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ABSTRACT
Historical Archaeologies of Overseas Chinese Laborers on the First Transcontinental Railroad

John Molenda

This dissertation relies on anthropological, historical, and archaeological research in order to
describe the historical archaeologies associated with Chinese immigrants to the United States
who worked on the first transcontinental railroad in the mid-nineteenth century. The region of
focus in the High Sierras region to the west of Truckee, California, in and around the Tahoe

National Forest.
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Chapter 1¢ Introduction

Introduction

This dissertation focuses on exploring the lives of the Chinese laborers who built the first

transcontinental railroad across the North American continent, linking the east and west coasts

of the United States. The introduction of Chinese laborers to the construction of the railroad is

recorded in High Road to Promontory ( Kr au s : 1969) . Kraus states that,
scarcer in California than labor. Such Caucasians as were not employed on ventures of their

own found it more profitable to work in the mines or fellow agricultural pursuits than to face the

hardships of hand-carving a railroad right-of-way up the steep slopes and between the granite

spires of the Sierra. At the same time, many thousands of Chinese had been drawn to California
bygoldfeverrand were eager for employmento (Kraus 1969:
work force of Chinese rapidly expanded until they made up a majority of the workers involved in

the construction of the railroad. Yet, while the construction of the railroad would have been

impossible without their participation, little is said in the histories about the lives of these

workers. They appear on the scene as supporting players or even mere instruments of men like

Charles Crocker, who directed the construction. These histories are shaped by the testimonies

of the Euro-American supervisors who directed the construction, and their emphasis is on the

railroad itself and its importance in the American enterprise. The lack of extant textual materials

attributed to the Chinese workers involved makes it difficult to reorient these histories away from

such emphasis. This is where historical archaeology has the potential to make a distinctive

contribution to our understanding of these events.

If one visits the work camps occupied by the laborers who built the railroad and examines the

material culture recovered from them rather than focusing on the commentaries, testimonies,



and records of Euro-American supervisors, a new perspective becomes possible. The material
culture associated with these work camps is starkly different from that left behind by European-
descended laborers on contemporaneous work camps in the United States. These
assemblages, such as the Evans and Chace Collection, and Costello Collection, associated
with Summit Camp (CA-PLA-2002/H), are dominated by products imported into the United
States from China for use by the Chinese-American workers building the railroad. If one takes
the material from these work camps as a starting point, the story of the railroad is no longer
focused on decisions made by businessmen, politicians, and engineers directing the
construction but instead emphasizes the thousands of workers who actually carried out the
construction. Thus, archaeology can provide a valuable supplement and corrective to textual

histories.

What was life like for the Chinese laborers whose hands carved the rock and laid the grade for
the railroad? What can the materials they left behind tell us about the lives they lived in the work
camps, how they spent their money, and how they forged social bonds with one another? What
cultural and material resources did they draw upon to survive and thrive in a culturally and
physically hostile landscape? What can the broken remains of storage containers, rice bowls,
and other detritus tell us about the daily activities, desires, and even beliefs of a group of people
who left behind virtually nothing written in their own words? In order to help make such histories
possible, this dissertation engages with several distinct sources of data, including previously
collected archaeological assemblages (such as the Evans/Chace and Costello Collections) and
reports (e.g. Baxter and Allen 2008, Gralia and Gralia 2004), primary and secondary historical
documents connected to the railroad (such as congressional testimony and payrolls), and

anthropological and historic texts.



When first beginning research on Chinese labor camps associated with the transcontinental, |
anticipated first finding previously unrecorded work camp sites via pedestrian survey, which
would then be subsequently excavated and recorded systematically, capped with laboratory
analysis of the artifacts recovered. This is the
project, where each stage of data collection and analysis would be initiated by the researcher,
and the entire process organized by directed in a step-by-step process. Such expectations
quickly proved to be impractical as previously unrecorded sites of any significance proved
difficult to identify. While hypothetico-deductive research design is the gold standard in the
scientific community, including among many archaeologists, the material record often proves
stubbornly unwilling to reorient itself to accommodate particular research questions. As a result,
the focus of this research project shifted during the course of fieldwork towards the synthesis of
and building-upon of the work of previous archaeologists and historians. The goals of my
fieldwork shifted from putting my stamp on a totally independent and new excavation and
analysis towards asking what the state of previous research was and what pragmatic steps
could be taken to build upon it. While the findings of my research retain a significant level of
indeterminacy in the hypothetico-deductive sense, my fieldwork and research make several

distinct contributions discussed as follows.

First, | have produced a catalog and photographic record of the Evans/Chace and Costello
Collections associated with Summit Camp and have made these records available to the
relevant stakeholders (via the Chinese Historical Society of Southern California (CHSSC)) as
well as other researchers (e.g. Heffner). The Evans/Chace collection has been the source for
several previous archaeological publications (e.g. Chace and Evans 1969, Etter 1980), but no
complete catalog of the entire collection was extant. The publication and dissemination of this
data will allow other researchers to use the collection as a reference point for their own studies
of Chinese-American life in the nineteenth century, even without physically travelling to the

3



CHSSC. In addition to producing a database for research purposes, my work with the
Evans/Chace Collection also had a preservation component. When | gained extended access to
the collection in 2015, it was largely disorganized and in a state of disrepair. The means of
curation employed by Evans and Chace over fifty years ago had begun to degrade, and the
paper bags many artifacts were stored in were disintegrating. As a result, the provenience of
artifacts was being lost. In addition to creating a record of the collection, | improved its curation
by replacing the paper storage bags with clearly marked bags and tags that will make it possible
for future researchers to access the collection and use it for research purposes, and provided

access to both the collection and photographic record to the CHSSC.

Second, | have also produced a catalog and photographic record of the Costello Collection, a
previously undocumented collection from Summit Camp gathered in the 1980s. Along with the
Evans/Chace collection, these Summit Camp collections represent the largest assemblage of
artifacts associated with a transcontinental work camp occupied by Chinese-American laborers,
at least as far as the author is aware. While these results have already been shared informally
with other members of the archaeological community, this dissertation represents the first
publication of the contents of this collection. Prior reports on Summit Camp were produced
without the benefit of this data, limiting the interpretive claims that could be made about the site.
By combining the data from the Evans/Chace and Costello Collections, this dissertation
presents a more complete picture of the material assemblage associated with Summit Camp

than has previously been possible.

In addition to merely recording and curating these collections, | have done comparisons of the
ceramic types recorded in order to determine the relative prevalence and distribution of different
waretypes among the Chinese laborers. These include looking at the relative frequency of
Double Happiness and Bamboo styles for temporally diagnostic purposes, the presence and

4



frequency of more expensive Wintergreen/Celadon and Four Seasons wares, and the use of
ceramics of non-Chinese origin (primarily Whiteware). | have also noted what procedures
remain undone and have the potential to answer research questions in the future, including a
more detailed accounting and systematic profile of vessel types (particularly with Brown-Glazed
Stoneware), analysis of base marks on Double Happiness, Bamboo, and Wintergreen/Celadon
vessels, systematically establishing minimum number of items (MNIs), and the evaluation of
various idiosyncrasies and irregularities in paste, body, and decoration in order to produce more

detailed typologies.

Third, | have established the spatial distribution and associated features of these collections by
correlating the field maps associated with the Evans/Chace and Costello collections with the

sites and loci described in the archaeological literature on Summit Camp, particularly the

Summit Camp Evaluation report by Baxter and Allen (2008), and the assessment of three
6satellited camps to the eas(R013),fwhich byethesiza prior ¢ a mp
research on the sites (e.g. Bennet and Lindstrom 1999, Bennett et al. 1997, Lindstrom et al.

1999, Sutherland and Harper 1990), and describe the location of structures, hearths, and

artifact scatters associated with the camps.

Fourth, have drawn upon previously published summaries of archaeological publications on
Overseas Chinese/Chinese-American sites in order to produce an introduction to the subfield
from the 1960s to 2015. This review (Chapter 4) is hardly the first to summarize and evaluate
research in the sub-field (previous reviews include Greenwood 1993, Orser 2004, Ross 2013b,
Voss 2005, and Voss and Allen 2008), but it does expand on the number of projects discussed,
both in the early period of the sub-discipline in the 1960s and 1970s and into more current
research (up to about 2015). It is my hope that this chapter will be useful to new researchers
who are interested in doing research on Overseas Chinese communities and will provide an

5
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adequate introduction to the major findings, themes, and researchers who have shaped the
field. Over the course of my dissertation research, many of the documents | tracked down by
visiting archives, libraries, and historical societies have become more readily available, and this

summary should provide a good idea of what resources from the pre-digital era are extant.

Fifth, | have expanded the number and quality of references regarding the point-of-origin of the
Chinese laborers along the transcontinental railroad by references histories and ethnographies
from nineteenth and twentieth century China that have not yet been referred to in the
archaeological literature on Chinese-American sites (e.g. Marks 1998). These references should
help future researchers better ground their research in the historical and cultural particularities
of life in China and among its transnational networks. The content of this effort is of course
derivative and dependent upon the research of the historians and anthropologists who produced
the original analyses. My contribution is merely in assembling this research in order to highlight
important aspects of Chinese culture for archaeological interpretation. Nonetheless, it is my
hope that by presenting, explaining, and analyzing these documents to the archaeological
community, other researchers will be able to expand their understanding of the uniqueness of

Chinese experiences in North America in order to better inform their interpretations.

Sixth, | have attempted to rehabilitate feng shui as a useful archaeological concept by
translating its sense into terms legible to the Western intellectual tradition in which the discipline
of archaeology originated. In order to do so, | have again drawn on the work of prior
researchers. My contribution here is merely to use the comparative method to look at several
distinct aspects of spatiality (in landscape depictions, formal architecture, mortuary practices,
and ceramic decorations) in order to both provide a philosophic apology for feng shui and to
suggest how archaeologists might think through the concept when dealing with Chinese-

American artifacts and sites.



Seventh, | have built upon the comparative method used by Williams (2008) to develop an
understanding of personhood in Chinese contexts. Personhood has been a concept used by
many archaeologists (e.g. Fowler 2004) to interpret archaeological sites and in turn put our own
cultural preconceptions regarding subjectivity into question. My contribution is to propose this
framework as a useful way of thinking through Chinese-American archaeological sites in order
to avoid reproducing anachronistic and ana-cultural interpretations in favor of interpreting
archaeological assemblages as connected to the production of particular kinds of selves. The
contrast between the form and understanding of personhood expressed by Euro-American
supervisors (in this case, Charles Crocker) and that consistent with Chinese understandings has
not been previously discussed in the archaeological literature and represents a unique

contribution into the theoretical development of the subfield.

Finally,lhave conducted initial testing of the- 6China
17-55-525), originally recorded by Gralia and Gralia (2004). In addition to mapping and

photographing the site in greater resolution and detail, | have taken soil samples and conducted

metal detection across the site. These minimally ground-disturbing tests have not produced a

large collection that can be analyzed, such as the Summit Camp collections, but rather have

identified the potential of different sections of the site for future research. My findings, in
particular via metal detection, suggest O6China Ki
disturbed Summit Camp, may possess intact deposits dating to the construction of the

transcontinental railroad, enabling fine-grained mapping of artifact distributions that could lead

to a better understanding of what activities took place in different areas of the work camp.

Again, this research is dependent on and in debt to the work of previous archaeologists, but

does represent new contributions which in turn will enable and inform future archaeological

research on the site.



In summary, this dissertation represents modest contributions in several distinct areas of
Chinese-American historical archaeology, none of which would be possible without leaning on

the data and analyses produced by others. Rat her
encompassing, and proprietary research project, the historical archaeologies presented here

are indeed plural, and my contributions represent many small contributions in distinct areas.

When taken as a whole, they present a complex picture of Overseas Chinese historical

archaeologyi, its pitfalls, and its potential.

WhatthisDissertationContains

The purpose of this dissertation is to use archaeology and history to try to understand the daily
lives of Chinese laborers on the first transcontinental railroad, and to relate this understanding to
contemporary issues of concern. The sources of data referred to are diverse, including
archaeological sites and collections, comparisons of formal landscapes, and anthropological
and historical texts. The portion of the railroad studied during the background phase of research
is located in and around Tahoe National Forest in the High Sierras of eastern California (Figure

1.1).



D Sacramento

Figure 1.1 Research Area

It is my hope that different parts of this document may be of interest to several different

audiences. This research may be of particular interest to Chinese-Americans, especially those

whose families have oral histories about the participation of their ancestors in the construction of

the railroad. It also may be of interest to archaeologists who are engaged with Overseas
Chinese/Chinese-American archaeology as it will provide an overview and synthesis of

archaeological research done on this topic up to this point (Chapter 4), as well as newly

available sources of data for their own comparisons. More generally, it should be of interest to

American citizens who recognize the story of the United States is one with many beginning

points. Rather than a singular origin point (like the Pilgrims) this research supports and

reinforces the understanding of todayds America a

from various cultural backgrounds, each of whom have their own stories, their own interests,



andtheir own 06 c e nt eiras undemstandingahati givénrthe éurrent political crisis over

immigration and national identity, is essential for our shared future.

The transcontinental railroad is a huge, quasi-my t hi cal t hing. Wel emdbgbt even
unavoidable thing (Zizek 1989). Hi story and archa
storiesd and 6énational myt hsd. These myths are im

explain who we are and to make claims about ownership of both past and present. This is also
hopefully of interest to archaeologists, historians, and other scholars who study how so many
different groups of people with different histories, ontologies, and understandings of self and
their relationship to world, came to be drawn into a global interactions mediated by capitalist
exchange. In other words, this is one particular story showing how one particular group was
drawn into the capitalist forms of production and exchange, demonstrating in part how we have

become transformed into what we are today.

Chapter Two introduces some of the theoretical motivations and background understanding that
| as a researcher brought to the project. Four particular areas of focus are highlighted. The first
is the strategy of writing a O hucalt(@7h. Theecanche pr es

main body of inspiration comes from the broad critique of capitalism found in the Marxian

tradition. The third is the various modes ( monume
for | ifed as de si8T4]188)dFinklly, | dhphadize thecinhpertaricg of
6archaeol ogy as anthropologydé6, and in taking onto

to and a source for understanding.

Chapter Three discusses the research project and how it evolved from pedestrian survey, to
surface mapping and collections analysis, and finally to analysis of formal landscapes beyond

the railroad. It serves as a kind of introduction to both the archaeology of Overseas Chinese as
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well as archaeology in the High Sierras. It begins with a narrative of my transformation from
journeyman to expert in the subfield and can function as a (sometimes cautionary) tale of what
future archaeologists need to know and understand in order to make a contribution to it. The
data from this chapter is drawn from the Evans/Chace and Costello Collections for Summit
Camp. It functions both as a basic introduction to the material culture associated with Overseas

Chinese sites, and as a presentation and analysis of the collections.

Chapter Four is a review of how historical archaeologists have approached and understood the
archaeological remains of Chinese-American/Overseas Chinese communities from the inception
of the field in the late 1960s to the present. For heuristic and practical purposes, | will organize
this history into three periods: a pioneering period stretching from the late sixties to mid/late
eighties, a period of maturation from the mid/late eighties to mid-2000s, and the current period

which is seeing a burst of new research.

The chapter aims at achieving three main goals. First, it will provide an overview of how the
subfield of Overseas Chinese archaeology has transformed over the past fifty years. Second, it
will provide an update to previous, similar reviews (e.g. Greenwood 1993, Orser 2004, Ross
2013h, Voss 2005, 2015, Voss and Allen 2008) and will integrate some of the latest publications
in this rapidly expanding area of research. Third, it will highlight some of the research that is
particularly relevant to this dissertation, particularly research located in and around the High
Sierras section of the transcontinental railroad. In doing so, it will draw out conflicts and
controversies in the subfield regarding two broad categories: controversies over theoretical

paradigms, and discussions regarding technical issues.

Issues addressed include what empirical questions archaeologists have asked of the data found
on Chinese-American/Overseas Chinese sites, what questions have definitively answered, and

11



what questions remain to be addressed. It will highlight the important contributions made
towards the construction of artifact typologies and chronologies as well as the excavation and
interpretive technigues that have been employed. It will also evaluate the analytic frameworks
and theoretical disagreements that have dominated the conversation within the sub-field.
Finally, it will provide a description of the state of the subfield as it stands today, and will make

apparent how this dissertation intervenes into the current disciplinary situation.

Chapter Five focuses on contextualizing the point-of-origin of the Chinese railroad workers

under investigation -- the Siyi ( ), or Four Counties region of Guangdong Province. This

chapter has five major goals. First, it will provide a more in-depth cultural background than has
thus far been provided in the archaeological literature by referencing both historical studies
(Gates 1996, Hsu 2000, Kuhn 2008, Marks 1998, McKeown 2001, Pomeranz 2000, Tagliacozzo
and Chang 2011, Wolf 1982) and anthropological and ethnographic accounts (Cohen 1976,
2005, Dos Santos 2006, Freedman 1979, Oxfeld 2010, Potter and Potter 1990, Rofel 1999,
Watson and Rawski 1988, Wolf 1974, Yan 2003, 2009, Yang 1945, Yang 1994). Second, it will
demonstrate that China in the nineteenth century was undergoing massive cultural,
demographic, and political changes in order to counter the image of China as static and eternal,
as (in Marxdés unfortunate phrase) fAvegetating
despite changes China was undergoing, the cosmological vision, which by the early twentieth
century was in full scale crisis, was relatively intact. Fourth, it will provide insight into the
culturally-specific motivations behind emigration and remittances. Finally, it will determine what
strategies for mutual aid and maintenance of in-group discipline were likely dominant amongst

the Chinese laborers along the railroad.

The chapter begins with a brief and broad historical narrative situating the changes occurring in

mid-nineteenth century Guangdong with reference to the global trends of expanding colonialism
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and capitalism, with an emphasis on the importance of long-term changes in trade networks
(Wolf 1982). Other important events impacting the region during the early nineteenth century will

be noted, including the Opium Wars, the Hakka-bendi wars, and the Taiping Rebellion.

The particular historical situation of Guangdong Province during the mid-nineteenth century will
be contextualized with reference to the global trends of expanding globalism and capitalism
(Tagliacozzo and Chang 2011, Wolf 1982). This will be followed by a description of the longue
durée (long term) environmental and demographic changes occurring across the whole of
Southern China (Marks 1998), which helps understand the push and pull factors shaping
Chinese emigration patterns in the early nineteenth century. A brief introduction will be provided
for important concepts for understanding Chinese emigrants during the nineteenth century
including a description of kinship organization (both the dominant form and its variants) and the
patri-corporation or corporate family (Cohen 2004, Dos Santos 2006, Gates 1996). The
concepts of transnationalism, the importance of migrant networks, and the effect of remittances
back at home will be addressed (Hsu 2000, McKeown 2001). Anthropological and ethnographic
literature will give us an understanding of the emotional and affective importance of labor in the
process of both self-fashioning and community discipline (Oxfeld 2010, Potter and Potter 1990,
Rofel 1999, Yan 2003). Finally, the chapter will highlight the importance of cosmology for
understanding oneself and oneo6s place in the worl

and cosmological breakdown.

Chapter Six expands the scope of the dissertation into issues of spatiality and landscape. The

main goal of the chapter is to rethink how archaeologists have understoodf Un g (s h,u W

l'iterally ¢ wenysdhuiailid desedbedeas adpprvasive, affective aspect of the

landscape and the body of cultural practices that manages this capacity. A distinction is drawn
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between transcendent and emergent sources of order. The sources of the dominant modern
understanding of space as res extensa are traced to fifteenth century Italy. Feng shui is
presented as an alternative but equally legitimate way of being in and understanding human

spatiality.

The distinction between these spatial stances is demonstrated and supported by a series of
contrasts in painting and ceramic decoration, and in the formal landscapes of planned gardens
and graveyards. The chapter concludes by discussing how archaeologists can productively
employ this understanding of feng shui in their interpretations of sites occupied by Overseas

Chinese communities.

Chapter Seven builds on the description of Guangdong Province in the nineteenth century

provided in Chapter Four and the archaeological material presented in Chapter Two to discuss
the importance of differences in moral discourse and forms of personhood exhibited by (on the
one hand) Chinese laborers on the transcontinental and (on the other) that expressed by their

Euro-American supervisors.

The form of personhood dominant among the Euro-American supervisors is described in terms

of C. B. Ma@9%d possessivedndividual. As such, this chapter builds upon and

expands the critique of possessive individualism introduced to historical archaeology by Mark

Leone (e.g. 2005). It suggests the dominant understanding of personhood among Chinese

laborers can be productively described as a form of relational personhood (Fowler 2004,

Strathern1990) . Thi s form of personhood is oO6filled outo
tradition and is used to explain the significance of the labor performed by Chinese immigrants,

the importance of remittances, and the particular composition of the archaeological record

associated with them.
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Chapter Eight presents initialf i el dwor k conducted on the 6China Ki
results of surface mapping, soil sampling, and metal detection on the site and uses these results
to both evaluate its potential as a site for future research and to suggest particular areas of

focus.

Chapter Nine Concludes the dissertation by assessing the modest contributions made, and by

suggesting future directions for research.
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Chapter 2¢ Theoretical Background
The Moment: Archaeology and the World Today

When research for this dissertation began in the halcyon days of the early 2010s, it was
perhaps easier to imagine a kind of distance between the problems faced by our current society
and the problems faced by the Chinese laborers who first built the transcontinental railroad. Yet
for them, as it is for us, the future was unwritten. The immigrants who constructed the railroad in
the 1860s could not have known that less than twenty years later the United States would pass
the Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882, the first US Law to bar immigration of a group on the explicit
basis of race. While some loosening of these laws finally occurred during World War Il, these

racial quotas remained the law of the land until the Immigration Act of 1965.

These legal acts, explicitly motivated by a desire to construct California and the American West
as white-majority areas, have had a lasting impact on the demographic and cultural make-up of
the United States. In the 2010 census Chinese-Americans numbered less than 4 million, and all
Asian Americans made up less than 6% of the population of the United States (US Census
2010). The passage of the Immigration Act of 1965 and more recently the election of Barack
Obama as the first black President of the United States raised the hopes of many that America
had finally turned a page on racialized thinking and the desire for White Supremacy among

significant portions of the European-American population.
From the vantage point of the late 2010s, these hopes seem at best premature, and perhaps
even foolishly naive. The issues faced by Chinese laborers in the 1860s -- including not only

racism and racial ressentiment but also pressures engendered by capitalist culture and the
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progressive economic rationalization of human life, the difficulties of living in a morally

defensible and significant way, and the challenges of self-fashioning -- remain with us.

While we cannot know from our current vantage point what the coming years will bring,

understanding the experiences of immigrant groups in the past, the challenges they faced, and

the strategies for survival they employed can potentially aid us in facing our current predicament

without bewilderment, and perhaps even with courage and hope. As the constellations of our

sky shift, perhaps we will look anew on those lights that have been below the horizon of late. To
paraphrase and r epur pos elTheMEghteerdrsBrumairenaf bogis | i nes fr om
Bonaparte, we who live in the age of farce at least have the benefit of looking back on and

learning from an age of tragedy (Marx and De Leon [1898]2015).

Is it possible that archaeology is especially suited for an age where the quality of general
discourse is at a low ebb? Nietzsche, in On the Use and Abuse of History for Life ([1874]1984)
wondered what use classical philology would be in his time, and concluded that its sense might

issue from its very inappropriateness:

il would not know what sense <cl| assssitimtbbephi |l ol ogy
effective by its inappropriateness for the times, that is, in opposition to the age, thus working on

the age, and, we hope, for the[l®ré]1084).i t of a comin
Perhaps the same can be hoped for archaeology. Of course, inappropriateness in and of itself is

no guarantee of relevance. Leone notably lamented the (lack of) reception for most

archaeol ogi cal i nterpretations among the public,
accurate meaning and feel no obligation to notice the boredom our own interpretations

communicate when made publico ( L e o0Inl@). The9r&ason boredom so often accompanies

archaeological interpretation, fAis because the fa
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way they shouldb e 6 ( 198T18)eHow then should facts and data be tied to the present in

a way that produces interest?

History of the Present

Although this dissertation cannot claim to be fully genealogical, | aspire to use the techniques of

N

historical archaeology inordertogener at e what Foucault refers to a
(1977:31). Dreyfus and Rabinow (1983) explain what this means more clearly than Foucault
hi msel f. AThi s app rreflectvaly beging with & diagnbsjs ofdhe currente | f

situation. There is an unequivocal and unabashed cont e

Attempting to fAdiagnose the current situation of
means specifically, fa diagnosis of tréacescher ¢ ommon

l ineage of ¢é [whateve(r]9 &3 oxdaur)e.d Tohuag admalgyesth i s i

fak )

probl ems because [s]he shares themo (1983:125). |
fone is always already im, awlpiach i nedmas thhat oone@dd
significance of onebs cul t-feee, dutalwaysawlvedsanes can neve
interpretation. The knower, far from being outside of all contexts, is produced by the practices

[ s] he sets o01983166p analyzedo (1

This understanding immediately puts one in the position of being criticized by researchers who

are committed to O6objective scientific truthé, or
accurate meaning and feel no obligation to noticet he boredom [of] our own in
(1981:12) . However, as Dreyfus and Rabinow expl ai

superfluous moralizing indulgence, nor can it be a matter of personal preference. It rests on

three independent but mutually supporting moves. First, the interpreter must take up a

18



pragmatic stance on the basis of some socially sh
and Rabinow 1983:200) (recognizing of course there is perhaps no overwhelming sense of how
thingsaregoi ng that iis equally true for each person or
investigator must produce a disciplined diagnosis of what has gone on and is going on in the

social body to account for the shared sense of distress or well-being [by] establish[ing] what is

being said and done, by wh o ibid)tFomallyytheoamplystmustd t o what
produce fian account of why the practices [s] he de

contentment which gavelibd se to the investigationo

So, how are things going with respect to the present moment? Generally, not well. Of all the
things that could cause an extinction or population bottleneck in the human population in the
nineteenth century (including rapid and irreversible climate change, global pandemics, and even
rocks from space) none have been solved, but have rather been added to. Furthermore, the
plight of humans under alienating capitalism has in many senses grown worse with the demand
for the economic rationalization of all aspects of human life, the acceleration of automation, and
the ever-increasing concentration of wealth and power in the hands of the few. Racialized
thinking, hostility, and white supremacy blight our lives in the twenty-first century just as they did

in the nineteenth.

A diagnosis of the plight of being modern, which
tell themselves about themselves in relation to o
array of processes, including but not limited to the dangers resulting from the following:

a) The secularization or 6disenchant ment of soci a
b) A discourse of a new epoch and a progressive history (Habermas 1987:6, Leone
2005:39)
¢) The dominance of capitalism and the rationalization and mechanization of production
and economic exchange (Marx 1867)
d) The development of disciplinary regimes of surveillance and ascetic self-transformation
(Foucault 1972, Weber 1930:17)
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e) The production of subjects in as particular forms of people, most importantly the
possessive individual (Leone 2005, Macpherson 1962, Matthews 2010)

f) Enclosure and the control and understanding of space as res extensa (Edgerton 2006,
Johnson 2006)

g) The emergence of the nation-state, and the imposition of a global political order through
colonialism (Anderson 1983)

h) The stereotyping and coercion of others into hierarchies based on difference in ethnicity
(i.e. racialization), gender, religion, sexuality, and other factors

i) Bureaucratization (Weber 1978)

i) Exploitative use of the environment for short-term advantage (Elvin 2006)

k) A speeding up of the tempo of life (Harvey 1989, Li 2001)

I hope over the course of my career to be able to engage with many of these aspects of modern
life and the dangers they embody. This is of course too much for this document, which is after
all merely a beginning. | will therefore limit myself to addressing those aspects of modernity to
which the archaeology of early Chinese America as | understand it speaks most directly. These
are capitalism, cosmology/disenchantment, the production of subjects, spatiality,
rationalization, racialization, and discipline. These broad topics constitute the major themes

to be addressed in this dissertation.

