Kennedy, LaVaun European White et al.2015
American

2015 Wheeler, Lois European White et al.2015
American

2015 Wheeler, Jack E. European White et al.2015
American
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YEAR NAME RACE/ETHNICIT, INTERVIEWER
RECORDEL
2015 Hill, Sharon Diane European White et al.2015
American
2015 Thomas, Kenneth W. | European White et al.2015
American

For the 20142015 interviews, potential consultants were identified through collaboration
with the South Side of the Tracks Kids Club, which is a group of neighborhood descendants that
have semregular reunions in Boise. The author attended the reunion in 2013 and obtained the
contact information of several descendants. Contact information for additional interviewees was
obtained through Boi seds | ar gest OChdrahi Adlan A me
interviews, the ones collected in the 1980s and 2010s, wereeopex and serstructured. A
guestionnaire was not used. Interviewees were asked to talk about their lives in the neighborhood.
They were also asked to point out memorable lamkisniaa the area including their houses, the
houses of friends and relatives, and other places in the neighborhood. A snowball method was used
to identify additional persons to interview. The first round of interviewees was asked to provide
the contact infomation of other descendants that might be interested in collaborating on the
project. They were also asked to personally contact other descendants and tell them about what
was being done in their former neighborhood. From this method, a larger numbeéivmiuals

was identified than could be interviewed.

All descendants that provided interviews in 2@t#12015 sigedrelease forms from the
University of Arizona explaining the purpose and use of their interview. These documents remain

on file with theauthor. In order to maintain confidentiality, audio files generated during this project
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were not uploaded to the internet and were donated to the City of Boise Department of Arts and

History and the Idaho State Historidgichives in Boise for curation.

The Materiality of this Region of Refuge

As the next chapter will explain, excavation units showed the presence of intact
archaeological horizons exist in the project area; however, these were not evenly distributed.
Sediments were more intact at th@uthern end of parcels owned by the CCDC and on parcels
owned by Boise Parks. Artifacts recovered date between the 1890s and 1960s, a time when the
River Street Neighborhood was a segregated en
identified achaeological features shown on historical maps and some that were not depicted. In
sum, the archaeological excavations provided enough information to get a snapshot of what

everyday life was like in the neighborhood when it was a region of refuge.

Oral histories, those recorded as part of this project and ones recorded by Mateo Osa in
1980 (see Chapter 4 for additional information on these interviews), clearly indicate River Street
was a place where racial mores were somewhat transcended. Neighborlihesspanation were
characteristics remembered by the descendant community and it was these attributes that helped
the community stay cohesive in the face of discrimination outside the neighborhood. These
characteristics developed during the late 1940s whéne nei ghbor hoodés Afr
population increased. THeuropean Americanthat stayed in River Street were those who were
most willing to live alongside African Americans regardless of the stigma that came with living in
the Black Neighborhood. Qrhistories explain how the character we know today was not always

the way things were.
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Most importantly, the archaeology and oral histories helped describe what everyday life
was like for neighborhood residents. Analysis of these data provides a fourfdatevaluating

the material source of the identity River Street residents have carried with them throughout their

lives.
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Chapter 6: Life in the River Street Neighborhood, 1890s to 1960s

Artifacts and historical documents were combiteguide arbaeological excavatiorna
this corner of the River Street Neighborhood during the first half of the twecBetiry. These
datasets show that the neighborhood was constantly changing. The built environment has been
dramatically altered as lots initialjedicated to detached, singéamily dwellings were joined by
outbuildings that were rented as dwellings. This increase in dwellings made the 600 block of Ash
Street adenselypopulatedplace. Household demographics also changed over time as-owner
occupia households were joined by tenants and as the neighborhood shifted from a Basque place
to an African American oné\rchaeological excavation units identified material culture deposited
by historical residents along with sediments disturbed by buildingliteon and construction.
The excavations yielded archaeological data that could be combined with oral histories to get a

better understanding of what life was like in the neighborhood.
Living in a Changing Landscape

The built environment of the River SéteNeighborhoodhas always beeoonstantly in
flux. Archaeology in a portion of this place had to take into account the frequent construction and
demolition events that impacted sediments and archaeological deposits. Additionally, the
demographic composith of the neighborhood changed on an annual basis. While there were
several longime residents, many of those who lived there were renters who had no obligation to

stay in the neighborhood after their leases were up.

Historical maps and demographic infation gleaned from public records like city
directories and county tax assessorodos office

and the kind of environment they inhabited. It also shed light into the type of employment residents
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had and,ilsm o me cases, the residentsdé raci al or et

interpreting the archaeological remains excavated from the 600 block of Ash Street.

Historical maps and documents show that temporariness characterized the life of most
River Street residents. Permanence was only known for a few fahiliesrchaeological analysis
centers around those lotighe families; however, it is difficult to directly connect artifacts with
families due to the nature of the sediments and depnséstigated archaeologically. As will be
explained below, there is not an exact correlation between sediments, artifacts, and archival data
in this part of River Street. The archaeological data provides a broad understanding of what life
was like in thisplace in the past, however, it does not provide an exact snapshot into the lives of

individuals.
Wholived in the River Street Neighborhood from 1909 to the 1970s?

