United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Investigative Services Branch

Honorable Stephanie M. Rose
United States Attorney
Northern District of Iowa
401 1st St. SE Suite 400
Sioux City, IA 51106
ATTENTION: Assistant United States Attorney Forde Fairchild
Dear Sir:
Under the provisions of law, there is reported below a violation of the laws of the
United States committed within your district involving any person who knowingly
violates, or counsels, procures, solicits, or employs any other person to violate, any
prohibition including the excavation, removal, damaging, alteration and/or defacement of
archaeological resources; any person who sells, purchases, exchanges, transports,
receives, any archaeological resource excavated or removed from public lands; any
person who falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device a material
fact; makes any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or representation;
makes or uses any false writing or fraudulent document knowing the same to contain any
materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or entry.
OFFENDER:

Thomas A. Munson

CRIMINAL RECORD:

None

VIOLATION OF LAW:

16 U.S.C. § 470ee(a) & (b) & (d)
18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(1) & (2) & (3)

DATE, TIME AND PLACE OF ARREST(S):

TBD

PENDING ARRESTS:

TBD

PLACE OF VIOLATION:

Effigy Mounds National Monument

PHYSICAL AND DOCUMENTARY
EVIDENCE:

Statements of witnesses
Archeological Damage Assessment
Interviews of Thomas A. Munson

Consent to Search – Evidence
recovery
Dr. Shirley Schermer – Osteologist
Iowa Office of the State
Archeologist – Inventory and
analysis of recovered remains
April 11, 2012, The Gazette –
Federal investigation launched into
missing bones at Effigy Mounds Nov. 18, 1997 Memorandum –
Conversation with Tom Munson –
by Katherine Miller (EFMO
Superintendent)
Nov. 17, 1997 Memorandum –
Conversation with Tom Munson –
by Katherine Miller (EFMO
Superintendent)
Feb. 2, 1996 Memorandum of
Conversation (s) – by Karen Gustin
(EFMO Superintendent)
July 16, 1990 – Report of Survey –
EFMO
July 13, 1990 – Housing
Occupancy/Vacancy Inspection
Form – EFMO
April 27, 1989 – Memorandum –
Management of Human Remains in
the Effigy Mounds National
Monument Museum Collections –
Staff Curator, Curatorial Services
Division, WASO
WITNESSES

Special Agent David Barland-Liles
Case Agent
Investigative Services Branch
11 North Fourth St.
St. Louis, Missouri 63102-1882
(573) 772-0887
David_Barland-Liles@nps.gov

Scott Larsen
5722 Travers Ln.
Granite Falls, MN 56241
320-564-3853
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community of Minnesota
Leonard Wabasha
2330 Sioux Trail NW
Prior Lake, MN 55372
952-445-8900
Lower Sioux Indian Community of Minnesota
Chairman Gabe Prescott Anthony Morse
39527 Res. Hwy.
32469 Co. Hwy. 2
Morton, MN 56270
Morton, MN 56270
507-697-6321
lowersioux@mnhs.org
Prairie Island Indian Community of Minnesota
Edward Buck
Marlys Opsahl
5636 Sturgeon Lake Rd.
Administrator
Welch, MN 55089
651-267-4062(o)
Sac and Fox Tribe of the Mississippi in Iowa
Johnathan Buffalo
349 Meskwaki Rd.
Tama, IA 52339
641-484-3185
director.historic@meskwaki nsn.gov
Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska
Edmore Green
305 N. Main St.
Reserve, KS 66434
785-742-7471 x2901
egreen@sacandfoxcasino.com
Sac and Fox Nation of Oklahoma
Sandra Kaye Massey
NAGPRA Office
Rt. 2, Box 246
Stroud, KS 74079
918-968-3526 x1048 (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) (c)
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
@yahoo.com

HISTORY OF CASE:

See Attachment A- Basis of Case

TESTIMONY OF WITNESSES:

Witnesses will testify to the facts
contained in the attachments as
follows.
Attachment B- David Barland-Liles
Attachment C- Effigy Mounds

National Monument
Attachment D- Midwest
Archeological Center (NPS)
Attachment E– Additional NPS
employees
Attachment F- Iowa Office of the
State Archeologist
REMARKS:

SINCERELY,

David Barland-Liles
Special Agent

Approved:

Jeffrey D. Pascale
Assistant Special Agent in Charge

Survey. On November 17, 1997, Munson told EFMO Superintendent Kathleen Miller
the remains were deaccessioned and stored in a maintenance locker which was eventually
junked. Munson speculated the human remains were accidentally thrown out with the
locker.
In 1997 the NPS contracted an archaeologist, Dr. Dale Henning, to investigate the
missing remains. Dr. Henning’s research determined EFMO apparently deaccessioned
the remains in July of 1990 and the human remains have since disappeared. Continued
efforts by the NPS to locate the remains in reaction to this report were unsuccessful. The
NPS at this point was unable to recognize a crime may have been committed or fully
realize the improbability of human remains disappearing after a proper deaccession.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
who continued to work at EFMO (Administrative Assistant), and was the
primary source of NPS assistance to Dr. Henning during his investigation, never divulged
her knowledge of the 1990 event until she was directly asked about her participation
during a voluntary interview with a Special Agent on Jan. 18, 2012, which was the
second time she was interviewed by the Special Agent on this matter.
In July of 2010, EFMO’s sole law enforcement Park Ranger, Robert Palmer, was with
Munson socially. Palmer has known Munson most of his life and went to school with
Munson’s daughter. Munson mentioned he had a box of EFMO property at his house
that was accidentally moved with his personal goods when he moved out of NPS housing
prior to retiring. Munson stated the box was material collected by an archaeologist from
Luther College (Decorah Iowa) while researching an EFMO archeological site called the
“FTD site.” The FTD site was historically a farm dump for deceased animals and
Munson speculated the items were animal bones and must not have had archeological
value, therefore they ended up in a garage used by him and EFMO’s maintenance
division.
In April 26, 2011, a new EFMO Superintendent, Jim Nepstad, was reading the report
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
written by Dr. Dale Henning which was handed to him by
He was intrigued by
the findings and consulted with Ranger Palmer. Palmer had never seen the report and
was not aware human remains had disappeared from EFMO’s collection after a
“deaccession” in 1990. The report reminded Palmer of the 2010 discussion he had with
Munson regarding the animal bones from EFMO stored in his garage. Palmer met with
Munson at his Prairie du Chien Wisconsin residence inquiring about the box. They
unsuccessfully attempted to locate the box. The following day Munson called Palmer to
tell him he found the box. Palmer retrieved the box from Munson at Munson’s residence.
Since Palmer was told the box contained animal bones that were accidentally moved to
Munson’s house he had no reason to speculate he now possessed part of the 1990
“deaccession” of human remains.
Palmer returned to EFMO and upon opening a black plastic bag within the box he
immediately recognized human bones with EFMO museum collection catalogue numbers
written on them. Subsequent examinations of the remains indicated approximately 1/3
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
of the human remains removed by Munson and
in 1990 were in the box. Palmer,
assuming Munson’s story of the boxes being accidentally moved to his home prior to

retirement, asked Munson to check the rest of his garage for any additional boxes of
bones. Munson stated he found no additional boxes.
Further investigation by Palmer and Nepstad of EFMO records indicated numerous
alarming inconsistencies and they began to realize a crime may have been committed.
On January 18, 2012, Munson participated in a voluntary interview with a NPS Special
Agent. Munson stated he received a “directive” from an unspecified NPS source to
remove the human remains from EFMO’s collection prior to the enactment of NAGPRA.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Munson stated he ordered
to do so and then personally drove them to MWAC, in
Lincoln Nebraska, where NPS archaeologists removed the human remains they wished to
keep for research purposes. Munson stated the unwanted human remains were shipped
back to EFMO where they were stored in a garage used by him and the maintenance
division. Munson stated the box was accidentally mixed with his personal items when he
was moved to his new home in Prairie du Chien Wisconsin. According to EFMO
records, Munson moved out of NPS housing before July 13, 1990. EFMO records
indicate the “deaccession” occurred on July 16, 1990. When confronted with the
discrepancy of his story in relation to the recorded dates, Munson stated the dates written
on forms are not necessarily the dates of the events.
A records search by Superintendent Nepstad, along with numerous interviews by the
Special Agent was conducted for any evidence of the “directive” described by Munson.
No evidence was found. An April 27, 1989 Memorandum from the NPS Curatorial
Services Office to Superintendent Munson was located. It stated, “Options for managing
the material as part of the museum collection include continued specimen cabinet storage
at the monument, curation at the Midwest Archeological Center, or reburial on park land
with the option to re-excavate if necessary for future research.”
On May 17, 2012, Munson was again voluntarily interviewed by the NPS Special Agent.
Munson admitted he lied about the directive and the trip to MWAC. Munson consented
to a search of his garage. Within thirty seconds the Agent was able to locate a second
box of human remains marked with EFMO catalogue numbers. The box was stored a
few feet from the front bumper of Munson’s minivan. The box was seized as evidence.
Munson stated he knew the boxes were in his garage the whole time.
Munson described his motive by stating he believed NAGPRA was a bad law and he was
infected by a “contagion bomb” originating for the archaeological community which
feared the potential effects NAGPRA may have on Federal research/museum collections.
Munson stated he felt NAGPRA would enable modern day Native American Tribes to
inaccurately and unscientifically affiliate themselves with the remains and funerary
objects in EFMO’s collection which would allow them to illegitimately take possession
of the museum collection.
On May 18, 2012, the Agent transferred the evidence to Dr. Shirley Schermer at the Iowa
Office of the State Archaeologist in Iowa City. Dr. Schermer was hired by the NPS to
research EFMO’s collection in the mid 1980’s, including the human remains that were