These themes are reflected in the broad research questions | ask in this dissertation: In what
ways did Chinese laborers need to adjust to differences in capitalist practice and ideology as
present in the nineteenth century United States? In what ways did markets and commerce
function differently in nineteenth century China, and do these differences help explain the
decisions Chinese laborers made, such how to relate to their supervisors and what to do with
their money? To what degree were Chinese laborers acting from within a different cosmological
framework than Euro-Americans, and can this be seen in the archaeological record? How did
Chinese laborers understand themselves and the significance of the labor they were
performing? To what degree can we explain the archaeological record with reference to the

cultural resources Chinese workers brought to the situation? Can we connect the racial
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construction of Chinese in the nineteenth century to broader questions about race in the United
States and American identity? In what ways did Chinese workers potentially set themselves
apart from their peers and maintain in-group discipline, and how is this related to both the

consumption of particular goods and the performance of various forms of daily sociality?

These broad research questions are informed by the impetusofafihi st ory of the pres
Al ocate the acute mani festations of é particul ar
components of [a] political technology today and
Rabinow 1983:119)ry Whfi l[tethea grud demthd swoul d trace t}
1860s through the decades to the present day, this dissertation is limited to juxtaposing the

nineteenth century to the present, but serves as a potential beginning to a more thorough

history of the present that would trace changes in material culture, economic standing, identity

and self-understanding, and social positioning among Chinese-Americans.

Chapter 3 discusses the artifacts used by nineteenth century laborers as components of a
meaningfullyconst i t ut ed fAequi pmental wholeodo (Dreyfus 199
Chapter 5 in part discusses the cosmological and historical understandings that underpinned

the decision to emigrate and work in difficult conditions. Chapter 6 discusses both forms of

spatial control, and means for establishing mastery and dominance such as surveillance and

display of hierarchy, while Chapter 7 questions how the construction of subjects as particular

forms of persons occurs under capitalism, and the degree to which the production of subjects in

nineteenth century China was at variance with this.

Besides Foucault, there are three other major influences for the type of investigation | am

attempting here: the critique of capitalism drawing on Marx, an understanding of history as

21



something that should be useful for life as described by Nietzsche, and finally an understanding
of archaeology as anthropology (albeit of a peculiar sort), with all the concerns regarding

particularity and the importance of cultural differences that implies.

The Critique of Capitalism

The foremost influence on my understandi ng of our current predicament
critique of capitalism. The importance of this analysis of capitalism is rooted in the

understanding that exploitation is real, suffering is real, and some of the most significant

sources of our suffering today issue from the dominance of capitalist culture. The emphasis on
capitalism (and its distinct i on-ceffitric tomms af exchemgeer ce 6 a
that have been practiced in China and other parts of the world) is bolstered by its successful

application within anthropology by scholars such as Eric Wolf (1982), Sidney Mintz (1985), and

Hill Gates (1996), and within historical archaeology by scholars such as Mark Leone (2005),

Matthew Johnson (1996), and Christopher Matthews (2012).

One of the major questions facing historical archaeologists is how to make our research

relevant to the present day and the problems we face in contemporary life. Historical

Archaeologies focused on issues of race, racialization, and the continuing legacy of slavery are

among the most successful and impactful within the field (e.g. Leone 2005, McDavid 1997,

2007). McDavid understands archaeology as a conversation about the past that necessarily

takes place in the present and uses the archaeology of the Levi Jordan plantation to percolate

slavery into contemporary conversations (2007) . The overarching focus of
2002) writing has been the connection between archaeology and public consciousness, while

Paul Shackel has f oc uisteridal mmativesdrem forros thatrserve r s e 6

justify those who wield contemporary power (e.g. Shackel and Roller 2013) to forms that resist
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it. Concern about the importance of historical interpretations for the present day is also an
important topic in anthropology as a whole (e.g. Jerman and Hautaniemi 2006, Trouillot 2015).
My training at the University of Maryland in the mid-2000s emphasized that ultimately, in order
to be meaningful and worth doing, archaeology should function as a kind of effective history that

comments on and critiques contemporary power relations.

These are only a handful of the many historical archaeologists who argue for an unabashedly
contemporary orientation in historical archaeolog
historical archaeologists is to understand how some groups ameliorated capitalist practices, and

then to explain both that fact, and the means by which they did so, to those who are aware that

they need an alternative, but do not have one, so that they can do so too. Our job is to translate

to our own needy peers, whichhasbeen t he main goal of anthropol og)
(Leone 2005:28) . I take O6transl ationd here to mea
understand the similarities and differences betwe
consideration so that we can understand these similarities as a basis for understanding and our

differences as a basis for illumination.

According to Gates (2004), Pomeranz (2000), Marks (1998), and others China has had, from at

least the Song Dynasty until the early nineteenth century (as explained in Chapter 5), a more

developed economy and more significant infrastructure than Europe. Given this fact, the

guestion of what resources exist within Chinese culture of the nineteenth century that might

ameliorate or prevent the expansion of capitalist modes of exchange is highly relevant for
understanding and dealing with dédour current distr
archaeol ogy should be fAto explain to ourselves th
freer 0 (Leone 2005:28), particularly fAby those at [«
saw its actions and found ways to survive ito (Le
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As we will see in the coming chapters, a particular understanding of cosmology, kinship
organization, moral discourse and of personhood as practiced by Chinese and Overseas
Chinese in the mid-nineteenth century reveal themselves to be imperfect but still promising
means of amelioration for some of the ills instituted by capitalist culture. To put it as plainly as |
can, because the Chinese immigrants of the nineteenth century believed themselves to be
particular kinds of beings connected to others via kinship and social relationships and having a
particular moral worth, they to some degree embodied and constituted themselves as such. And
because Chinese immigrants were thus constituted as relational persons (Fowler 2004) they
were able to take certain collective actions that helped them survive within a capitalist economic
system. This is not to say that exploitation does not occur among and between relational
persons, nor to suggest that Chinese in the nineteenth century were not engaged in
sophisticated economic networks that can to some degree be described as both capitalistic and
exploitative. Gates (1996) in particular emphasizes the exploitative nature of the patri-
corporation that organized much of economic life in China, and with a slight shift in perspective,
remittances can be interpreted not merely as constituting a positive social bond, but as a form of

extraction as well.

The concerns regarding archaeol ogyds contemporary
within capitalist culture, and the imperfect means people have used to deal with them are in a

sense a supplement to a Foucauldian-st yl e o6hi story of the presentd,
particular ¢6érituals of powerdé have come to domina
with any alternative ways to escape or even trans
Chinese immigrants in the nineteenth century were shaped to a significant degree by the forces

of international capitalism. They were not immune to its ills i they were exploited and

sometimes died. But one of the main contentions of this dissertation is the significance of their
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decisions and actions cannot be reduced to a purely capitalistic logic. This optimism is however
tempered by the recognition (unavoidable in these
emancipatoryd (Brown 2001) sarchdeblogytganalengei on fAhow po

capitalism?0 (Leone 2005: 257) wil!| be |l eft open.

History for Life

A second thread, not entirely divorced from Fouca
formul ati on @nnhe Nse end Absise bf éliStery for Life, from his Untimely

Meditations (Nietzsche [1874]1984). Here Nietzsche lays out three different sorts of history in

both their ¢6élife generatingd and 6édegenerateb6 for
critical history. While much of the emphasis within academia is focused on critical history,

Nietzsche explains both the partiality and necessity of all three forms of history. To put it
succinctly, oO6criticalé history stands in judgment
are in need of justice. This is the voice that denounces the way Chinese immigrants were used

in capitalist enterprises only to be driven out in the following decades. This is also the eye that

sees the connection between anti-immigrant sentiment in the mid-nineteenth century, and the

anti-immigrant politics of the current day. But while critical history can tell us what has gone

wrong, it cannot tell us what is worth preserving. That is the job of what Nietzsche calls
6antiquariand hi st or yfthisdntigeariahisheigfetisheatiant odantcern s e o
compulsive attraction to objects from the past simply because they are old. However, Nietzsche

also describes antiquarianism in a constitutive sense i this sort of history tells us what is worth

preserving (not merely objects but cultural practices as well, such as the practice of friendship)

(ibid). Given that capitalism involves the involuntary and progressive rationalization (and

destruction) of cultural practices, antiquarianism in its generative sense is every bit as important

as critical history. Finally, monumental history looks back to great deeds and takes from them
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inspiration to be great in the present. While this is in a sense myth-making, the ability to inspire

awe is one of the most important ways hi story O6actsd on peopl e.

To look at the railroad and to be in awe of the difficulties Chinese immigrants had to live through
in order to create it is a kind of monumental history. To describe their daily practices i how they
reinforced social bonds through networking, food, gaming, etc. i and to see the value in
marginalized practices is a kind of antiquarian history. To deplore the capitalist exploitation and
racial prejudice suffered by the Chinese laborers on the railroad is a kind of critical history. All
three forms of history are partial, but together perhaps they can show why the experiences of

Chinese-Americans in the nineteenth century shaped and remain relevant in the twenty-first.

Archaeology as Anthropology

How to present archaeological data in a way that engages audiences, is a history of the present,
is effective critical history, and is in service for life? The final major source of inspiration comes
from a desire on my part to write a historical archaeology that relies on concepts present in the
Chinese intellectual tradition rather than imposed upon it from the outside. This is based on the
hope, which | can in no way prove, that refusing to avail oneself of strictly etic concepts might
result in a more congenial understanding of the lives of Chinese-Americans in the nineteenth
century. This desire springs from insights into the differences between dominant Chinese and
Western ontology and epistemology that | gained from living in China for several years in the
early 2000s and which have been reinforced through my readings of both the classics of the

Chinese intellectual tradition as well as ethnographies focusing on Modern China.

This is not to re-inscribe a picture of China as an intellectually isolated and alterior culture. By
the nineteenth century, extensive links from trade, missionaries, and diplomatic exchanges had
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been developing for hundreds of years (Wolf 1982). The goal is to find a balance that
simultaneously recognizes genealogically different dominant discourses that are not wholly

isolated from one another nor defined merely as a negative image of the other.

The idea is to avail oneself, whenever possible, to indigenous concepts rather than importing

transcendent concepts and principles, to find an interpretation of human being that is both

legible to western academics but felicitous to Chinese understandings of personhood, and

which is primarily concerneddwbtuh asudthi hbtngeesds
attempted, insofar as is possible, to evaluate the worth of current theories in the western

academy from the point-of-view of the Chinese intellectual tradition. It is for this reason that,

while | implicitly understand the role of capitalism in the present from a Marxist point of view, |

wi || not avail myself of the transcendent certain
reason, [ have relied implicitly updaseinthedkihed gger 6s
of metatheory about human being that is both sufficiently precise and sufficiently general to

describe variant forms of personhood and self-understanding cross-culturally. Hall and Ames

(1995,1997), Froese (2006), and Parkes (1987) are but a few of the scholars who have noted

the happy agreement between Heideggerds anal ysis
understandings. Finally, the purposes of writing history as suggested by Foucault, Leone, and

Nietzsche -- an effective and critical history of the present for life -- are in happy agreement with

Confucian understandings of what history is for. As TuWei-Mi ng st ates, fAA concern

intellectual, the modern counterpart of the Confucian chiin-tzu [junzi] (nobleman or profound

person), doesnotseekaspi ri t ual sanctuary outside the worl d.
[t] he Confucian calling is not to serve the statu
wealth and power into a fisacredodo community in whi

human flourishing in moral, scientific, and aesthetic excellence continuously nourishes our
bodies and wuplifts our hearts and mindso (Tu 1985
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A Note on theDisciplinaryMoment

As will be more fully discussed in Chapter 4, the sub-discipline of the historical archaeology of

Overseas Chinese or Chinese-Americans is in a moment of disciplinary transformation. Stanford
Universityods Chinese Railroad hWogettkeeschelaroffom Nor t h  Am
across North America and the wider world into unprecedented conversation with one another. In

a sense, this dissertation appears at the close of one period and the opening of another. As

such, its future use will likely largely be as a synthesis of previous research made without the

benefit of being able to integrate many of the unprecedented research projects and

collaborations currently underway.
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Chapter 3¢ The Road to Summit Camp

Introduction

At the outset of this research project, | had experience both with Chinese culture (from studying
and living in Hong Kong for several years) and as a professional archaeologist. | did not,
however, have prior experience either working in the environmental conditions of the High
Sierras nor with the material culture associated with Chinese-American sites. The research
process for this dissertation was thus necessarily a learning process, where | identified various
bodies of knowledge | would need and then proceeded to acquire them as expeditiously as
possible. Following the initial literature review (discussed in more detail in Chapter 4), my initial
priorities were to both familiarize myself with previous archaeological work and techniques used
in the High Sierras, as well as familiarizing myself with the material culture likely to be
encountered. | then proceeded to both catalog and analyze the Evans/Chace and Costello
Collections associated with Summit Camp, and to conduct initial, minimally ground disturbing
tests at the O6China Kit c8).dthdhpreceed o peifarm matimimryed i n C
steps to address the cultural context from which Chinese workers emigrated (Chapter 5), spatial
organization in formal and informal contexts (Chapter 6), and how to conceptualize agency,

personhood, and interrelatedness in Chinese contexts (Chapter 7).
Fieldwork in the High Sierras

| was first alerted to the research potential of Chinese-American work camps on the
transcontinental by Barbara L. Voss of Stanford University, and began contacting historical
archaeologists who had previously worked in the area. Kelly Dixon of the University of Montana
put me in contact with Carrie Smith, the National Park Service (NPS) archaeologist responsible
for the section of the Tahoe National Forest (TNF) the transcontinental railroad passes through.

Initial consultations with archaeologists Carrie Smith, Susan Lindstrom, and Scott Baxter helped
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delineate both the possibilities and challenges of fieldwork in Placer and Nevada Counties.
There are four significant challenges facing archaeological exploration of Chinese laborers in
this area. First, the High Sierras are a largely erosional rather than depositional environment.
For example, the area around Summit Camp is mostly granite rock outcroppings interspersed
with small, flat platform areas of cobbly, sandy loam (Figure 3.1, Figure 3.2). Severe
topographical changes, in combination with yearly snowfall and melt, create archaeological sites
where site formation processes can make spatial analysis and identification of activity areas
very difficult. The erosional nature of the region also means archaeological assemblages

gathered from surface survey and collection do not have the character of sealed deposits that

can be definitively associated with particular occupation periods.

Figure 3.1 Soil Map of Summit Camp area. RRG= Rock outcrop, granitic-tinker complex, 30 to
75 percent slopes. Map generated with USDA web soil survey.
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Figure 3.2 Photograph of typical surface conditions at Summit Camp. Photo by Author.

This difficulty is exacerbated by the second challenge facing empirical study of these sites:
given their close proximity to the railroad, and continued railroad maintenance activities and
other human traffic evident in many of these sites, the archaeological integrity of both features
and artifact assemblages have been further diminished. Summit Camp, for example, is located
just off Donner Pass Road, and is very close to a popular rock climbing area, observation
platform, and ski resort. Pedestrian traffic across the site is a daily occurrence. This threatens
the archaeological integrity of the site in two distinct ways. First, hikers and other park-goers
both collect and move surface artifacts. | withessed several specific artifacts at Summit Camp
move location in between site visits. This makes claims about artifact distributions and ratios
potentially problematic. Furthermore, current use of the area results in the deposition of modern
artifacts, which then become mixed with artifacts from previous periods. This is of course not

limited to the current day. Both the Evans/Chace and Costello collections include artifacts that
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post-date the Chinese occupation of Summit Camp, though remarkably the vast majority of
artifacts recovered can be dated contemporaneously. This dual process of souvenir hunting and
continued deposition create assemblages where temporally non-diagnostic artifacts can
potentially be attributed to incorrect periods of occupation. This is a particular risk for artifacts
such as undecorated Whiteware, which has a date range from the early nineteenth century to

the present (South 1977).

The third difficulty facing study of these sites is, at the onset of my research, most work done on
Chinese railroad sites had been confined to studies of single sites and had thus not been
synthesized into a regional picture. Summit Camp itself has been the subject of around a dozen
studies (Table 3.1), but none of the published sources had access to both the Evans/Chace or

Costello collections.
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Year Author Content

1966 Chace Initial report of railroad sites in High Sierras

1969 Chace and Evans Suggests sites around Donner Pass can be

used as template for an archaeological

'horizon'
1990 Sutherland and Harper Site report for a satellite camp to east of main camp
1997 Bennet et al. Initial site record for 'Summit Camp’
1999 Bennet and Lindstrom Site report for a satellite camp to east of main camp
1999 Lindstrom et al. Pipeline incident report
2005 Bennet et al. Additional site record
2005 Lindstrom Report on Metal Detection
2008 Puseman Macrofloral and Organic Residue Analysis
2008 Baxter and Allen NRHP Evaluation
2013 Arrigoni et al. Report on three Summit Camp satellite sites

Table 3.1 Previous publications focused on Summit Camp

After | became aware of the existence of these collections at the Society for California
conference in 2013, | began to see this difficulty as a kind of opportunity. Due to the generosity
of Julia Costello, Paul Chace, Scott Baxter, and the Chinese Historical Society of Southern
California (CHSSC), | had the opportunity to spend significant time with these collections
cataloging and analyzing their contents. However, my research project did not begin with

collections analysis, but rather with pedestrian survey, and that is what revealed to me the
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fourth challenge facing archaeological investigation of the area: the coniferous forest which
dominates the | andscape in the High Sierras
makes the identification of surface scatters difficult to identify and limits the effectiveness of

pedestrian survey.

Despite these challenges, | began initial pedestrian survey in the Summer (May-July) of 2013,
aided by Alison Damick of Columbia University and Lindsey Montgomery, then of Stanford
University. Areas of interest were selected due to their proximity to the railroad (within 500m)
and their flat topography (Figure 3.3). These two factors determined which areas were regarded
as having a higher probability of containing sites. Pedestrian survey was conducted in 5m
transects oriented by compass. Surface finds were photographed and in situ and were recorded

with a Garmin handheld GPS (Figure 3.4).

4
Soures £ DeLome, NAVTEQ TomTom terrap. Poreme’® O Cop . GEBCO
USGE FAD NPT NSCAN GeoBes IGN. XOmasier ML Orarainos Jurvey. B4 Jopan
NETL 250 Chra (HOng Kong )L SeSSD00. InG e GIS User COMmunty

Figure 3.3 Area of Planned Pedestrian Survey
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Figure 3.4 Chinese Brown-Glazed Stoneware in situ

| began my investigations of Chinese railroad camps with pedestrian survey for four interrelated
reasons. First, | wanted to evaluate the potential for larger scale pedestrian survey involving
larger teams in order to determine if a systematic survey in search of railroad camps was a
feasible strategy for future research. Second, | wanted to understand the relationship between
larger, more permanent work camps around tunnels, culverts, bridges, and other areas of
intensive work (this category of sites includes both Summit Camp and China Kitchen) with the
smaller, more expedient camps | assumed would be present along longer stretches of railroad
where work proceeded more quickly. Third, | was aware of my then-journeyman level of
expertise in the subfield, and wanted to gain more hands-on experience in the field before
tackling previously identified sites. Finally, | wanted to find undisturbed, intact sites that could
eventually be excavated, either as the culmination of the dissertation or for post-doctoral

research. Of the resources noted during the course of pedestrian survey of selected flat areas
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within 500 m of the railroad, only the Schallenberger Ridge Site and Camp #5 merit further
archaeological scrutiny (Figure 3.5). Initial surface mapping of the Schallenberger Ridge Site
took place during July of 2013. Ironically, this very month a cultural resources inventory report
published by the California Department of Transportation by State Archaeologist Denise Jaffke
was published (Jaffke 2013), which included previously unpublished site reporting on the
Schallenberger Ridge Site by Gilbert and Green in 2001 (Jaffke 2013:19-20). As a result of this
publication, fieldwork on the site no longer represented a wholly original contribution and was
suspended. Having spent the summer engaged in a largely fruitless effort to locate previously
unknown sites, the practical need to access significant data sources for this dissertation

necessitated a change of research strategy.

CENTRAL PACIFI
FADM SUMMIT VALLEY TOJWE TRUCKEE MiVER .

AMA 5 MONTASUT , QULT ENGINIR
LM CLOMENT . PNGPAL ASSITTANT.

o —

Figure 3.5 Location of Schallenberger Ridge/Windmill Tree/Domino Site and Camp #5 (Map
from Vose 1883)

However, despite the modest results of this survey, the pedestrian survey did provide answers
for some of the questions listed above. First, | found pedestrian survey is a generally ineffective
strategy for finding sites in the mountainous regions of the Sierra Nevada due to a combination
of site destruction from railroad maintenance and low ground visibility due to ground coverage.

Pedestrian survey seems to be a much more effective strategy in the flat regions of the railroad
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in Nevada and Utah, where the flat topography and limited ground coverage has resulted in
more substantive results (e.g. Polk 2015). Second, the location of the only significant sites
(Camp #5 and the Schallenberger Ridge Site) near tunnels suggests that work camps with
significant deposits are likely to be found in proximity to areas of intensive works such as
culverts and tunnels, while any smaller encampments that may have been present along more

open stretches of the railroad are likely to have been much more ephemeral.

Of the four goals I initially had when beginning pedestrian survey, only the final goal of finding
undocumented, intact sites was thwarted. While there undoubtedly remain undocumented
Chinese work camps along the railroad, pedestrian survey should concentrate on flatter areas
with less ground cover in order to be effective. As for future survey of railroad sites in the Sierra
Nevada, areas of interest should be selected based on their proximity to areas of intensive work
associated with the presence of longer-term camps that leave more noticeable archaeological

signatures.

Following a field season of pedestrian survey with no significant results, my research shifted
towards working on previously identified sites through collections analysis (of the Costello and
eventually Evans/Chace collections) and surface mapping (ofthe6 Chi na Ki tchenb6é site

in Chapter 8).
Material Culture of Nineteenth Century Chinégaerican Work Camps

Prior to my work with the Costello and Evans/Chace Summit Camp collections, the other thread
of my archaeological investigations of Chinese work camps involved gaining familiarity with the
artifact types associated with Chinese-American sites. | accomplished this by spending time
with three different collections. First, | examined the Asian American Comparative Collection
(AACC) at the University of Idaho, a type collection curated by Priscilla Wegars. This collection

is a good place to start for someone interested in developing a familiarity with the types of
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artifacts associated with Chinese-American sites, and also contains a fairly extensive library of
texts on Asian-American history and archaeology. The collection is extremely helpful because it
includes samples of intact vessels, which aids in the identification of vessel form from sherds

found in archaeological contexts.

Next, | visited the Anthropological Studies Center (ASC) at Sonoma State University to examine
Chinese-American artifacts recovered from urban contexts in Oakland and Sacramento. These

collections, then curated by Adrian and Mary Praetzellis, include thousands of artifacts

recovered from sites occupied by Chinese-Americans and include many products of non-

Chinese origin. These objects of non-Chinese origin raise interesting questions about when and

to what degree did Chinese-American immigrants begin to integrate non-Chinese materials into

their 6equipmental wholes6 (Dreyfus 1991:62), esp
(1969) demonstrated from t he -mhabitedtsiteodontainhe subf i el

i mmedi ately identifiable artifactso (Baxter 2015:

An fAequipmental wholed is a term used by Dreyfus
conceptualizes the way we relate to the world of artifacts. For this reason, it is an idea that can

potentially help archaeologists think through our paramount source of data. To briefly explain

this concept, Heidegger proposes that the primary way we relate to material culture is not as

objects but as equipment (i.e. we use them to get something done), and furthermore that this

equi pment fAal waeggui @frikeids 0tA¢G DdDirregrf us st ates, AANn 6
is what it is insofar as it refers to other equipment and so fits in a certain way into an

6equi pme ntibd). Ansuah,la@adtioular artifact can be made sense of only when it is

partof fia nexus of other equipment in which this thi
interpret artifacts, the archaeologist must consider not only their formal or objective properties

but both what they are for and how they fit in.
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By thinking about archaeological assemblages in this way, we can make meaningful statements
about the significance of changes over time and how they might relate to or inform other social
changes (such as norms and patterns of activity). In practice there is nothing novel about
archaeologists thinking through assemblages in such a way. In using the term, | am making
explicit the similarities between already existing archaeological practice with a specific body of
philosophical thought that is legible to and continues to inspire scholars in a variety of social

science and humanities.

Finally, | was given the opportunity to spend time with collections housed by the Market Street
Chinatown Archaeological Project at the Stanford Archaeological Center (SAC). The Market
Street collection contains a variety of artifacts of both Chinese and non-Chinese origin.
Stephanie Chan, then a Master® student at Stanford, was writing her thesis (2013) on British-
produced transfer-print whitewares of European origin associated with the Chinese occupation
of Market Street. Chand6s research focused on esta
Market Street were using the transfer-prints, and sought to interpret what such use meant
regarding their status as an excluded group. Given the fact that the transfer-prints Chan
cataloged and identified were high-cost ceramics, their possible use by the Chinese community
represented an interesting departure from previously dominant interpretations of Chinese
artifacts as evidence of either insularity or acculturation. Chan cataloged, identified,
photographed, and interpreted the artifacts for her 2013 thesis, and used spatial analysis to

associate them with particular households.

| was interested in how spatiality was depicted in these transfer-print wares and whether the
landscapes depicted in the decorations were three-dimensional or not. Chan generously
allowed me to access her database in order to determine the degree to which the transfer-print
decorations depicted three-dimensional landscapes. Given the depiction of three-dimensional

space is a western art technique developed in the fifteenth century, | expected it to be very rare
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in assemblages associated with Chinese-Americans during the nineteenth century. |

hypothesized that Chinese-Americans in the nineteenth century would likely have had aesthetic
preferences for o6narratived depictions of | andsca
Contrary to t hi s daakagseircludad 1R3oartifacts ddpiatinghtreee-dimensional

landscapes associated with 29 separate features.

This finding led me to the conclusion that aesthetic preference for landscape depictions rooted
in the Chinese tradition fails to explain the decorations present in the transfer-print whitewares
from Market Street. Rather, it seems more likely that the availability of second-hand ceramics in
urban contexts as well as a concern for frugality had much more to do with determining the use
of ceramics in Market Street, as Chan (2013:42-3) suggests. As such, the presence of these
ceramics undercuts the argument that pervasive and coherent aesthetic preferences would be
visible across multiple spheres of material practice at sites associated with Chinese-Americans

in the nineteenth century.

The landscape depictions on Market Street transfer-prints are in the Romantic style, depicting

idealized and imaginary landscapes based on an Orientalized vision of the Near, Middle, and

Far East s, not di ssi mil ar3.6)tThis style ef ladd¥¢ape tepietionsat t er n 6
a western reconstruction/imitation of artistic styles prevalent in China. Although inauthentic, it

does have certain similarities to Chinese landscape art in that the space is depicted as an

aesthetically enhanced moment with narrative potential (Figure 3.7). In this sense, aesthetic

preferences could still play a role in the selection of transfer-print ceramics at Market Street, and

in the use of non-Chinese ceramics by Chinese-Americans in other contexts. However, these

preferences do not seem to be predicated on whether the landscape is three-dimensional or

not.
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Figure 3.7 Section of scroll by Wang Hui, 1698 (From The Metropolitan Museum of Art)

There is a certain irony in European-Americans using ceramics like the Willow Pattern, in which
the spatiality of landscape is depicted in a style uncommon in the western tradition while at the
same time Chinese Americans used ceramics with decorations incorporating western

perspective with orientalized depictions of exotic locales. These issues will be contextualized
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further in Chapter 6, which concentrates on how to understand spatiality and landscape in

Chinese contexts.