Historical maps show that the orientation and location of buildings on the 600 block of Ash
Street changed through time between 1912 and 1949. Buildings on the parcels in this area have
changed even more dramatically after the 1980s when most structures in this area were demolished
to make way for new construction, which had also been demolishtak time archaeology was
conducted there. Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps published in 1912, 1922, and 1949 provide the most
accurate visualization of how buildings changed in this area of the neighborhood. ERjanes
14 in Chapter 5 illustrate how htical buildings from 1912 and 1949 relate to archaeological
excavation units. Figurekb, 16, and17 provide an overview of how buildings changed between

1912 and 1949 with relation to the archaeological project area.
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|

LOVERS LANE

Figurel5: Buildings in project are@ 912 (Adapted from Demo 2006; Sanborn Map Company 1912:41)

1|—| | | |
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—_—

Figurel6: Buildings in project ared 922 (Adapted from Demo 2006; Sanborn Map Company 1922:41)
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Figurel7: Buildings in project are@d 949 (Adapted from Demo 2006; Sanborn Map Company 1922:41)

These historical maps illustrate the trend towards density that took place in the first half of
the twentieth century. The number of buildings increased on many lot$ha the project area, a
fact that is reflected in city directory information associated with this place and these dwellings
that were occupied by working class Boiseans (Appendix A is a directory of known residents of
the 600 block of Ash Street betwe£909 and 2006). For example, the parcels at 509 and 511 Ash
Street had one dwelling and one outbuilding each in 1912. This building configuration remained
the same at these addresses in 1922. Between 1909 and 1925, William Anthony and Melissa Helen
lived at 509 Ash Street. William was a bookbinder and storekeeper while Melissa worked at The
Mode a Boise department store. By 1927, this property was owned by Chas. Martin and Ray Short
who built a new building and subdivided the property by adding two meedidgs (509 %2 and
509 M Ash Street). Boarders with a number o f

dwellings during the 1930s including a tobacconist and general laborers (Demo 2006). The

172



Chapter 6: Life in the River Street Neighborhood, 1890s to 1960s

densification process is more pronounced for the propefi§1 Ash Street. This parcel contained

a singlefamily detached dwelling with a small outbuilding in 1912 and 1922, but, by 1949 an
apartment building had replaced the original house and two newer, small dwellings had been built.
The parcel was now avi-unit apartment complex that housed dozens of tenants between the

1940s and 1990s (see Appendix A; Demo 2006).

The archaeological project centerabundthe Erma Hayman House at 617 Ash Street
which was the only extant building on the block in 201&aas associated with a family of long
term African American neighborhood residerisma and her husband Lawrence Hayman bought
this house in 1949 from the Robertson family. Erma lived there until her death i(N&aa6y
2014) The house at 617 Ash wascopied by a number of different individuals between 1909 and
1944 when Harry Robertson and his family lived there. Previous residents included police officers,
a barber, a salesman, and some laborers. In 1912 and 1922, there were three dwellings on this
parcel : 617, 617 I and 617 M Ash Street, but
dwel |l i ng at this address. Harry Robertsonds
interview that she lived there with her parents until the end ofdWuar Il (Stevens 2015). It is
unknown if the Robertson family rented the other dwellings, but it is known that the Haymans did
not rent to boarders and converted one of the dwellings into a garage in the 1950s (Dick Madry,

personal communication, 2015).

Density increased during the 1940s as a result of World War I, but building additional
dwellings on house lots continued in the 1950s. Historical maps illustrate this trend. As the only
location where African Americans could live, former residents rddatk families occupying
small outbuildings that had been converted to dwellings (Demo 2006; Osa 1981; Stewart 1980).

There was incentive for absentee property owners to increase the revenue from their properties.
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By adding new dwellings and convertingtiouildings landlords could pack more people on their
existing lots. The maps also show this did not happen on every lot in this area; for example, the
house at 633 Ash Street remained in the same configuration until it was demolished to make way
for the ralignment of River Street in 1965 (Sanborn Map Company 1912:41, 1922:41, 1949:41).
Beginning in the 1940s and 1950s, demolishing original buildings to make way for larger, multi
family apartment buildings added to population density in the project aresatr&hd continues

into the present. The demise of the houses at 609 and 611 Ash Street are examples of this activity.
After remaining relatively intact between 1912 and 1949, these dwellings were demolished in 1981
to be replaced with two larger apartménildingd 621 and 651 Ash Streéetwhich were both
damaged by fire in the 2000s and demolished. Archaeological testing found no trace of any

buildings on these lots as the sediments had been entirely disturbed by 2015.

