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INTRODUCTION

Per state statute (Indiana Code-2I41-12), one of the duties of the Division of Historic
Preservation and Ahaeology(DHPA) is to develop a program of archaeological research and
development, including the publication of information regarding archaeological resources in the
state. This journal is one of the ways the DH&tldresesthat mandate.In addition, Id i ana 6 s
Cultural Resources Management PI2805 to 2011(DHPA 2005:32) also lists educating the
public about Indiands pr ehi storic and historic ,Madti ve
studying Native American, AfricaAmerican, and other ethnic andlwral heritage resources

as ways to accomplish several preservation goals.

We are pleased to offer this volume containing articles on a broad range of archaeological
and anthropological topicArchaeology is happaémg regularly inindiang and all of these
articles provide the reader wittariousinsights into many important sites, theories, and projects.
We received a large number of artisiédbmissionsn 201Q and as a result, this is the first time
we have offeed two numbers in a volume of the journbb view previouseditions ofindiana
Archaeology go tohttp://www.in.gov/dnr/historic/3676.htm

For those who may not be familiar with some archaeological tearhslpful glossary of
some of these general terms is included in the back of this journal. To also aid the non
archaeologist reader, a general overview of prehistoric time periods may be found at the end of
this volume. Additional archaeological outreatdtuments, includingarly Peoples of Indiana
may be accessedatvw.IN.gov/dnr/historic For those readers who may not be familiar with the
authors and editors of the volume, biographical information is proviekl.free to access our
Indiana archadogical travel itinerary Ifttp://www.in.gov/dnr/historic/filegfavelsarchaeo.pjiff
you wouldwish to visit an archaeological sitEhe DHPAalso urgse you to participate in the
annual Indiana Archaeology Month in Septemhbéryou have an interest in providing a
voluntaryfinancial donationto contribute to archaeology in our state, constterArcheology
Preservation Trust Fur(tittp://www.in.gov/dnr/historic/5897.htm

In future volumes, the editors will betroducing a new featudeoccasionafi r e porr t s 0
A f e a ton varkossarchaeologicatopics pertinent to specific regions, counties, or city/towns
of Indian@ to disseminatdurther archaeological information of logabpical, andcommunity
interest. If qualified professional archaeologists, professionals in fields related to archaeology,
avocational archaeologists, and knowledgeable individuals with expertise in relevant topics wish
to tender a credible submission, please contact the editors for gatisialgrior to submission.

If individuals or groups have particular topics or ideas they wish to offer, the editors welcome
suggestions.

This volume ofindiana Archaeologys dedicated to the memory of Dr. Elizabeth
Glenn who passed away on Dec. 28010. She was an anthropology professor at Ball State
University in Muncie, Indiana for 30 years, retiring in 19®9f. Glenn contributed much to
anthropologyethnohistoryandNative American studieis our state.

--JRJ, ALJ
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EVIDENCE OF RITUALIZED MORTU ARY BEHAVIOR AT THE MEYER SITE: AN
INADVERTENT DISCOVERY IN SPENCER COUNTY , INDIANA

Anne Tobbe Bader
Falls of the Ohio Archaeological Society

[ Edi t or Rease heoadwsed thahis article containsdescriptions andllustrations of
Native American human remaihs

Within the field of scientific archaeology, onmeay be understandablyhesitantto attribute
patterns observed in the ground to ritualistic behawothe part of those unseen actors who left
the remains. Unlike artifactsjtual behavior cannot be labeled and packadedannot be
counted and subjectéd statigical analyses. Yet ritual has playadignificant role in the datp-
day lives of all peoples, and the tendency to shy away from this aspect of prehistoric behavior
and the attendant effects of that behavior observable in the archaeologichhragrestrictour
ability to interpret culture in a holistic fashion.

Nowhere is the expression of ritual more clearly observable archaeologically than in the
mortuary realmYet, as will be more clearly articulated in this paper, burial siteshbwery
nature of their long term and repeated use by a prehistoric population over time often present
conflaed or ambiguous information as burial features lie amid features resulting from other non
mortuary activities, or are intersected by featwes later date or even a different group of
people altogether. As a mortuary site that was utilized intensely but briefly, the Meyer Cemetery
site (125p1082) in Spencer County, Indiana, offeas exception to this scenario and offers what
appearso be a clear association of features associated with the rites of the dead.

The purpose of this paper is to examapossibleritualistic explanatiorfor enigmatic
late Middle Archaic features found in association vethapproximate 3@uman intermets at
the Meyer Cemetersite. The data acquired from the emergency 2004 excavdtauer 2004,
2005b) of this site are compared tthnographic accounts of Shawnee mortuary behaviors.
Similar features and associations dhen documentedat other regionlalate Middle Archaic
mortuary sites. Finally, it is concluded that the behaviors apparent at the Bieyewhile
suggesting the tenacity of ritual behavior over centuries, refledistiactive mortuary pattern
that differs fromother regionallate Middle to Late Archaic sites. The data is offered as yet
another means by which to distinguisfter-regional and temporal differencesnong late
Middle to Late Archaic groups the lower Ohio River valley.

