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A PROBABLE EARLY NINETEENTH CENTURY
CROVW BURIAL: THE PITCHFORK
ROCKSHELTER REEXAMINED

Laura L. Scheiber

ABSTRACT

Artifacts from the Pitchfork burial (48PA42) of northwestern Wyoming sunequivocally date fo ca.
1810, rather than previously published estimates of either protohistoric, early historic, or ca. 1880. This
new information is important for purposes of eliminating certain tribal affiliations and for strengthening
existing hypotheses pertaining to the burial that the individuals were probably Crow.
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INTRODUCTION

The Pitchfork burial (48PA42) from the east-
ern foothills of the Absaroka Mountains of north-
western Wyoming was recovered in 1973 by a
team from the University of Wyoming. This team
located two partially mummified male skeletons
in an isolated rockshelter. As initially reported by
Gill (1976), the burial of protohistoric or early
historic age was a primary surface interment of
two individuals lying in line with each other head
 toe, on a narrow rock ledge, in an east-west
direction. Prior disturbance in the center of the
burial had caused the Joss of the arms, legs, and
left innominate of the first individual (Individual
A, as per Gill 1976) and the loss of the cranium of
the second (Individual B) (Fig. 1). Individual A
was approximately 27 to 35 years old when he
died. Individual B was 24 to 26 years old. The
cause of death could not be determined for either
person. Electron microscopy of human head lice
along head hair strands of Individual A led Gill and
Owsley (1985) o postulate that inordinately high
mumbers of nits may have been caused by changes
in personal grooming habits or sutrient deficiency.
These fluctuations may in turn have been caused

by social upheaval or warfare. Gill and Owslkey
(1985) also changed the original estimated date of
the burial to the 1880s. As will be demonstrated,
the original date is the better one. _
Despite the number of years since its recov-
ey, an in-depth analysis of the cultural ifems
found with the burial has never been conducted.
This bears on the eartierconclysions about the date
of the burial that are inconclusive and contradic-
tory. The present study provides a more precise
chronological placement, discusses possible trade
routes through which the artifacts were obtained, -
and assesses the tribal identity of the skeletons.

CHRONOLOGICAL INDICATORS

Glass Trade Beads

The largest number of artifacts found with the
Pitchfork burial are glass trade beads. More thana
thousand small, drawn embroidery beads can be
classified as poay beads (Fig. 2). Four main bead
colors are represented: white (67%), turquoise
21%), red with white centers (8%), and biack
(4%). The presence of one dark biue and one
blue-green bead may represent color variation
within the black and turquoise. Munsell color des-
ignations are white (N 9.5), blue (10B 4/10), red
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Figare 1. Recovery of Pitchfork burial: Individual A, upper right; Individual B, lower keft (from Gill 1976:Fig. 2).

(5R 3/10), black (N 1.5), dark blue (7.5FB 2/8),
and blue green (5B 4/6) (Munsell 1966).

Twenty-one handcrafied monochrome neck-
Iace beads were also found with the burial (Fig. 3):
16 with Individual A in the area of the face and
chest and § with Individual B (although with the
loss of the cranium it is possible to postulate the
presence of additional necklace beads at the time
of burial). Eighteen of these larger beads are
wound while the other three are probably hollow
blown (Kidd and Kidd 1970; Good 1977). Munsell
colors include the following: white (solid matrix:
N 9.0, bands within bead: 10YR 9/2), dark blue
(7.5PB 3/10), blue green(2.5B 3/6), and turquoise
(10B 4/6) (Munsell 1566).

The outer diameters and lengths of all unbro-
ken Pitchfork beads (N = 1034) were individually
measured with digital calipers. Inner (hole) diarne-
ter was measured with digital calipers while look-
ing directly over the bead under a microscope.
These measurements describe the range insize and
the statistical variation of this collection in com-
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parison with other site assemblages (Tables 1, 2).

Small drawn undecorated beads canbe effec-
tive chronological indicators. Generally these
beads are smaller and less variable in size in more
recent sites and exhibit a wider variety of colors
(Armour 1977; Davis 1973; Kidd and Kidd 1970).
Larger pony beads of 3 mm to S mm were replaced
in popularity by smaller seed beads of 0 mm to 2
mm (Conn 1972; Hanson 1989; Sprague 1985)
during the middle of the nineteenth century. In the
early nineteenth century native groups on the
northern Plains preferred the larger embroidery
beads (pony beads). These were the main onés
available until about the middle of the century
(DeVore 1992; Hanson 1989; Schreider 1972).
The *‘pony bead period’’ has been defined as the
time from the introduction of embroidery beads
until the middle of the nineteenth century, or ap-
proximately 1800 to 1850 (Conn 1972; Schneider
1972).