City directories show the 600 block Ash Street was inhabited by a mixture of working
class individuals and families. Oral histories and other sources show that some of these dwellings
were occupied by neRuropean Americas) specifically African American and Basque people.
Documents and terviews explain the 600 block of Ash Street was historically occupied by a
diverse population of families (Demo 2006; Madry, personal communication, 3id&ens
2015; Thomas, 2015). The Hayman family lived at 617 Ash Street for over 50 years and their
sandstone house was the only extant building in the project area. At the other end of the block, the
African American Ray family moved into the house at 503 Ash Street in 1983 and resided at this
address until the building was demolished in 2006 (Demo )2 is and Jackson Thomas, a
European Americafamily, moved next door to the Hayman family at 633 Ash Street in 1944.

The Thomases ran a café in downtown Boise and they raised their children, who were friends with
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other African American children, in thRiver Street Neighborhood until their house was

demolished in 1964 as part of the realignment of River Sfféeimas 2015)

All of these midtwentieth century families moved in to their homes after they had already
been occupied by a number of differéarnilies. Most of the houses on this block were constructed
at the turrof-thetwentieth century and were decades old by the time the Haymans, Thomases,
and Rays arrived to the neighborhood. Diversity was also characteristic of this part of the
neighborhod since its earliest days. For example, between 1909 and 1917 Basque families
inhabited the houses at 631 Lovers Lane, which was across an alley behind the Hayman house at
617 Ash Street. Domingo Szabala and Manuel Aberasturi lived at 631 Lovers Larerb&809
and 1916. It is believed that S#entoradcancratemd Abe
court where traditional Basque handball games were played (Alegria 1987; Demo 2006). By 1917,
this house was owned by Marcellano and Maria Aranaagesated a bakery from this location
(Demo 2006). It is believed the Aranas integratedftoetoni nt o t hei r bakeryods
(Madry, personal communication, 2015). Thentonis not depicted in Sanborn Maps from 1922

or 1949.

Piecing together thenaterial lives of the residents of this section of River Street was
complicated because of the continual construction, demolition, and remodeling of buildings that
took place in the past. As will be explained, sediments across the project area wedefraneate
decades of activities that took place on the landscape. This sequential accumulation of material
culture is the product of past events, some of which obliterated evidence of what happened before.
While disturbance is widespread, intact historiaatatwere identified in some parts of the project
area. It is from these intact historical sedimentary lenses that archaeologists can gain an

understanding of what life was like in the neighborhood in the past.
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Excavation Results

Archaeologicakxcavations included controlled units of varying dimensions including 40
centimeterdiameter (1énch-diameter) circular shovel probes, square test pits, and a rectangular
hand trench. Shovel probes were used to collect stratigraphic information abmergsdn the
project area whereas square test pits were used to investigate sediment strata containing historical
artifactbearing sediments. All units were excavated using hand tools, trowels, shovels, picks, and
sediments were screened through rockex &cin s amchthdrdware cloth. A total of 34 shovel
probes, 11 test pits, and one hand trench were excavated at various locations across the project
area (Figurel8). Artifact density was not uniform across the project area, which is depicted in
Tableb. A total of 12,048 artifacts were recovered from all units, but 88 penceh0(612) of the

assemblage was recovered from square excavation units.

Table5: Artifact Distribution fromGontrolled ExcavationUnits

HISTORICAL
TEST ARTIFACT| STRATA
PIT DIMENSION | DEPTH | VOLUME | ARTIFACTS DENSITY | DENSITY
6 2X2 0.48 1.92 794 413.54 581.25
7 2x2 0.54 2.16 680 314.81 669.32
16/22 2X2 0.54 2.16 1907 882.87 1263.64
19 2x2 0.63 2.52 714 283.33 505.88
27 1x1 0.47 0.47 250 531.91 553.85
40 2x2 0.49 1.96 1320 673.47 1047.41
82 1x1 0.48 0.48 526 1095.83 | 1706.90
83 1x1 0.47 0.47 542 1153.19 | 1462.16
107 4x0.5 0.35 0.7 107 152.86 265.79
118 1x1 0.58 0.58 984 1696.55 | 2006.25
127 2x2 0.48 1.92 1031 536.98 591.07
130 2x2 0.42 1.68 1086 646.43 725.93
142 1x1 0.8 0.8 671 838.75 1069.49
TOTAL 10612
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Project Results

[*]  Excavation Units

® Shovel probes
=smsm Hand Dug Test Trench
-~ - Erma Hayman House

Fronton Court Foundation

Boise Parks and Recreation
i D Capital City Development Corporation
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sp
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Danielle Phelps
Janaury 26, 2016

Figurel8: Excavation Unit Locations, 2015
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Excavation units demonstrated widespread disturbance with a horizon of historical artifact
bearing sediments in sorteeations; however, the exact cause of these disturbed sediments is not
known on all lots. As the project area spans nine parcels that were privately owned by different
individuals until recently, each parcel has a unique construction, demolition, anelogeent
history. Historical maps illustrate change in the built environment that continues into the present.
As a result, most of the original buildings in the project area have been demolished. On some lots
these buildings were replaced, oftentimes ntbes onceArchival documents provide limited
information as to when construction and remodel events occurred. Despite this wealth of

information, the exact date of grouddsturbing events remains unknown for most lots.