The Meyer Site

In May 2004, while excavatinyjenches to emplace foundation footers for a planned expansion
to a residenceHgure J, landowners discovered an archaeological site on their property.
Initially, it was thought that only several truncated firepits and a single human burial had been
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disturbed during constructiornn response to a call from the Indiana Department of Natural
Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology (IDNR/DHPA), the Falls of the
Ohio Archaeological Society (FOAS) proceeded to salvage and documentttiredda allow
construction to proceed. The supposedly minor field effort represented an ideal opportunity for
FOAS to obtain ofthe-job training in archaeological techniquesth qualified professionals
while simultaneously assisting the landowner resobutstanding issues regarding sensitive
archaeological remains on his construction ditentrary to early impressions, the site was
revealed to be a very dense midden zone containing numerous features of several types and
multiple human burials. Thecaupation wa associated witthe late Middle Archaic period and
yieldedMatanzas projectile pointartifacts from other periods were scarce, suggestangsient

use at other timesCalls for additional help went out, and experiencgfessional
archaetogists from ten universities, state agencies, archaeological firms, and independent
volunteers in three states sent crew, logging nega@@0lmanhours every weekend from May
through September 2004.

The Meyersite is located inSpencer Count Indiana. At first glance, the landform on
which thesite is situated appears to be broad and ivelt flat, with little relief However, it
actuallysits along a narrow low ridge that terminates in a small knoll at the edge of -@ffirop
the lowlands alon@ river (Figure 3. A large spring flows from the hillside near the sitto a
creek Southwest othis creek, three additional, closely spaced and roughly parallel streams
provide addional drainage to the terracd&he lowlying areas between the terrace ridges
through which tk streams flow are wet and marshy, and wooded fgood portion of their
length. Other sites of the late Middle Archaic demonstrate the saamterp of proximity to
resourcerich sloughs.Although the featurelensity is less,hie sitebears resemblances the
Black Earth Site in lllinois, the Bluegrass Site dauttwestern IndiangStafford and Cantin
2005; and the KYANG (Kentucky Air National Guard) Site in Louisville, KentuqiBader
1992; Bader and Granger 1989; Granger 1988eries and Butr 1982)

Figure 1. View of Meyersite looking north, showing small knoll at the terminus of the ridgespur.
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Work at the site began with clearing the footer trench walls to identify the locations and
nature of cultural featurg§igure 2. Heavy rains had blurred the original clarity of these walls,
leaving a hardened mud and silt coating over what had been fresh cuts in the ground. It required
several weekends to clear the nearly 150 meters of footer trenches. It was not @egitbef
became clear that even with volunteer amateur and donated professional help it would take many
manhours to remove the midden between the trenches and identify and rescue feature and burial
data. Consultations with thODNR/DHPA ensued, and a samqii strategy watrmed in which
a minimum of 50 percent of the ndnurial features would be excavatethd100 percent of the
burials within the construction site would be removed.

At that point, Ms. Cheryl Munson solicited the assistaof Dr. Nelson [&ffer of the
Indiana Geological @vey. Dr. Shdfer graciously agreed to conduct remote sensman
attempt to identify burial features namvasively without excavation. Dr.h&ffer used ground
penetrating radafGPR) equipment for this purposélith the assistance of Jocelyn Turner and
Indiana Congressman Matt Pierce, Dha®er identified more than 20 anomalies he thought
were probable cultural featureslthough he ran out of time before he could inveségawider
area than the immediately impacted portion of the site, he did note the presence of several
anomalies beyond the construction sifes Dr. Shdfer passed across an area he thought
contained an anomaly, the spot was flagged and labeled, mysdeth as anority for future
excavationOne meter square test units were excavated in the locations of the anomalies. Several
of these units were excavated between the footer locations in an area where the upper layers of
the midden had been truncatey soil removal during the excavation of the footer trenches and
leveling of the intermediate areas. In other cases, however, test units were dug in areas that had
not been disturbed and where the original ground surface was intact.