In summary, the initial experiences | had working with collections at the AACC, ASC, and SAC
provided me with a necessary familiarity with the artifacts associated with Chinese-American
sites in the nineteenth century. Distinguishing between materials and ceramic types is relatively
straight forward, as the biscuit and glaze of ceramic types is quite distinct. However,
distinguishing between vessel forms among utilitarian wares can be more difficult, due to the
degree of fragmentation, unevenness of glaze, and varying thickness within given vessel types.
This would prove to be a substantial barrier in my analysis of the Brown-Glazed Stoneware
portion of the Evans/Chace and Costello Collections. As a result, | was able to identify the
vessel form of only a fraction of the Brown-Glazed Stoneware assemblage, preventing any
significant analysis of the relative frequency of the major forms. This is one of the most

significant shortcomings of the collections analysis in this dissertation.

Both the ASC and SAC collections were gathered from archaeological contexts and

demonstrated a mixture of artifacts of both Chinese and non-Chinese origin. While there are

significant differences in both context (urban/rural) and dating of these collections from the

railroad sites associated with the Chinese workers on the transcontinental, they still provide a

touchstone for identifying and analyzing the remains from the Summit Camp site. They also

highlight the fact that archaeological collections are fragmentary. While | conceptualize these
artifacts as meaningful parts of an O6equi pment al
which to interact with the world and | ead a sighni
that are absent from the archaeological record. While significant numbers of relatively fragile

artifacts such as toothbrushes have been recovered from some urban contexts (e.g. Douglas
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2007), there is only a single toothbrush in the entire Summit Camp collection (Appendix). Wood,
bone, textiles, shoe parts, and food remains are relatively scarce (a total of 9 artifacts in both
collections (see Appendix)) and presumably underrepresented in rural archaeological
collections, and this is especially true for surface collections in areas with significant weathering
such as Summit Camp. However, perhaps it is enough to understand that the materials
represented in archaeological collections are pieces of an incomplete puzzle that will never be

fully filled in.

Collections Analysis

This leads us directly to a discussion of what sort of artifacts are represented on Chinese-
American work camps on the transcontinental railroad. The shift in my research project from
pedestrian survey towards collections work was serendipitous. | participated in a Society for
California Archaeology session in 2013. During the discussion after my talk, | learned of the
existence of an artifact collection from Summit Camp that had not yet been analyzed or made
public. These artifacts were collected in 1984 by Julia Costello and are currently being curated
by her. The collection consists of nearly 1,500 (N=1476) artifacts. Due to her graciousness and
generosity, | was able to spend time cataloging, photographing and analyzing this collection
(Appendix). Initially, there was no site map for the collection, though a rough field map was
recovered the following year (Appendix). Analysis consisted of identifying artifact type by
material, style, form, type of sherd, and also involved determining weight and any unusual

characteristics.

At this conference | was also made aware of the existence of an even larger collection of nearly

6,000 (N=5809) artifacts from Summit Camp gathered by Paul Chace and Bill Evans in the
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1960s. Thi s coll ection has been used as the basis for
1960s. In the summer of 2015, the Chinese Historical Society of Southern California (CHSSC)

granted me access to the Evans and Chace collection. Aided by CHSSC student volunteers and
archaeologist Linda Bentz, the entirety of the collection was identified, cataloged, and

photographed. Analysis again consisted of identifying artifact type by material, style, form, type

of sherd, weight and idiosyncrasies.

Artifacts from the Evans/Chace collection are distributed between thirteen separate

proveniences (Sites 1-12 and a collection labelled 11/12) (Figures 3.8 and 3.9).

Figure 3.8 Evans/Chace field map of 12 sites comprising Summit Camp
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Figure 3.9 Google Earth Image of Summit Camp area

These sites vary in size and composition, with the largest (the combined Sites #2, 11, 11/12,
and 12) encompassing thousands of artifacts and the smallest (Site #6) less than two dozen
(Tables 3.2-3.14). Given the extremely vertical nature of the terrain, the locations of these sites
are relatively easy to relocate, especially the eight eastern sites, as the occupy small flat areas
that are surrounded by shear rock, and would be the only available locations for extended

occupation.
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Artifact Category

Ceramics

Opium

Glass

Personal/Daily

Metal

Misc

Table 3.2 Evans/Chace Site #1

Artifact Type Number Weight

Brown-Glazed Stoneware 34 374.4
Double Happiness 1 9.9
Celadon/Wintergreen 1 0.8
Bamboo 3 22.9
UID Porcelain 1 3.3
Pipe 1 2.6
Box 4 7.8
Medicinal 2 8.9
Wine Bottle 2 51
Bottle 2 9
Button 2 13
Shoe Lining 2 10.7
Suspender Buckle 1 1.2
Gaming Piece 1 1.8
Wok 2 271.9
Shovel 2 74.7
Can 2 23.5
UID metal 6 16.8
Telegraph Breaker 1 26.7
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Artifact Category

Ceramics

Opium

Glass

Personal/Daily

Metal

Misc

Table 3.3 Evans/Chace Site #2

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware

Double Happiness
Celadon/Wintergreen
Bamboo

Four Seasons

Whiteware

UID Non-CBGS Stoneware

Pipe

Box

UID Porcelain
Medicinal

Wine Bottle
Bottle

Pickle Bottle
UID Embossed Glass
UID Glass
Button
Mother-of-Pearl
Coin

Wok

Shovel
Punctured

UID Metal
Tobacco Box

Rubber

a7

Number Weight
258 948.2
471 2190
31 57.5
215 1886.8
23 22.4
109 274.9
1 5.1

98 98.6
60 236.7
32 294.6
23 315.7
49 1372.7
6 176

1 32.7

4 13.1

1 7.4

4 3.6

1 0.1

1 2.3

2 303.8
4 409

1 100.3
3 39

3 36.6

1 1.7



Artifact Category

Ceramics

Opium
Personal/Daily
Metal

Table 3.4 Evans/Chace Site #3

Artifact Category

Ceramics

Opium
Metal

Misc

Table 3.5 Evans/Chace Site #4

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Bamboo

Whiteware

Sake Bottle

Box

Button

UID Metal

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Celadon/Wintergreen, Bowl
Bamboo

Four Seasons, Bowl

Four Seasons, Cup
Whiteware

Ginger Pot

UID Unrefined Earthenware
Pipe

Wok

UID Metal

Plastic
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Number Weight
7 46.1
18 68.7

8 20.7

1 1.2

5 32.8

4 3.1

3 25

3 6.8
Number Weight
76 2587.2
6 53.4

7 111.9
4 24.6
14 31.9

2 6.2

4 215

2 4.8

1 11

1 21

6 203.2
2 37.2

1 1.2



Artifact Category

Ceramics

Misc

Table 3.6 Evans/Chace Site #5

Artifact Category

Ceramics

Table 3.7 Evans/Chace Site #6

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Celadon/Wintergreen
Bamboo

Four Seasons

Whiteware

Plastic

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Bamboo

Whiteware

49

Number Weight

57 985.3

13 9.8

1 0.5

5 8.3

5 43.1

14 20.8

1 1.8
Number Weight
13 749.4

2 3.2

1 2.6

1 4.7



Artifact Category

Ceramics

Opium

Glass

Personal/Daily

Metal

Misc

Table 3.8 Evans/Chace Site #7

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Bamboo

Ginger Jar

UID Porcelain

UID Refined Earthenware
Box

Medicinal

Wine Bottle

Bottle

UID Glass

Button

Utensil, Knife
Suspender Buckle
Wok

Nails, Cut

Shovel
Ammunition

Dish

UID Metal

uiD
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Number Weight

255  4563.6
28 92
56 308
1 21.6
7 52.3
1 215
6 24.8
14 207.7
9 119.8
8 130.9
4 26
2 1.8
2 31.1
4 10.2
2 313.4
45 270.3
1 24
4 17.6
1 24.4
8 64.8
3 7.2



Artifact Category

Ceramics

Opium

Glass

Personal/Daily

Metal

Misc

Artifact Type Number

Brown-Glazed Stoneware 328
Double Happiness 82
Celadon/Wintergreen, Cup 4
Bamboo 33
Whiteware 36
UID Polychrome 1
Pipe 5

w
o

Box

Medicinal
Wine Bottle
Bottle

Button

Shoe Lining
Suspender Buckle
Gaming Piece
Inkstone
Shovel

Can

Nails, Cut
Ammunition
Bottle Stopper
UID Metal

N N R R R W W R R NP N PR RO

Plastic

Table 3.9 Evans/Chace Site #8

51

Weight

4004.9
282.9
4.4
138.4
40.9
2.4
6.2
49.1
66.5
54.5
6.6
4.5
3.4
5.4
1.6
9.5
1643
49.9
16.6
12.6
3.5
196.3
4.6



Artifact Category

Ceramics

Glass
Metal
Misc

Table 3.10 Evans/Chace Site #9

Artifact Category

Ceramics

Metal
Lithic
Table 3.11 Evans/Chace Site #10

Artifact Category

Ceramics

Table 3.12 Evans/Chace Site #11

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Celadon/Wintergreen, Cup
Bamboo

Four Seasons

Whiteware

UID Porcelain

Bottle

Spike

uiD

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Celadon/Wintergreen, Cup
Four Seasons
Ammunition

Chert Flake

Artifact Type

Brown-Glazed Stoneware
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Number

Weight

745

P RPN P N R NN W

Number

7604.1
16.6
5.7
10.3

5

19.8
89.1
21.7
45.4
2.1

Weight

257

S = S S

Number

3159.5
31
8.9

4

5.7

3.2

Weight

309

3500.2



Artifact Category Artifact Type Number Weight

Ceramics Brown-Glazed Stoneware 668  9213.8
Double Happiness 221 782.8
Celadon/Wintergreen, Cup 9 8.4
Bamboo 35 154.6
Ginger Jar 1 2.1
Whiteware 16 63.4
UID Idiosyncratic Porcelain 3 101
Opium Pipe 29 60.2
Box 1 0.4
Glass Medicinal 7 106.7
Wine Bottle 4 235.3
Bitters Bottle 1 158.9
Bottle 8 207.7
UID Embossed Glass 6 50.2
UID Glass 1 16.6
Personal/Daily Button 2 1
Game Piece 1 1.9
Metal Wok 16 59.4
Shovel 3 522

Table 3.13 Evans/Chace Site #11/12

53



Artifact Category Artifact Type Number Weight

Ceramics Brown-Glazed Stoneware 521 8069.6
Ginger Jar 5 13.3
Opium Pipe 25 77.5
Box 20 40.9
Personal/Daily Button 5 2.8
Suspender Buckle 3 5.2
Game Piece 2 35
Toothbrush, Wooden 1 0.3
Metal UID Metal 1 0.7

Table 3.14 Evans/Chace Site #12

Taken together, the Evans/Chace Summit Camp sites comprise over 5,000 (N=5037) identified
ceramic sherds that can be categorized into the major types of Brown-Glazed Stoneware,
Double Happiness, Bamboo, Whiteware, Wintergreen/Celadon, Four Seasons, and Ginger Jar

(Table 3.15).
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Provenience (Site #)

BrownGlazed Stoneware (#)
BrownGlazed Stoneware (w) 374.4

Double Happiness (#)
Double Happiness (w)
Bamboo (#)

Bamboo (w)

Whiteware (#)
Whiteware (w)
Wintergreen/Celadon (#)
Wintergreen/Celadon (w)
Four Seasons (#)

Four Seasons (w)
Ginger Jar (#)

GingerJar (w)

Provenience (Site #)
Brown-Glazed Stoneware
(#)

BrownGlazed Stoneware
(w)

Double Happiness (#)
Double Happiness (w)
Bamboo (#)

Bamboo (w)

Whiteware (#)
Whiteware (w)
Wintergreen/Celadon (#)
Wintergreen/Celadon (w)
Four Seasons (#)

Four Seasons (w)

Ginger Jar (#)

Ginger Jar (w)

Table 3.15 Major Identified Ceramic Types, Products by Site (Number and Weight(g))

1 2 3 4
34 257 7 75
943.9 46.1 2584.4
1 471 18 6
9.9 2190 68.7 53.4
3 215 8 4
22.9 1886.8 20.7 24.6
109 1
2749 1.2
1 31 7
0.8 57.5 111.9
23 16
22.4 38.1
2
4.8
10 11 1112
257 309 668
3159.5 3500.2 9213.8
1 221
3.1 782.8
35
154.6
16
63.4
1 9
8.9 8.4
1
4
1
2.1

5
57
985.3
13
9.8

5

8.3
14
20.8
1

0.5

5
43.1

521

8069.6

6 7 8
13 255 328
749.4 4563.7 4004.9
2 28 82
3.2 92 2829
1 56 33
2.6 308 138.4
1 36
4.7 40.9
4
4.4
1
21.6
None
2
15
11
123.7

As seen in the table below, Brown-Glazed Stoneware is by far the dominant type of ceramic

represented in the Evans/Chace collection, followed by Double Happiness, Bamboo, and

Whiteware. Wintergreen/Celadon and Four Seasons account for only about 2% of the
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assemblage by number of sherds and less than 1% by weight, making them very rare in the

assemblage as a whole (Table 3.16)

Percent
Artifact Type Total Percent (Number)  (Weight)
Brown Glazed
Stoneware 3528 70.05
45834.2 86.79
Double Happiness 846 16.8
35124 6.65
Bamboo 373 7.41
2700.9 511
Whiteware 184 3.65
425.7 0.8
Wintergreen/Celadon 56 1.11
198.1 0.38
Four Seasons 46 0.91
112.6 0.21
Ginger Jar 4 trace
28.5 trace

Table 3.16 Evans/Chace Collection Major Ceramic Type Totals by Number, Weight, and
Percentage

As previously shown in Table 3.1, a number of different archaeologists have taken collections

and performed various analyses of Summit Camp, st
the site, and most recently with Arrigoni st al . 6
of the main Summit Camp site. The most substantia
(2008) National Regi ster evalwuation of Summit Cam

detailed maps of the site, including topographic maps and maps of extant structures. However,

it does not take into account the data from either the Evans/Chace or Costello Collections, as
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Baxter and Allen were unaware of their existence when they produced their report (Baxter 2013
personal communication). While the Evans/Chace Collection is permanently curated by the
Chinese Historical Society of Southern California, at the time of the 2013 SCA conference it was
temporarily in the possession of Scott Baxter. Prior to my accessing the collection in 2015, at
least two archaeologists have produced unpublished partial catalogs of the Evans/Chace
collection. The records for Patricia Etterds part
CHSSC. Many of the artifacts in the collection are labeled with numbers corresponding to this
original catalog. However, given the unfinished nature of the database and the lack of detailed
notes about the vast majority of artifacts, it is of limited use for research. While in possession of
the collection, Baxter also produced a partial catalog and photographic record (Baxter June 15,
2015: personal communication), although this has not been made accessible and | do not have
any details on what sort of procedures he performed. In any case, the catalog and photographic
record | produced during the Summer of 2015 is the first catalog to account for the entire
collection, including the portions collected at other sites such as Donner Hotel and Virginia City
(Appendix). A significant amount of time during cataloging was directed towards mitigating the
effects of disintegrating curation materials. When | first gained access to the collection, the
artifacts were stored in a number of various packages including jewelry boxes, paper, and
plastic bags. Many of the paper bags in particular were falling apart and the provenience of

some unmarked artifacts was permanently lost.

The research priorities for the Evans/Chace collection were thus as follows: First, to leave the
collection in a serviceable condition so that future researchers and CHSSC staff can access the
collection without further degrading its provenience. This involved re-bagging and tagging the
majority of the collection (unfortunately acid-free bags were not available and thus further
curatorial care will be needed in the coming years to ensure the permanent survival of the
collection) and assigning new designations for the orphaned artifacts reflecting their loss of
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provenience. It also involved producing a photographic record of artifacts with their tags that
could be associated with particular entries in the catalog for future reference, so that even if
something happens to the collection, there will be some record of its state at the time. Second,
to correlate the proveniences available with proveniences from the Costello Collection with a
view to eventually merging (analytically and physically) the two collections to make the Summit
Camp collection a more complete representation, as well as connecting them to the site maps
featured in Baxter and Allen (2008) and Arrigoni et al. (2013). Third, to determine the degree to
which ceramics of non-Chinese origin (particularly Whiteware) were present, could be
chronologically dated to the 1860s, and thus were plausibly used by Chinese laborers on the
railroad. Fourth, to establish the distribution and frequency of various ceramic types across the
site in order to both validate the temporally diagnostic ratio of Bamboo to Double Happiness
ware types and to compare the relative frequency of different ceramic types by weight and
number in order to get a sense for what types might be over- or under-represented based on
what metric is emphasized. Due to the time constraints involved, the scattered locations of
shared proveniences within the collection, and the unexpected necessity of prioritizing curation,
minimum number of items (MNI) was not consistently evaluated. Furthermore, due to these
factors, as well as my level of experience in dealing with the irregularities of Brown-Glazed
Stoneware, | was unable to consistently establish vessel forms for the Brown-Glazed Stoneware
component of the assemblage. These two procedures (and tertiarily, analysis of base marks
and idiosyncrasies and irregularities in tableware) should be prioritized by any future analysis
the Evans/Chace Collection. Despite these limitations, systematic recording of the Evans/Chace
Collection and its integration with the Costello Collection have allowed for the first complete (at
least, complete until we discover another collection that has been stored away for decades)
presentation of the artifact profile associated with Summit Camp (Table 3.17). The procedures |
have enacted also allow for provisional answers to the questions asked regarding the
distribution and frequency of ceramics at Summit Camp.
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Ceramics

Opium

Glass

Personal/Daily

Metal

Evans and Chace Sites #2, 11/12, 12, and Costello Collection

Brown Glazed Stoneware
Double Happiness
Celadon/Wintergreen, Cup
Celadon/Wintergreen, Bowl
Celadon/Wintergreen
Celadon/Wintergreen TOTAL
Bamboo

Four Seasons

Ginger Jar

Whiteware

Other

Pipe

Box

Medicinal
Wine Bottle
Bitters Bottle
Pickle Bottle
Other

uiD

Button

Suspender Buckle
Toothbrush
Gaming Piece

Mother-of-Pearl

Wok
Coin

Locks, Widgets, Tools
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Number  Weight (q)
2682 25621.3
801 3162.1
6 15.9
2 35
40 90.5
48 109.9
274 2110.7
23 22.4
11 19.3
140 374.2
22 160.3
192 269.3
266 562.6
52 506.5
53 1608
1 158.9
1 32.7
3 37.7
20 114.7
18 11
3 5.2
1 0.3
8 155
1 0.1
24 472.7
6 13.5
12 343



Shovel

Nail, Cut
Ammunition
Punctured

uiD

Lithic Projectile Point

Misc Misc

Table 3.17 Main Summit Camp Site Combined Evans/Chace and Costello Artifacts

Given the large number of artifacts, particularly the major ceramic types (Brown-Glazed

13

30

Stoneware, Double Happiness, Bamboo, and Whiteware), the relative frequencies arrived at

(Tables 3.18 and 3.19) can be regarded as representative of their relative ubiquity on the work

camp in a non-arbitrary way (despite the lack of MNIs). As such, they can be used to address

the major research priorities outlined above.

Waretype # (weight)
BGS 69.47% 81.11%
Double Happiness 20.02% 10.01%
Bamboo 6.85% 6.68%
Whiteware 3.5% 1.18%
Celadon 1.2% .35%
Four Seasons .56% trace

Table 3.18 Frequencies of various ceramic types at Summit Main Camp
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Waretype # (weight)

Double Happiness 60.68% 53.03%
Bamboo 20.76% 35.4%
Whiteware 10.61% 6.28%
Celadon 3.64% 1.84%
Four Seasons 1.74% 37%

Table 3.19 Frequencies of various ceramic types at Summit Main Camp excluding all Brown-
Glazed Stoneware

First, they can also be assigned a general spatial distribution, and can be associated with
previously identified features, based on correlating the various locations reported in the
collections and site reports. Accessing the field maps produced by Evans and Chase, Costello,
the Loci identified by Baxter and Allen, and the satellite sites identified by Arrigoni et al.

facilitated the integration of the data from these four sources (Table 3.20, Figure 3.10).

Costello Site  Evans/Chace Site # Baxter/Allen Loci Arrigoni et al.
DPS1 2 11

- 3 7-10, 12, 13

- 4 - CAL-NEV-1715H
- 7 - CAL-NEV-1380H
- 8 - CAL-NEV-1380H
- 10 - CAL-NEV-712H
DP 12 -

All other prov. 11, 11/12 -

Table 3.20 Correspondence of Locations in Evans/Chace, Costello, and Baxter/Allen reports on
Summit Camp
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Figure 11. Map of Summit Camp (CA-PLA2002H),

Figure 3.10 Site maps from Evans/Chace, Costello, and Baxter and Allen 2008
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Baxter/Allen Locus 11, includes several hearths, the footprint of a housing structure, and a
significant number of uncollected artifacts (50+) (Baxter and Allen 2008:33). These humbers are
dwarfed however, by the associated artifacts as represented by the Costello and Evans/Chance

Collections (Table 3.21).
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Category Type # weight(q)
Ceramics Brown-Glazed Stoneware 520 1883.2
Double Happiness 487 2222.3
Celadon/Wintergreen, Cup 3 1.8
Celadon/Wintergreen 31 57.5
Bamboo 231 1945.8
Four Seasons 23 22.4
Whiteware 109 274.9
UID Non-CBGS Stoneware 1 5.1
Opium Pipe 104 108.2
Box 75 261.4
UID Porcelain 32 294.6
Glass Medicinal 24 323.8
Wine Bottle 49 1372.7
Bottle 6 176
Pickle Bottle 1 32.7
UID Embossed Glass 4 13.1
UID Glass 3 104
Personal/Daily Button 4 3.6
Mother-of-Pearl 1 0.1
Metal Coin 3 5.9
Wok 2 303.8
Shovel 4 409
Punctured 1 100.3
UID Metal 8 79.4
Misc Tobacco Box 3 36.6
Rubber 1 1.7

Table 3.21 Baxter/Allen Locus 11//Costello DSP//Evans/Chace Site#2 Artifacts

Baxter and A0 L2eamdl1S8 and elatively €losely grouped together, and the closest
assemblage associated with these areas is Evans/Chace Site #3 (Table 3.22). The total number

of artifacts associated with these loci, which include cabin footprints, multiple hearths, and
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uncollected artifact scatters, is insignificant when compared to Loci 11. Given the complexity of
the features noted here, this is curious. One possible explanation is increased erosion and
weather in this particular location could potentially result in most artifacts washing out, though
this is not an entirely satisfactory explanation and would require a more sophisticated

geoarchaeological analysis.

Category Type # weight(q)
Ceramics Brown-Glazed Stoneware 7 46.1
Double Happiness 18 68.7
Bamboo 8 20.7
Whiteware 1 1.2
Sake Bottle 5 32.8
Opium Box 4 31
Personal/Daily Button 3 25
Metal UID Metal 3 6.8

Table 3.22 Evans/Chace Camp 3//Baxter Allen Loci 7-10, 12, 13

The confidence with which we can consider these spatial distributions is debatable. For
example, Evans/Chace Site #2 is an outlier, as the only site to have much more tableware than
Brown-Glazed Stoneware. | can think of two possible explanations for this. First, it may
represent a centralized dining area whereas Brown-Glazed Stoneware storage containers were
more evenly distributed across the site. Second, it may be an error of recording, and Site #2 is
possibly better interpreted when combined with the other parts of the main Summit Camp

(Evans/Chace #11, #11/12, #12, and possibly #3).

The general ratios of ceramics at the Summit Camp main site conforms to the general
expectations for a Chinese occupied site of this period (majority Brown-Glazed Stoneware,

more Double Happiness than Bamboo, small amounts of expensive wares). The relative
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preponderance of Double Happiness and Bamboo is consistent with a site dating to the 1860s
and further bolsters the use of this ratio as a temporally diagnostic marker. One significant
finding is the small but significant portion of whiteware. Given the wide date range for
undecorated whiteware and the unsealed nature of surface deposits, archaeologists should
exercise caution in drawing too firm a conclusion about their association with the Chinese
workers on the railroad at Summit Camp. However, it is certainly plausible, and given the
chronological appropriateness of the vast majority of other artifacts (one notable exception
being the Tobacco Boxes, which are all from the 20" century), probable that these artifacts were
in fact used by the Chinese laborers on the railroad. This is interesting because whitewares
comprise a significantly higher percentage of the ceramic assemblage than either
Wintergreen/Celadon or Four Seasons, two waretypes which tend to receive more attention
from archaeologists. This finding is also consistent with the use of non-Chinese wares on other

Overseas Chinese sites including Market Street (e.g. Chan 2013).

Finally, the number:weight ratios of Double Happiness compared to Bamboo suggest that
Double Happiness tends to fracture into smaller and less weighty pieces, and thus will tend to
be overrepresented compared to Bamboo when compared via number of artifacts, whereas

Bamboo may tend to be overrepresented when comparing weight.

While the recording of these collections has not been without flaw or limitation, the procedures |
have conducted provide plausible answers to the questions | have posed, and constitute an
original contribution to the study of Summit Camp and the field of Overseas Chinese

archaeology. My work with the Costello and Evans/Chace Collections has thus:

- Improved the curation of one of the most significant assemblages associated with the
transcontinental railroad
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- Correlated the assemblages with one another and also features and loci identified by
Baxter/Allen, Arrigoni et al., and previous archaeologists

- Conformed to the expected ratios of ceramics types found for a site dating to the 1860s,
indicating the collections are not misrepresentative in some obviously significant fashion

- Supported, provisionally, the use of small but significant portions of whiteware among
Chinese rural workcamps in the 1860s

- Validated the temporally diagnostic utility of Bamboo to Double Happiness ratios

- Given expectations for breakage trends in Double Happiness and Bamboo wares, with

potential consequences for quantitative measurements between them

Artifact Types Ceramics

By far the most common ceramic found on work camps occupied by Chinese during the
nineteenth century are sherds of Brown-Glazed Stoneware, often called Chinese Brown Glazed
Stoneware (CBGS) (Figure 3.11). Brown-Glazed Stoneware is uneven in the quality, coloring,
density, and thickness of its biscuit and glaze. Sometimes the glaze is absent from particular
sherds, especially in lids and the lower body and base. This variation is more pronounced in

some vessel forms than others, particularly the large utilitarian Jar Barrels and their lids.
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Figure 3.11 Chinese Brown-Glazed Stoneware

Artifacts categorized as CBGS include a number of different forms that often have distinctions in
glaze, biscuit, thickness, circumference, and angle that aid in distinguishing form. Based on
excavations from Sacramento by the ASC in 1994, Hellman and Yang (1997) distinguish
between eleven different CBGS forms: 1) spouted jar 2) liquor bottle 3) wide-mouthed jar 4)
globular jar 5) straight-sided jar 6) barrel jar 7) pan 8) rectangular vessel 9) recessed-rim jar 10)
lug-handled jar 11) square straight sided jar. The last four types (8-11) are rare, and are not
typically used as diagnostic categories in archaeological analyses, though this does not
discount the possibility that they are represented (yet unidentified) in the Summit Camp

collections.

Given the vast majority of CBGS fragments are body sherds, and given the inconsistency in

biscuit and glaze, the vessel form of large proportions of CBGS sherds in both the Evans/Chace
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and Costello Collections remain unidentified. More detailed analysis in the future may remedy

this situation. However, there are a few generalizations that can be made in order to aid

archaeol ogists who are working with this materi al

consistent, thin biscuit typically indicate Spouted Jars and Liguor Bottles. The glaze on larger

forms such as Globular and Barrel Jars is typically coarser and more uneven, as is the biscuit.