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

removed from the collection by Munson and
in 1990. By May 23, 2012, Dr.
Schermer was able to determine the boxes recovered by Ranger Palmer and the Special
Agent consisted of the vast majority of the collection removed from EFMO by Munson
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
and
in 1990. Dr. Schermer noted damage had occurred to some of the human
remains possibly due to poor transport and storage conditions encountered since 1990.
This damage accounts for her inability to identify all of the 1990 “deaccession” since
some human bones appear to have been broken or fragmented beyond recognition.
An Archaeological Damage Assessment was prepared by Dr. Caven Clark of the NPS.
The total cost of archaeological damage and restoration and repair, which includes
repatriation and reburial, is $296,205.00.

ATTACHMENT B- WITNESS TESTIMONY
David Barland-Liles
Special Agent
National Park Service
Investigative Services Branch
11 North Fourth St.
St. Louis, Missouri 63102-1882
(573) 772-0887
David Barland-Liles is the NPS case agent and can provide details as to suspect
interview, witness interviews, and investigative measures taken.

ATTACHMENT C – WITNESS TESTIMONY
Effigy Mounds National Monument
Jim Nepstad can testify to organizing a group to assist with the investigation while
maintaining confidential correspondence with interested affiliated tribes. Nepstad also
searched EFMO files which uncovered valuable documentation related to the removal of
the human remains in 1990, attempts to locate the missing human remains by the NPS
and subsequent reaction to the alleged disappearance of the remains.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) can testify to being ordered to remove the human remains from EFMO’s
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

museum collection by Munson.
was told by Munson the remains needed to be
removed prior to the enactment of the NAGPRA in order to increase the likelyhood of
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
EFMO to maintain possession of the associated funerary objects.
helped
Munson carry the human remains to his vehicle and was aware he was going to transport
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
them to his residence in Prairie du Chien Wisconsin.
was ordered to create a
Report of Survey to document the “deaccession” of the human remains from EFMO’s
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
museum collection. Criminal prosecution of
was declined on July 17, 2012. She
was removed from Federal employment after a subsequent administrative investigation.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) can testify to signing the Report of Survey without understanding what

the attached accession and catalogue numbers represented.

ATTACHMENT D- WITNESS TESTIMONY
Midwest Archaeological Center (MWAC - NPS)
Dr. Jeffrey Richner can testify to researching MWAC records to determine none of the
human remains identified in the 1990 “deaccession” were transferred to MWAC.

ATTACHMENT E – WITNESS TESTIMONY
Additional NPS employees
Robert Palmer can testify to recovering the initial box of human remains from Munson’s
residence after Munson told him the box contained animal bones.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) can testify to signing the 1990 Report of Survey after Munson told him
animal bones were being removed from the collection.
Karen Gustin can testify to attempting to locate the missing human remains in 1995 and
1996. Gustin can testify to a phone conversation with Munson where he told her the
remains were deaccessioned and transferred to the Iowa Office of the State Archeologist
and/or the Midwest Archeological Center.
Kathleen Miller can testify to two phone conversations she had with Munson in 1997
where he told her the remains were accidentally thrown out after being stored in a
dilapidated metal locker.
Dr. Caven Clark can testify to the findings of the Archaeological Damage Assessment.