“‘,;;'-’ "-k

Murphy an

Figure 2. FOAS members Sundea
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Following the excavation of theon-burial features exposed in the footer trench walls,
controlled excavation dive 1 x 1 meter square test units test the midderandexcavationof
the exposed buriglshe final phase of the fiakbrk was implemented. Firasljpcumentation was
made of d the nonexcavated featureét a minimum, each feature was mapped, photographed,

a vertical profile drevn, and a plarview prepared. Following this, mechanical stripping of the
middenbegn. The purpose of the stripping wasatasurethatall additional human burialsere
identified. A small backhoe with a smooth blade was used to peel HaEkmiddenin
approximate 1QGentimeter levelsThe stripping was monitored at all times by a professional
archaeologistThe backhoe was stopped whenever a feature was revealed, or if human bones
were exposed. The feature was marked by pin flags, and left destgdeuntil the completion of

the backhoe workin areas where no features were observed, the backhoe operation continued
until sterile clay subsoil was reachdtere came a point in this process when the backhoe was
no longer available. From that tenon, the midden was removed by shovel, \thn landowner
providing a significant portionof the labor.As with the backhoe, this work was monitored
continuously. By this means, additional features were identified, but no new burials were
discoveredIn all, over 125 features, includirtwurials wereidentified excavatedand recorded
(Figure 3).

The investigation of the site was restricted to ¢bastruction area, roughly 900 square
feet that encompassed the addition to the house and a rear gatiemall area appears to have
been restricted to mortuary usBased on surface finds an adjacent yard and cultivated field
the site extendsonsiderably drther north of the excavations. Although it has not been field
verified, it is reasonable toonclude that nearby areas contain evidenceesiflentialand/or
specialized work areas. Artifacts, floral and faunal remains, and features associated stoth day
day subsistencand resource processimngre found during the excavatig indicating the gvup
lived and worked at or very nearby the site.

LateMiddle Archaic Matanzas occupati(s), assignable to the early French Lick Phase,
was identified at the site. The upper zone, consisting of a thick, black earthen midden, contains
thermal features, hallow and deep basins or pits of various function, and human burials.
Features from the upper zone descend into the lower midden. The outlines of these pits are
generally difficult to discern due to the dark color of the midden into which they intruded.
However, the soil immediately surrounding the burials appeared as dark grayish brown lenses
within the midden.The lower zone consists of a slightly lighter, more grayish brown midden
with features extending into the yellowibhown clay subsoil, renderinthem more clearly
visible during excavatiofFigure 4.

Both zones contained fieracked rock, but not in high densities, fired clay, pieces of
minerals such as hematite and limonite, bone, and a small amount of mussé&ligned|§.

Three radiocdron dates were obtained from the Megge. A sample taken from a
charcoal concentration associated with Feature 111 resulted in a conventional date+¥6280
radiocarbon years before presentypp) or 3330 B.C.(Beta201488). This featurewas a
chacoal concentration adjacent to Burial 110 gmdduced an engvad bone pin depicted in
Figure 8 below. A second date was obtained from Feature Bdis assay resulted in a
conventional date of 5338 40 rcybpor 3380 B.C.(Betai 274344). This featurediscussed
below, is one of four small charcoal pits that surrounded an infant burial. The third date, from
Feature 107, was 520050 rcybpor 3250 B.C.(Beta- 274343). This feature was a vetgnse
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charcoal concentration found near a fired clay pitesehdates suggest the cemetery may have
been utilized for as few as 40 years, or as many as 22Q yeairsy the terminal portioof the

Middle Archaic period (6000 to5®0 B.C.) and into the Late Archaic period (3500 to 1500
B.C.).
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Figure 3. Distribution of features at the Meyersite. Black pits are charcoal concemnttions; red dots mark the
pits that were reddened by fire.
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Figure 5. Profile of test unit in the southwest portion of the site.
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Artifacts

Previous and current landowners of the Megr have long collected prehistoric artifacts from
the ground surface. Among the diagnospeojectile points that haveébeen found are
BrewertorfVosburg(Figure § and MatanzagFigure 7 types. Matanzas examples dominate the
assemblage by farSixteenof 34 (47 percent) identifiable bifaces were of the Matanzas cluster.
Most of these were exhausted, broken, or heat damaged.

Controlled excavations in the midden produced relatively few artifacts, and only modest
amounts of firecracked rock. Likesomeother regional Archaiburial sites, flint debitage saa
minor occurring artifact typelhefeatures, on the other hand, producedde variety of artifact
types,including highly polished bone pins (Figure 8), bamels, modified canine teethat were
likely ornamentscut antler, bone beddagments, projectile points, drillscrapers, groundstone
tool fragmentgi.e. grinding stones)andturtle shells. Feature 1, for instanceontained a small
cache of clustered artifacts including an entire articulated turtle carapace and plastron that may
be a rattle, two sidaotchedprojectilepoints, and tw rodent mandibles (Figure 9). An unusual
fragmented bannerstone was recoverednfunprovenienced context (Figure 10). Other finds
include a significant amount of animal bomggluding deer, turtle, drumfish, large birds, small
mammals, and mussels. In addition, moderate amounts of charred nut fragments were recovered.