A major difficulty inestablishing a bead chro-
nology (based on drawn beads) for the northwest-
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Gill 1976:Fig. 2).

blages (Tables 1, 2).
d beads canbe effec-
rs. Generally these
iable in size in more
Jer variety of colors

Jdd andKidd 1970). -

5 mm were replaced
_beads of 0 mm to 2
939; Sprague 1985)
eenth century. Inthe
tive groups on the
2 larger embroidery
were the main oncs
ddle of the century
9; Schneider 1972).
:been defined as the
f embroidery beads
:enth century, or ap-
ann 1972; Schneider

blishing a bead chro-
s) for the northwest-

Laura L. Scheiber

Figure 2 Small drawn glass beads.

Pitchfork Rockshelter

Figure 3. Large glass beads: wound beads upper row, middle row, and lower right; blown beads lower keft and center.
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Table 1. Small beads, basic summary statistics’

Vol. 39, No. 147,1994

Table 2. Large beads, basic summary statistics’

Variable n Meam Sud Dev. Min  Max

Outer Diameter 996 310 029 212 408
Inncr Dismeter 907 108 020 062 197
Length 923 243 042 138 382

Variable n Mem Sid. Dev. Mim  Max

OuterDiameter 21 812 LIS 632 1035
ImerDiameter 21 214 035 145 273
Length 21 743 069 546 &7

! Measurements to nearest 100¢h millimeter.

ern Plains is the lack of standardization of terms
from sites which have been well dated (Bass et al.
1971; D’Amato and D’Amato 1972; Hendron
1941; Schneider 1972; Woodward 1970). Al
though many historic sites contain glass trade
beads, summaries of these assemblages in publish-
ed reports are often limited to gross size categories
and cannot be used in a chronological assessment
(Bass et al. 1971; Krause 1972; Miller 1960; Mur-
ray 1964; Orchard 1975; Smith 1953, 1960; Smith
and Ludwickson 1981). Despite in-depth classifi-
cations of beads in general (Karklins 1985; Kidd
and Kidd 1970) and of beads from single sites
{DeVore 1992; Ross 1990), many sources do not
provide the information needed for useful com-
parisons of bead size in Wyoming and adjacent
areas.
Dating brackets are currently being refined at
the University of Wyoming based on differences
of one one-hundredth of a millimeter in size rather
than simple size categories (Scheiber and Reher
1992; Reher and Scheiber 1993). The Pitchfork
bead assemblage has been important because of its
large sample size and our ability to date the assem-
blage context with other artifacts.

The data from the Pitchfork burial beads indi-
cate the following: (1) a limited assortment of
colors, (2) beads greater than 3 mm in outerdiame-
ter (pony beads), (3) a wide range of variation in
all three recorded measurements, (4) irregular
shapes with uneven and often nonspherically
shaped holes, (5) significantly larger and statisti-
cally less variable bead size than found in later
nineteenth century burials (Sprague 1984,
Scheiber and Reher 1992), and (6) large mono-
chrome necklace beads with none of the poly-
chrome bodies seen in later sites after the middle
of the nineteenth century (Davis 1973). Ovenall,
this evidence suggests that the Pitchfork glass

! Measurements to nearest 100th millimeter.

trade beads date within the interval of approxi-
mately 1800-1840.
Dentalia

. Six dentalia shells (Dentalia pretiosum) were
found with the Pitchfork burial (Fig. 4). These
small, white, tusk-shaped shells were probably
strung with large beads and hair pipes to make a
necklace.

Dentalia originate on the southwestern coast
of Vancouver Island inthe northwestem part of the
United States. The Nootka dredged the shells from
offshore beds and traded them for other materials
(Drucker 1951, 1955). Dentalia were a principal
trade item in the Pacific-Platean system and were
traded throughout the Plains during prehistoric
times for use as ornaments and necklaces
(Blakeslee 1975; Drucker 1965, Wood 1980).
White fur traders later also sold dentalia although
the amount of trade by Euroamericans compared
with native peoples is either unknown or not cal-
culated (Smith 1953, 1960, 1972). The six dentalia
from Pitchfork help demonstrate that trade was
occurring between populations in northern Wyo-
ming and other native groups to the west.