Brott (1985) and Hellman and Yang (1997) also provide suggestions for the probable uses of

these different CB&6Esbocmel déBponatkedn as containe

vinegar, or oil. All of these would be used by multiple people during shared meals, in the sense

of a condiment. O6Liquor Bottlesd6d may have been us
Yangand Hel | man suggest dAthe | i quusedfobamything agher ar e not
than to be refilled with t handlYang199/161),tthis anayraise me i n
more questions than it answers. Why would liquor bottles not be reused for any number of

activities unrelated to imbibing? And if they were being refilled with wine, what sort of containers

was this wine coming from? | have not seen evidence in the literature regarding casks of wine or

liquor being transported to Chinese labor camps, and this also seems to contradict the

Congressional testimony of both Charles Crocker and James Strobridge, both important

directors of the Central Pacific Railroad who had direct contact with Chinese workers and stated

alcohol was not prevalent among them (US Congress 1877). There are, however, a number of
examples of CBGS o6Liquor Bottlesd from Summit Cam
bottle) indicating liquor was used to some degree i though it seems plausible it was used for
cookingandwas not merely a-Moevédedgdard&WwWi were | ikely us
including tofu, bean past, and pickled or presery

been associated with storage of food, but also may have stored liquids such as oil or liquor.

0Str-aidbtd Jarsdé are associated with cooking subst

medi ci nal herbs or oint ment s. 6Barrel Jarso6 ar
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thus constitute a significant portion of Brown-Glazed Stoneware sherds. Barrel Jars are

associated with multiple uses, including storage of rice and other grains and as rainwater

collection devices. They also may have been used to ship the bones of the deceased back to

China, and | have observed them in situ in Chinese graveyards dating to the late nineteenth

century. The final vessel form, the 6Pand has a v

functioning as lids for other vessels (Brott 1987, Hellman and Yang 1997:61-2).

CBGS is both the most common artifact type found on Chinese work camps, as well as one of
the more difficult to deal with. This difficulty is due to the variety of vessel forms, and the
difficulty of identifying form due to variation in thickness, glaze, and biscuit within given forms.
Given the fragmentary state of ceramics associated with Summit Camp and the constraints
imposed by time, resources, and experience, | have not been able to identify vessel form for
much of the CBGS in the Evans/Chace and Costello collections. Future work on the collection
should focus on the CBGS portion of these collections in order to come up with a more

complete accounting of CBGS vessel forms.

Besides utilitarian stoneware, a number of other ceramic types are represented in the Summit

Campcollect i ons including 6Doubl e Happinessd, O6Bambood

Seasons 6 3(0F3.15)umgersjars and a variety of opium pipe bowls.
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Figure 3.14 Celadon/Wintergreen

Figure 3.15 Four Seasons from non-Summit Camp portion of Evans/Chace Collection, Photo by
Chace
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6Doubl e Happinessd rice bowls constitute the next
ceramics. Philip Choy (2014) identified a higher quality and more refined version of the Double

Happiness pattern and suggests the expedient form we find on nineteenth century Chinese-
American sites is a 6édegenerationd of this style.
work camps varies and demonstrates an uneven and expedient production process resulting in

frequent blurring and doubling of the decorative pattern as well as impurities in the glaze.

All of these factors suggest Double Happiness bowls were produced as quickly and cheaply as

possible in order to supply a rapidly growing overseas market during the 1860s. Sando and

Felton (1993:160, 164) confirm that Double Happiness was one of the cheapest ceramic styles

available in American Chinese stores in the 1870s. While Mueller (1987:271) associates the

Doubl e Happiness designed with O6wedded blissd it
context in which they are frequently found i exclusively male work camps far from any

semblance of wedded bliss. However, it is conceivable that such discordant symbolism could

serve as a reminder of what workers were motivatedbyir et ur ni ng homé i 568 69 domes

having 6émade itd after I ong and difficult | abors.

The cheap production and rapid distribution of the Double Happiness style can be directly
connected with the motivations and strategies employed by Chinese laborers i collective
purchasing of cheap but durable and serviceable tablewares in order to simultaneously save

money while maintaining familiar diet and foodways.

Double Happiness ceramics are also very useful as a temporally diagnostic artifact (Chace
1979, A. Praetzellis and M. Praetzellis 1982, Felton, Lortie and Shulz 1984:94). Sando and
Felton describe them as fione of the few overseas

temporal distribution can be demonstratedo (1993:
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predominant food service ware found in Chinese-American sites prior to about 1870, but then
drops off rapidly, being functionally replaced wi
Happiness to Bamboo in the Summit Camp collections is consistent with this finding, and this
indicates that the relative preponderance of these two ceramic styles are a reliable indicator of
whether a site is pre- or post- 1870. It is possible that future researchers may be able to refine
this observation through comparison of similar sites from the 1860s, 1870s and 1880s. Is there
a point in time when both styles were in equal use? Do the ratios of ceramics follow a
predictable line or curve, or is the change immediate, perhaps due to changes in production in
Guangdong, or distribution networks? A very sudden change would likely indicate these kind of
6 t-d pwn 0 -stak chgrges, while a more gradual shift might indicate a changing of taste.
These are some of the questions that it may be possible to answer in the coming years through

multi-site comparisons.

Besides Double Happiness and Bamboo rice bowls, the Summit Camp collections also contain

smal | numbers of the more expensive 06Cel adon/ Wi nt
and Felton 1993). These styles appear in more forms than either Double Happiness or Bamboo,

which are limited to rice bowls, and include bowls, teacups and plates. While occurring relatively

infrequently, the relative expense and variety of vessel forms make them a curious addition to

Chinese work camps. Kang (2013:14) suggests that Wintergreen/Celadon ceramics were

symbolically associated with gentlemen (or aspiring gentlemen), while Four Seasons was

associated with wealth (Kang 2013: 18).

The final main category of ceramics associated with Summit Camp is Opium Pipe Bowls. The
opium paraphernalia of the Evans/Chace collection was first studied and analyzed by Patricia
Etter (1980). Etter compared the pipe bowls found at Summit Camp with pipe bowls from

Virginia City and concluded that, while there is variety in form and quality of pipe bowls from
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Summit Camp, in general they are simpler and more cheaply made than those found in Virginia
City (1980:100). This too reinforces the idea that frugality was a major concern for Chinese

railroad workers on the Central Pacific.

Opium pipes, boxes, and medicinal bottles (some of which likely contained opioid tonics) are
distributed across the various sites identified by Evans and Chace, having some presence at

Sites #1-4, #7, #8, #11, and #12 (Table 3.23). The wide spatial distribution of opium and opium-

related paraphernalia at Summit Camp also support
to the popul ar stereotype, oOopium use was not spat
of forms present in the Summit Camp collectionsmay i ndi cate more O6individua

of opium (in other words, opium was likely used by some, but not all, of Chinese workers on the
transcontinental, and they probably had to buy it separately, whereas foodstuffs consumed by
all workers and their provision was automatic), and multiple instances of incising on the bowls
would seem to reinforce the possibility that these artifacts may have been personally owned to a
greater degree than tablewares. In any case, opium use should be interpreted as having a

medicinal as well as pleasurable aspect to it, which will be discussed in more detail in Chapter

7.
Site# 1 2 3 4 7 8 11/12 12 No Prov. Total
Opium Pipe (Number) 1 98 1 5 29 25 2 161
Opium Pipe (Weight) 26 98.6 2.1 6.2 60.2 77.5 6.6 253.8
Opium Box (Number) 4 60 4 6 30 1 20 11 136
Opium Box (Weight) 7.8 236.7 31 248 49.1 0.4 40.9 51.8 414.6
Medicinal Vial (Number) 2 23 14 6 7 52
Medicinal Vial (Weight) 8.9 315.7 207.7 66.5 106.7 705.5

Table 3.23 Evans/Chace Medicinal Products by Site
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Artifact Types Glass, Metal, and Miscellaneous Artifact Types

As mentioned above, opium use was also indicated by the presence of opioid tonics and metal
opium boxes. Due to the fragmentary condition of the opioid tonic fragments, | have not been
unable to definitively date these artifacts, and it is possible they post-date the Chinese
occupation. However, given the medicinal use of opium, | suggest it seems plausible that the
Chinese were using opium in a variety of forms. Medicinal vials of similar form to those
described by Heffner (2015) are also present (Figure 3.16). Other glass items represented in the

collection include glass gaming pieces, buttons, and wine bottles (Figures 3.17-3.19).

Figure 3.16 Medicinal Vial from Summit Camp
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DSREH-3

Figure 3.17 Glass Gaming Piece from Summit Camp

Figure 3.18 Glass and Metal Buttons from Summit Camp (Opium Pipe Fragment in Center)

77




Figure 3.19 Wine Bottle from Summit Camp (upper left) and Ginger Jar (lower left)

Besides opium boxes, a number of other metal artifacts were collected at Summit Camp. These
include cut nails, both bent and unbent (Figure 3.20). The temporal range of cut nails overlaps
with the Chinese occupation of the site (Visser n.d.), and are likely associated with housing

construction.
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Figure 3.20 Cut Nails from Summit Camp

In addition to nails, the collections also include wok fragments, belt buckles, coins, and two
fragments of a door lock (Figures 3.21, 3.22). The door lock is an unusual artifact. The design
was patented in 1865, as can be seen on the surface of the artifact itself. It could conceivably
been deposited during the Chinese occupation of Summit Camp. However, if this were the case
this would have been a new and likely expensive lock. Either the lock was used during railroad
construction when it was a new design, or it was used after railroad construction when it was
older. It is possible the lock was somehow associated with the Central Pacific administration,
though there is no definitive reason to suggest it was not used by Overseas Chinese workers. If
it was used to (for example) secure the domiciles of workers, this would indicate a heightened

concern for security and exclusive space.
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Figure 3.21 Coins from Summit Camp

Figure 3.22 Door Lock from Summit Camp (center left)
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Coins from China and other East Asian countries are common in Chinese-American
archaeological sites, and their various functions as gaming pieces, mementos, currency, tokens,
and talismans have been discussed extensively in the archaeological literature (e.g. Farris
1980, Akin 1992, 1996, Williams 2011). Like gaming pieces, their presence gives us indications
of a thriving social world cohabitating the work environment, and their non-currency uses point
to the qualitative and particular ways material objects can mediate exchanges (see Keane 1997

for a detailed examination of these processes in a very different cultural context).

Besides these general categories of artifacts, there are a few idiosyncratic items that merit

attention. The collections contain at least one example of a CBSW sherd that appears to have

been ground down into a gaming piece after the vessel was broken (#DS1-163-2). This

reinforces the picture given elsewhere (e.g. Costelloetal. 2 004) of the O6sl otting i
retouched sherds to replace missing gaming pieces, and demonstrates both the challenges to

social life imposed by life in work camps as well as the ingenuity of Chinese workers in meeting

these challenges.

The final artifact | want to highlight here is an inkstone fragment (Figure 3.23, Figure 3.24).
According to my research, this inkstone may be the only traditional Chinese writing implement
associated with the construction of the transcontinental that has yet been identified. Based on
Central Pacific Railroad payroll records available at the California State Railroad Museum, we
know that some of the railroad workers were literate, and also that their literacy levels varied

from sophisticated (Figure 3.25) to rudimentary (Figure 3.26).
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Figure3.24Chase and Evansd® 6Donner Site 86, where the
collected
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Figure 3.25 Example of Chinese writing from CPRR payrolls

Figure 3.26 Example of Chinese writing from CPRR payrolls
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This inkstone fragment provides a link between these textual documents and the material world
in which they were produced i instrument and contract manifest themselves from the roles and

actions of the Chinese railroad workers.

Interpreting Summit Camp

While Summit Camp and the artifacts collected there have been examined by multiple
archaeologists, the published reports do not synthesize or integrate the data from the thousands
of artifacts included in the Evans/Chace and Costello Collections. This is the first document to
consider both the Evans/Chace and Costello collections as well as the previously published
archaeological investigations. There are significant challenges that limit interpretations of the
archaeological materials at Summit Camp, but there are also a number of limited claims that
can be made based on artifact ratios and distributions, as described in the Collections Analysis

section of this chapter.

There are two main limitations on interpretations of Summit Camp, and these are related to the

poor condition of the site, and the issues facing
Camp were destroyed prior to archaeological work taken place and this severely compromises

the integrity of the site (Baxter and Allen 2008). Even without the destruction of large portions of

the site through pipeline and road construction, the environmental conditions at Summit Camp

are very harsh. While there remains potential for some thin subsurface deposits to contain

artifacts (Baxter and Allen 2015), Summit Camp is subject to a yearly freeze and thaw cycle,

which erodes away at the site annually. Finally, the proximity of the site to the roads and popular

recreational areas results in continued pedestrian traffic and souvenir collecting.

Thesei ssues are compounded by the complications tha

collections. Neither the Evans/Chace nor Costello collections were systematically cataloged
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following their collection, and they were collected during periods that had different standards for
survey and record keeping than the present day. Various archaeologists have accessed these
collections at different times, but there is not a record of this chain-of-possession or what
archaeologists did with the assemblages. Some of the proveniences for some artifacts are
guestionable, and there are notes that indicate some of the artifacts may have been taken for

type collections or museum displays.

Finally, there are issues related to preservation. Part of my responsibility in dealing with the
Evans/Chace collection was to try to ensure the integrity of the collection was enhanced rather
than diminished by my participation. This involved replacing disintegrating paper bags with new
plastic bags in order to ensure to provenience of artifacts was not further obscured and other
efforts to ensure continued preservation. The cataloging and repackaging of the collections was
intended to make it possible for other archaeologists to work with them as cohesive and
documented assemblages. Significant complexities remain in using the Summit Camp
collections to answer questions regarding activity areas within a work camp, This realization is
what led me to try to identify a less disturbed site that could be excavated at some point in the
future in order to provide a less convoluted and more systematic understanding of a
transcontinental road camp. The initial investiga

8, are the first step towards this goal.

General Conclusions and Futieections

The limitations of the material, experiential familiarity, and resources has reshaped the direction
of this dissertation, and has resulted in my consulting a variety of different information sources.
In this chapter, | briefly discussed my initial plans for pedestrian survey and discussed how the

project shifted toward collections analysis. | discussed the Evans/Chace and Costello
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Collections from Summit Camp both as an introduction to the artifact types found on work
camps as well as to analyze what sort of defensible conclusions can be made from a site that is
less than ideal in terms of preservation, albeit with significant documented archaeological
remains on site. Despite these challenges, | have made several specific claims drawn from the
archaeological material, have provided the reasons | think these claims are defensible, and the

degree of confidence | have in them.

Frustration with the material also led to my branching out and consulting other sources of
information to contextualize Chinese-American life in the nineteenth century, including
examining different understandings of landscape (as in Chapter 6). My aim in doing so is to
bridge the archaeological material with the major themes | outlined in Chapter 2 (discipline,
personhood, etc.). In the next chapter, | will introduce the background literature necessary for
understanding the subfield of Overseas Chinese or Chinese-American archaeology, in the
hopes that this helps contextualize the archaeological data presented here and in the rest of the

dissertation.
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Chapter 4c Literature Review

Introduction

The chapter aims at achieving three main goals. First, it will provide an overview of how the
subfield of Overseas Chinese archaeology has transformed over the past fifty years. Second, it
will provide an update to previous, similar reviews (e.g. Greenwood 1993, Orser 2004, Ross
2013b, Voss 2005, 2015, Voss and Allen 2008) and will integrate some of the latest publications
in this rapidly expanding area of research. Third, it will highlight some of the research that is
particularly relevant to this dissertation, particularly research located in and around the High
Sierras section of the transcontinental railroad. In doing so, it will draw out conflicts and
controversies in the subfield regarding two broad categories: controversies over theoretical

paradigms, and discussions regarding technical issues.

Issues addressed include what empirical questions archaeologists have asked of the data found
on Chinese-American/Overseas Chinese sites, what questions have been definitively answered,
and what questions remain. It will highlight the important contributions made towards the
construction of artifact typologies and chronologies as well as the excavation and interpretive
techniques that have been employed. It will also evaluate the analytic frameworks and
theoretical disagreements that have dominated the conversation within the sub-field. Finally, it
will provide a description of the state of the subfield as it stands today, and will make apparent

how this dissertation intervenes into the current disciplinary situation.

Pioneers of Overseas Chinese Archaeology

Archaeological attention first turned toward Overseas Chinese communities in the 1960s.

According to Staski, AThe emergence and early
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mirrors the emergence and early growth of archaeological studies of ethnicity in general. These

were originally inspired by the | ar gé&B47)pWhile, t i c al
farchaeol ogists were initially slow to conduct re
2005:424), the origins of the subfield are connected to other historical archaeology projects

focused on Americans of non-European descent as a means to correct the overemphasis on

European contributions that then (and to a lesser degree now) dominated historical texts.

This cannot be understood apart from an understanding of the political changes that were

occurring during the 1960s. The 1965 Immigration Act fundamentally changed how immigration

to the United States worked. Prior to this time, various racial quotas were in force which

effectively limited the total numbers of immigrants from large portions of the globe including

South and East Asia, and Africa. As Ross states,
the USA in the context of heightened interest in civil rights, social history, multiculturalism, and

ethnicity in the 1960s, along with the advent of legally mandated resource management

archaeol ogy &:56(aR tnother \Bobdd, Bew civil rights laws led to increased

immigration to the United States from China and other countries and to new demands for

histories that reflected the various origins of the American people while cultural resource

management laws led to archaeological investigations on previously neglected areas of
Americads archaeol ogi cal deelopnents, histGrical archaeologynt  wi t h

emerged as a distinct subfield within archaeology as a whole.

Early archaeol ogi cal investigations of Overseas C
1967 excavation in Tucson (Ayres 1969a, 1969b, 1984, Olsen 1978)and Chace and Evano
investigation of railway camps near Donner Summit (Chace 1966, 1969, 1976, 2015 Chace and
Evans 1969). Reanalysis of the Chace and Evans collection from Summit Camp was discussed

in Chapter 3. One of the most significant early excavation featuring Overseas Chinese
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components was Roberta Greenwoodds work on the Sa
Ventura, California (Greenwood 1976, 1980), which included chapters on local history,

architectural features, Chinese coinage, and ceramics.

Teague and Shenk (1977) performed excavations at the Harmony Borax Works, investigating

features associated with Chinese workers dating to the 1880s. They determined that despite the

rur al | ocation of the Borax Wor k sdwith doedsfmi nese wo
San Francisco by an extremely reliable and effici

1993:377). This is one of the earliest instances that notes the importance and efficiency of

commercial networks among Overseas Chinese populations, and these commercial networks

are also apparent in the constitution of the Summit Camp assemblages as discussed in Chapter

3. Teague and Shenk concluded that O6acculturationt
the use of American tools and clothing,ins pi t e of the fact that fAmore th
ceramics were Chinese (1977:213-7) 6 ( Greenwood 1993:377). This int
aspect of early Overseas Chinese Archaeologyit he hol d t hat the d6daccul tur
on the theoretical imagination at this time. In addition to acculturation, early work in the subfield

was shaped by the themes of O6continuitydéd, o6éinsul a
analyzed ceramics from Ayresédé Tucsonlyacenttaywhht i on a
occupation is represented in the Tucson Chinese ceramic finds, a major theme that runs

throughout the assemblage is that of continuityo.

Afprovide a catalogue of udtawriec sitnudoirensatafont hios fsaocrit
successful in this, his interpretation of this ce
traditional value systemo (1978:49) seems painful

ceramic types with an unchanging traditional culture. Greenwood summarized the intellectual

terrain of the early field as follows:
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AFrom the inception of Chinese sites archaeol o

that the national origins of things Chinese could be readily recognized even when the

function of an item was not identified; that settlement patterns were most often spatially

limited and populations unmixed; that the quantity of cultural materials was often very

high; that dating of artifacts which were conservative in form, pattern, and technology

was difficult; that women were very few or abs
Ot her early studies include Farrisé (1979) examin
Woodland Operahouse, northwest of Sacramento in Central California. Williams credits Farris
with recognizing Athat coins played an active rol
(2011:301). Early excavations were also conducted in Lovelock, Nevada, and Idaho City, Idaho
(Hattori et al. 1979, Jonesetal. 1 979) . According to Greenwood, iNot
approached Chinese sites were necessarily qualified in historical archaeology, versed in
Chinese cultural traditions, or dedicated to the kind of research needed to identify artifacts or
behavi or s outside of the Euroamerican experienceo ( (
the quality of these early studies is uneven and sometimes difficult to integrate with later

studies. Ross describes this earl y anlpdedcripve fan un

site repbdb6f306 (2013

Staski summarized these early excavations by stat

and research efforts WwWe348)notOrcoerr dii mattwerdndo o HRar0a ct

studiesinvolvingChi nese topi cso as, Aneither planned nor c
fisi mple in design and facile in findingso (2004: 8
assessment of these fAtechnical studieso, creditin

foundation for the subfield, including developing artifact typologies and identifying

chronologically diagnostic materialsodo (2005:425) .

By the 1990s, Greenwood, herself a pioneer in the subfield who published some of the most

significant early reports (e.g. 1976, 1980), cast a sharply critical eye on archaeological
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investigations from this period. Greenwood criticized the lack of comparisons with material from

China (1993:375), the rarity of theoretical constructs (1993:377), and the assumption that

fi C h sers@ourners maintained the traditional way of life, manifest most obviously in the

remains associated with the preparation and consumption of food, various forms of recreation,

and t he h eibid).iSmealsoearititizedthe Gelectivity and lack of systematic reporting of
artifacts (1993:377), presaging Mullinsdéd (2008) I
unusual 6 -Ame€hcaesarchaeology. The O0rescue archae
excavations | ed t mldwortk @gGeeenwood 1993:378), and lack af darity in

laboratory methods complicated comparisons (ibid). Finally, archaeological findings were

reported without reference to local histories, or with reference to documents from time periods
unrelatedtothear chaeol ogi cal findings (Greenwood 1993: 38

was very |little which was actually HAnlEdvo in i dent

Greenwood advised archaeologists involved with Chinese-American sites to focus their

research designs (1993:375), and cautioned that fu
justifyo given the fact that similar &38Yyateifact typ
ubiquitous on Chinese-American sites (1993:397). However, she notes that there is much that

can stil/l be | earned about artifactsod Afuncti on,
specifically mentions ceramic basemarks as an avenue that could be pursued (1993:398)

(ironically, there appears to have been little progress in this area even to the present date).

The criticism made by Staski, Greenwood, Orser, Ross, and others can also be applied to the
essays found in Archaeological Perspectives on Ethnicity in America: Afro-American and Asian
American Culture History, edited by Robert Schuyler (1980), the first edited volume with an
explicit focus on the historical archaeology of Asian Americans. In addition to a brief

bibliography, this volume includes four chapters on Asian American archaeology focusing on
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foodways (Evans 1980), opium pipes (Etter 1980), subsistence and economic networks

(Langenwalter 1980), and the Main Street excavations in Ventura (Greenwood 1980). The

interpretations in this volume leave much to be desired. Evans characterizes Chinese artifacts

as tied to either food or fantasy (1980:90) and tends towards unfortunate essentialisms such as,
AChinese material culture is a wood, bamboo, and
(though valuable on technical grounds) compares opium pipes from Donner Summit and

Virginia City, and decl ares fithe residents of Vir
their choice of pipe bowlso (1980:100). As discus
presence of incising on opium pipe bowls can plausibly be interpreted as suggesting these

artifacts were more personal than some of the other artifact types such as tablewares. However,

as | will argue in more detail in Chapter 7, western connotations of individuality are problematic

when applied to Chinese-American workers in the nineteenth century.

Elsewhere in the volume, Langenwelter uses archaeological remains from an 1880s Chinese

store along the Fresno River in Central Californi
recoraxenmpl i fied by Spierés (1958a, 1958b) accul t
Langenwal ter characterizes the choice of tabl ewar
little assimilation of culture traits can be seen in the subsistence andtab| e war e ref useo

(1980:109). Langenwelter then uses this data to 0

(i .e. Spiero6s 1-9h8 8caulturatiof mdRid). mo d e |

Mullins criticizes this interpretatido® a9 dmoetidy
image of Chinese immigrants as zealously guarding traditional culture, if not intentionally

excluding themselves from American public spaceo
same volume) has conclusion similar to Langenwelter. As three-quarters of the artifacts

recovered from the Ventura excavations were of Ch
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Chinese immigrant of this period between 1850-1870 did not intend to establish permanent
residence in California, but to accumulate his earnings and return to China. He thus lacked both
the necessity to accommodate and the incentive to

Greenwood concludes NnThe Chinese culture thus rem

Whil e Greenwood®d&ys reosostaeyd iisn ftihrem 6accul turation mod
of Overseas Chinese as, Awilling outsiders who sa
little invested in their 1lives idoestxpressdbubt t ed St at
Afwhet her the wusual standards of acculturation eve

advantage to adapting to the host cultured (Green
that, fAresearch is sorely neededughasofthenpeesentount ry o

these transnational collaborations are still in their early stages.

For Orser, Greenwoodbs essay is fian excellent e xa
early Overseas Chinese archaeology. In particular, he criticizesGr eenwoodés wuse of a
schematic chart entitled 6Sufm@mangseffeaautesdn( Gh
1980:118, Orser 2004:84). Greenwood uses this chart to distinguish features associated with

Chinese or non-Chinese sites. For example, porcelain spoons (Chinese) vs. metallic cutlery

(non-Chinese), pork and seafood (Chinese) vs. beef and sheep (non-Chinese), opium pipes

(Chinese) vs. clay pipes (non-Chinese), etc (ibid)

In spite of this criticism, Orser attempts to be even-handed when hegrants, @At hi s now f aci |
was somewhat revolutionary when presentedo by add
credits this fAassemblage perspectived with encour
the individual-artifact-as-ethniccma r k e r  2004188)| To further defend Greenwood, and
granting that her divisi on -Ghfi naerstei6f accattse gionrti oe s6 G hsi
and essentializing, | would ask the following: In the absence of documentary corroboration, on

what basis would a historical archaeologist characterize a site as having been occupied by

Overseas Chinese?
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I would suggest that despitea | ack of phil osophical groundi ng, ir
is precisely the sort of thing archaeologists still do, at least as a beginning and as a pragmatic

way to sort sites for research purposes. Greenwoo

6natur al kindd but rather a diagnostic tool . I wo

pragmatic use of such schema do not necessarily lead to essentializing, stereotyping, or

equating peoples with distinctive material instruments and residues. However, caution should be

used in applying these schemas for two reasons: first, it is easy to slip into essentialized thinking

without noticing it; second, multiple assemblages associated with Overseas Chinese

communities (e.g. the Market Street Collection, and the collections housed at Sonoma State)

contain multiplenon-Chi nese artifacts. Orserod6s cisiticism, w h

nonetheless well taken.

Mary Praetzellis (2004) provides us with a more productive way of addressing these questions.
She grants that Overseas Chinese fAbrought with th
the i mport ant whah gosds the@verseas Chinese tused, but how this group

used, reused, and adapted themo (2004: 259).

LaLande (1982) and Ritchie (1986) offered views of nineteenth century Chinese immigrants that

emphasi zed the fApersistence oflimteddedreetoivolumtary cul t ur
and involuntary acculturation. Such acculturation was dominated by functionally equivalent
substitutions for unavailable items @d®dgpt Rd taclhti ed
study of Chinese miners in New Zealand is the earliest example of Overseas Chinese

Archaeol ogy beyond North America, while LalLandeos
with a rural Oregon store dating to the mid-1860s (Ross 2013a:124). These ledgers suggest a

number of surprising findings, including the fact that local flour considerable outsold imported
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rice(Ross2013a: 116) and fAmore than 80 percent of Chinese
purchased |liquor with 60 percent @blZ2d)skuihérincged as s

most of the liquors purchased were not Chinese. All of these findings run contrary to the story

told by the artifacts at Summit Camp and other transcontinental railroad camps, despite the fact

that they occurred at the same time. If the findings from LaLande 6 s st udy are i ndicat

larger trend among Chinese miners in the Northwest, it may indicate distinct lifestyles between

miners and railroad workers during the 1860s.