Figure 6. Brewerton/Vosburgprojectile points.
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Figure 7. Matanzasprojectile points.
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Figure 8. Undemrated and engravedbone
pins.
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Figure 9. Cache of turtle cargace, projectile
points, and mammal mandibles fromFeature 1.
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Figure 10. Unusual fragmented bannerstone of
green banded slate. The artifact exhibits a possible
attempt at repair.

Features

A fairly restricted range of feature typessevident athe site Aside from the primary burials,

three principal feature types were identified, includihgrcoal concentrations, fireghrthstains,

and large bass (Figure 1). These account foBO percent of the dtal. Several isolated
postmolds were also encountered, along with unique occurrences, such as a small pile of mussel
shells. Residentidleatures, such as earth ovens, cooking hearths, storagenpitsefase pits

were, howeverdacking at theportion of the Meyesite examined during this project.

The features we concentrated in a roughly circular space located at the terminus of the
low ridge spur.The area upon which the burials are con@mdr was the highest point on the
landform. In some ways, the site sva i m-4 u tirdthds locatio® the midderwas accretional
andthickest at its center where several burialgeveuperimposed three deep.

Figure 11. Pit ouline exposed in footer
trench.
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Charcoal Concentrations

Among the Archaic features documentackre 50 very small pits that contained dense
concentrations of charred soil and charo@aure 13. These were generally small, circa 30
centimetes in diameter, although a few larger ones were also encountered. As a rule, they
contained no artifact§ hree yielded a small amount of ficeacked rock. One or more charcoal
concentrations were found in direct association witbst of the lower levelburials. The
placement of the pits varied, but was commonly at the knees, feet, and skull of the burial. One
infant burial was associated with four charcoal pits arranged in the cardinal directions around it.
The pits originated at the level of the busiahnd were not observed in the upper levels. In only
one circumstance did a charcoal concentration and laatiaéllyintersect In this case, the skull
was burned.

The function of these pits is unclear. Binfq®67)noted a similar type of featuthat
he termed fismudge pitso at | ate prehistoric
ethnographic datandicatingthe pits were used to smoke hides during the tanning proédss.
first glance, this wouldseem ¢ make sense at the Meyer Siten@tery. Numerous hafted
scrapers and bone awls were recovered at the site,cbotmonlyused in hideworking (see
Jefferies[199Q for a discussion of hafted scrapemByt this explanation is unsatiftory for
Meyer, where it does not seem likehat the smokingand processing of hidesould occur in
the immediate area of active burial.

Alternative suggestions can be speculdtedhe function of the charcoal pjtsoth of a
practical and ritualistic function. Among the plausible explanationghese pits is that they
were used to create dense smoke to ward off insects. This may have been necessary if the human
burials were left exposed for some time before burial, perhaps for some specialized treatment.
The charcoal concentrationsould have leen the result of a morpractical, and perhaps
ritualized, purpose of purifying the air in an area that may have contained very unpleasant odors.
They could also represent burned offerings or incense, such as tobacco, sage, or willow during
the burial serice. Finally, the soot may have been used to actually smudge faces in a ritual
context. While these explanations arall speculative at this point, this paper makes use of
ethnographic sources to explore a possible association of these pits to maxiaéry ri

=

Figure 12. Charcoal concentration.
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Fired-earth Stains

Six fire-reddened circular features were noted. These featuhesh appear to have been surface
fires, contained no artifacts of any sort. As with tearcoal concenttians these features were
closely aligned with burials, and with one exception, did not contain any artifacts, charcoal, or
burned rock. Because of their affiliation with the burials, it was tempting to attribute this
coloration to ochre staining, but tHeatures were actually patches of fired eawls. an
experiment, samples of both the clay subsoil and midden were wrapped in foil and heated in a
charcoal grill. After cooling, the heated samples were compared to unheated soils. The heating
of the clay sbsoil and the dark midden soil produced similar, though less vibrant, color changes
as those documented in the fieAdthough it is clar that intense fires had caused the reddening

of the soil, no barcoal, ash, burnedlood, orfire-cracked rockvas observed.

The red stains were located about ten centimeters or so above the level of the burials.
These were upper level burialslone intruded into the clay subsoil as did the charcoal
concentrationsTwo of the six red stains were located at lieads of burialsThe remaining
stains werdocated nearby.

Large Shallow Basins

Eight large pits, which were relatively shallow inatgbn to their diameter, produced largely
burned and unburned animal bone and fragmentary shell. Several yielded utilitarian artifact
types, such as drills, hafted goeas, and grounstonetools A small number of chert flakes was
found. Analysis of thalebitage from a sample of the features was undertakévirbRRichard
Stallings. Using the Johnsdvorrow flake analysis mod€lohnson 1981; Johnson and Morrow
1987) Stallingsconcluded the major lithic industry site 121082 involved the productiorf o
useable flakes from secondary amorphous cores (ones where most or all of the cortex had
already been removed). A lesser activity was the tool maintenance/resharpening of late stage
bifaces.The second highest frequencies of FCR were found in theseSpikgral contained
isolated elements of human bone.