i Demolition of older structures is most

: .| likely the cause of sediment disturbance.
As explained in Chapter 3, buildings in
River Street were spared mass demolitions

associated with urban renewal. Instead,

buildings in the neighborhood have been

iy e S o >

developed/regveloped in a more

1114 Lee Street, November 17, 2006. Going down.

piecemeal fashion. One by one, buildings

have been demolished and replaced with

new structures, oftentimes muleimily

apartment buildings(Figure D). This

continues into the present. The building

demolition rate in the neighborhood has

Figure19:Demolition of 1114 Lee Street in 2006 (Demo 2006) remained consistent since the 1940s. At
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least one building is lost every one to two years. This was mentioned in previous building surveys
conducted by Osa (1981) aBthcy (1995). In her extensive building documentation on Lee and

Ash Streets, Demo (2006) witnessed the house at 1114 Lee Street being demolished before she
could record it for her studwé¢eFigure19). This dwelling is less than one block away from the
archaeology project area and was recommended eligible for preservation by both Osa (1981) and
Stacy (1995). In 2017, remained a vacant lot. In the time between the launch of the River Street
Digital History website in 2014 and the publication of this disdi®n, the author is aware that

two houses were demolished at 606 and 612 8.Stfeet, which is approximately one block
northeast of the Erma Hayman House. These lots also remained vacant in 2017. It is likely more
homes will be demolished asthe Gityff Boi se gr ows anmersewabptanstcdme Ci t vy

to fruition.

Each of these demolition and redevelopment events impacted sediments in the project area
to varying degrees, as seen in the shovel probe stratigraphic profile illustraféglie 20.
Depending on the extent and depth of excavations, historical and natural sediments have been
disturbed. In some places, as is the case at 609 and 611 Ash Street, engineered fill characterized
by sand with many subrounded cobbles and gravels has beatugdd, covering natural and
possibly historical sedimentary layers. In other locations, especially in the northeastern quadrant
of the project area, historical sediments have been disturbed wowe natural sediments,
obliterating any intact archaeologl matrix. The archaeological field methods for this project had
to account for extensive disturbance while being flexible enough to investigate pockets of intact
historical sediments. This was done by employing different excavation unit types andiegalua

intact sediments with careful excavations.
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Shovel probes, which are documented in Appendix B, showed the uppermost sediments
across the project area have been disturbed to varying depths. Archaeologists were able to
penetrate through the disturbeeld i ment s unt i | reaching natur al
means sedi ments that have been displaced i
characterized by yellowish brown fluvial sands, silts, and clays that are indicative of terrain
conditiors prior to the construction of an urban landscape in this location. In most locations, these
natural sediments contained laminated lenses or pockets of brown silt that alternated with the
yellowish brown sand. The depth of these natural sediments irefatine ground surface varied
because historical construction, demolition, filling for architectural purposes, and other deposition
processes affected the ground surface to varying degrees and did not uniformly impact the ground
suface across the projeareaFigure20 illustrates the general distribution of sedimentary layers

across the project area from north to south, wahg that these layers are not

Modern Fill: Brown sandy silt with ™)
many large gravels and cobbles

North EEssSSSESSEEEESSSSSSSSSsssssss————)  South
SP27  SP18 SP17 SP16 SP32 SP25 SP26  SP30  SP31

Sod Layer: Grass, roots,
landscaping cloth

Very dark brown silt with many
gravels

NY3IAon
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with brown sandy silt =
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Figure20: Shovel probe stratigraphy along east edge of project area.
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congruous or contiguous across the site. Even in locations where historical -doedaictg matrix
was identified, a significant amount of modern disturbance has impacted the upper 15 to 20

centimeters (6 to 8 inches) of sediment.

Controlled excavation urst called test pits, were positioned in locations where intact,
historical artifachbh e ar i ng sedi ment s wer e identi fied.
characterized by a dark brown silty or sandy loam containing artifacts made prior to the 1960s and,
oftentimes, contained evidence of burning like coal, charcoal, or slag and cinder fragments. In
general, the historical stratum was encountered below disturbed matrix and above natural fluvial
sediments. Like sediments, historical artifacts were not unifoemtpuntered across the project

area. Tabl® shows the quantity and density of artifacts in the 13 test pits.

Historical artifacts were generally encountered between 10 and 50 centimeters below the
ground surface (cmbs). This is illustratedAppendix C. Intact historical sediments were only
identified in a small lens in most test pits between 20 and 60 cm thick. This made test pits with a
smaller volume had a higher artifact density because the historical sedimentary strata were a
greater percentage dfite t est pAppderidixC also illustnates.howeveral of the larger
two-by-twoi meter test pits yielded a greater number of artifacts and, even when controlling for
the volume of the historical strata, smaller tnayeoné meter pits had a higher artifact density.