Hair Pipes

Gill and Owsley (1985) used the presence of
““tubular bone pieces”” to reclassify the previous
estimated date of the Pitchfork burial from the mid
1800s to sometime during the 1880s. These so-
called bone beads were not properly designated as
hair pipes, a common item traded in the Plains
(Fig. 4).

Moreover, the hair pipes recovered from the
Pitchfork burial were not manufactured from bone
as originally assumed but of shell. This assessment
is based both upon microscopic analysis and visual
examination. The hair pipes exhibit elongated con-
centric rings as well as a peary finish.
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Pitchfork Rockshelter

Figure 4. Selected artifacts from the Pitchfork burial: stitched clothing sad carved wooden bow! from Individual B; Dentalia shefls
{upper center), brass bracelet, steel wire earring, shell bair pipes (lower lefl), brass butfons, and wound glass beads (lower right)

from Individual A (from Gill 1976:Fig. 5).

From approximately 1780 to 1880 hair pipes
were made from the lip of West Indian conch
shells imported to New York. At first they were
used mostly as ear pendants, hair ormaments, and
necklaces. The demand for the hair pipes on the
Upper Missouri dramatically increased as the cen-
tury progressed. Originally used as hair decora-
tions, they became increasingly wutilized in
claborate breast plates and necklaces. The increas-
ing mumber of hair pipes used by individuals coin-
cided with a change in the material used to make
the items during the late nincteenth century. After
1880 shell hair pipes were replaced by cheaper and
less breakable hair pipes commercially made from
the lower leg bones of catile. By 1889 shell hair
pipes were 0o longer made (Ewers 1957, Walters
1989).

The same artifacts used in 1985 to date the
burial to post-1830 may now be used to date it to
pre-1880, not considering continued usage of old
shell hair pipes even afier that date. The amount
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and placement of hair pipes also fit well with the
cadier pattern of few numbers and use as partof a
single-strand necklace (Bass et al. 1971), although
the question of a person’s status contributing to the
number of hair pipes owned has not been ad-
dressed and may relate to bow many are found in
2 burial
Trade Coat and Brass Buttons

Individual A was found wearing a red coat
with woven metallic trim. This coat was first in-
terpreted as possibly being of British or Canadian
military origin (Gill 1976). Subsequent investiga-
tion of the coat itself does not substantiate this
earlier interpretation. Clothing and coats resem-
bling military dress were frequently traded to the
Indians and were often a sign of prestige. Popular
coat colors included blue, ycllow, and red with
metallic woven bands (Brown 1971). During the
cady 1830s, while traveling on the Missouri in
Mandan territory, Maximilian (1906:342) noted a
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Yankton Sioux leader *‘dressed ina uniform of red
cloth withblue facings and collar, and ornamented
with silver trimmings, such as the traders are used
to give, or to sell to such chiefs as they desire to
distinguish.””> Wayne Colwell, curator for the Ca-
nadian State Parks, was sent photographs of the
Pitchfork coat and said that it was probably a
“*military type trade coat of the early 19th century,
say circa 1820...[not] a military issue coat but one
of the coats made up for the Indiantrade’” (Nottage
n.d.). It appears then that the original speculation
was probably premature and that the coat was
likely obtained in trade.

The coat can also be dated by the brass buttons
attached to it (Fig. 4). They are flat with a wire
shank attached to the reverse side. Each button
measures about 24 mm in diameter and just under
2 mm in thickness. At least three buttons possess
a slogan on the back. The words “‘‘Rich Gold
Colour’” occur in a semicircle with associated
crossed laurel branches.

Brass buttons with gold plate were quite com-
monly traded during the end of the eighteenth and
beginning of the nincteenth centuries. Because
““plain’” buttons were commonly manufactured
before 1830, slogans were often stamped on the
reverse side whichrelated to the quality of the gilt.
These slogans were not indicators of the manufac-
turers but were meant 10 attract the purchaser
(Luscomdb 1967:79; Olsen 1963; Woodward
1976:25). Miller (1960:71) states that *‘the popu-
larity of the gilt button lasted from 1760 to 1840
when electrogilding, discovered in 1840, so
cheapened the quality that all demand for them
ceased.”

Olsen (1963) relates ways of dating this type
of button by the means of attachment. The type
found on the Pitchfork coat does not have a sol-
dered foot 10 the eye attachment and was thus
made between 1785 and 1800.