It would appear these few pits served a processing function. Interestingly, most of these
pits contained some amount of hematite and limonite. Feature 5, for instance, contained over 70
pieces of hemat. The dense presence of this material was noted at an early point in the
excavdions Thereafter, the materialas collected and bagged by provenience.

The low density ¢ artifacts within the midden appears to be unusual for sites of this
period. Beause he site certainly extends beyond the area impacted by the house expansion, it is
probable that nearby areas may contain more concentrated evidence of intensive occupation or
specialized work areas.

Burials
Twenty-six primary burialswere excavatedn some features, a small number of isolated human

boneswereidentified. The isolated bones may reflect secondarily deposited elements scattered
following the intrusion of a nearby or subsequent burial or some other activity. In several cases,
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it appears that rodent activity or scavenging resulted in the disturbance and dispersal of an
interment.

Seventeen of the burials contained one individual; nine housed multiple graveserAs
in Table 1, adults represeiiie highest percentage of the preserved burials. Infants were
common but children were poorly represented with only three found. At the time of this writing,
only 12 individuals had been identified by gend&nalyss of the burials is ongoingybDr.
Christopher Schmidt and his students at the University of Indianapolis.

Table 1. Burial Data

Fe,fl‘gfre No. of Individuals Age Sex
1 2 20-25 M?
3 1 Fetal I
6 1 Adult? I
7 2 3550 and3-8 I/
8 1 Adult? [

3550 and 1823 and
11 3 Fetal M/I/1
15 1 3550 F
17 2 25-35 andInfant I/
25 3 Infant I
26 1 Adult? I
42 1 12/15 M
46 2 12-15 and20-35 F/l
50 1 Adult I
54 1 20-35 M
63 2 3550 M
73 1 Adult? [
77 1 20-35 M
81 1 Infant I
82 2 1-4 and Infant I
91 1 20-35 M
102 1 Adult I
104 1 20-35 M
104a 1 Infant I
109 1 25-35 F
111 1 18-23 F
115 2 Infant and Adult 1/l
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General Burial Patterns

There appears to have been unrestricted access to the cemetery, with individuals efaitdage
sex represented, though the frequencies of subadults and infants seecortgbgativelyhigh.
The populationhas characteristicef an egalitarian societyCombined, the data suggests
uniform treatment of the dead.

All burials were moderately to very tightly flexed. There was no preference for burial on
the right side or left, but 1percentfaced east; 5@ercentfaced west; 2%ercentcould not be
determinedbecause othe condition of the burialsTwo of the burials were bwd face down
(Figure 13. In most cases, particularly in the lower zosejl in the immediate area of the
skeleton was much darker than the surrounding matitve. bones were generally very well
preservedHowever, gveral burials, such as Featurend &eature 68, had been reduced to meal.

Figure 13. One of two individuals buried face down. (Head was impacted by footer trench excavation).

One subadult was found with a large stemmed projectile in the area of his left shoulder
bl ade. Anot her s ub adheadinhisvighg hahdovhich day dbave rasdalp i n g 0
(Figure 14. Dr. Chris Schmidt reports there appears to be a cut mark on the C1 vertebrae of this
individual. In addition, it appears as thouggme mutilation occurred regarding tbague
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Figure 14. Individual with displaced craniumin Feature 42.

Most graves containedingle intermentsin those cases where multiple burials were in a
single grae, these consisted an adult and childor an adult and infantn one case, the bones
of an adult were found with those of a young adsétven pits contain isolated human skeletal
elements, including vertebrae, skull fragments, and phalamgiesmt baes appeared to be
especially common elements in the larger primary burials. In several burials, there were missing
and/or scattered elements. The burial in Feature 63, for instance, had undergone disturbance in
the area of the spinal column. Vertebrae ailbs were present, but scattered throughout the
grave. The disturbance does not appear to be the result of the excavation of later features
prehistorically or with recent historic activity. Rather, the disturbance appears consistent with
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rodent activityor scavenging. In another case, the burial in Feature 42FHgees 14 was

missing its upper right arm and portions of the lower vertebral column and pelvic bones.
Differential preservation does not seem to have been in play here or with the otheffcapay

taking might have occurred in some cases, but considering the elements that are missing, it could
not account for all of the missing bones.

Adults, children, and infantaere all interred with artifacts, with no high status grave
inclusions foud. Some of the artifacts containedinthes r i al s suggested a rit
they were broken, yet all or most of the pieces were present.

Nearly all burials had at least one large shell with them. A stack of musssl| ($tesgture
116) was found near theubal in Featurelll. Shell was not present in sufficient amount to
indicate it was a significant item in the diet. It is tempting to attribute the small pile of shells as a
stockpile of digging implements for the excavation of the grave pits.