Foll owing his criticism of Greenwood,(1988) ser | evel
analysis of Chinese coins from Ayerés (1969) Tucs
dangerously close to promoting the single-artifact-as-ethniccmar ker model 6 (2004: 85)
characterizes Ol sends ar gu megenturyicirculatidn aftChirege, @At he |
coins, after they were useless as currency, was a social (and probably also political) act

intended to project ethnic unityo (2004:85). OI se
such East Asian currency in the archaeological record after the demonitization of foreign coins

€ and the devaluation of Qing currency é attests
intracommunity tokens of exchange which served to strengthen the traditional cultural bonds

which were apparently animportant f eat ure in these frontier encl av
currency functions by stating, fithe talismanic an
these coins undoubtedly account for their persist
However, it is unclear to me why Orser interprets Olsen as suggesting an intentional socio-

political act with the goal of maintaining ethnic unity.

Another landmark study during this time was Wong Ho Leun (1987), an innovative integrated
volume with chapters on history, culture, artifacts, and architecture. Of particular interest in this
vol ume i s Mu e fehgeshuiwshichaig discugsséden detail in Chapter 6. Foundational
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documents on artifact categories are included in the volume, such as Langenwalter and

Langenwal terds chapter on faunal remains, Brottods
Muell erb6s chapter on tablewares, Wylie and Higgen
andAki néds chapter on coins (all 1987) .

It is excessive and impractical to attempt to summarize or present all the research on Chinese-
American/Overseas Chinese sites that occurred during this initial phase of research, but the

documents mentioned should provide a starting point for researchers interested in the history of
Overseas Chinese Archaeology. Vosss ummar i zes the period as foll ows
1980s, when Overseas Chinese archaeology was in its early stages of development, many

historicalarc haeol ogi sts embraced anthropologi cal and so
(2005:427). This concern for issues of acculturation is pervasive in the research of this period

and can fairly be described as the overarching research paradigm of early Overseas Chinese
archaeology. Voss describes the assumptions inher
acculturative pressureo, the equation of Acultura
evidence of fAagency o ( anrdaddtdthese agsamptoas) Firgt,2n6 05: 427 ) .
belief that a coherent American and Chinese national identity was extant during the nineteenth

century, a proposition | would argue is highly questionable. Second, the assumption that

American and Chinese identities are somehow in a zero-sum conflict where one must come at

the expense of the other, and Finally, that changes in identity and/or cultural persistence can be

mapped onto changes in specific forms of materi al
premise of these methodologies is that there is a clear, archaeologically visible opposition

bet ween Eastern tradition and Westernizationo (Vo

These early studies have continued to influence the theoretical and methodological decisions
made by later researchers, for both good and ill. The typological foundation for all further studies
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of Chinese-American sites was established from the 1960s through the 1980s, and all
subsequent archaeologists are in debt to these early pioneers for laying the material
foundations of the field. However, the theoretical contributions of the period are more suspect.

As a result of the acculturation model, and perhaps occasional stereotyping, archaeologists

often portrayed early Chinese ilmanviegsroa nwist ha si nfiii nnisnue
interactionsod with outsiders (Voss 2005:426). Thi
traditional 06 has not held up to archaeological sc

appears time and again, even among conscientious and self-critical scholars. This is likely the
result of the unconscious force these prefabricated stereotypes, reiterated in orientalist film and

media, have on us all as members of the public.

As such, the scholars must stay on guard against repeating such portrayals. Chapter 5, an in
depth look at the cultural milieu of China during the mid-nineteenth century, is in part an attempt
to combat such tendencies. As Greenwood (1993) noted, archaeologists typically have not put
their archaeological findings into a historical context that is inclusive of events and trends in
China and Guangdong Province. We will see that China in the nineteenth century was
undergoing comprehensive changes in politics, culture, economics, family life, and its
relationships with the outside world. Indeed, a worker who travelled to the US to work on the
railroad in the 1860s could have returned to his homeland as an old man and found an
extremely transformed social landscape. The series of crises that began to impact life in China
in the 1840s, including the Opium Wars, the Taiping Rebellion, the Hakka-Bendi wars, changing
marriage patterns (Stockard 1992), and attenuated economic opportunities (Marks 1998) had,
by the end of the century, eroded the economic, social, and political stability of the Qing Empire.
The Qing, who had dominated China since the seventeenth century, and indeed the imperial
system itself would finally collapse in 1912, ushering in a period of political disunity that would
only end on the Chinese mainland with Communist victory in 1949. It is hard to imagine a
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society further removed from the 6static and trad

perceptions of China and Chinese culture.

The main contributions of the next period of archaeological research are not, however, a more
in-depth engagement with Chinese history and culture. Rather, the two main contributions of
the next period are a reasoned critique against the acculturation model and the struggle to
replace it with new, more felicitous theoretical frameworks, and the refinement and expansion of
the types of evidence and methods of analysis brought to bear on Chinese-American

archaeological material.

Acculturation and its Dieatents

The 1980s and 1990s saw a maturation of Overseas Chinese archaeology with the Sacramento

excavations of Mary and Adrian Praetzellis (M. Praetzellis and A. Praetzellis 1981, 1982, 1990,

1997) and later in Oakland (M. Praetzellis 2004), as well as the Riverside Chinatown (Kingston

et al. 1985). The Praetzellis06 wer-feldoexplieitlyof the f
(and sometimes humorously, as in A. Praetzellis and M. Praetzellis 1998) critique the

acculturation model. Along with Roberta Greenwood (1976, 1980, 1996, Greenwood and

Slawson2 008) the Praetzellisd have made the most sus
the archaeology of Overseas Chinese, and it is perhaps in their work that we see a shift in an

i nterest iunf f66C htion etshee slti ves of the people who used

Praetzellis and Praetzellis used their excavation
attempted to create a traditional Chinese environment in Sacramento and used ethnicity as a
tool by which to maintain and enhance their influence on both the Chinese and White

c o mmu n i M. Praetzdllis §nd A. Praetzellis 1982, 1997:24-5).1 n so doing, the Pra
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replaced a view of the Overseas Chinese as monolithic with one that recognized internal

divisions suchast hat bet ween workers and merchants, and s
agentive forces who strategically and actively shaped the world around them. In addition,

Praetzellis and Praetzellis threw into question the assumption that changes in material

assemblages and culture change are coterminous. They point out that different Overseas

Chinese had differential access to material products such as ceramics and that this rather than

acculturation or resistance was likely an important determinate of the composition of such

assemblages (e.g. M. Praetzellis and A. Praetzellis 1997).

Notably, the Praetzellisd investigation of a part

sold ceramics that were almost all of Chinese origin, he personally used ceramics of both Asian

and Europeanor i gi ns. The Praetzellisd even recovered a
home (A. Praetzellis and M. Praetzellis 2001:649). The Pr aet zel |l i sd suggest th
Chinese merchants may have strategically usednon-Chi ne s eolisyarfb genti |l i tyo t

class distinction between themselves and Chinese wage laborers. This is relevant to this

research for a few different reasons. First, it demonstrates distinctions within the Chinese-

American community that affected the degree to which particular Chinese immigrants used non-

Chinese materials. Second, it illustrates the special intermediary role played by some Chinese.

The juxtaposition of different ceramic types not only brings into question the

assimilation/resistance dichotomy but also the question of differential access to materials. It also

raises the question of whether Overseas Chinese s
and the Omateri al cul tur ed trdmehe pauspeetidte of Miners, Mul | i ns
the Asian goods may have maintained cultural traditions and been unspoken resistance to

mainstream material practices, but they also reflected how marketplace access was constrained

for Chinese Americad#) |Rboallry,do t(RO1LIRrdA8t3zel | i sbd p:
Overseas Chinese merchants as Omiddl emend who act
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their relations both with other Chinese workers as well as non-Chinese. This provides a
counterexample to many previous studies that interpreted Chinese material residues as

resistance to acculturation (e.g. Greenwood 1980:121, Fagan 1993, Felton et al. 1984, Staski

1993:138).
The Praetzellis6é emphasis on strategy and the ind
shift from a Processual focus on O0systemsé to a P

theoretical shift was a necessary corrective to archaeological interpretations in which
Aindividual s appear controlled by, o0i amdl $ naodordi

is no sense €é they actively manipulate and negot.i

However, | would argue this shift is not without its own perils. For example, Knapp and Meskell
argue, fHexperiencidgalbnestilfyaissamaindofvi human nai

is a more culturally specific determination of what [it] is to be a person at a given time and place

€ Overlying this second stratum is a finer | ayer
experienceo (1997:198). This amounts to (as Julia
position in which o6individual 6 human beings are a

is mired in Western provincialism and is easily co-opted (particularly in the United States) by the
forces of hegemonic capital. In addition, Chinese cosmology issues from different assumptions
about the relationship between self and world than Judeo-Christian understandings (Ames and

Rosemont 1998, Hall and Ames 1998:39-45).

To explain this further, we can grant that each particular person experiences the sensory world
from their own body, and relates to the world and others based in part on their subjective
positionality. However, as Thomas argues,fii f t he copricisg®rfit p&@r sonhood a

to individual human nature, the implication is that the latterispre-s o c i al . € the univel

100



the individual and their body are vested in their primordiality, existing before culture and society

comeonthescene.Thi s, of course, is an essentialist posit
such a position entails that HfAan experience is on
and concludes, Awhenever the attempt ndiwduahiisde t o i

dichotomy between the transcendental yet unique self inside and the cultural world outside will

recuro (2004:143) .

I n this, I concur with Thomasé position rather th
discussed in detail in Chapter 7, argui ng f or Ai ndi vi dual human nature
transformed i nt o rpessessweindyiduslasadrans-cubumlimplesomenon.

This should give anthropologists pause both because this position is not supported by the
ethnographic archive (e.g. Strathern 1990 and countless others) and also because the
possessive individual is one of the cornerstones of the ideology of the ruling capitalist class
(Leone 2005:34, Matthews 2010:10). As | argue in detail in Chapter 7, reifying individuality,
however well intentioned, is far from the ideal framework with which to understand Overseas

Chinese of the nineteenth century.

The surreptitious importation of individuality into human nature has reoccurred in
anthropological writing atleastas f ar b a c KA categornbathe sian@dn mind: the notion
of person; the notion of self ([1938] 1985) with negative consequences both for our
understanding of the breadth of variability apparent in human subjectivity and for our ability to
mount effective resistance to current structures of power. For these reasons, | emphatically
dissuade historical archaeologists, particularly those dealing with Chinese-American
communities of the nineteenth century, from using the language of individuality. To put it bluntly,
the individual is discursive and should be discussed in terms of the discourse of individuality
rather than an assumed universal of human nature. To conclude, while neither Chinese nor
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European cosmologies are monolithic or unchanging, they have relatively distinct historical
trajectories and foster different ways of being-in and seeing the world. By foreclosing the
guestion of the individual, we may prevent ourselves from understanding precisely what makes

the Overseas Chinese most interesting. | will return to this issue in detail in Chapter 7.

In what | interpret as a parallel critique, Voss (2008) expresses concern over automatically

privileging particular scales of archaeol ogical i
smallestofscal es, the (re)constructed experiences of f a
and hol d, ifito be effective, an archaeol ogical res

with historically documented events and processes so that significant archaeological research
guestions may be identifiedo (1997:27). This is a
6i deal 6 archaeol ogi cal resource is a tightly date
formed through the refuse disposal practices of an individual household and is located within the
boundaries of a property that was |l egally owned o
2008: 39) . For Voss, this fAprevalent emphasis on h
challenges for the archaeology of Overseas Chinese communities. Overseas Chinese sites,

especially urban Chinatowns, rarely include deposits that can be attributed to specific

householdd. As a result, Athe findings -of these p
g r a i nba&) Thes¢ difficulties are pervasive in Urban Archaeology, and as the research

described in Chapter 3 shows, the material archaeologists have to deal with is not always ideal.

Part of the archaeological process is finding out what archaeological resources and materials

are available, and then selecting the best available techniques there are to describe and

connect these materials to questions of contemporary significance.

Further significant contributions to the subfield during the 1990s include Hidden Heritage:
Historical Archaeology of Overseas Chinese (1993), a collection of essays edited by Priscilla
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Wegars, and Down By The Station (1996), an archaeological description of the Los Angeles

Chinatown, by Roberta Greenwood. Hidden Heritage includes fourteen chapters on topics

ranging from rur al and urban contexts to analytic
chapter on rural mining camps around Pierce City, Idaho, was that Chinese merchants were

socially and materially distinct from Chinese miners (1993:23-5 ) , and that Acommunit

overshadowed ethic categorizationodo (1993:28).

In his chapter, Sisson presents the findings of a survey project along the Lower Salmon River in
Idaho and records a number of chimney features associated with an Overseas Chinese
presence. This chapter i s ntengshulagafiamework36 ssonbds at

interpret the layout of various structures (1993:38), which will become relevant for our

discussion of feng shui in Chapter6. Si ssondés article is also useful
building construction, including t hesidelwiththe t hat t h
front openo (1993:52), and were often 6dadjacent t
thesechimney and hearth forms, fimay reflect architect

Chinesed (1993:58). Sisson describes the Chinese
building their own structures, but willing to obtain housing that was provided or already
established, 0 and concludes fAthe Chinese were ada
materials, and adopted | oc®)IThésainsightsiwillgidinourc hni queso
interpretation of the he arite lwkkich wilbbe briéfly discustedhie 6 Chi n a
Chapter 8. Other authors who have discussed the structure and orientation on hearths, oven,

and chimneys include Conwell (1871:134-5), Boyd (1962:83), Hommel (1937:148), Briggs

(1974:132), Johnson and Theodoratus (1984:66), and Wegars (1991). Sisson also notes that

the Chinese around the Salmon River and elsewhere often used and lived in previously

constructed structures, which complicates the expected architectural signature of Chinese sites,

as does theeficamisalieriatyo of Chinese habitations
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Sisson mentions that may be unigue to Chinese con
chi mney adjacent to the entrance of the structure

practicality of Chinese habitations is indicative of their practicality and ingenuity.

This image of the Chinese as Aresourceful o is rep
Il dahodéds Warren Mining District (198chsofQ@vé¢rseasnd st an
Chinese as insular and unchanging. By 1870, one-third of the population of Idaho were of

Chinese origin, while in Warren they made up the majority of the population (Elsensohn

1970: 15, Fee 1993:71, US Cen swhieahdChifeye.peopleat or di ng
Warren, compared with those in some mining districts, lived in relatively peaceful co-existence,

a co-existence which may be attributed to the fact that the Chinese were the overwhelming

maj ority over a |99%78). Thieprovidesa uaidue picture ef @arly Chinese-

American life given the fact that Chinese immigrants were the minority in virtually every other

part of the country.

Longenecker and Stappdés study used documentary da
Pierce Chinese obtained, prepared, and consumed m
Longenecker and Stapp edu at-adopian ofaahiChinese matdriall i f est y
culture in an unfortunate way (1993:98) the article is valuable for questioning what sort of

butchering techniques would have been used, whether these persisted, or if there were

changes, either form fitri al a nhiough the aglopiondfy i nexper
different techniques (1993:105). They also suggest that while pork was purchased in large cuts

and then butchered, beef was purchased in its pre-cut retail form (1993:119).

St as ki 6 s Huten lgeritage articla explicitly uses the acculturation model with reference
to the Overseas Chinese community in EI Paso, st a
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can be sensitive indicators of whether ethnic groups maintained separation, or significantly

assimilated with eachotheror i nt o t he host soci assiyilation(als9,9 3ftal 27) .
series of processes which, if completed, totally eliminate the need for and operation of the two

most significant ethnic group functi onswithanwhi ch h
ascriptive and exclusive group with which they identity, and 2) allowing individuals to confine

primary relationships to ot her s accultunationast hat group
Amerely one of t tiehseleningte particalar bebaviord patterns which serve to
identify those who are within or without the ethn
found ANo significant alterations in social struc
documentary data, and the vast majority of Chinese seem to have restricted primary

relationships to within their communityo (1993: 14

St aski then uses this data to evaluate three theo

boundary maintenanceo,othobai mé6 Bhat ht h@966yr b o

mai ntenance is determined by the extent of overl a
Spicer (1971, 1972), who fAsees boundaries strengt
increases its attemptstoabsor b t he small er groupso; and McGuire

degrees of disparity in the distribution of power as a critical factor determining the strength of

ethnic boundarieso (Staski 1993:145). As there wa
of the Chinese and Mexican communities, yet continued boundary maintenance, Staski

di scounts Bar t hod sChinebeeammunity ofAE$ Pasoldié noniroany way attempt

to assimilate the Overseas Chinese, Bmaski also d
equivocal regarding McGuireds theory. However, he
seems to suggest, is that certain amounts of acculturation can occur even when the disparity of

power is great and not decreasing. Put another way, it appears as if behavioral and cultural

patterns might not be very important in maintaini
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Praetzellisb6é strongly critique this entire approa
acculturation through changes in relative frequency of ceramic types (M. Praetzellis and A.

Praetzellis 1997). Af t er al | , there is no obvious reason t ha
necessarily correspond with a shifting cultural orientation. While | agree the acculturation model

has both analytical and methodological problems, this does not necessarily mean that particular

observations of its practitioners are incorrect.

For example, M. Praetzellis (2004) contrasts what she calls assimilationist and revisionist

models for understanding Overseas Chinese migration. Using Barth (1964) as the exemplar for

the assimilationist stance, which credits foverpo
unstable I iving conditions in southeastern China,
ofCh nese men to foreign | andsodo, she contrasts the

all emigrants were from the lowest social classes, not all were illiterate, not all were men, and
not all wer e 4287). dhesestatemsnds are Bodrdutually exclusive. As Chapter 5
will show, living conditions in the Siyi (Four Counties) of Guangdong, and indeed across China

as a whole, were far from ideal in the mid-nineteenth century.

Other chapters in Hidden Heritagei ncl ude Gust 6s a@lbompsdromifiskeon of ani m
Overseas Chinese sites, Wylie and Fikeods study of
on ceramic pricing. Somewhat reminiscent of Georg
economic scaling (1980, 1991), Sando and Felton compared the relative pricing of ceramic

types based on store inventories from the Kwong Tai Wo company in California. This single

article is the basis for many of the claims made, both in this dissertation and elsewhere,

regarding the relative cost of Double Happiness, Bamboo, Wintergreen/Celadon, and other

ceramic styles. It also introduces a possible wrinkle in the retail distinction between

OWi ntergreend and 6Greenb, a distinction which Sa
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invisible but which would have an effect on interpretations due to the greatly reduced costs of

6Greend when compared to OWintergreend ceramics (
successful because it pioneers the technique of using store inventories to make claims about

the relative cost of ceramic styles found on Overseas Chinese sites. It is thus somewhat striking

to note that we do not see an expansion of this sort of research in the subsequent decades.
Expanding Sando and Feltonds concl ussandprcelistby | ook i
from the nineteenth century would tell us more ab
conclusions are, and to whether prices varied from locale to locale or were consistent across the

American West.

While Ross criticizes Hidden Heritagebecause its fichapters are often
than building toward an integrated [b56a/%,uhise of Chi
volume represents the most significant publication in the subfield of Overseas Chinese up to

thatpoi nt, with only the ®ongldalLeuB @%$37)compacablsimtarmsiob n 6 s

scale and ambition. The sustained importance of Hidden Heritage, especially specific chapters

|l i ke Sando and Feltonds, i s demorysitediratheditdratltey t he f

over two and a half decades since their publication.

Roberta Gr Bavnhbydthe Staiien (1996) is the other major publication on Overseas

Chinese archaeology ofthemid-ni neti es. These excavations of Los
produced one of the largest assemblages of artifacts associated with Chinese-Americans. The

study is notable for dealing with the entire assemblage rather than concentrating on a selected

group of artifacts within the assemblage, in a manner similar to the comprehensiveness

attempted in the Wong Ho Leun (1987) study. The main difference in execution seems to be

Down by the Station is more integrated than Wong Ho Leun, possibly because there were fewer
authors involved wi tDOown®y teeeStatioo is ghdiclarly valuablmfer.its

107



discussion of ceramic analysis techniques and analytical approaches (1996:67-86). While the
guality of Down by the Station is more than admirable, there are a few theoretical quibbles that
can be made, in particularGre enwoodds engagement (or | ack thereol
beyond describing certain practices as o6tradition
6individualityé through the I ens of Western under

length in Chapter 7).

Greenwoodébés volume is thus emblematic of how the
transformed by the mid-90s: While the comprehensiveness and overall quality of archaeological
excavations and reporting had exponentially improved since the 1960s and 70s, theoretical
constructs (such as O6the indivi d-Amnelicancultarant i nued t
preconceptions, with only cursory attention given to trying to establish what the indigenous

understandings might have been. Down by the Station is a decidedly American-centric

interpretation of Los Angeles Chinatown. As such, it misses the importance of continued

transnational networks and connections as well as the insights that might be gained from trying

to think through archaeological data using indigenous Chinese cultural categories. Regardless

of these criticisms, Down by the Station remains a landmark of 1990s Overseas Chinese

archaeology and will continue to be read and referenced by archaeologists in the subfield for the

foreseeable future.

Voss describes Atwo troubling but persistent tren
though this period and beyond (2005:425). The first trend she observes is that Overseas

Chinese studies have been marginalized within the larger field of historical archaeology, while

the second trend is the continued interpretation
bounded ethnic groups tihid.tVoss ieterpressthesdtreadsasul t ur at i on
Aout gr owt hs o0 o fptaricd of false ioppgsitionscbetiveeraEast and West and
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bet ween tradit i dil). Histodcal exchdeelogies facyséd orf Chinese-Americans

continue to be marginal within historical archaeology.

I would suggest this is connected no only to false oppositions, but also to the common
understanding of Chinese-Amer i cans as a 6émodel minorityé. I n a
due to the perceived success of Chinese-Americans. While Chinese immigrants faced violence,

coercion, and intimidation, including several massacres (e.g. Los Angeles 1871, Rock Springs

1885), in the public consciousness these events have been obscured by the triumphant story of

the progressive overcoming of prejudice and achievement of prosperity. This redemptive story
aboutbecomi ng American is a commonplace in 6ethnicbé n
Museum of Chinese in America in New York City) but it can have the effect of sanitizing the

terrors inflicted upon these vulnerable communities in the past. To paraphrase Ta-Nehisi Coates

(2015), for those who were murdered, who died forgotten, whose dreams were crushed rather

than reached, history is forever unjustified. There is no redemptive arc for the (at least)

seventeen Chinese tortured and killed in 1871 Los Angeles, nor for the workers who died

building the Central Pacific. The fact that Chinese-Americans today have relatively high incomes

and education levels compared with other groups does nothing to change that fact, and

ironically may inhibit the sympathetic potential of learning about these instances. Compared to

other groups, such as Native Americans, African-Americans, or Latinos, both the prejudices

faced by Chinese-Americans in the current day and the terrors inflicted in the past are less

publicly visible, and | suggest this has an impact on both marginalizing Chinese-American

history in the public, and in decision-making regarding grants and publications within the

discipline.

Vossd second critiqgue can be summar i zGrenhtalsm a cr it
is a perenni al danger in Overseas Chinese archaeo
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discipline with western origins, and | will discuss the balancing act between recognizing and

appreciating real differences without collapsing into orientalist stereotypes in Chapter 7.

Despite the persistence of these trends throughout the 1990s, the decade saw a real

transformation of the field, both in the quality of archaeological investigations and in the

theoretical frameworks used to interpretthem. Ross observes that within the
been a gradual interpretive shift toward cultural exchange, fluid and dynamic identities, and

strategic adaptation and selective accommodation to local Euro-American culture in particular

|l ocal c 0084 2018lt: B 7O . Thi s shift began with the inn
who realized firetention of Chi nesAmercannesicaer goods
reflect a variety of factors besides acculturation, including differential access and power

relations, o and that, fARather than simply reflect

actively used to create and transform identities in particular contexts and to serve particular

agendibid.o (

The theoretical shift initiated by the Praet zel | i sd0 was a necessary step i
beyond the confinement of the acculturation model

insultarity, and traditionodo ( WoPRraetzeliQahdbA. 4 2 6 ; see a
Praetzellis 1997:218; M. Praetzellis 2004:1). However, | want to make one note of caution. The

history of dominant theoretical paradigms in archaeology (as in Trigger 1989) is from one

perspective a series of negations of the prior paradigm. Emphasis on the particular histories and

cultural Weltenshauung of disparate groups emphasized in the Culture-History approach was

negated by the universalizing and systems-oriented New Archaeology. This emphasis on

systems and scientific positivism within Processual Archaeology was itself negated by a Post-

processual focus on agents accompanied by a healthy dose of scientific skepticism. To a certain

degree, each new paradigm is reactionary in the sense that problems with a systems approach
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led archaeologists to consider agents (and more recently, networks) as an alternative. In making

these shifts, theoretically innovative archaeologists often tend to overly de-emphasize the

insights that can be gained from the prior approach, planting the seeds of new but different

excesses. Neglecting the agentiveness of Chinese immigrants can and has led to a reinforcing

of stereotypes regarding the écommunal &6 nature of
emphasizing the social connectedness of a group of people can potentially lead researchers to

assume they lack unique personalities. But in an effort to reclaim this, cultural assumptions

about the nature of the self and individuality can become unconsciously imported, and collective

decision making (such as that organizing the distribution of goods to Chinese work camps on

the transcontinental) can become obscured. Or, in an effort to show that Americans of Chinese

and European descent are both human, have much in
some essential way, and are deserving of dignity and respect, we can sometimes neglect the

real cultural differences that make the anthropological perspective a meaningful approach for
understanding the world. As a result of these pro
sometimes go too far in emphasizing the similarities and connections between Americans of

Chinese and European descent and as a result sometimes interpret their Chinese subjects

through a western lens. As | argue in more detail in Chapter 7, Chinese-Americans were not

trying to become 0 Vi therjoneziiChimeée ingréggramtd wermeeitheraut r a
faceless O0col |l ect i ve Orelational pebsons (Fowlei 2004)aahdgh@ir t hey wer

activities are most felicitously understood in terms of that form of personhood.

Regardless, archaeological studies in the 1990s and 2000s saw the gradual decline of the
acculturation model as the primary theoretical framework for understanding Overseas Chinese
sites. Studies from this time period include Cost

laundering (1999:297-8 ) , Lydonés (1999, 2001) studies of Chi:
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Baxter and Allenés (2002) study of fAtown planning

(Voss 2005:428) in Woolen Mills, California.

Beyond Acculturation

Since the early 2000s, the sheer number of Overseas Chinese studies has rapidly expanded.