Buttons that match the dimensions of those
from the Pitchfork burial were found at the
Leavenworth cemetery and the Fort Lookout I
trading post, both along the Missouri River in
South Dakota (Bass et al. 1971; Miller 1960). A
button with the same slogan as the ones from
Pitchfork was also found at the latter site. These
sites were occupied from 1800 to 1851.
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Dating Bracket

A mumber of temporal indicators have been
investigated here, and various dates for these items
have been suggested. To estimate a dating bracket
for the burial as a whole, the previous criteria
should be reviewed and evaluated. In the cases of
mamfacturing dates especially, thebeginning date
is much more important than the ending date. The
beginning of an item’s use may be documented,
but the ending cannot truly be recorded. Popular-
ity, style, or other factors may be more relevant
considerations in some cases of prolonged usage.

The information from the Pitchfork artifacts
seems to indicate a time period of the early to
middle part of the nincteenth century (Fig. 5, Table
3). The suggested time frame of this burial is 1800
to 1840 based upon manufacturing, popularity,
and style of the various items. Early within this
time frame, ca. 1810, scems to be the most accept-
able period of burial.

The dates cluster around the early part of the
century although the Pitchfork men could also
have been buried after this time period. However,
the likelihood of someone in the 1880s wearing a
combination of items manmufactured and stylish in
1810 is not great. The idea proposed by Edgarand
Turpell (1978) that these two individuals died
during the nearby battle of Papypo Buite is possi-
ble. Some evidence suggests that the battle oc-
curred during the carly 1800s, which would
coincide well with the Pitchfork burial (Bob
Edgar, personal communication, 1992), although
these individuals do not show any signs of skeletal
injuries.

ETHNIC AFFINITY

Biological Analysis

Gill (1976:307) and Gill and Owsley
(1985:45-46) suggested that the individuals buried
in the rockshelter were probably either Crow of
Sioux, citing a large, low-vaulted cranium and
narrow facial features.

The present amalysis used quantitative com-
parative data to help strengthen conclusions of
ethnic affinity. Standard osteological cranial
measurements are provided for eight populahons
from the U.S. National Museum in
(1927). These groups include the Blackfoot, Crow,
Hidatsa, Sioux, Arikara, Shoshoni, Apache, and
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Pitchfork Rocksheler
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Figure S. Pitchfork Rockshelter burial dating bracket. Criteria: 1A-button manufacturing type; 1B-button popularity; 1C-button
comparative stdics; 2A-trade coat type; 3A-hair pipe material; 4A-bead size and variation; SA-burial practice.

Table 3. Deting bracket information
Button manufacturing 1785 1800
Button popularity 1760 1840
Button coraparative sizes 1800 1851
Timde coat type 1800 1820
Hair pipe material 1785 1880
Bead size and varistion 1800 1840
Burial practice unknown 1835

Cheyenne. Although some of these people did not
necessarily occupy northwestern Wyoming during
the nineteenth century, they were incorporated to
help validate the stody: i.e., the Apache should not
show affinities with the Pitchfork individuals.
Population means for these groups have pre-
viously been compared to individual Montana and
Wyoming profohistoric and historic skeletal speci-
mens to belp determine populational affinities
(Gill 19903, 1990b; Weathermon 1990). By calcu-
lating z-scores (or standard scores) between the
eight populations listed above and an individual in
question, one may compare the unknown individ-
val with the group average (Hinkle et al. 1988;
Witte 1989). Lower z-scores indicate possible eth-
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nic affinities. Three primary measurements from
the Pitchfork Individual A were compared to those
from the eight known populations (Tablc 4). The
results adequately rejected Blackfoot, Shoshoni,
Apache, and Arikara, displaying greater than 95%
difference between the individual and the group
(average z-score greater than 1.80). The Pitchfork
male is more likely Sioux, Crow, Hidatsa, or
Cheyenne. By adding six additional measure-
ments, the Pitchfork male seems closest to Crow-
Hidatsa (74% variance) (average z-score = 0.65)
(Table 5).

A simple graphical comparison of standand
cranial indices also demonstrates these trends.
This technique emphasizes proportions, not just
raw data. Therefore, it may be a better method
since proportions are more complex genetically
than size factors within a population (George Gill,
personal communication, 1992), although more
difficult to evaluate quantitatively. The population
averages include historic Sioux, Crow, Shoshoni,
and Hidatsa (Hrdlicka 1927) as well as a nondif-
ferentiated sample from the late prehistoric and
historic periods in Wyoming and Montana (Gill
1981).