Importantly, all of the lowerburials at Meyep those that weredug into the clay
subsoib were associated wittone or more small dense charcoal concentratidigese
concentrations were found at the feet, knees, or heads of the bEigalse(15. Most often
these were small, as descdb&bove, measuring roughly 30 centimeters in diamkteat least
two cases, they were larger than 40 centimeters in diameter. These small pits contained no
artifacts; rather, they consisted solely of dense charcoal. In only one instance, Featumg 110 a
Feature 15, did the evidence suggest that the fire that resulted in the creation of the charcoal
concentration affect the buridh this exception, the charcoal concentration was near the head,
close enough that the skull of the burial was badly éadifigure 16.

Figure 15. Very tightly flexed burial in Feature 109
with a charcoal concentration near the head
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Figure 16. Burial in Feature 15 associated with charcoal concentration (Feature 110).

One infant, Feature 3, was somnded by four charcoal pits arranged in the cardinal
directions surrounding the small gravegure 17.

Figure 17. Infant burial surrounded by four charcoal concentrations.
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The remainder of this papprovides a review of ethnohistorical accautd explorethe
relationship of the charcoal concentrations with the burials in an attempt to explain their
functions.Insights relative to other archaeological observations at the Nigaremetery were
also sought in historical accounts, as detaieldw.

Ethnohistorical Accounts

To seek an explation ofthe types of activitiethat might account for the features encountered
at the Meyer site, historic ethnographial accounts of Shawnee mortuary customs and
ceremonialism were reviewg@ader 2008). The Shawnee are known to have occupied the
region historically, and there is arge body of ethnohistorical documentation for this tribe.
There arauindoubtedlyinherent dangers in drawing direct comparisons between Middle and Late
Archaic populations and historic ethnographic accounts of Native Americans who once occupied
the Ohio Rver Valley because of the vast amount of time that separaesoh However, such
information representhe nearest appropriate analotgyaccount for the behaviors that resulted
in the creation of the feature types and patterns observed at the dieyer
The accounts referenced here derive primarily from the early nineteenth century
manuscript of the traditions and customs of various Gralees and Ohio Valley tribes by C. C.
Trowbridge (Kinietz and Voegelin 1939)noted primarily for his accounts the Miami. Two
previously unknown manuscripts wer e | at er [
collections that contained new information on the ShawReemission to reproduce these
papers, containing information from the Shawnee Prophet and Blaof, was obtained by
ethnohistorian Vernon Kinietm the 1930sThe papers were subsequently published by the
University of Michigan Press (Kinietz and Voegelin 1939). Another important source of
information was the research of Ermine Wheeler Voagéiat wasundertaken following the
1935 Indianapolis Archaeological Conference at which there was significant discussion of the
Madi sonville Site and the relationship of the
1944). In particular, Voegel researched ethnographic accounts of Shawnee burial customs,
ceremonies, and rites to investigate their relationship to observed archaeological phenomena
observed at prehistoric sites in the Ohio River Valley. Additional information was obtained from
thework of James H. Howard who conducted fieldwork among the various groups of Shawnee
between 1969 and 1974 (Howard 1981). Brief nineteenth century anecdotal accounts
(Anonymous n.d.Anonymous 1837and historic drawingprovided by the Tippecanoe County
Historical Associatior(George Winter 1837; n.dprovided first-hand data of Native American
burials in IndianaWhilemuch of Wi nterdéds work focused on t
the Wabash River in northern Indiana in the late 1830s, he is also kadwaxe documented the
Shawnee who occupied adjacent territory.
These sources were reviewed to obtain information along several lines of Shawnee burial

customs, including:

e Preparation of the body prior to burial;

e Preparation of the grave;

e Location of thecemetery;
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e The use of sacred fire;

e The significance of the cardinal directions;
¢ Ritual feasting; and

e Marking the grave site.

These are discussed in turn bel@andobservations from the Meyaite augment the discussion.
Preparation of the Body

Ethnohstorical accounts relating to th@eparation of the corpse for burile interesting for
several reasons in so much as they may explain the data observed at that®léggrarticular,
the behaviors focus on painting the body, binding and wragpagody in skins, and the length
of time before the actual interment occurred.

Body Painting Following the death of an individual, the body was prepared for burial.
Preparations included washing, dressing, and painting the c&pdg painting is rentioned in
several accounts of Shawnee burial customs.