This discrepancy had three main caudg¢smaller, ondy-onemeter test pits were usually placed

in locations where shovel probes had already confirmed the presence of intact historical strata; 2)
larger tweby-two-meter test pits were designed to capture a greater number of artifacts and/or
explore subsurface archaeological features; therefore, they had a greatertesdutiiact ratio,

and; 3) the historical strata represent discrete discard events that did not happen uniformly across

the project ared.é.,some households deposited mibeens than others and distribution activities
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on each parcel changed throughout time). Basically, discard in the past did not take place at the

same rate or in the same part of the houseds

Controlled excavation
units provided insight into the
distribution and integrity of
sediments across the project area.
Aside from an upper horizon of
disturbed matrix about 20 cm

thick, the lower sedimentary

levels at 617 and 633 Ash Street as

Figure22: North Wall profile of TP 83 at 633 Ash Street, view north. Note tl
clearly visite lens of historical sediments characterized by dark brown san
positioned between sterile sediments and modern disturbancesf201

well as poribns of 631 Lovers
Lane contained intact, historical
sediments (FigureRl and 22).

Only a small pocket of intact,
historical sediments was identified
at the rear of 509 Ash Street.

Sediments were disturbed down to

sterile, natural fluvial sediments

-

Figure21: West wall profile of TP 40 at 617 Ash Street, view west. Note th acrosghe remaindr of the project
thick coal oven cleaaut in the left side of the photo (261
area.

Controlled excavation units encountered both artifacts and archaeological features. Except

for the fronton which was found at 631 Loverod
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Ash StreetA more detailedlescription of thesedimentary, artefactual, and feature summary for

the various test pits excavated in the 2015 field seeaoie found in Appendix.C

Artifact Summary

A total of 12,048 artifacts were recovered from all excavation units, shovel paoldesne
hand trench. These items are summarized in TakWetal artifacts, which were primarily nails
and miscellaneous metal fragments, comprised the largest percentage of the asseath @ (
42.3 percent). Glass fragments=4,214; 35.8 percentincluding bottle, window, and
miscellaneous vessel glass was the second most prominent artifact material type. Most of the
remaining 21.9 percent of artifacts was comprised of ceramic fragments from tablewares and
decorative itemsnE937; 7.8 percent), amakganic items like marine shell, faunal bone, and fruit
pits (h=1,365; 11.3 percent). The raming 2.8 percent of artifacts was plastit=215; 1.8
percent), rubbemEB8; 0.6 percent) and leather=@2; 0.18 percent) fragments. Five prehistoric
lithic artifacts were also recovered. These included one chert secondary flake, a piece of chert

shatter, a basalt secondary flake, one obsidian secondary flake, and one piece of obsidian shatter.

Very few artifacts could be accurately dated based on manufagtmanks. Those that
could are listed in Table 7. Approximate dates could be gleaned from the assemblage from some
artifacts like glass that had specific manufacturing techniques and utilized different materials
throughout timeWhile most metal artifacts@ve nordiagnostic, bottle glass includes items made
with manufacturing processes that were common during the early twentieth century. During the
late nineteenth century, bottle manufacturing in the United States made the switch frem hand
manufacture to fily automated manufacturing processes. By 1881, the firstaetaimatic bottle
machines were patented in the United States. -8etomatic bottle machines were capable of

making the base, body, and neck of the vessel automatically but the finish aeddigtittooled
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Table6: Artifact Summary

ARTIFACT MATERIAL | N= % ARTIFACT MATERI4 N= % ARTIFACT MATERI4 N= %
CERAMIC LITHICS OTHER
Clothing closure 1 Debitage 5 Clothing closure | 1
Earthenwares 767 LITHICS Total 5 0.04 Fabric 2
Lighting 8 METAL Other 21
Other 4 Ammunition 8 Tool 1
Porcelain 145 Bottle Closure 51 OTHER Total 25 0.21
Stoneware 6 Can 62 PLASTIC
Toy 5 Clothing closure | 50 Bottle Closure 2
CERAMIC Total 936 7.77 Hardware 1002 Clothing closure | 7
GLASS Jewelry 4 Clothing 1
Decorative 31 Lighting 1 Miscellaneous 2
Machinemade bottle | 147 Miscellaneous 1444 Other 18
Bead 1 Nail 2069 Tool 1
Clothing closure 1 Other 47 Toy 162
Flatware 543 Tool 11 Unknown 22
Canning Jar 69 Toy 4 PLASTIC Total 215 1.78
Canning Jar Lid 46 Unknown 340 RUBBER
Lighting 186 METAL Total 5093 42.27 Other 66
Other 13 ORGANIC Toy 2
SemiAutomatic Bottle | 15 Marine Shell 43 RUB Total 68 0.56
Toy 16 Button 9 UNKNOWN
Unknown Bottle 2513 Clothing closure | 5 Unknown 5
Unknown 505 Faunal 1124 UNKNOWN Total 5 0.04
Unknown Vessel 228 Floral 174 Grand Total 12048 99.98
GLASS Total 4314 35.8 Other 9
LEATHER Unknown 1
Other 22 ORGANIC Total 1365 11.33
LEATHER Total 22 0.18
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Table7: Makers Marks Summary