Cranial, upper facial, masal, and orbital indi-
ces were compared to the Pitchfork Individual A.
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Table 4. Three standard scores (z-scores) for eight Historic Plains Indian groups

Group Maximum Length Maximum Width Basion-Bregma Average
1 1.74 27 -1.61 204
2 1.65 265 -L.19 183
3 147 101 -1.54 1.34
4 427 012 -1.36 1.92
5 hd 210 023 117
6 0.63 242 . 1.53
7 1.64 158 <230 1.34
8 1.41 1.07 <208 1.52
* Average absolute value.

* Due to small sample size, unable o compute.

1=Blackfoot (a=11); 2=Shoshoni (n=16); 3=Sioux (a=38); 4~Apache (a=14); S=Crow (a=2); 6=Hidatsa (a=6); 7=Arikara
(a=41); 8=Cheyenne (w=14). Based on Hrdlicka (1927) and Gill (1976).

Table 3. Six standard scores (z-5cores) for four Historic Plains Indian groups

Group Nasion-Alveolar Bizygomatic Orbital Height Orbital Breadth Nasal Height Nasal Breadth  Average® (variance)

3 0.08 -1.08 0.66 1.25 034 021 0.85 (30.23)
5 b 0.50 hd * 125 007 0.83 (7.67)
6 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.08 0.06 043 0.47 (68.03)
8 0.89 -1.03 021 - 1.66 1.56 1.02 1.21 (88.69)
* Average absolute value.

* Due to small sample size, unable to compuse.

3=Sioux; S=Crow; 6=Hidaisa; 8=Cheyenne. Based on Hrdlicka (1927) snd Gill (1976).

This Pitchfork male is similar to the Crow and the
Sioux in basic cranial proportions (average) (Fig.
6). He is similar 10 both the Crow and Hidatsa in
his narrow facial features (Fig. 7). Nasal indices
reveal that the Pitchfork man also had a narrow
nose similar to the Plains tribes in this study,
including the Hidatsa, close relatives of the Crow
(Lowie 1935). Unlike Pitchfork, the Crow indices
show broad noses, which is unexpected for this
area of the face and may in this case be due to small
sample size (Fig. 8). Orbital index shows a close
similarity to the regional sample in the lower,
broader eyes. Crania from the protohistoric Wyo-
ming and Montana populations are often found
with these low wide orbits (Gill 1991) (Fig. 9).
Considering these indices as a whole, Pitchfork A
is genenally close to the Crow indices in most
categorics, especially in cranial proportions and
the narrowness of the upper face, the primary

criteria used by Gill (1976) and Gill and Owsley
(1985) in judging ethnic identity.
Geographical and Cultural Considerations

Another means of determining ethnic affinity
involves examining geographical and mortuary
factors. In their history of the Pitchfork Ranch
arca, Edgar and Turnell (1978:25) mention that the
Mountain Crows and Mountain Shoshonis were
the most frequent occupants of the Greybull River
valley and the westem Big Horn Basin, along with
occasional Blackfoot (Ewers 1958; Lowie 1909,
1935). Due to escalating population pressures
from the east, the Sioux and Cheyenne increas-
ingly expanded into the region after about the
middle of the nineteenth century (Grinnell 1923;
Mooney 1896). Since the Sioux and Cheyenne
were later arrivals and since biological traits elimi-
nate the Shoshoni and Blackfoot, the individuals
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seem more likely to be related to the Crow.
Another factor t0 examine is the uvse of a

8hoshonWyoming/Montana

(Lowie 1924:282; Morris 1897:103-104; Smith

1974:150-151; Yarrow 1881:127-128). During

rockshelter forburial. Utes and Shoshonisdidbury ~ the late nineteenth century many Plains groups

their dead in rockshelters and crevices historically
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including the Crow typically placed their dead on
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scaffolds or in trees (Bushnell 1927:78; Lowie  Morgan (1959) documented that scaffolding was
1935:67; Stockwell 1932:11). However,amumber  not the only form known among the Crow. Curtis
of early twentieth century anthropologists andoth-  (1909:179) writes that prior to their reliance upoB
ers including Curtis (1909), Lowie (1935), and  scaffold burial, the Crow reportedly buried their
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dead in caves and in the rocks. He assigns this
change to about 1825 during the time of Red
Feather at the Temple, a leader of the Mountain
Crow. Roll (1979:105) corroborates that Red

= Feather was influential from 1825 to 1836. Others

have reported further burial practices among the

: Crow, including burial in a Jodge or occasionally
 inthe ground (Bushnell 1927; Morgan 1959:171;