Then some friends, of a different tribe [clan] from that of the deceased, dress the
body in new clothes & paint the fafi€inietz and Voegelin 1939:24

The hair is combed, and before burialthea i s pai nt ed, a manob6s L
variously or not at all, and a womanos ha
cheek{Voegelin 1944:243

The supposition that painting was a significant part of the burial ritual is supported by the fact
that it wasalso applied to living members of the deceased during the funeral observations:

At the condolence ceremony, the bereaved spouse sits near or between watch

fires, in the midst of the assembled mourners. An affinal relative sits close beside

him (her). The spouse and the attendant must remains awake the whole night; a

pan of ©plant tea is set near them and at
withtheteatoHep keep him awake. At dawn, t he s
his face paintefiVoeglin, quoted in Howard 1981:149

Unusually &dundant irorderived hematite and limonite was found during the Meyer
excavation.n several cases, the bones withinravg were stained with red ochre. Primarily,
however, large chunks of pigments were found in the feature fill.

The presence of red ochre within the graves of numerous Archaic period burial sites of
the region, and various symbolic explanations have b#ered for this. The large abundance of
this material in features wamted for exampleat site 128 in Floyd Countyone site within
the Paddyods West A by EdaSenibhl otihg Glena A. Blé&ck hapotatery
(Smithand Mocasl995350). Smithsuggested the hematite may have been processed for ochre
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and used in mortuary ceremonialism, or secular activities such dying hides and garments, or for
body paint. In support of his idea, he noted a grinding slab wasdtaith ochre at the sit

Binding and Wrapping of the Corps8hawnee practices included wrapping the body in
animal skins. It appears that the body may have been tied to secure it in some instances.

The body of the deceased is kept inside the dwelling house for abdfiiaadiag
after death, then prepared for burial. It is bathed and the extremities tied if need
be[Voegelin 1944:2413

After the body is dressed, it is laid supine, with the arms crossed over the chest,
and is covered with a roljg'oegelin 1944:243

The extremetightness of the flexing o$everal of the Meyesite burials suggestthe
corpses were bound or wrapped, or béttzone or lens of very damgrayishsoil matrix noted
immediately surrounding the skelegpmay offer another indicatiothe bodies were wrapped in
skins. The sharp boundary between this lens and the surrourtddinigmidden may have
occurred due to the containment of the decomposing body.

Additional evidence in support of the wrapping of the dead was the locatiomefpits
and bone pin fragments recovered from numerous buwaidlee Meyesite. These pins were not
found near the heaak though they were hair ornamerst ratherfrom the areas of the elbow,
feet, and elsewhere along the perimeter of the flexedlbwhere the shroud miglebnceivably
have been pinned togethétocks were located around the outer perimeters of the bodies
several cases at the Meste. It has been suggested (Schmigersonal communicatioP004
thatthese rocks may haween deliberately placed to hold down a burial covering.

Elapse of Time before Burialt can be speculated that the corpses vep®sed for some
time before burial at the Meyesite. The tightness of the flexing of the burials in Features 77,
109, and 111 appears so marked that it is hard to imagine fully fleshed and hydrated bodies could
havebeenforced into such a position otherwigéne preparation of the body for burial may have
been delayed for several days, during which time the body Imaag becomesomewhat
desiccated This may have made it easier to bind amdp prior to being placed in the grave.

Among the possible explanations for leaving the corpse exposed for some time after

death can be found the followingfrom Shawnee ethndstory:

The funeral rites last four days. A vigil, either inside or outside the dwelling, is
held beside the corpse during the first nighisposal of the body may be on the
first day after death. .[Voegelin 1944:244

The body of the deceasexikept covered inside the dwelling house for about half
a day after death, then prepared for byNaegelin 1944.
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The body was left in the dwelling house for four days after death. The face was
left uncovered and the corpse frequently inspectedsifgms of life [Voegelin
1944:268.

Or, according to another accdun

In this manner, the corpse is kept two days when it is carried to the grave by the
same attendants who dressed & laid it puiowbridge 1824:24€5 in Howard
1981:150.

As mentoned previously in several primaryptherwisewell-preserved and articulated
burialsat the Meyersite, certain skeletaglements are totally missinghese include primarily
upper arms, parts of vertebral column, and NMestebrae arecattered throughout the grave, and
phalanges and rib sections are missing. Tduslld be attributable to rodent activityor
scavenging by carnivores, the latter of which would have been facilitated by the burial remaining
above ground for several days. Whever, Shawnee accounts suggest that a vigil was kept by the
body and that the body was tightly wrapped, making scavenging seem unlikely and suggesting
that the disturbance occurred after burial.

Preparation of the Grave

Shawnee accounts were also rexed for information regarding the preparation and
configuration of the grave sites. These observations speak to the lining of the grave with bark,
and the covering of the body with bark or wood.