The Market Street Chinatown Project, led by Barbara Voss of Stanford, began in 2002 and has

played a central role in the development of the subfield since that time. The Praetze | | i s 6

continued their engagement with Chinese-American archaeology through a massive project
focused on West Oakland (M. Praetzelis2 004) whil e Costell obs excavat.i
Bernardinods Third Street resulted i mgingculteralof t he
resource management reports on Chinese-American sites (2004). This report describes the

material culture associated with San Bernardinoos
detailed explanations of gaming, foodways, and other daily activities, and shows the breadth of

gualitative and quantitative tests that can be employed to understand large assemblages from

sealed urban contexts. FEAmaridas tvaodcuttérsin MbGrdenwood Chi nes
(2004) provides an example of excavation methods appropriate for rural sites in the High

Sierras, and provides details on how Sisson and other Euro-American entrepreneurs procured

the labor of Chinese woodcutters in a large-scale and organized fashion. This system of labor

procurement and the mediating role played by Euro-Americans in the process laid the

foundations for hiring strategies during the construction of the Central Pacific in the following

decade. O6China Kit che8)was &b first idantfied @rdl reponted Gurirgp t e r

this period by Gralia and Gralia (2004). New areas of research, such as analyzing Chinese

cemeteries (Rouse 2005, Chung et al. 2005) were also pursued. Other studies relevant to

Chinese presence in the High Sierr cobHeavenlySkide Smi t

Ranch and Lindstrom and Waechteroés (2007) report
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also saw several reviews and critiques of the subfield, including those by Orser (2004) and Voss

(2005).

In 2008, the Journal for the Society of Historical Archaeology published a themed issue focusing
on the archaeology of Chinese-American communities. Edited by Voss and Williams, this
volume included articles addressing issues ranging from racial conflict (Baxter 2008), agency
and scale of analysis (Voss 2008), gender (Williams 2008), funerary practices (Smits 2008), and
identity (Kraus-Friedberg 2008, Mullins 2008). Besides the value of the articles themselves, this
volume is important because it is the first gathering of disparate archaeological projects focused
on Chinese-Amer i cans s iHddesn HaMage an 1993 As such, the publication of this
volume marks the beginning of a new period of greater information exchange and collaboration

between archaeologists involved in the subfield.

The 2010s saw increasing numbers of PhD dissertation projects focused on Chinese-American
archaeology, including RossdoCopROmMmB) ast Mdyroftbdesh
exploration of Chinese-AmericansinMont ana, and WixdavaiioasmsPoint( 201 1)

Alones, California. Ross developed his dissertation into An Archaeology of Asian

Transnationalism (2013a), which is one of the most comprehensive case studies of a Chinese

settlement in North America. He offers networks and transnationalism as a new paradigm

through which to understand and interpret Chinese material culture. Ross suggests replacing
guestions of acculturation with new themes includ
persistence and change, capitalist economics and labor relations, gender and sexuality,

urbanization, and mater b&6r9).consumpti ono (Ross 201

Collaboration between scholars has accelerated during the 2010s, culminating in the Chinese
Railroad Workers of North America Project at Stanford University, which began in 2012. This
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collaborative project has led to conferences, publications, and the beginnings of international
cooperation with Chinese scholars. A second themed volume of Historical Archaeology was
released in 2015, including articles about Summit Camp (Baxter and Allen 2015), railroad
camps in Utah (Polk 2015), strategies for excavating railroad camps in deflated areas (Furnis
and Maniery 2015), racialization (Sunseri 2015), foodways (Kennedy 2015), and medicinal

practices (Heffner 2015).

It is still early to evaluate the lasting impact of these international collaborations and new

studies, but generally, studies focused on classes of material culture (e.g. Heffner 2015,

Kennedy 2015) have increased in scale, detail, and theoretical sophisticat i on. Hef fner 0s ¢
Chinese medicinal practices makes the case that Chinese immigrants had some working level

of knowledge regarding Chinese medical theory (2015:144), and thus provides a model for how

to relate material practices with bodies of knowledge in other spheres, including the spatial

practice of feng shui (discussed in Chapter 6). Kennedy (2015) uses the concept of

6l ocalizationd to account for changes in food pra
emphasizes fluidity and flexibility and thus counters an essentialist depiction of food practices.
6Localizationd also potentially serves as a model
archaeological record associated with Chinese immigrants as certain artifacts enter or fall out of

use over time. Just as Sando and Feltonb6s article
into the constitution of ceramic assemblages, these studies potentially allow for a reexamination

of previous excavations medicinal and food-related artifacts.

Research methods have begun to be disseminated from cultural resource management

contexts to the broader community (e.g. Furnis and Maniery 2015) informing the suggested

future direction of research at the88davhina Kitche
theoretical frameworks have been offered, focusing on transnational networks (Ross 2013a),
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precarity (Voss 2018), and my own emphasis on the construction of subjects (i.e. personhood)
and moral economies. The archaeology of Chinese-Americans and Overseas Chinese is no
longer a minor subfield within historical archaeology, but has come of age as a fully fledged field

of inquiry enriched by past work, fresh ideas, and wider theoretical relevance.

Conclusion

As a result of the studies mentioned above, the dominant picture of Overseas Chinese has

markedly changed from earlier periods. As Voss states, once essentialized oppositions of

east/west and traditional/modern are dropped, it becomes possible to consider that Overseas

Chinese identitescouldbe si mul t aneously oO6fluid and contingent
across time and spaced6d (Lydon 2001:115, Voss 200
|l onger regarded as finecessarily the result of acc

Chinese archaeological community.

Ross sees the current potenti al of the subfield o
potential for addressing themes related to migration, race and ethnicity, cultural persistence and
change, and other topicsof wi der archaeol ogi chbb75aminades anced ( Ro

ithere are currently no db@mi nant research paradig

To summarize, the current state of the field is drastically changed even when compared to a
decade ago. Acculturation is no longer a respectable theoretical paradigm, though no
overarching paradigm has arisen to replace it. This is not necessarily a bad thing, as a variety of
approaches and questions can help us understand the variegated dimensions of the lives of
Overseas Chinese, both in the United States and around the world. One aspect of

archaeological research on Overseas Chinese sites that has lagged behind has been the
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integration of historical and anthropological information on the point-of-origin of international

Chinese migrants, and it is this task the next chapter seeks to address.
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Chapter 5- China and the Four Counties in the fNitheteenth Century

Introduction

As seen in Chapter 4, understandings of Chinese culture within the historical archaeology of
Chinese-Americans have increased in sophistication and fluency over the past few decades.

However, many archaeological investigations of Chinese-American sites continue to omit any

reference to the point-of-origin from which these immigrants came. Furthermore, many of the

reports which do attempt to develop an understanding of the historical and cultural background

of Chinese immigrants refer to a small and oft-repeated set of references. There are at least

three major consequences of this state of affairs. First, in the absence of a detailed and

constitutive description of cultural life in the homeland, differences exhibited by Chinese-

Americans often appear merely as a negation of characteristics exhibited by European-

American populations. For example, if European-Amer i cans exhi bited O6indivic
than Chinese-Amer i cans exhi bited O6communal 6 tendencies.
statements often have a shadow of truth about them, but end up being expressed as mere
stereotypes. What does it mean to be o6individual:

stances or behaviors are implied through such a comparison?

Similarly, without a description of the historical and cultural situation from which Chinese

immigrants emerged, and what ontological and epistemological understandings were embedded

in it, archaeol ogical interpretations tend toward
research programs that have beene f f ect i ve i n deal i ng -whitexgloupst her 06 e
in the United States. As a consequence, the unigueness and particularity of Chinese attitudes

and experiences can be passed over. Chapter 7 deals with some of the consequences of this

withregar d t o understanding and interpreting O0resist
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While not without some commonalities, the experiences and challenges faced by (for example)

Chinese- and African-American populations were quite distinct. We should expect that
6resistanced toward the chall enges twWwWsefreqfertlc ed and
be dissimilar. In the absence of recognizing these kinds of qualitative differences, we are left

with the unfortunate situation of comparing the 6
Given that Euro-American supervisors explicitty descri bed Chinese workers a
and Awith |l ess will of their own against t-heir bo
inscription of a pervasive and harmful stereotype, necessitating the search for alternate ways of
understanding how Chinese-Americans in the nineteenth century dealt with these issues.

Finally, archaeologists who have made the admirable effort to provide a constitutive description

of China and Chinese culture in order to better ground their research questions tend to

repeatedly rely on a small set of historical sources. Consequently, descriptions thus constructed

tend to follow along well-trodden lines.

This chapter is an attempt to expand in quality and number the references from which
archaeologists have built their understanding of China and Chinese culture in the nineteenth
century. It is hoped that this chapter can then act as a solid background cultural understanding
for future archaeologists, both those who have not had the opportunity to familiarize themselves
with Chinese culture but whom are dealing with Chinese archaeological sites, as well as other
experts. In order to develop this background, this chapter will refer to both historical and
anthropological texts, in spite of the fact that ethnographic writings on China necessarily post-

date the period under investigation.

In addition to providing a more in-depth cultural background than has thus far been provided in
the archaeological literature, this chapter has four main goals: 1) to demonstrate that China in
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the nineteenth century was undergoing significant cultural, demographic, and political changes;
2) that in spite of these changes there was significant continuity in some aspects of cultural life
including cosmology and socioeconomic strategies; 3) to provide insight into the culturally
specific motivations behind emigration and remittances; and, 4) to determine what strategies for
mutual aid and maintenance of in-group cohesion were likely dominant among the Chinese

laborers along the first transcontinental railroad and in other Overseas Chinese sites.

Historians estimate between 80-90% of the Chinese immigrants to the United States in the

nineteenth century were from the Siyi ( ), or Four Counties region of Guangdong Province:

Enping, Kaiping, Taishan, and Xinhui (Map 4.1) (Lawton 1959, 1987:141, Voss and Allen
2008:6). As such, this is the focal area of this chapter. However, many of the sources cited in
this chapter (particularly the ethnographies) focus on other regions of China. This is quite simply
a real limitation imposed by both the historical sources available and my capacities as a
researcher. However, concern over this should be mitigated by the claim that Han Chinese
culture in the nineteenth century was the product of a long-term trend towards increased

uni formity (Cohen 2005). While this is particular
1976:11), it is plausible that there is a great deal of similarity between regions in the aspects of
life | will highlight in this chapter -- family structure, migration strategies, cosmology, and the
significance of labor. This is not to deny the major differences between the southern coastal
provinces and the rest of the country in terms of the economic model (export economies), long
term international connections to overseas communities (which far outstripped any such
connections in northern or central China), and frequency and intensity of foreign contacts.

Particularly in these ways, southern China was not in step with the majority of the country.
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Global Significance

Prior to the early nineteenth century (Wolf 1982:255) estimates the shift occurred about 1820),

the majority of economic activity and the greater part of the manufacturing capacity in the world

were centered in and around China and India. Wolf (1982) describes an interregional trade

pattern that had endured throughout the common era -- the mining and export of precious

metals such as gold and silver from Europe to Oth
not be grown or manufactured in Europe, including spices, textiles like silk, porcelain, and other

goods. I n this sense, the 6arrow of traded was po
centers of East and South Asia. By the turn of the eighteenth century (for India) and the early

nineteenth century (for China), a Europe engaged in colonialism, capitalism, and the industrial

revolution had altered this situation and shifted the direction of the arrow of trade. Cotton and

opium produced in now colonized India was exported to China, and now instead of gold and

silver flowing into the country it reversed its direction and began flowing towards Europe. It is

not an exaggeration to describe this shift as of world-historic significance, and the world we live

in today is in no small way the product of this change.

It is beyond the scope of this dissertation to fully explore the causes and consequences of this

change, except to state the common ideas held in Europe and North America (among them, the

6raci alhatElropean-d s ¢ ended people are somehow superi ol
theory that science and increased market rationalization are un-ripostable advantages) are self-

serving and retroactive justifications for violent and coercive colonialism. Braudel concurs,

stating, Athe gap between the Wdétintimepadtdt he ot her
attribute it simply to the rationalization of the market economy, as too many of our
contemporaries are stildl i ncl i (Braudlel 1982:13MpAs i s obvi o

Mar ks states, #A[t] here just is no evidence that E
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were better managers of natural and human resources than Chinese, Indians, or New Guineans
for that matter o ( Mar(R087)adRpmerahZ2(Z00) offd arhulch mde r k s
compelling explanation that rests upon the convergence of many different historical forces,

including plain old luck.

What is important for us here is not tol &deasmdve t
6rationalisticdé explanations are important ideol o
reactionary worldview), but to consider what the consequences of this shift might be for our

Chinese railroad laborers in the mid-nineteenth century. It helps us understand their situation by

placing them within global trends that had begun to transform their lives whether they were

aware of it or not. The Chinese who immigrated to the United States and elsewhere during the
mid-nineteenth century had begun to feel some of the consequences of this shift in relative

power between nations. This included the territorial, morale, and monetary losses incurred by

the First Opium War, which also created Hong Kong as a convenient port of departure for

Chinese immigrants by creating a node connected to the global British Empire (and thus the rest

of the world) outside the administrative control of the central government. These migrants of the
mid-nineteenth century expanded the already in place intra-national and regional (to Southeast

Asia) migratory patterns that had been growing since the 15th or 16th century (with a significant

interruption due to the forcible depopulation of the entire Chinese coastal region during the mid-

to late-17"), but had up to that time been dominated by residents of neighboring Fujian Province

and its port of Xiamen (Tan 2004).

The consequences of this shift in global power also included the outbreak of the Taiping
Rebellion, one of the most destructive and deadly wars in human history and the (even more
locally consequential) Hakka-punti (or bendi) wars, which were occurring simultaneously with
the construction of the railroad. Punti simply means the local Guangdong people, while Hakka is
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a sub-ethnicity within the Chinese population who gradually migrated south through China, with
a major wave of immigration reaching the Guangdong coast in the nineteenth century, leading
to conflict (Leong 1997). The causal connection between the shift in relative economic might
described by Braudel, Marks, Pomeranz, and Wolf, the disasters facing the point-of-origin of the
Chinese railroad laborers, and the explosion of transnational emigration from Guangdong

Province cannot be plausibly denied or dismissed.

ThelLongue Duge

In Tigers, Rice, Silk and Silt (1998), Robert Marks provides a longue durée (long term) analysis
of environmental and demographic shifts in the Lingnan (i.e Guangdong and Guangxi
Provinces). He thus provides an understanding of how the environment and demography
transform the landscape of the Siyi over the long term (i.e. the past 3000 years). While this time
frame is well beyond the concerns of this dissertation, it is nonetheless helpful for understanding
how trends extending over many generations came to a head in the nineteenth century, and
how this subsequently transformed the ways of life of the people living in and around the Pearl

River Delta, including the Siyi.

Mar ks describes the Pearl Ri ver Del ta as, Anot a

structureoda avserwe lrlecaesntii creationodo (1998:32).

perhaps half its current size and even 1,000 years ago had not increased much beyond that; in
the past millennium, though, the Pearl River Delta has doubled in size, largely as a result of

human aiit)i ono (
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Han Chinese settlement of the Lingnan began as early as the Qin Dynasty (second century

BCE), though the numbers were small. It is important to note that the Lingnanwas Chi naods
original colonial frontier. As Han Chinese colonized the South, they brought with them their

distinctive agricultural practices. Valley by valley, river basin by river basin, the Han Chinese

expanded the area under cultivation, transforming forests into wet-rice and wheat agriculture.

Much of what is now currently the Pear/| Ri ver Del
been in effect for two-thousand years. This shows the pressure to increase lowland rice

cultivation areas. By the nineteenth century, development of manufacturing centers (such as

Guangzhou) and the increased importance of international trade to the region resulted in

Guangdongbés economy transitioning away from agricul
nineteenth century, Guangdong was no longer producing enough food to support its population

and was importing rice from other Chinese provinces in the hinterland such as Guangxi (Marks

1998: 130).

The eighteenth and nineteenth century also saw an unprecedented growth in population in
Guangdong and the rest of Southern China, far surpassing the previous population peaks
before the thirteenth century Mongol and seventeenth century Manchu invasions, each of which
resulted in the loss of about a third of the population (Marks 1998:278). By the mid-nineteenth
century when Chinese laborers were working on the transcontinental, the population of
Southern China was more the three times the size of its previous population peak around 1600
(Marks 1998:278). The expansion of agriculture through extensive means was no longer
possible because, first, by this point in time virtually all potentially cultivable land in Southern
China was under cultivation, and second, the South China Sea and the malarial tropics provided
a barrier to further Chinese expansion to the south. As a consequence, agricultural yields had
been increasing via intensification of agriculture and techniques such as double cropping (Marks
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1998: 110-2). Of course, intensification of agriculture has diminishing returns on energy input

into the system, and as a consequence over time becomes and less-and-less efficient means to

increase yields. | would balk at describingthesit uat i on i n Guangdong as a OM
However, the Siyi, less agriculturally productive than the surrounding areas due to poor soil

quality and hilly terrain, was doubtless affected by these pressures.

The nineteenth centpupiyngprpooviendt Geterfktiemdslshisef asebeini o n g
effect on peopledbs economic behavior. The number
Guangzhou increased ten-fold over a century from 1740-1840 (Marks 1998: 178). Starting in the
mid-1820s, the balance of trade in Guangzhou had shifted and silver began to flow out on a

yearly basis (Yan 1953:31-2). Cash crops, particularly sericulture, began to replace foodstuffs,

with silk exports more than doubling between 1845 and 1860 (So 1986:80-1).

As a consequence of these shifts, diversifying sources of income became an advantageous

strategy for family prosperity while rice cultivation became less feasible. The increased

importance in sericulture also led to changes in marriage patterns. Young, unmarried women

working in sericulture gained increased clout and control over their lives as their economic

contributions to their families increased, and this effectively decreased the number of available

and willing brides (Stockard 1992). The increased advantage of diversification, the increasingly
international basis of Guangdongb6és economy, popul
agriculture extensively, and the increased difficulty in finding wives led to life becoming more
difficult in Guangdong. Out mi gration becoming an attractive
world. Emigration meant the possibility of returning home more prosperous. Given these

considerations it is no surprise that international emigration from Guangdong increased

markedly in the nineteenth century (Mei 1979). In addition to these long term trends is what

Braudel calls the histoire evenementielle (the history of events). Foreign invasions, beginning
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with the Opium War (1839-1842), and internal wars such as the Taiping Rebellion and Hakka-
Punti Wars in the 1850s and 1860s exacerbated what was already a precarious demographic
situation. The concession on the port of Hong Kong to Britain also provided the people of the
Siyi with a handy port of embarkation as well as specialized services for transfer of money,
property and correspondence. Finally, in 1849 the news that gold had been found in California
spread across the globe. With a new destination, new means to arrive there, and significant
push factors that made out-migration a sensible strategy for ensuring the survival and prosperity
of the family unit, the stage was set for a massive increase in the numbers of young men

leaving Guangdong for the United States and other overseas destinations.

Kinship, Patrtorporation,Remittances, and Sdfashioning

There is of course more motivating human behavior and decision-making that purely

economics. As such, the cultural motivations for out migration should also be assessed and

contextualized. Previous historians (e.g. Chan 1991, Ma and Cartier 2002) have described early

Chinese migrants in a variety of ways, from monumental histories describing them as fearless
pioneers, to Siubds (1952) soj otwlawwading.ltisnd even as
doubtless there were multiple motivations for and conditions of emigration, from the admirable

to the wretched. However, the task here is not to say what every Chinese immigrant was

thinking (if that were even possible), but to detach the moorings of the conversation from

anachronistic and ana-cultural descriptions resulting from ethnocentrism. As Skeldon states,

Afiwhet her the Chinese [saw] themselves primarily a
appears to be a nonissue as they cl| 8aQivenywhat an be b
we understand about the human potential for O6hybr

should be no surprise. We do not have to contextu
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existing on a spectrum bet@&eebubdbsbpoarder 6tandeods

must briefly talk about kinship in nineteenth century Guangdong.

Family structure exhibited a wide variety of forms including uxorilocal marriage, tablet
marriages, extended families, and lineage villages, and was shaped by various pressures to
separate or maintain formal connections (Freedman 1958, Stockard 1992). Overall, the family,

orjia( ), i's best under sttoo ¢ oa(Brackeoraiamt Feu€htwang at r i

2016:61, Cohen 1976:58-61, Cohen 2005, Dos Santos 2006, Gates 1996:29, Kulp 1923:148-
50). This means that the family is as much an economic entity as a social entity. This corporate
family is managed by the heads of the household, titularly confined to males, though the titular
head of the family was not necessarily in charge of managing the finances or activities of family

members (Cohen 1976:60).

To explain this in greater detail, Cohen (1976:57-8) pr ovi des Langbs (1946:13)
jaas, At he unit c on sdadsoteacmagherdy bloodenmabiage, sr adogtibnaand

having a common budget and common propertya. This
irefers to a group which is the basic unit of dom
united not only by kinship, but also by claims the men in the group have on property we may call

thechiafia] estated (Cohen 1976:58). Sudeh-chiaonforrhal es ar e
family division constituted by the severing of the estate into smaller units. This general structure

does not have a singular expression, but rather e
residential arrangements and in the economictiesamong it s memberso (Cohen 19
Cohen describes the ft faromanizaian asthe estaempom et sy od f
holdings to which the process of family division (fen-chia) i s a p p | groomwhiclei® , t he

ithose per sons wihecortloraanother to thg dhia estate &t thetime of family

126



di vi si oneconomaynd whiled i s t he 0 thiaestateXgndtieibenefitsi on of t
derived therefrom) as well as to other income-producing activities linked to its exploitation
through remittances and a common budgetary arrangeme

family members had to the estate varied, with brothers typically being entitled to equal shares.

While the jia estate does not encompass all the resources possessed by every member of the

family, Cohen notes that Ait seems clear that for
families the chia estate was much more valuable, and more important to survival, than all other

forms of pr op éidtThejia isiorhanized td advafce the interests of the group as

a wholedo and all members are fAprovi é@.dnofderto by poo
facilitate this, At he arrangement dcihoeganiomatci oonbd
(Cohen 1976:60). The size and composition of jia is not uniform, and is inclusive of smaller

fifconjugal 6 families, fAstemd or #Ajointo families w

(ibid).

As a consequence of this corporate-familial structure, the cohesion of economic activities within

a given family is better understood for nineteenth Chinese not as the result of individualistic

choice, but as choice made in the context of other economic activities undergone by other family

members. In other words, Overseas Chinese workers on the railroad were not migrating out of

some sort of individualistic i mpanlasg @2, 2018t wer e r at
personal communication). In a given family, a daughter might work out of the home in a silk

factory, while education resources are committed to one son, while another may travel abroad in

search of economic opportunities. Having multiple and diverse sources of income within the jia

was a strategy to avoid putting Aonetersveathgrgs i n th

economic reversals in a given domain.
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Hi || Gates describes this as the Petty Capitalist
suggests the structure of the jia is (along the Tributary Mode of Production, i.e. vertical

extraction by the state that prevented the emergence of overly powerful corporate entities) one

of the reasons capitalism as such did not emerge in China (Gates 1996). While this claim has

broad implications and has been criticized, not least for being a modern versionof Wi t t f ogel 6 s
6oriental despoti smb, our concern here is for how
decision-making and the subjectivity of Chinese who chose/were deployed to migrate and

eventually ended up working on the Central Pacific. What is important to take away is that

Gatesd6 description of the structure of O&épetty cap
businesses were structured in late-Qing China (e.g. Faure 2006, Zelin 2005) demonstrate that

Chinese migrants were emigrating from an economy that was highly sophisticated, complex,

and embedded in international networks. Thus, the decision to migrate in this context cannot be

reduced to simple motivations that would merit describing Chinese immigrants as either

O0settl errsderog 6 .6slotf oaul so means that Chinese migrant
elsewhere arrived with some level of commercial fluency which was translatable into and aided

in dealing with capitalist logics. This fluency is reflected in Chinese business enterprises with

multiple levels of corporate management (Zelin 2005), the family-oriented production of

commodities such as silk (Faure 2006), the pervasive use of contracts (Cohen 2005), regional

economic specializations (Marks 1998), and integrated, large-scale merchant networks (Skinner

1977) 1 all of which were tied to worldwide networks of trade (Braudel 1995, Wolf 1982).

This picture has specific implications for interpreting international Chinese migration in the

nineteenth century. While the laborers on the transcontinental railroad were largely from rural

areasinthe Siyi, we shoul d not mi st akSgiwasrawraleahdégriCuttural 61 s ol a
region, albeit one with regular market schedules, significant regional and interregional

connections, and dense populations. The pervasive survival strategy was patri-corporate,
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reinforced by extra-familial networking and increased integration of rural and urban regions in

the late Qing (Hsu 2000, McKeown 2001).

One essential aspect of this economic structure is the duty of family members to supply

remittances to their families (Lawton 1987; Hsu 2000; Costello et al. 2004; Cohen 2005; Voss

and Allen 2008). A remittance is the sending of income from a transnational worker back home

to his or her family. From the perspective of the jia then, the main purpose of emigration was to

secure income that could be returned to the corporate family in the form of remittances. From

the perspective of the emigrant, the main duty one had when overseas was to return these
remittances. The practiceofr e mi t t ances di srupts the contrast bet
6individualisticd behavior. This is because by re
enhancing his or her own persona. A quotation from the Analects of Confucius may prove

instructive here. In response to a question from a student, Confucius tries to explain what it

means to be ren (benevolent/humane, ) :  ier nag, wishing himself to be established,

sees that others are established, and wishing himself to be successful, sees that others are
succedMmdlects®30) . The mechanism by which the migrant
others is through remittances and the resulting mianzi (face). Ultimately, if family members did

not fulfill expectations for their proper contribution, families could be formally separated and their

ties severed (Cohen 1976).

OFaced has been discussed within the academic | it
ethnography A Chinese Village (1945) where he described its importance in regulating

interactions between people from different positions in the social hierarchy. Face is an important

but unfortunately banalized topic. However, in spite of the potential danger of engaging with a

concept that has sometimes become fodder for stereotypes in the public consciousness, its
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importance cannot be denied (Yang 1994). It is important to briefly consider the importance of

face because itegamksamamep@Psblsied¢d fper sona with the ¢
relationships. It also highlights the importanceof 6 gi ft 8 and &6émoral 6 economi
contrast to capitalist economics, and as such has been a classic anthropological topic (e.g.

Marx, Mauss). Face is important for understanding Chinese workers on the transcontinental

because it is a kind of currency in a moral economy that encompasses familial duties, how one

discharges and accumulates debts, and how one composes and presents oneself. This is an

i mportant consideration that | inks tdegardpndal i ty of
public persona. O6Faced is thus wunderstood not as &

moral economy dominated by notions of debt and familiarity.

I n addition to disrupting the opposition of O6comm
thejmal so di srupts the opposition between O6freebd an
western philosophy is based on a kind of binary opposition between free labor and unfree labor,

I contend this opposition is largely an illusion, not only in this situation but generally. This is not

to deny there is a difference between the violently coerced labor of the slave and the relatively

voluntary entrée into contracts of a free laborer, but it does obscure the fact that contractual

decisions are made by real people in concrete social situations rather than by abstracted actors

in a theoretically open marketplace. Chinese emig
Americans (still largely under the influence of Locke and similar philosophers) often imagine. In

contrast, these decisions were taken up by Chinese emigrants who were embedded in concrete

and significant social relationships that are constitutive of meaning rather than being merely

limits on choice. Furthermore, the decision to migrate in order to contribute to the jia was made

in the context of an 6éideology-70f debtdé (Chu 2010
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Focusing on the ideology of debt and blurring the line between free and unfree labor is not to

deny the material importance of real debtonshaping peopl eés deci sions, nor
Chinese laborers on the railroad were occasionally subjected to violent punishments or coercion

(Kraus 1969). It is to extend these concepts to mean that the absence of coercion and monetary

debt are not sufficientt o decl are someone O0freed in the sense |

The idea here is that we are in debt to our parents and ancestors for our existence, and this

debt cannot be fully discharged. This fApersistent
2010: 198) eliminates the possibility that decisions
mar ket 6 as i magined and abstracted in western phi

transactions among Chinese emigrants cannot be wun
fdposal 6 of its holders (Chu 2010:192) but rather
relationships between concrete persons. These dimensions of participation in the collective

family economy (such as remittances) needed to be motivated by sincerely felt renging (human

sentiment) rather than as a merely instrumental discharge of duties.