“ Yarrow 1881:153). Morgan (1959) and Lowie

(1935:68) also mention the importance of rock-
shelters as primary interment locations for the
Crow as well as secondary depositories even afler
scaffolding. *“They remove or take them from the
scaffold, tic them up in a bundle first in scarlet
cloth...and around this a Jodge skin, and then carry
them on horseback for hundreds of miles to the
mountains, where they place them in clefts of the
rocks, or in crevices...”” (Morgan 1959:171). Al-
though the Pitchfork burial was a primary inter-
ment, these uplift and mountainous areas were
apparently important final resting places. Also,
expediency as a motivating factor should not be
overlooked. On the northwestern Plains, for in-
stance, burial on a rock ledge along a high ridge is
the most common type of burial (Gill 1991:437;
Yarrow 1881:127).

Another item which should be addressed is
the color of the smaller glass beads. Blue and white
beads compose 88% of the assemblage, 8% are red
with white centers, and 4% are black. Blue and
white were the two primary colors used by the
Plains Indians, followed to kesser extents by black,
green, red, and yellow (Davis 1973; DeVore 1992
Jablow 1956:44; Orchard 1975:95; Powell 1953).
Especially before the 1860s only a limited mumber
of colors were available, including blue, white,
black, red, and amber. Not surprisingly consider-
ing the time of the burial, four of these colors were
found in the Pitchfork rockshelter. It was not until
the advent of smaller seed beads later in the nine-
teenth century that wider ranges of colors were
common (Wildschut and Ewers 1959:45; Wood-
ward 1970:37).

Assignments of bead color to tribal groups is
often based on these later sites (DeVore 1992)
which contain assemblages with a wider variety of
colors. The fewer the available bead colors from
which to choose, the less likely tribal differences
canbe ascertained (Davis 1973:31). Thercfore, the
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colors of the beads from the Pitchfork burial are
thought to neither support nor refute tribal affini-
ties.

CONCLUSIONS

The two main research goals addressed in this
analysis are to estimate the date and the tribal
afTinity of the Pitchfork burial (48PA42). The site
probably represents a Crow interment, based on its
Jocation and age derived from biological compari-
sons, mortuary practices, and artifact analysis. The
two men were probably buried during the early
1800s, ca. 1810.

The presence and wtilization of trading net-
works have also been suggested by this research.
Preliminary results support avenues westward
from the Missouri River as well as eastward from
the Pacific Northwest Coast. Beads, clothing, and
decorative items were coming into Wyoming from
Euroamerican trading posts, probably along the
Missouri River. Although some of the first trade
beads may have come north from the Spanish
Southwest via the Shoshoni (Wildschut and Ewers
1959), the presence of other items such as brass
buttons and shell hair pipes indicates greater ties
to the British, French, and American fur trade in
the east. The Crows possessed reciprocal trading
ties with both Hidatsa and Mandan villages during
historic times (Mackenzie 1960:349; Maximilian
1906:353). Dentalia shells were traveling east
from the Pacific probably via the Platcau. In 1856
Denig (1953) reported that the Crow commonly
traded for California sea shells. The Crow fre-
quently traded with Plateau peoples such as the
Nez Perce and Flathead (Blakeslee 1975:31).

Some of the previous interpretations concern-
ing the Pitchfork burial were based largely upona
suspected date and the results of electron micros-
copy, which revealed head lice infestation. A well-
regarded attempt was made to relate pathology to
nutrition and social conditions. The high nit counts
could have been caused by long-term disruptionin
social patterns and/or poor mutrition. Their pres-
ence still suggests some disturbance in the cultural
system and possible absence from the main group
for about a year, although not as early Reservation
runaways as previously hypothesized (Gill and
Owsley 1985). The importance of miding and
warfare for achieving status is well documented
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among the Crow (Calloway 1986; Roll 1979; Vo-
get 1964). The exact reasons for a possible ex-
tended absence remain unknown.

This more complete analysis of the Pitchfork
burial is significant in many respects. Pitchfork is
one of five recorded burials from northwestem
Wyoming. It is the most complete, the only one
with recorded osteometric data, and was recovered
through scientific excavation (Scheiber 1993).
Previous publications pertaining to the burial (Gill
1976; Gill and Owsley 1985) are frequently cited
because of the site’s location and the degree of
mummification on the skeletons. The site also
provides an excellent example of prepared ritual-
ized burials, the protohistoric on the Northwesten
Plains, and the possible links between pathology
and social systems (Gill 1991).
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