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And it gets back to who's in control. It's that simple. Who gets to write the books, who
gets to tell the stories now, that's called our history. And I think a good example is
something that happened at the Little Bighorn Battlefield in 1983, 1984. Up to that point,
the white historians had a tendency, a strong tendency, to go along with or discount
some of the oral stories that our side told about how the battle progressed and how it
came, you know, how it ended.

The famous last stand where Custer and the 7th Cavalry went out with a blaze of glory,
both guns blazing as it were. In 83 and 84, there were grass fires that went through that
area. And officially, there's only two sites that are designated, one on the far south and
one on the north side where the visitor center is and then there's a site on the bluffs
above the river. And if you've ever been there, the river just meanders and it's flat river
bottom on one side and big hills on the other side. But the grass fire went through there.

And what it did was uncover a lot of metal artifacts, belt buckles, boot buckles, shell
casings, round lead balls, all kinds of things. And archaeologists went in there and
cataloged every one of those things. And there were hundreds of them, maybe even
thousands. And they located, they carefully recorded what each one was, where it was,
and they spent a lot of time doing that. And then they identified what each of those
artifacts were.

An incoming round ball was usually an Indian, from an Indian weapon, because the
cavalry was using a specific kind of weapon that could be easily identifiable. So they
could tell what might have been an outgoing fire and incoming fire at any given area.
And as they did their research and as they correlated all that information and then
compared it to the military version of the battle and the Lakota Cheyenne version of the
battle, they found out that the artifact distribution coincided more, much more, with the
Lakota Cheyenne version of the battle.

And it really gave that oral story, that oral sense of our way we're keeping our stories
and our history much more credibility in our eyes. It's still an uphill struggle, but it's, you
know, no system is infallible. But it was still, it still worked, because we, you know, that
discovery of the artifacts just affirmed what our ancestors have been telling us all these
years. So oral history is important.

I mean, it should still be an important part of the process, and now it should be, start
with the family, saying, okay, this is who we are as your parents, and this is who your
grandparents are on both sides. Doesn't matter how you feel about them or whatever,
this is who we are. This is where we came from. This is what they did for a living. They



were in the Army, they were in the Navy, whatever they did, they were school teachers,
whatever.

Go back as far as you can, because that's the easiest way to give that child that sense
of identity and that footing so that you can walk with that knowledge all the time. And
that's where oral history can really, really serve a purpose. It's not just for the collective,
it's more for the individual, or should be.