Graves are dug about four feet deep, and have anweasbrientation.The
interior of the grave is lined on the ends, sides, and bottom with wood or bark,
and a piece of bark or wood is set over the Hothegelin 1944:24p

People of the lllinois Nation do just the Contrary; for when any of them die, they
wrap them up in Skins, and then put them into Coffins made of the Barks of
Trees, then sing and dance about them for twinty Hours[Joutel 1867 in
Howard 1981:15D

The 1837 eywitness of the burial of a young Indian girl on the banks of LakevKlena states
that:

The body was raised by means of strips of white bark, and lowered into the grave.
A few rude boards were placed above it. Upon these boards the Indian women,
passing around in a circle, successively threw a small clod of [@ardmymots

1837.

This may have been written by one Father Petit who had a mission near the lake.
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In describing a vandalized grave, an anonymous observer noted that:

The decaying corpse had been dismantled of its shelter, and the humble pile of
logs that pietyand affection raised to aged memory has been leveled to the sod
[Anonymous n.d.

Wooden gave houseappear to have been introduced rather late. They are described as follows:

Among the Absentee (and perhaps among the Cherokee), poles a& dssl the

top of the grave flush with the ground, bark is laid over the poles, and the earth
taken from the cavity is piled over this bark covering. All earth taken from the
grave must be replaced grave house, built of logs four to five inches in
diameter, is erected over the grg¥megelin 1944:24J.

As reported by an unknown observer in 1837, during the burial:

The Indians maintained an unbroken silence. Some were reclining upon the grass
near the corpsesome sitting upon a pile of logs whidchad been collected to

form a covering for the graveothers were standing apart, with folded arms and
droopheadd Anonymous 183J(

The image portrayed iRigure 18captures this aspect of the ceremony.

A 1937 interview with John Bennett describing Shawnee graves testifies tocthinda
some traditions weréong-standing Howard 1981:1550klahoma City 193)/ Bennett was a
white man who was familiar with Shawnee customs. He relates:

Shawnee graves were dug about three feet dBepbody was put in and covered

with a layer of barkStout poles were then driven into the four corners of the

grave and then a layer of other polesw@gteot ched o6 t o t hese so as
cover the corps Then a layer of 8 to 10 inches of dirt was thrown into the grave.

Personal possessions of the deceased were put into the grave above this and a

small gravehouse of poles covered with clapboards was built over the grave
[OklahomaCity 1937.

31



Figure 18. 1837 grave houseat the Keewaw-nay (Potawatomi) Village in northern Indiana, constructed of
wooden polesimage by George Winter, courtesy of the Tippecanoe County Historical Associatior_afayette,
Indiana.

Recorded observations of Shawnee burials suggeskplanation for the abuadce of
bark and fibrous woody material in the grave pits at the Meayer A total of 23 botanical
samples (of the 55 samples processed) recovered from features through flotation were analyzed
by Dr. Jocelyn Turner (Turner 2007). The 23 samples ottigihfxom both burial and nelourial
features. While Turner found that the recovered archaeobotanical assemblage reflected the
typical plant food spectrum identified at other late Mate Archaic sites in the Eastern
Woodlands, she note(R007:8, 12)that he primary botanal material recovered from the
features was charred bark and wood char@@gure 19and Figure 2(0. Carbonized bark and
wood were found to be present in nearly all of the 23 analyzed samples. Of these, 21 contained
wood, and 18 @ntained barkBark was present in the largest numbers and the highest density
than was wood, with 654 (+ uncounted) bark fragments compared to 291 wood fragments, and
9.60x 102 g bark fragments/liter of soil compared to 16202 g wood fragmentsiter of soil
(Turner 2007).
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Turner noted no obvious patterns in bark or wood densities, regardless of context or
weight densitiesvhenbark and wood fragments were compared. High density of wood did not
correlate with a high density of barko one featre type (burial versus ndvurial) contained
larger amounts of barkeature 107, a densdarcoal concentration, had a significantly high
density of charred bark. This feature also contained a medium density of wood fragments (1.13
102g/L). Burial15, which was nearbiyeature 107had similar densities.

Likewise, no pattern was identified regarding the frequencies and densities of charred
wood or nutshell by feature type. Turner conducted a correspondence analysis and found that the
majority of the samples (midden, burials, and #mmials) clustered when all variables were
considered. All exhibited a similar content of wood, hickory and walnut shell, and seeds (Turner
2007).

Figure 19. Twofragments identified as bark. Figure 20 Fragment identified as woodwith bark
present.

Place of Burial

The locations othe place ofouriali s descri bed variably as fdAnear
(Voegelin 1944:243, 259r in a location removed from the villaggoegelin 1944:26p Both

seem to have involved a procession of the grievieigawnee funerals observed during the
nineteenth century tell the story of funeral processions out of the village to the gra¥égsite (

21).

All of the relatives of the deceased, old & youmgeat & small, follow the
corpse, and when arrived at the grave & the body is deposited, each of the friends,
moving around towards the west, sprinkles over the body a small amount of
tobacco, repeating the entreaties which have been mentioned as cystoroag
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