Julie Chués (2010) ethnographic study in Fuzhou,
be important in regulating social relationships in the present. Remittances and funerary offerings

cannot be fully understood in capitalist formulations, because they also encompass a moral and
spiritual realm that cannot be converted into pur
creditd not onl yorm direonaiany offermgs isbmpaortant (Bhau 2010:171-5).

This importance of remittances beyond mere economic function should reinforce the conclusion

that the material record as received is meaningfully constituted and is also intimately connected

to moral and ethical considerations made by Chinese laborers on the railroad. To put it another

way, the ways that daily necessities were procured and consumed T in choice in ceramics, use

of medicinal products, etc. (as described in Chapter 3) T was the result not merely of

economics, but was also shaped by moral and ethical considerations, as was the decision to
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migrate in the first place. If one were to insist on a cost-benefit analysis of behavior couched in a

binary of pioneer/sojourner, one would miss all of this.

El'l en Oxfeldbés (2010) ethnographic study of
Guangdong, presents another example of how moral considerations concerning remittances
and other forms of exchange continue to play an important role in present day Guangdong. The
residents of Meixian continue to have the expectation that their overseas relatives will return
remittances, visit, and generally behave in
ethnography also highlights to anxiety and insecurity that envelope this expectation, as it is not
al ways fulfill ed: Aivillagers view returnees

to the ancestors and living relatives, but they also view them as foreigners who may no longer

o6mor a

honortheset i es o (Oxfeld 2010: 158) . It is important to

for the workers on the transcontinental to return remittances, it would be a mistake to think they
uniformly fulfilled this expectation. Villagers in Meixian saw renging (human sentiment) as both
the guarantor that these connections would be maintained, as well as a necessary component
of the required ésincerity6é6 in a successful

expected to have emotional connections (ganging) toward their native villages that will

mor al

automatically generate an i-60). €hisesds thé impodaoce ofr i but i n

6affectd and the role it plays in making decision

According to Potter and Potter (1990), who conducted extensive ethnographic fieldwork in

Guangdong, suffering is understood as an existential condition of labor, and labor is the main

way to demonstrate through action the quality bot

o n e 6 stiomalrife. Thus, when we examine the archaeological record and see the sorts of
(inexpensive) goods purchased and used, we can interpret this as a meaningful collective

decision that allowed Chinese workers to best fulfill their moral duties and demonstrate they
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were filial sons worthy of regard. The insights of these ethnographies into the moral aspect of
labor and remittances thus allows us to interpret the archaeological record as evidence of the
self-fashioning of Chinese on the Central Pacific as moral beings. Through their suffering and

their remittances, these workers both o6establishe

One impression that should be gained from reading these ethnographies and anthropological

histories is that the explanatory value of dichotomies like free/unfree labor and

individual/community begin to break down. These works also reinforce the importance of

affective life, and of participating in networks where morality, cosmological debt, and labor are

all intertwined. Thisist he & mor al |l andscaped or O6discoursed in

Overseas Chinese-Americans in the nineteenth century.

What is at stake here is not merely the historica
settler, but how describing an ethnic group as such impacts current claims to Americanness, the

right to difference, and the worth of and regard due to Asian-Americans today. To claim that

Chinese immigration was unfree is to disparage the significance of the aspirations and

motivations of Chinese immigrants and to in essence cast aspersions on their presence both

nineteenth and twenty-first centuries. It also functions to cut Chinese-Americans out of the

monumentalhi st ory of the O6conquering pioneer botht hr ough
a heroic history (though this conveniently ignores the dispossession of native peoples) and
ownership over presenttd ay Amer i ca. I n parallel, to claim Chir
negatively) is to say they were all the same, and therefore they are unimportant and/or
uninteresting. When used pejoratively, O6communal 6
even emasculate Chinese migrants. But to merely negate these claims by saying the Chinese

were O0free individual sdbaingd tbegsametsesthbriyn Meees g

narratived (Shackel 2013) without <challenging the
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rather than undermines the preexisting discourse and fails to account for what we know, through

ethnography and anthropological history, to be real differences. | suggest the problem is not

merely one of shifting from describing Chinese

6individualistico (or vice versa) but that
individual are themselves historical products and imaginary abstractions. These ideas will be

taken up again in more detail in Chapter 7.

The discussion of the importance of kinship, the patri-corporation, remittances, and self-
fashioning also shows that we can talk about Overseas Chinese archaeology in terms specific
to Chinese culture, social structure, and history, and thus understand it in more on its own
terms. It can also act as a model for how to construct culturally specific frameworks for
understanding the labor of other immigrant groups to America especially those from non-
European backgrounds. Discourses of freedom and individuality are picked up, used, and
imbued with difference significances by groups from different cultural backgrounds. The
meaning of labor is thus not homogenous across the American cultural landscape. However, in
spite of these differences, Chinese-Americans were, along with all of the other groups in the
United States, being drawn into similar economic arrangements defined by capitalist logic. This
is to say that while the motivations for and meanings of labor varied among and within

immigrant groups, these meanings circulated in a shared world where capitalist culture

t

h e

as

Vv

progressively determined tdiapitdlism)dne o comcéivingdfeur r oad 6 .

very selves as resources to be rationally exploit

(Gates 1989) grounded in kinship and remittances. The degree to which this way of thinking is
compatible or not with capitalist culture as a whole raises two interrelated questions to which |
cannot give definitive answers yet nonetheless frame this inquiry: First, to what degree are the
patri-corporation, familial duties, remittances, and the importance of sentiment able to persist in

capitalism? Second, if the understanding of how this stuff works within Chinese culture still
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allows outcomes indistinguishable from what is expected in capitalist exchanges, do these

subjective dispositions matter? If rational exploitation of resources (including people) is as much

a part of Chinese culture as any other culture (and | would affirm this), is too much being made

of the distinction between capitalism O6properé, a

nineteenth century China?

Transnationalism and Migrant Networks

Recent work in Overseas Chinese archaeology has highlighted both multi-scalar approaches
(Voss 2008) and transnational networks (Ross 2013a). Historians such as Madeline Hsu (2000)
and Adam McKeown (2001) have written histories that highlight the importance of network or
association building among Chinese migrant communities. The formation of both formal and
informal associations or organizations through the use of place of origin, fictive kinship, shared
surname, or other commonalities were often used to establish social relationships on a proper
basis (that is, as previously explained, through renging or human sentiment as well as

pragmatic considerations).

These associations had several main purposes, including facilitating the transportation of money

and goods, helping migrants getting set up upon a
favored trading terms for needed items. They also helped Chinese immigrants find jobs, lent

money at interest, provided for the transportation of bones and effects back to China in case of

death, and as a platform for general socialization such as gaming. McKeown (2001) documents

the pervasiveness of these organizations in multiple locals including both North and South

America, and their presence and importance is widely documented (e.g. Chinn et al. 1984).

Overseas associations were connected with associations located in Guangdong, and wealth in

the form of remittances flow through these organizations back to Guangdong where it financed

schools, railroads, gardens, and other public works (Hsu 2000).
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To reiterate what has been argued in the previous section, these networks were both societies
for mutual aid as well as personal advantage. These networks formed the basis upon which
both Chinese- and Euro-American labor contractors were able to gather large numbers of
Chinese immigrants to work on the railroad following the labor shortages of the early 1860s.
Laborers as well as a nascent managerial class among Chinese immigrants acted as nodes in a
network that included associations based on established networking strategies that also

included partners from the Euro-American population (A. Praetzellis and M. Praetzellis 1998).

Oneds embeddedness i n trhienseed noentewosr kasc caelssso tdoe tpeorwe r
explains, AiThe man without an association was the
bel onged to small associations were men without a

In summary, Chinese immigrants were embedded in transnational networks which imposed

burdens and provided opportunities. Relationships were based on both instrumentality and

human sentiment. From the ethnographic and historical record, we can see these impulses

were seen as not necessarily in conflict or even clearly distinguishable. Given the qualitative

and particular soci al bonds involved in oneds con
merely rational (in the narrow sense) choices made by free agents. At the same time the

networking McKeown describes involves a great deal of flexibility. One is not forced into a

certain arrangement of associations but rather manages from among the available possibilities,

which due to the density of possible social connections are innumerous.

The economic choices and strategies for the procurement of goods among railroad workers on
the Central Pacific should be understood as occurring within this network context. We should
also understand that while the procurement of ceramics and other daily necessities appears to

have been organized at a large scale and in a relatively centralized way, this does not
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encompass the whole of the exchange and use of these goods on a day-to-day basis. The
presence of artifacts associated with gaming and other types of social exchange (sharing,
lending, etc) are indicators of the wide ranging exchanges occurring on a daily basis between
Chinese workers on the railroad. The anxiety that both Oxfeld (2010) and McKeown (2001) note
in their respective anthropological and historical studies regarding the return of remittances also
demonstrates the contingent nature of their return and thus indicates the presence of choice

and agency among remittance senders.

Means of Maintaining Order

This section is an attempt to address the question of how discipline was potentially maintained
within Chinese work camps along the Transcontinental in specific and in Chinese-American
work camps more generally. The question is not how Euro-American supervisors disciplined the
Chinese, but rather how social distinction and ranking within the Chinese working community
may have been maintained. Congressional testimony from Crocker and Strobridge, supervisors
of the construction of the railroad, attests to the fact that relations on Chinese camps were not
always peaceful, and that disagreements sometimes erupted into argument and occasional
violence, specifically between O6cl g Weshoudmadl over g
be surprised by this. The Chinese-Americans who built the railroad were, after all, human. They
were engaged in a physically and mentally taxing endeavor in a foreign land surrounded by
often hostile racism. The ceramic record as described in Chapter 3 indicated centralized
distribution mechanisms and thus decision-making on behalf of the group. How were such
decisions enforced? How were the inevitable disagreements resulting from difficult

circumstances resolved?
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I will offer here a few potential candidates for how discipline may have been enforced and will
then give a justification for which | think is the most likely explanation, an explanation which
leads back into the interpretation of the material record at Summit Camp and potentially other
work camps along the transcontinental. First, there is the possibility that violence or coercion
was used by Chinese to sanction other Chinese on the railroad. This seems to have at least

occasionally been the case, given Crocker and Str

Second, discipinemay have been maintained by segregating di
(again, based on place of origin, or even potentially whether one was Hakka or punti) physically.

The different] o c i on Summit Camp, the separat®,afdéhar t hs a:
satellite camps found at both Summit Camp and Camp #5 (Appendix) can be interpreted as

necessary given the limitations of the terrain and the raw number of workers inhabiting it, but

that doesndét mean that peopl &.Giventtheimpodandenft o parti c
networks and the shared background and renging (human sentiment) necessary for proper

social relationships, it seems more likely work gangs were, as much as possible, made up of

Chinese immigrants with formal and informal connections to one another. The possibility that

such distinctions could be discerned through loci-to-loci comparisons is intriguing, but

impractical without both intact work camp deposits where activity areas or at least activity

concentrations could be identified, as well as additional documentary evidence about specific

wor k gangs. While 6China Kitchend may in future vy

new texts coming to light, the latter is likely impossible.

A third possible method of ensuring discipline within Chinese work groups is panopticism
(Foucault 1975). In work camps, this would mean that managers were positioning themselves
in places where they could oversee their area without themselves being observed. This would

manifest itself archaeologically by artifacts associated with the manager class being located in
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positions that commanded a wide view of the camp around them (in other words, high vantage
points). This is currently difficult to evaluate archaeologically, because it is difficult to say who
was living in what area. On the face of it, panopticism seems to make little sense for maintaining
in group discipline among Chinese laborers. One possible piece of counter evidence to this is
the presence of the inkstone artifact found at Evans/Chace Foci #9. This location does indeed
offer a commanding view of the terrain below (Figure 5.1). However intriguing this possibility

may be, | believe there is sufficient ethnographic evidence to discount it as a generalizable

explanation for in-group discipline in work camps.
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Figure 5.1 View from Evans/CHace Foci #9, facing South

Lisa Rofelds (1999) ethnography of threuds gener at.i
informative on this point, though it may seem far afield from 1860s work camps. The central
point from Rofelds ethnography that is relevant f
camps is her explanation of how discipline is maintained in the factory. According to Rofel,

discipline in the factory setting was maintained not through panopticism but through display of
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hierarchy. We can have confidence that this finding also applies to transcontinental work camps
in the 1860s for two reasons. First, factory space is easier to organize and control under
panoptic principles if desired when compared to the untamed terrain upon which the
transcontinental railroad shot and upon which Chinese immigrant workers lived. Second,
panopticism is a specific spatial technology with a historical origin in European penal, health,
and educational facilities, (Foucault 1977). While it may have similar instantiations in the
Chinese tradition in, for example, Imperial architecture, as well as the defensive diaolou towers
(often built with remittances) dotting the Guangdong landscape, | find no indication in the
literature that it was a technique with any widespread vernacular use in Chinese communities.
On the contrary, the architecture associated with Chinese communities described in the
literature (e.g. Mueller 1987), and the formal landscapes described in the next chapter seem to
control visual range through purposeful obstruction, the diametric opposite of panoptic

landscapes.

Rather, Rofel offers a different explanation for how discipline was maintained in twentieth

century Chinese factories (at least silk factories in Hangzhou over three generations), and that

is through the 6display of hnigeupaiscipling).®isplaydie f our t h
hierarchy is inclusive not only of materially distinguishing oneself, but also revealing oneself as

someone worthy of respect through bodily movements, speech, hygiene, air of composure, etc.

Through the consumption of certain items, mediated by a particular etiquette or outward

orientation, one shows that they are the correct person for the position of authority and respect

they aspire towards. This is not quite o6fake it t
expectations of those immersed in the western philosophical tradition) there is ontologically no

distinction between a social gesture and a personal expression. One is what one does, one is

wh at one shows, one makes mani f est omceraimway ut hor it

that has recognized social significance. This may include a material component, such as the
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consumption of certain beverages, foods, or the use of particular artifacts or ware types. At the

present, | can only present this as a possibility, albeit one that is ethnographically informed.

Conclusion

A reading of the historical and ethnographic literature on late Qing and Modern China led to a
guest to try to better understand Chinese culture anthropologically, and to resist archaeological
interpretations that would reproduce previously adopted explanatory frameworks. As seen in
Chapter 4, engagement with anthropological texts on China has been underdeveloped in
Overseas Chinese archaeology while artifact typologies are well established and large
comparative collections are available for Overseas Chinese urban contexts in the decades
following the construction of the railroad. This led me to question how | could make a unique
contribution to the field given the sparse archaeological findings from my pedestrian survey and
my analysis of previously collected assemblages. The careful reading of histories and
ethnographies in this chapter is one part of the answer, as are the explorations of the meaning
of landscape and morality in the next two chapters. In writing these chapters, it has been my
conviction that an anthropologically and historically oriented archaeology may lend insights that

a more traditional archaeological exploration and description of a site may not.

In this spirit, | want to introduce a few ideas that will be expanded on in the coming chapters.
Over the course of my archaeological surveys, site mapping, and collections analysis, | became
interested in the cosmological and ontological differences between Chinese and European
immigrants to the American West. As previously discussed in this chapter, the meaning of
economic exchanges, the significant units at which particular decisions are made, and the form
of achieving social excellence among Chinese immigrants were culture specific and at variance
from other groups they came into contact with. The pervasive practice of remittances, based on

a moral economy, patri-corporate family structure, and specific demographic and historical
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processes at work in Guangdong are all strands of a story that is completely uncaptured in
much of the archaeological literature due to factors including disciplinary research directives, the
occasional nature of marginal archaeological sub-disciplines, the lack of focused doctoral and
graduate training on Chinese and Overseas Chinese culture specifically, and of course the fact
that it is after all difficult to do something new in any case. Understanding cosmological
differences is vital for understanding how Chinese immigrants were embedded in spatial and
moral understandings at variance with dominant European-Judeo-Christian ontology (i.e. the

western philosophical tradition).

The next chapter will use new sets of evidence to discuss spatiality and landscape, with an eye
towards eventual application in archaeological contexts. Most of the evidence, however, will
come from the analysis and comparison of Chinese and Western landscape depictions in
painting, ceramic decoration, formal garden architecture, and funerary practices. Referencing
these broad categories of evidence may seem disjointed, but | prefer to think of it as a
historically and materially oriented comparison of distinct cultural expressions of spatiality in
order to draw out a general heuristic tool (transcendent vs emergent order) that can potentially

be developed to analyze less formal contexts in the future.

This exploration of ontological difference and its importance for archaeological interpretation
continues in Chapter 7 with an analysis of variant moral discourses and forms of personhood
that | propose should be considered when writing histories of the Chinese workers on the
transcontinental railroad and Overseas Chinese more generally. The dissertation will then
conclude with a re-evaluation of the aims outlined in Chapters 1 and 2, a summary of the
substantive findings of the research, and guidelines for future researchers within the subfield of

Overseas Chinese archaeology.
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The Siyi in the mid-19th century was at the crest of long term demographic changes that
produced an environment where large numbers of Chinese immigrants came to California
(among other places). These migrants were equipped with tools that allowed them to succeed
that can be historically and anthropologically traced, and described. This chapter offered such a
description, characterized by formal networking, expressed materially through bulk purchasing,
but also through making hierarchical distinctions within the group._This network was partially
constituted by moral economies in which remittances played a large part._Interpreting work
camps can thus legitimately be understood as studying the intersection of capitalist rationality

and a variant but not opposite (and often compatible) cosmology.

The reality that Chinese immigrants to the United States were oriented by different ontological
and cosmological assumptions, and by historically constituted moral discourses than European-
Americans does not mean the Chinese are or were representatives of some sort of eternal type,
nor that there is an unbridgeable gap of understanding created by difference. It does mean that
the rationality which shaped their decisions emerged in different conditions than that of
European-Americans. We will return to this idea in Chapter 7. The Chinese workers on the
transcontinental railroad migrated from was in the midst of massive changes, and a Chinese
immigrant who spent his (or her) working life in America before returning would have

encountered a China very different in some ways than the one that he (or she) left.
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Chapter 6¢ Spatiality and Landscape

Introduction

Chapter 3 of this dissertation has given us a sense of what the material record of Chinese
workers on the transcontinental consists of. Chapters 4 and 5 advanced ethnographically and
historically informed interpretations of the cultural context in which decisions about the
procurement and use of these artifacts was made. Distribution methods were centralized and
likely controlled by brokers also involved in procuring labor for the railroad in major port cities
like San Francisco. Ceramics and many foodstuffs were imported directly from Guangdong
Province via established trade routes. Consumer choice in selection of goods (ceramics, foods,
medicines) was unlikely to have existed at the personal level, except possibly in opium
paraphernalia (due to irregularity of form and frequent presence of incising). Supply-side
decisions were likely made in urban centers such as San Francisco where the Chinese
merchant class was most entrenched. It is unclear what if any role work gang specialists such
as accounts managers or cooks had in procuring supplies for their units, but in any case this
would be difficult to see archaeologically due to the presumed intercourse between different
work gangs on larger more permanent camps such as Summit Camp. It is possible more
variation between archaeological foci is apparent on smaller work camps with intact deposits
(the best candidate for this i s8)éoGHatidiscernakle t c hen
activity areas could be established, but in lieu of further research this must remain speculative.
The primary motivation involved in these purchasing selections appears to be frugality, due to
the generally | ow quality of 6éDouble Happiness
wares is difficult to definitively explain: it is possible they were used in shared dining contexts,
but no Wintergreen/Celadon or Four Seasons spoons or plates (which would be used for

service) have been positively identified. It is also possible that the bowls and teacups made from
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expensive wares were used by an aspirational group within the work gang.

Use of opium, opioid tonics, and other medicinal products are interpreted as largely means to
maintain bodily health, and the lack of activity areas (represented by a concentration of opium-
related products rather than a generalized distribution) specifically dedicated to its use. Chapter
7 will explain in greater detail the different significance of bodily maintenance and will break
down the common expectation (drawn from the Judeo-Christian tradition) that self-abnegation
and bodily mortification is a sign of people working towards the good of others. This material
background gives us a concrete foundation on which to construct interpretations of how Chinese
laborers on the railroad saw and moved through the landscapes they encountered in the

American West.

Landscape has been an important topic in historical archaeology in recent years. Cassell (2005)
discusses how disparate landscape of indigenous and Euroamerican peoples relate to one
another among the Inupiat in Alaska. Lawrence (2005) discusses the role of colonialism on the
|l andscape of Australiaés gold rush. Behrens
how it is related to industrial organization in the context of capitalist colonialism in South Africa.
Botwish and McClane (2005) describe oyster tongers on the Chesapeake Bay and how the
landscape they inhabit is related to their identities, as well as their resistance to new forms of
industrial organization. These and other contemporary articles on landscape (e.g. Whitridge
2004, Zarankin and Senatore 2005) describe landscape as a field where social practices,
material things, personal identities, and public representations intertwine in complex ways that

are obscured by dichotomies such as space/place.

The central issue to be explored hereisf Ung (s h,u iyt er al | y 6 vaiboddof a nd

practical techniques for landscape management that has thus far largely bedeviled

archaeologists attempting to address it. We will compare and contrast four different expressions
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of spatiality: 1) in paintings and ceramic decoration; 2) in formal garden landscapes; 3) in

mortuary practices; and 4) in informal work camp layouts.

Feng Shun the Anthropological Literature

The first major anthropological figure to address feng shui was Maurice Freedman, who

discussed feng shui primarily as a means ensure prosperity, and as something that was out of

the reach of the poor (Freedman 1979a:195). His primary focus was on what he saw as a

system, particularly prevalent in in mortuary pra
of metaphysicsand a f orm of divinati on ¢ b:33B theainmof\hizid 3, Free
was to simultaneously worship and mani pul ate the
structuralismds fortunes are somewhat independent
almost cynical pragmatism involved in feng shui is a valuable insight that retains its importance.

It is important not to divorce feng shui as an idea from feng shui a something people do, often

for instrumental purposes. This is related to the criticism levied by Clunas (1996) later in the

chapter, which describes landscape practices related to feng shui as a form of commaodified

knowledge.

Fr e edma n9,d979b)a@counts of feng shui provide a number of important insights.
Freedman notes thatfengshuic an finot be made consistently to wol
cynical i n t Baelb0). Freebnaan angue@s théat 1hé people who practice feng shui

must generally believe init, el se #At he syst eibidwioweled thbalseak downo |
means that fAbecause faith is general a fbid)w peopl e
For Freedman, fengshuii s fian assertion of rights: toohome te
rank and r9%acBesdP. (GBVen t hat O rfengshui cardfunetiondo of t en i
both Asuppress cl ai ms imds Funtherdmore, fersg shaidip o rat bteth e md (wh

entails certain actionso, omhicchl aacfr i9&iPl).esvwol(L® 7mak
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Freedman offers several different definitions for feng shui. Itis,ia compl ex of bel i ef s
with a central theme in Chinese metaphysics: man 0
(1979a:191),it he craft aboadeéeapobfnmenhébuil dings and gr a
(1979a:192),ia body of |l earning the complexity of which
compass, the books, and t he le/9gléd,ianpeeotcupeaet pon
succel®9®al19y), nfar esienfforcing system, oficoneasn WilOT 9@h
of the |l andscape and builgé¢ingsded LOTDDIBLIAFES) fa M
divinationo (1979b:326) fAan i nstr urnwwotasaciety compet i
not yet overborne by its archilmheatdun ali onedclon dleo gy
of rightsod (1979a:211) it is dbidso dmch Rawmriaht exmps$
the cult of 't hes oanbceeisntgo riistoh ewhoi plpeo sailt e of ancestor
fiin geomancy the ancestor s haivaegameplayebythdir st at us b

descendiadt so (

Freedman thus emphasizes the complexity of feng shui and its status as an embedded practice.

He a s s e rfangsshui darmot beftreated entirely on its own, as though it were some
independent feature of Chi nefsse Rrheoeudgnman adneds cdriifbeeds ,
complexity of fung shui is a guarantee of its continued credibility. If it works, well and good. If it

fails to work, a neglected principle, an ignorant geomancer, an undetected alteration to the

| andscape can be hel d Asesch @ hfung dhdi, erédictiodéhdrésalts 1 9 4 ) .

are é in a strange rel at i on s h.iFreedman destultesittislas causal it
Ar et r odungesbuioiibideinwhichiwhat i s predicted is nearly al\
because what is foretold is vague, or inevitable, or subject to frustration which deny a part of the

system or the competence of a practitioner without damaging the system as a whole.

Retrospectively it can be demonstrated to be valid because the material can be read a number

of different ways to justify any collecti on of eventso (1979a:200) .
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As such, Afrom the point of view of the outsider,
(Freedman 1979a:194). This is the essence of the problem that | am trying to address in this
chapter. Fengshuié wor ks 6 i n tultnatelg, disskoduthalhgw oneds Amind i
responding to a mysterious field of forces set up
onefeelfat ease anidt aits phepascyecoh ol o gi cibid).®utimwhatsenset an fi
can something be psychological but not an illusion? In what sense can something lack causal

consistency and still be regarded as real? This chapter is one explanation for how feng shui

works in making people content by relying on phenomenological insights.

Further anthropological approaches to feng shui include studies by Feuchtwang (1974) an

Potter (1970). Fr eedmandés student Feuchtwang (1974) was <co
feng shui mirrored society in some deep or structural way, and discusses how an analogical and

mythic | exicon [maybe wrong word] becomes dAclich®
which constitutes the metaphoric syst &m54hy whi ch
The apprehension of structural mirroring between
retains a strange fascination, but it is not the sort of claim anthropologists generally feel

comfortable about making in contemporary practice.

Potter (1970) offers another take on fengshuiwh en he suggests that the #Ain
fengshuias an expl anation for prosperity or misfortun
unfortunate events or circumstances. This of course can work both to mitigate suffering and to
i nur e ones el ithastle pataent@lGosbe lifeeatfirming, but also can work to reinforce
power structures. Potter 6s femgrspuiparsd st iome ¢ ,h earsd ch rad ¢
recognition of its instrumental and even cynical aspect retain their validity in approaching feng

shui.
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Feng ShulLandscape, and Spatiality in Chinese America

How can we take feng shui seriously - as a spatial practice on equal footing with western
understandings of physical space? Even assuming this is possible, it is no simple task. After all,
the dominant western understanding of spatiality has proved itself wonderfully efficacious.
Descartes took "bits of objective space (res extensa) as the elements in terms of which to
explain everything in the world" (Dreyfus 1991:128). Geometric space and the Cartesian

coordinate system (x,y,z) allow us to place any [material] phenomena in physical space.

In contrast, feng shui manuals (more scholarly examples include Lip 1995, Mak and So 2011,
Rossbach 1983, and Skinner 1982) describe exotic and mysterious terms such as the ‘five

elements' and 'eight diagrams'. They posit the existence of i ( ,b6r eat hé) as a force

the landscape and understand difference and change through the (by now thoroughly
banalized) correlative contrasts of y §(n ) and yang ( ). They see dragons and tigers where
western eyes perceive inanimate mountains made of dead matter. They use 'numerology’,
'‘geomancy' and 'talismans'. These terms associate feng shui with the sort of practices the west
has been attempting to purge itself of for the past five hundred years. All of this can potentially
work to marginalize feng shui as something suited to 'new age' hucksters and fools but not the

serious minded.

Focusing on these aspects of feng shui can have the effect of neutering it as a serious
alternative to dominant western spatial practices -- practices supporting a perception of the
world as passive objective matter to be manipulated and controlled in an instrumental fashion by

discrete, rational, self-interested subjects.