PD ART. | UNIT | LEVEL MARK MANUFCTURER LOCATION DATE REFERENCE
NO.
30 268 TR 3 KERR GLASS MF(Q Kerr Glass Sand Springs, 1915-Present Toulouse
16/22 CORP/ SAND Manufacturing Oklahoma 197242;
SPRINGS OK/ 11 | Company Toulouse
1977:307--308
30 284 TR 3 2 w! / h ®k 4 Winchester NewHaven, 1866-Present White and
16/22 Repeating Arms | Connecticut Munhall 1963:26
Company -27
35 317 TR16 |4 X[ ' DI [ L Db HomerLaughlin | Homer Laughlin | 1936-1973 Lehner 1989:246
FiestaWare FiestaWare China Company
35 369 TR16 | 4 ... T&K. Knowles, Taylor, | East Liverpool, 1919-1926+ Lehner 1989:238
Knowles Ohio
44 523 TR40 | 2 "DWM/K/K" Deutsche Waffen | Baden and Berlin| 1896--1922 Barnes 2006:601
cartridge, und Germany
centerfire 0.39 Munitionsfabriken
in/9.9 mm Aktien
Gesellschatft
44 534 TR40 | 2 "CLOROX" plastic | CloroxCompany, | United States 1940-1960 The Clorox
cap Inc. Company 2017
71 726 SPR9 "SHIRLEY Shirley, €. 1902-1915+ Collier's 1909:27;
PRESIDENT" Massachusetts Dry Goods
suspenders clasp Reporter 1915:
94 906 TR83 | 2 centerfire Winchester New Haven, 1902-Present Barnes 2006:298
"W.R.A.Co/38 S&W Repeating Arms | Connecticut
SPL" Company
88 966 TR82 |2 Mason jar lid liner; Toulouse 197

"GENUINE BOYD
CAP/ FOR MASON
JARS"
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PD ART. | UNIT | LEVEL MARK MANUFCTURER LOCATION DATE REFERENCE
NO.
85 1005 | TR82 1910 Lincoln wheat United States Various locations| 1909-1942 Yeoman
penny 2005:113-114
85 1006 | TR82 1909 Liberty Head | United States Various locations| 1892-1916 Yeoman
dime 2005:147-149
87 1046 | SP13 Suspender clasp;
"CROWN MAKE [in
cursive]/ PAT JUNE
7,1881"
77 1055 | SP12 rimfire; .22 regular | UnionMetallic Bridgeport, 1857-Present Barnes 2006:467,
"U" Cartridge Connecticut Goodman 1998
Company n.d.
128 1165 | TR127 "CAP23/GENUINE
PORCELAIN LINEL
nearly complete
131 1237 | TR130 T.S.&T./LtRay Taylor, Smith, ang Chester, W. 1938-1950s Lehner 1988:461
Pastels, U.S.A. Taylor Company | Virginia -462
134 1305 | TR127 rim-fire, .22 short; | Winchester New Haven, 1857--Present Barnes 2006:467
"H" Repeating Arms | Connecticut
Company
135 1355 | TR130 AMB; Owens Owenslllinois Streator, lllinois | 1933 Lockhart 2004:27
lllinois "20/Gl-in- Glass Company
Diamond/3 [on
bottom]/5 [on
right]"
140 1443 | TR127 Homer Laughlin Homer Laughlin | East Liverpool, | ¢.1900 Lehner 1989:247
Company Ohio
146 1452 | TR127 Homer Laughlin Homer Laughlin | EastlLiverpool, €.1900 Lehner 1989:247
Company Ohio
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PD ART. | UNIT | LEVEL MARK MANUFCTURER LOCATION DATE REFERENCE
NO.

149 1518 | TR142| 3 KERR GLASS MF(Q Kerr Glass Chicago, lllinois | 1909-1912 Toulouse

CO./CHICAGO IL | Manufacturing 1972:307
Company

154 1569 | TR142|5 bottle base, Owenslllinois United States 1940+ Toulouse
"DURAGLAS" Company 1972:403
cursive;

160 1635 | SR31 CORELLE/BY Corning Glass United States 1970s Corning Museum
CORNING Works of Glass 2017

158 1647 | TR127 | cleanup | Owens lllinois mark Owenslllinois United States 1930s+ Toulouse
"O-l-in-diamond" Company 1972:403

mark "4441G/3"
below
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by hand. The first fully automatic bottle machine was developed in 1903 and these machines
dominated the market by the 1920s (Jones and Sullivan 198®)B38At River Street, a few
fragments from sermautomationachinemade bottles were identified alongside a greater number

of fully automatic machinenade bottles.

Decoloring additives in glass were also important for providing approximate dates to
archaeological strata, particularly scolored amethyst glassafyments 1{=212). Beginning in
1865, manganese was an economic substance added to glass flux to help make it colorless. In the
United States, this additive reached its peak production between 1880 and 1920s. By the 1920s,
selenium had replaced manganesa asjor glass decolorant. Manganese is an important dating
tool because, when exposed to sunlight for an extended period of time, glass containing manganese
will turn various shades of purple or amethyst (Lockhart 2006). Solarized glass that has turned
amehyst indicates the surrounding sediments were most likely deposited between the 1880s and

1920s, which was the earliest period of occupation at River Street.

Very few datable makerds mar ks were ident.i
likely because glass and ceramic artifacts have been broken into many pieces and were recovered
from nonstratified archaeological contexts. Nevertheless, the few marks identified are associated
with large, nationally distributed products that were widely abéa in the United States. These
marks are summarized in Table 8. Artifacts with manufacturing marks include a range of items
from tableware vessels to bottles to ammunition. Nearly all of these items were made in the United
StateslIt is through these magroduced products and locally obtained food items that
archaeologists can get a glimpse of what everyday life was like for River Street residents. In
conjunction with stratigraphic data and oral histories, these items can be used to address the

researchdomains that can be extrapolated to investigate aspects of race, racialization,
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stigmatization, and craft a narrative of the River Street Neighborhood as a region of refuge for its

historical residents.
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Despite deades of construction, demolition, and reconstruction on the 600 block of Ash
Street, intact sedimentary strata containing material culture were identified and have been used to
address a series of research domains crafted specifically for this projecthifigie people
purchase, make and use in their everyday lives provide insight into their personal identity, group
affiliation, and socioeconomic status. Because things are imbued with meaning, these discarded
items can be considered a reflection of whoaRBbtreet residents were and who they wanted others

to think they were.
Addressing theResearch Domains

The archaeological data collected from excavation units summarized in Chapter 6 can be
used to address the research domains posited in Chapter 5.cdfthbmed with oral history
interviews, a rich investigation of life in this changing human landscape can be crafted. The
following sections summarize how archaeology provides information on what life was like for
River Street residents on the 600 blockAsh Street and Lovers Lane during the first half of the

twentieth century.
Site Formation and Stratigraphy

Excavations demonstrated that historical strata were created through the slow accumulation
of organic and inorganic particles on a relatively staptaund surface over decades of time.
Excavations did not encounter stratified archaeological features like refuse piles, privies, or burn
piles, but intact sedimentary layers containing historical artifacts were identified. The historical
strata in this mject area are indicative of the space between buildings, also known as a yard. Yards

have been recognized as important activity areas by archaeologists, especially those studying
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African Americans in the Western Hemisphere. As Heath and Bennett ex3ai 38), the yard

is a bounded, sometimes enclosed, area of land that immediately surrounds a dwelling and is
considered an extension of that dwelling. It is the site of domestic activities; the care and
maintenance of domesticated animals and plantgcieeation area; and a source of aesthetic
enjoyment. In River Street, residents raised gardens, tended chickens, and recreated in their yards.
The yard was also a play area for children (Madry 2014; Terrell, Il 2014). Yards were important
spaces for neidiorhood residents because they were an outdoor extension of domestic habitus

and, thus, contributed to household identity,-safficiency, and home economics.

Artifacts recovered from intact sediments reflect domestic activities and limited disposal
activities that took place in yards. Materials deposited here took place through happenstance and
were impacted by activities that took place after their original deposition. Most glass, ceramic, and
metal artifacts have been broken into pieces smaller trmodntimeters in diameter. While over
12,000 artifacts were collected, not a single complete vessel was recovered from the project area.
This most likely happened because the various broken bottles, tableware vessels, and metal objects
discarded in the ydrareas were trampled for years after their deposition. Neighborhood residents
had other reasons not to discard objects in their yards. Most inorganic refuse from River Street
was discarded through the cityosmigrans addpmmro | | ect
whites were likely to discard their refuse through the trash collection system because sanitation
violations targeted members of these groups during the twentieth century (Valentine 2016).
Additionally, unkempt yards were a primary comipt of nonneighborhood residents who sought
to characterize River Street as a blighted area-\Wate property owners had incentives to keep

their yards clean to not add to the identity of their homes as negative places.
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The combination of artifacts asg¢dimentary data demonstrate the project area is an active
landscape containing echoes of past activities. Despite widespread disturbance, pockets of intact
sediments contained items discarded in yard areas. Historical strata are a palimpsest of activitie
conducted by households over decades. Because intact, stratified features were not identified, it is
nearly impossible to connect artifacts, strata, or activities to a single household or time period.
Material culture collected in most units explains wiifa was like for the average resident rather

than a specific family.

Social and Economic Identities

City directories and oral histories indicate that River Street residents were solidly working
class. Most of the professions noted in the directorieghadan be found in Appendix A, are jobs
in the service industry or laboelated positions. In the United States, class differentiations are
difficult to separate from other social identifiers because aspects of class, economic status, and
social statuseés categories like racial and ethnic affiliatrare intrinsically enmeshed (Walker
2008:117). Since the countrybés conception, Am

hardened class divisions like those that existed in Europe (Isenberg 2016).