Through its commaodification and marginalization, feng shui is rendered safe for capitalism. That

which can be turned into a commodity becomes subject to capitalist logic. By being translated in
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orientalist (Said 1979) terms, it helps reinforce the dominant western self-interpretation as
rational and freed from false consciousness and magical thinking while simultaneously
reinforcing an understanding of Chinese culture as superstitious, mystical, and ultimately
illogical, erroneous, and inferior. As a consequence, dominant western culture is unable to take
the cultural practices of others seriously and is blinded to the value of cultural differences as
resources to help us be in and see the world, others, and ourselves in other ways - particularly

when it comes to our understanding of space.

So the stakes are high and the challenges significant. How can we genuinely take feng shui

seriously, and by doing so open up forms of spatiality that have been marginalized in modern

life? Not just in the weak sense that citizens of the modern liberal west feel the obligation to

6respect the beliefs of -ofthéadsrtheydismigstherm Buiwhtihette 1 n t h
understand them in a strong sense as available alternatives and serious challenges to western

cultural preconceptions and the structures of power which rest on them. In doing so, this

investigation explores similar territory to writings on perspectivism (Viveiros de Castro 1998)

and ontology (Albertietal. 2011).1 n AWor | dés Ot her wi sedi@tal. discuss of t he
is the inherent difficulty in taking apparently alterior modes of understanding seriously. As

anthropologists, it is our inclination, training and duty to take cultural difference seriously, but

this openness can sometimes be challenged by claims that on some level we cannot take in the

same way that our ethnographic informants present them (Alberti et al. 2011).

My basic strategy is comparative. | aim to show not only what makes feng shui distinct from
Cartesian spatiality but also the many ways in which they are similar. Both are culturally
embedded historical phenomena. Both are products of our spatial engagement with the world
and can only be apprehended through the application of specific techniques. Both are ways of
managing real aspects of the landscape. Showing their historical emergence demonstrates

these spatial stances are not self-evident but culturally contingent. Showing their dependence
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on technique reveals neither mode of spatiality is 'there' for us in an unmediated fashion: we do
not perceive a Cartesian grid any more (or less) than we perceive dynamic flows of gi. By
understanding the way landscape 'shows up' or presences itself for us, we can understand how
both techniques manage real aspects of our spatial engagement with the world. All of these
comparisons work towards putting both modes of spatiality on equal ontological footing. This
move runs contrary to the assumption, common in the west and increasingly so across the
world, that Cartesian space is 'real space' and all other spatial understandings are somehow

secondary or derivative.

| suggest instead the decisive difference between Cartesian space and the dynamic field of feng
shui is not between the objective and subjective, the real and the made-up, or the modern and
traditional, but rather what sort of ordering lends them intelligibility and sense. While Cartesian
space is dependent on a transcendent logical order, feng shui relies upon an emergent
aesthetic order. Both are technigues for managing and manipulating the landscape, and both
are historical phenomena, the development and codification of which can be traced. It should be
emphasized that the way people experience space is not intended to be confined to these
admittedly abstract forms. What makes the phenomenon interesting to me is how the idea of
absolute distance has achieved a kind of existential priority over our own primary experience of

spatiality and what possibilities have been foreclosed by this hierarchy.

This is not a manual for how to do feng shui. The aim is to show how feng shui works and why
we should take it seriously rather than to show how to become a feng shui practitioner (which is
beyond my capabilities in any case). Nor will | provide a tabular checklist or series of properties
in order to systematically determine the presence or absence of feng shui in archaeological
contexts. Not only has this been attempted by previous historical archaeologists (e.g. Mueller
1987) and thus would be a mere retreading of previously explored ground, but establishing the

presence or absence of feng shui would be useful mainly to ask questions about acculturation
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and assimilation that have been convincingly shown to be problematic, as discussed in Chapter
3. Furthermore, one of the main points | hope to demonstrate is why such a systematic
approach to feng shui is misleading and the product of misunderstanding the source of feng
shui's intelligibility. Feng shui is not something that is present or absent but is rather a pervasive
aspect of the landscape present regardless of whether it is adhered to or not: everything has its
feng shui, whether it is beneficial, benign, or detrimental. One accesses this aspect of the
landscape through aesthetic attunement rather than through the application of context-free rules

or principles.

I want to place feng shui in a position of parity with Cartesian spatiality in order to take it
seriously on a deep level. In order to make this is easy as possible, | will also avoid (at least
temporarily), speaking of the elements of feng shui that most strongly evoke mystical
stereotypes. Thus, | will not discuss the 'five elements’, 'eight diagrams', 'spirits and ghosts',
'tigers and dragons' and the like. It is these aspects of feng shui western skeptics latch onto in
order to reproduce the mystical-rational and traditional-modern binaries and to present all other
spatialities as illegitimate, inferior, and derivative. Rather, | will translate the intelligibility and
sense of feng shui by relating it to the general western philosophical discourse regarding
‘phenomenology’ (e.g. Dreyfus 1991) and the more specific anthropological and archaeological
engagement with 'landscape’ (e.g. Bender 1993, Gupta and Ferguson 1997, Hayden 1995,
Johnson 2012, Low and Lawrence-Zufiga 2003, Rouse 2005). It is my hope that by the
conclusion of this piece the reader may be in

feng shui, but with fresh eyes.

Cartesian Space and Phenomenology

The decontextualized fashion in which we imagine spatiality in the Modern West finds its

historical roots in fifteenth century Italy, specifically in techniques for painting landscapes
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developed by Filippo de Ser Brunellesci and Leon Battista Alberti (Alberti 1972, Edgerton 2006).

Sometime around 1425 Brunellesci developed what we now know as linear or western
perspective Awith no scientific application i n mi
t heol ogi cal problemd (Edgert on 2ethodsofivisualzationThi s pr
that, in the wake of the European disasters of the fourteenth century (plague, schism, etc),

woul d Amake people feel that God and his saints w
(ibid). It was in this context that Brunelle s c hi fApainted a small picture o
to be viewed by looking at its mirror reflection through a small hole drilled in the back of the

picture with the mirror he6.ldEdgetton d006nE9).ITRismgt h i n fr
depictio n , now |l ost, is generally considered fithe fir:
been constructed according to the geometric | aws

perspedbidi vedodo (

]
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Figure6.1Br unel | esci 6s Mirror 1) From Saal man, (1970:10

Within a decade of Brunell esci 6s invention of t hi

artists in Italy, and eventually found elaboration and codificationinLeonBat t i st a DAl ber t i &8s
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Pictura, written in 1435 (Edgerton 2006:161). In addition to codifying these techniques for

producing linear perspective depictions, Alberti also invented an altered technique for depicting

|l andscape known as O6A6.0R2¢r,t ifidasn Wipredo wé& a(nfei gguried d e d
threads through which the artist should view the scene to be painted, and then transfer the
coordinate details in scal eibid)n.t ol hhiiss aslisnoi |fasrhliyf tgerc
purpose of perspective painting not as a depiction of divine mystery revealed by geometry, but

as worldly perfection framed by geometry (ibid).

Figure 6.2A1l berti 6s Wi ndow. From Edgerton (2006: 162)

What makes these techniques so transformational is their externalization and

decontextualization of the rules of composition. Geometry becomes determinative of how
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objects represented show up in relation to one another. It no longer matters what the content of
the composition is, its order is predetermined by a transcendent logical order: the standard is
outside or behind the order of things, yet is not determined by what those things are. The
relationship between form and content is uni-directional. This is indeed a technique that allows
the viewer to see a real aspect of the landscape i the relations of occurrent physical objects as
res extensa 1 and it has proven its usefulness in many different fields as it proliferated through

the centuries, including mathematics, cartography, and archaeology (Rowe 1965).

But there is something important about the human spatial engagement with the world that is lost

in the process. In order to represent the occurrent relationships of physical objects in space, we

are obliged to set aside the way in which humans actually experience the phenomenon of

spatiality. It is precisely the sense of affectedness, of nearness and remoteness, and of
orientat-i bearébebngngs that is bracketed out of
aspects of the human spatial engagement with the world, but for complex reasons they have

been progressively marginalized in the western tradition. This has proceeded to the point that
subjectivity and falseness have become near-synonyms, while the real has come to be

identified with the objective.

Understanding spatiality in terms of objective physical space remains a popular understanding
amongst many archaeologists (e.g. Fleming 2006), in part because accounts of occurrent
spatial relationships are falsifiable, as well as reducible to a singular reality. They are
measurable, and given the same data set, different archaeologists can independently reproduce
the same results. Given the great prestige of the physical sciences and the dominant belief that
scientific methods are the one and only road to the truth, it is clear why such a procedure

continues to attract adherents.

But it is precisely this understanding of spatiality as reduceable to (singular) objective space that

has prevented archaeologists from apprehending the source of fengshui6 s i nt el | i gi bi
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distinction between the aspect of the landscape captured by Cartesian coordinates and the

aspect managed by feng shui can be understood as the difference between physical space and

existential spatiality (Dreyfus 1991:128). This difference between geometrical and lived space

can also be understood as the space of the occurrent (which is effectively captured by Cartesian
coordinates), and the space of the available, which is necessarily effaced in order to arrive at
theoccurrent.. Thi s i s because taxtualignyg charactedstcsiffomthes dec on
context of everyday practiceso (Dreyf medesb@91: 80;

being see Dreyfus 1991:60-87).

The available and occurrent are Dr eyhandertheitt r ansl| at
and vorhandenheit, sometimes translated as readiness-to-hand and presence-at-hand. The

available cannot be dismissed as purely subjective and arbitrary because, first, it is the primary

way we engage with the world, in the sense that we are always already pressing into

possibilities, and second, because it resides in public and inter-subjective cultural practices

rather than a pr iavaldble foraus i$onstmachéd by oW lcudture ands

presupposes a particular background understanding of being, one that we cannot be fully

conscious of or completely represent in formal rules because we exist within and amidst it. We

cannot step outside of and dispassionately decontextualize the available, as western science

often imagines, because cultural context is the very sea that it swims in.

Critics of phenomenological approaches in archaeology have voiced a number of valid

concerns, the most worrying of which is evidentiary (Johnson 2012:276). Fleming (1999, 2005,

2006) repeatedly raises this issue in his critiques of phenomenologically informed landscape

archaeology. Specifically, Fleming returned to many of the same archaeological sites visited by

Christopher Tilley as described in A Phenomenology of Landscape (1994), the first

archaeol ogical text to explicitly consider the su

phenomenologists studied the same landscapes independently, in all the intensive detail
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advocatedbyTi | | ey, woul d they achieve s uporvisibngtheout c o me s

same locations, receives distinct and different impressions than those described by Tilley.

Fleming considers this evidence that phenomenological approaches are hopelessly arbitrary

and subjective. But what Fleming does not appreciate is this perspectival aspect of reality is
precisely what phenomenology reveals. As Dreyfus
understoodo 1991:197). But they aeomewthovariant nder st oo
cultural backgrounds and subject positions. There may well be only one occurrent cosmos, but

there are by necessity multiple available cosmoi. It is because of our own cultural expectations

(historically conditioned) and the great prestige of the physical sciences that we have the

expectation that the whole of reality is reducible down to a singular description, and that the

same techniques used in the physical sciences can be used to understand the human world.

But if reality primarily presents itself in terms of availability, this simply cannot be the case.

This evidentiary issue ironically becomes most problematic in those situations where we have

limited understanding of the cultural context of archaeological remains because of temporal

remoteness, lack of direct historical connections, absence of textual and discursive records, and

extremely fragmentary preservation: precisely the dilemma of British Neolithic Archaeologists

with whom phenomenology has found such favor. As a remedy and better test case for the

interpretive potential of phenomenologically informed archaeology, Johnson suggests we

fdevel op understandings of experience in contexts
complex than the Neolithic where a range of contextual information can be brought to bear on

the question of how humans experienced the | andsc
technique of feng shui is just such a case. By taking phenomenology seriously, we can see

there are aspects of the landscape the mere physical space cannot capture.
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Landscapes in Painting and Ceramic Decorations

Spatiality in Chinese painting typically serves a narrative purpose. Brunelleschi or Alberti-style
illusion of 'depth’ is absent, and the size, placement and orientations of objects are not
determined by a transcendent logical order. Take for example the painting in Figure 6.3. It is
obvious that, as far as linear perspective is concerned, it is not operative nor needed in this
composition. It is easy to see the difference between this form of spatial depiction and that
found in paintings organized by linear perspective when looked at side by side. For comparison,
| ook at Raphael 064).Ahe aizkandyprier{tafian gf everg figure and object in
the painting is determined by rules of depiction that allow the creation of the illusion of spatial
depth. The painting becomes a three-dimensional box one can enter rather than a narrative and
aesthetic landscape in which one can wander. For certa i n , Raphael 6s | andscape
well, but it is a beauty that draws its strength from a technique that gives the illusion of being
true to life while at the same time, in a reduced sense it is pure fabrication, paint on plaster. As

BN

Magritte would s a y ACeci nbest pas une pipeo.

Figure 6.3 Section of scroll by Wang Hui, 1698 (From The Metropolitan Museum of Art)
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Figure64Raphael 6s Academy

Of course not all western art follows the rules of perspective that Brunellesci and Alberti
uncovered and codified. The purpose of this comparison is not to draw essential differences
between cultures but to point out the historical origins of contingent differences which
nonetheless structure our lives, or at least provide us with the (by necessity) background
understanding of space and spatiality that is required for our actions to have and social or
personal sense at all (Dreyfus 1991). The distinction | am making here is not about inscribing
essential oppositions. Non-western people use Cartesian spatiality to do things, and there are
other sources for the way we experience the landscape even within western societies (e.g. the
romantic landscape tradition of Wordsworth and Hoskins (Johnson 1996)). The point is to show
how a new way of looking at things emerged historically, was useful in many different fields, and
eventually proliferated to the degree that it was granted a privileged position in our
understanding of space and spatiality to the degree that other possibilities have become difficult
to take seriously or imagine within western culture 7 especially those disciplines dominated by
6scientificd t hink.ieegertainivarietiéswfdichagological practicendhed e g r

goal is to unspool this process so that we can again take a look at the practice without being
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unduly burdened by these suppositions.

This is complicated by the findings of Stephanie Chan (2013), who did an in-depth study of

British-produced transfer prints associated with the Market Street Chinatown. Chan conducted

fa multiscal ar analysis that incorporates

negotiated identities, cultural ownership, and postcolonial conceptualizations of boundary

hi

crossing and maintenanceo0o in order to Aexamine

may have integrated Euro American transfer-printed wares into their material culture without
necessarily consumingthe prescri bed ideals that these
(2013:136). Chan makes a plausible argument based on spatial proximity and likelihood of
reuse that the transfer-print sherds studied were used by the Chinese-American residents of
Chinatown. The Anthropological Studies Center at Sonoma State also includes collections

associated with Chinese-Americans that include substantial numbers of ceramics of non-

war es

stori

h

r

Chinese origin. As a further example, Grasnwoodds

uncovered large amounts of Euro- and American-made ceramics mixed in with wares of

Chinese origin. At the Summit Camp main site, whiteware constituted the fourth largest

component of the ceramic assemblage. While significant numbers of transfer-prints studied by

Chan do indeed exhibit linear perspective (contrary to my expectations) they are also in the

Romantic landscape style (Chan 2013:107), which has more in common with Chinese

landscape motifs than the depictions on Chinese Export Porcelain because both Romantic and

Chinese landscape traditions emphasize the aesthetic aspect of the landscape with realistic

spatiality being secondary. In any case, none of the ceramics used by Chinese laborers on the

transcontinental that | have documented in this dissertation have spatial depictions in linear

perspective. The closest any of the ceramic decorations get to depicting a landscape rather than

isolated items (such as the Four Seasons pattern) is the Bamboo pattern, which gives the

impression of looking at foliage through a mist (an artistic technique common in Chinese
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landscape painting).

Chan points out the Romantic landscapes depicted in the Market Street transfer-prints present
vistas and vegetation that evoke chinoiserie or arabesque traditions in western art (2013:52-3,
107). As she states, these are of course orientalist reimaginings of an exotic other, and it is this
sense of fascination and retroactive nostalgia that makes them work on the imagination of
western consumers. There is a certain irony in Chinese-Americans using western produced
ceramics with decorations that use techniques for spatial depiction dating to the Renaissance

but which depicted landscapes inspired by an imaginary oriental world.

In conclusion, the use of physical space and western depth-perspective on the transfer-print
ceramics found in Chinatown is perhaps secondary (or tertiary) to their romantic style and their
functional and pragmatic use. In other words, the best (though not necessarily exhaustive)
explanation for their presence is they were likely cheap because they were decades old and
secondhand by the time the Chinese of Market Street got them (Chan 2013:105). Nonetheless,
the romantic style of landscape depicted in the ceramics is not wholly different from that of feng

shui.

While difference in landscape depiction is apparent in painting styles, archaeological evidence
regarding landscape depictions on ceramics presents a more complicated picture. In order to
better understand the general concept of feng shui, | will now turn to an analysis of formal
landscapes including gardens and cemeteries. The aim of this is to provide the clearest

examples possible for the distinct approaches to landscape | have identified in this chapter.

Formal Landscap&sGardens

In order to understand why feng shui cannot be understood in terms of occurrent physical
space, but neither can it be dismissed as merely a cultural fiction, we turn to the first known

Chinese manual for designing formal gardens: the Y u 8 n ( y I}, or Craft of Gardens, written
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in 1631 during the Ming Dynasty by Ji Chéng ( ). Formal and planned landscapes have

proven their potential to provide semiotically dense and emblematic expressions of social
relations and cosmologies that extend well beyond their particular instantiations (e.g. Leone
1984). Aspects of the landscape and techniques of manipulating space that in other places may
be ambiguous or muted often become intentionally highlighted (or conversely, concealed). For
this reason they are a good place to start if we want to understand what aspect of the landscape

feng shui manages.

Readers of the Yuan ye expecting a step-by-step guide to garden design, or context-free
principles that apply in general situations will find themselves disappointed. JiCheng 6 s st andar d
for garden design does not issue from a transcendent logical order like the geometrically
determined landscape paintings of Brunelleschi or Alberti, or the gardens of Versailles or

Annapolis, but rather from a sense of kairoso r 6 f i t(t ,idiJg) that ensefijes from the

particularity of a given context; what | call an emergent aesthetic order. To briefly contrast these
two ways of ordering things, we can compare a chessboard and a bouquet of flowers. The
squares on the chessboard alternate between two colors with every other square being the
same color. If one square is white, then it will border non-white squares on each of its four faces
(as long as it isné6t on the edge of the board, of
Regardless of what colors are used or any qualitative considerations, there is only one correct
sequence of squares, determined a priori by formal rules. Now consider a bouquet of flowers.
Because of our shared background practices and cultural competency, we can see when
flowers are arranged well and when they are not arranged well, we might even be able to
describe regularities in technique, but this does not mean there is only one correct way of
arranging flowers. The order of the composition is not determined in a singular way a priori, but
rather emerges because of the particular qualities of the elements that make it up (of course,

capitalist commodification may systematize this to the degree there is no longer any significant
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aesthetic touch to a given technique). This in a sense is precisely the opposite of the
decontextualized and external source of order we find expressed in western landscape painting
and formal garden design: the order emerges internally, and simply cannot be severed from its

particular context without draining it of the very source of its vitality and sense.

This is the reason that | believe Muellerb6s (1987
an archaeologist can refer in order to determine the presence or absence of feng shui does not

capture its sense and in fact perpetuates a misunderstanding of feng shui as a set of principles

or rules that may be either adhered to or strayed from. This implicit understanding of feng shui

as "principles guiding the orientation of manmade objects and structures within the environment

in order to maximize good fortune" (Marmor 1998:17) is pervasive in the archaeological

literature on the subject (e.g. Greenwood 1993:395; Mueller 1987:1; Ritchie 1993:366; Rouse

2005:86). But here we should note the objections of Bourdieu and others in conceiving of

cultural entities as sets of rules:

So long as he remains unaware of the limits inherent in his point of view on the object,

the anthropologist is condemned to adopt unwittingly for his own use the representation

of action which is forced on agents or groups when they lack practical mastery of a

highly valued competence and have to provide themselves with an explicit and at least
semi-formalized substitute for it in the form of a repertoire of ruleso0 ( Bour di eu 197 7:

In contrast, Ji repeatedly advises the garden designer to heed and be receptive to the particular
gualities of a place, something akin to what we might call its genius loci, which Ji is aware

cannot be captured in formal rules:

: o b w ., h, hy
Skill in |l andscape design is shown in the abil
scenery and lay of the land, and artistry is shown in the feeling of suitability created

(Ji 1989:39)

What we see here is a concern for an aspect of the landscape (the affective capacity of a
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particular place) that is uncapturable by our understanding of physical space and is necessarily
effaced if we understand our encounters with the landscape as following context-free principles.
Ji suggests sensitivity to this aspect of landscape: the particularity of place and its capacity to
move us, is the source of skill in landscape design. We know we have been skillfully
manipulated by the designer when we (or rather, the culturally embedded person with
competenceinaparti cul ar vernacul ar) experience a Afeeling
suitability has no source outside itself, it is not determined by a transcendent order, but rather
obtains in our emergent affective and aesthetic relationship with the landscape. To look for feng
shui in the landscape as though it were a set of principles and properties is like trying to find
formal chess-like rules in flower arranging. Why do we assume such rules are there to be
found? And by looking for such rules, are we perhaps misunderstanding the way it actually

works? This is my basic contention.

h ) r i )
ACraftsmanship is shown in the design of somet
[the garden designer] cannot stick closely to
The process of garden design finds its source not in context-free rules but in attunement. Thus,
feng shui cannot be properly understood as a set of determinative rules that can be elaborated

and then looked for in archaeological contexts. Even in formal garden design, Ji instructs us:

Aln choosing the di on the buildings face
tells youodo (Ji 1989:

(62 )
N o~
~— —

I
e

Ji consistently emphasizes the determinative role of receptivity to the particularity of place rather

than following external, decontextualized rules:
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Literally, this translates to 6examine ground fit
somethinglike6 Ex ami ne t he | and (to make sure that) it i

it is proper. 0

Hardie renders it as:

iTo sum u popsesiaf apgraprate sitk, the construction of the garden will follow
naturallyo (Ji 1989: 46)

Given his critique of Tilleybés use of phenomenol o
might cause consternation to an empirically and objectively oriented landscape archaeologist

such as Fleming. But such emphasis is sufficient to show there are real aspects of the

landscape that are publicly (though not necessarily cross-culturally) available that will never be

captured by the sorts of techniques Fleming espouses. Rather, it is precisely the sort of thing

that a historical archaeology of hon-western people can explore and point out. And by checking

our interpretations against an articulated body of cultural knowledge in addition to the

archaeological record, we will be constrained by the evidence, making our interpretations

falsifiable and meeting the evidentiary challenge raised against phenomenological approaches.

Ji is steadfast in his refusal to offer formulas or a priori rules for garden design, and in this he

could not be more different from western garden p
part of the message of their design. In contrast, Ji emphasizes the breadth of possibilities

available to the garden designer. Ji discusses the various places in which one can build garden

pavilions, including in the middle of flowers, next to water, in a bamboo forest, etc. He states

any of these placements can be made to work, concluding:

: ¢

Thismeanst h at owhi | e t her eorpaviliensfthere isso ruteto olbep whenlits  f

comes to how or where they should be | aid outé.
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Yet anyone who has been to a Chinese garden realizes there is definitely a discernable style
that is not the product of illusion or mere opinion, something they have in common with one

another, even as they respond to the particular needs of place. For Ji,

: . T | ! o

ithey must have order in variety and yet their
orderliness should have a pleasing unpredictability, and yet at their most diverse there
should be an underlying consistencyo (1989:75)

The method of evaluating a garden is aesthetic attunement, and the test of fittingness is
affectedness. The whol e of Ji 0s signtcanlbessmonedypinthafinggar den de

lines of the Yuan ye:

S , K
This means, &éborrowing has no (clear) reasons. (A
Here the traditional | andscape arengshueiorotmgeat st may
of elaborateable and determinative rules, and if there are multiple solutions to any given
difficulty, and if we are not culturally embedded observers, how are we supposed to apprehend

fengshui? Just stand there and be receptive?0

My reply is that only those embedded in a shared practical background, and a shared cultural

vernacular stand in a truly emic position. We access this aspect of the landscape feng shui

manages (its affective capacity) only through culture. We cannot say with specificity just what

the experience of place was like, except insofar as we share a practical background of

Amindl ess everyday coping skillso (Dr eppiitos 1991: 3
the background practices and how they work to people who already share them- who, as

[Heidegger] would say, dwell in them. [We] cannot spell out these practices in so definite and
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contextf r ee a way that they could be communicated to
This does not mean if we are not a part of a given culture we cannot understand the landscapes

of cultural others, but it does mean we will inevitably be able to adequately explain or even be

able to verify our conclusions in an absolute sense. By learning the details of a culture and the

areas where orientations towards landscape have commonalities or differences, we can

potentially achieve an imperfect but informative insight context specific landscape practices.

Yet inevitably, some but not all aspects of feng shui will be understandable to outsiders. Where

there is cross-cultural overlap in shared practical background understanding, feng shui appears

rational, or else is transparent. But it is most conspicuous when there is no such overlap. This is

what the ‘five elements’, 'eight diagrams', 'spirit s and ghosts', and '"tigers a
are not rational or irrational but practical aspects of feng shui that are not available to outsiders

because they do not fit in our already given cultural horizon. Thus, westerners tend to not notice

feng shui when it appears to make sense (within their own cultural framework), or when they

can ascribe underlying rationales that would make sense to observers embedded in capitalist

culture (e.g. 6it makes sense t o nhamispherent r ances t
because it maximizes |ight and heatdé). Yet it see
6.5). This reproduces a cultural understanding of feng shui as irrational and conversely

reinforces the western self-image as rational beings. This in turn contributes to the larger

process of the progressive economic rationalization of cultural practices we see under global

capitalism.
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Figure 6.5 A feng shui practice that does not readily translate to outsiders

How then should archaeologists approach feng shui? First, we should recognize that feng shui
is a pervasive aspect of the landscape in the same sense as Cartesian coordinates, not
something that is sometimes present and sometimes absent nor a mere cultural fiction. It is a
dynamic field of encounter that responds to changes in the environment around it rather than a
stable property. Because it is vulnerable to change, it must be managed. Feng shui is the body

of practices developed to manage this affective capacity.

Second, we should recognize western culture has i
for achieving asense ofspatial oO0f i tti ngnessdéd. The difference is
on transcendent logical reasoning while Chinese culture is based on emergent aesthetic

reasoning but rather the dominant western tradition has not articulated and made explicit its

reliance on a culturally-bounded sense of aesthetics to the same degree the Chinese tradition
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has. This is why the Chinese intellectual tradition is so useful not only for understanding
Chinese landscape practices but can also show westerners something about themselves they
have not articulated nor developed the tools with which to do so. Practices, including particular
spatial practices, may be marginalized in a given cultural mileau, and engaging with another that
takes a given marginalized practice seriously can potentially help reevaluate the significance of

similar practices within oneds own culture.

This leads us to a question of method. T he e as i e sféngshdin thd landséapee e 6
without reproducing rational/mystical binaries is to use the comparative method to contrast
practices westerners know in their own self-interpretation to not be externally rationalizable.
That is, we can most easily see the archaeological consequences of the differing spatial stances
and emphases while still avoiding orientalism by looking at contexts where westerners are self-
conscious of the somewhat arbitrary and historically contingent nature of their practices. In other
words, practices which have not yet been fully commodified and taken over by capitalist
economic rationality, are the best cases to refer to in order to expose ourselves as not rational
by our own standards. For this reason | have mentioned differences in painting and ceramic

decorations, and formal landscape gardens. Compare the layouts ofthe W3 ngs h ¢o( Yu & n

), or Master of Nets Garden, with Wbdahd6a)m Pacabds
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Figure 6.6 W3n gs h 0 Y u 8anMaster of Nets Garden, Suzhou (Keswick 2003)
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