During the twentieth century, most Americans sought to classify themselves as members
of the middleclass.Middle-class affiliation can be postulated from certain classes of artifacts.
Based on the valuand frequency of ceramic fragments and decorativeadrac, residents at
this site appear tbave been members of the middlass. Categorization of the mideitass is
difficult, but estimates from the early twentietentury suggest that between 20 and 40 percent of
United States households earned egiomoney to be in this socioeconomic group (Coha83).

This suggests that a moderate level of financial stability and success was an indiebetamnate
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of middleclass citizenship, which is often reflectéd the material culturepurchased by

househals.

Souvenirs and briebrac refer to decorative materials that do not fulfifuactional
purpose except to display the desired knowledge, personalities, and characterisBcsvaier.
In this sense, this artifact has a high esteem value. Displthasg items becanpopular during
the 1850s and continued into the twentieémtury, presenting materiadssociated with social
status (or desired social status) that had little to do with the caodtesé objectsMullins
1999a159). By the twentieth century, these mpssduced items were generic and affordable but
were still important household markers that had the potential do display worldliness,

sophistication, and adherence to social makesording to archaeologist PaMlullins:

fln any context, briabr acd6s symbolism was a situatic
reflecting who itsconsumers consciously understood themselves to be, their

objective position in social and classructure, and who they wished to be.

Symbolically, brc-a-brac was a daydreaming commodity fowhich consumers

mused over, idealizing who they were by dreaming about who they ansdbieity

could b& (1999a164).

For African Americans, brie-brac was more than simply commodifying an ideal lifestyle
or membership in a social group. Decorative display items not only confirmed citizenship and
affiliation with American social groups like class and nationality, but they also played a role in a
consumer politics that reaffirmed the existence of African Araescas a people in their own
righttdi stinctive from the overarching AAmeri can]
belonging to middlelass America (Mullins 1999a, 2017). At River Street, small fragments of

painted ceramic vessels, porcelain figas, Asian porcelain vessels, and colored pnesisled
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glass items were household furniture. These stylish items reflected household aesthetics; items that
improved the interior ambiance. But, they were also conspicuous consumption displays that
explainal the social and financial status of household occupants to neighbors and visitors. These
items were supposed to be seen by household visitors and were intended to demonstrate the
residentsd commitment to Amer i c aiddleclassinsotesner c u

(Mullins 2017).

Financial stability for workingclass Americans was the ideal that was supposed to firmly
place them among the ranks of the miedkess, although this was difficult for a laborer, clerk, or
railroad worker to achieve. Bihe twentieth century, workinglass Americans could obtain
material culture associated with the middle class because distribution and manufacturing networks
allowed formerly exotic items to be readily available to a greater number of people at cheaper
prices Cowan1983 Riordan and Adams 1985). One example from River Street is the diversity
of Asian porcelain tableware vessel fragments recovered from several different excavation units
across the project area. A total of 145 porcelain artifacts were recdoivem the project area, 140
of which were from decorative figurines, bisque dolls, or tableware vessels. Decorative porcelain
fragments were obtained from all 14 of the test pits and six of the shovel probes, which suggests
most households had at leasime porcelain items. The majority of these artifactsL87) were
recovered from units excavated at 617 Ash Street, but units at 6384%38) andb11Ash (=13)
also had porcelain fragments from several different porcelain tableware vessels. Withimites
most porcelain tableware items come from stratigrapbwels 2, 3 or below that depth, strata that
are associated with intact historical sediments that contain artifacts primadéy lmeéwveen the

1920s and 1950s.
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Decorative porcelain vessels abdc-a-brac were part of a concerted campaign for
neighborhood residents to assert their household socioeconomic identity. Archival documents and
oral histories describe how River Street residents were-viarking and frugal;, however,
materially, thesendividuals wished to use decorative household items to demonstrate they were
members of a commodified society. For African American residents, the messages conveyed
through material culture also fought dominant social memes of White supremacy and Black
inferiority. Conspicuous consumption is designed to be experienced by those among the social
groups that know you most intimately, so Black displays were not designed to convince racist
Whites to relinquish their derogatory views of black people. Insteagk iteams were an attempt
to reaffirm their social status to other Blacks and other neighbors (Mullins 2017). In River Street,

this includedeuropean Americaneighbors.

Material culture was not entirely about conveying messages about status. The objects that

fill our homes are also functional and serve everyday n&stserally, the ceramics incorporated

into the historical households the
project areaare he result ofthe
purchase of nationally distributed
stylish products(Figure 23) The
presence of undecorated items
suggests a balanced approach to
tableware usage. Plain, undecorated
vessels were probablysed on a

daily basis with more expensive

vessels reserved for special
Figure23: Undecorated ironstone bowl recovered from 833 Street
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