ATTACHMENT F– WITNESS TESTIMONY
Iowa Office of the State Archeologist
Dr. Shirley Schermer is an Osteologist and can testify to researching EFMO’s
human remains in the 1980’s and re-examining and performing an inventory of the
remains recovered from Munson.

ARCHEOLOGICAL DAMAGE ASSESSMENT
EFFIGY MOUNDS NATIONAL MONUMENT
# ISB-MW-11-0404

May 8, 2013
Caven Clark, PhD
Cultural Resource Management Specialist
Buffalo National River
National Park Service
United States Department of the Interior
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ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY
In 1990, 2,135 whole and fragmentary prehistoric human remains corresponding to 41
individuals, originally from twelve archeological sites, were removed from the curatorial
storage facility of Effigy Mounds National Monument, a unit of the National Park Service,
United States Department of the Interior. These remains were transported from the park
(in Iowa) to a location in Wisconsin in violation of the Archeological Resources
Protection Act (ARPA).
The following damage assessment values were determined as a result of this
activity:
Commercial Value
Archaeological Value
Restoration and Repair

$00
$120,900
$175,305

As per the prohibited acts and criminal penalties section of ARPA (16 USC 470ee), the
cost of restoration and repair can be combined with either the archeological or
commercial values involved in the violation to comprise the total value of the
archeological resource damage. The monetary damage amount is determined by
combining (1) the commercial value and the cost of restoration and repair of these
resources $140,405 or (2) the archeological value and the cost of restoration and repair
of the resource $296,205.
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INTRODUCTION
This Damage Assessment was initiated at the request of ISB Special Agent David
Barland-Liles in response to the discovery that the theft, transportation, handling, and
treatment of certain prehistoric human remains obtained from federal lands may have
constituted a violation of the Archeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA). This
Damage Assessment was initiated on June 6, 2012, the purpose of which was to provide
the values and costs defined by ARPA relative to this incident.
This incident took place at Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) in northeast Iowa.
President Harry Truman proclaimed the establishment of the monument on October 25,
1949:
. . . that, subject to all valid existing rights, the lands within the followingdescribed boundaries and shown on the diagram hereto attached and forming a
part hereof which belong to the United States are hereby reserved and
established as a national monument, to be known as the Effigy Mounds National
Monument; and that the lands within such boundaries which do not now belong
to the United States shall become a part of such monument upon the acquisition
of title thereto by the United States.
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE DESCRIPTION
ARPA states that, “the term “archaeological resource” means any material remains of
past human life or activities which are of archaeological interest … at least 100 years of
age" (16 USC 470bb(1)). In the ARPA Uniform Regulations, the term “material remains”
is defined as, “… physical evidence of human habitation, occupation, use, or activity,
including the site, location, or context in which such evidence is situated” (43 CFR
7.3(a)(2)). The ARPA Uniform Regulations state that, “‘Of archeological interest’ means
capable of providing scientific or humanistic understandings of past human behavior,
cultural adaptation, and related topics through the application of scientific or scholarly
techniques such as controlled observation, contextual measurement, controlled
collection, analysis, interpretation and explanation” (43 CFR 7.3(a)(1)).
The following classes of material remains (and illustrative examples) if they are at least
100 years of age, are of archaeological interest and shall be considered archaeological
resources unless determined otherwise pursuant to paragraph (a)(4) or (a)(5) of this
section:
(i)

Surface or subsurface structures, shelters, facilities, or features (including,
but not limited to, domestic structures, storage structures, cooking
structures, ceremonial structures, artificial mounds, earthworks,
fortifications, canals, reservoirs, horticultural/agricultural gardens or fields,
bedrock mortars or grinding surfaces, rock alignments, cairns, trails,
borrow pits, cooking pits, refuse pits, burial pits or graves, hearths, kilns,
post molds, wall trenches, middens);

(ii)

Surface or subsurface artifact concentrations or scatters;

(iii)

Whole or fragmentary tools, implements, containers, weapons and weapon
projectiles clothing, and ornaments (including, but not limited to, pottery
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and other ceramics, cordage, basketry and other weaving, bottles and
other glassware, bone, ivory, shell, metal, wood, hide, feathers, pigment,
and flaked, ground or pecked stone);
(iv)

By-products, waste products, or debris resulting from the manufacture or
use of human-made or natural materials;

(v)

Organic waste (including, but not limited to, vegetal and animal remains,
coprolites);

(vi)

Human remains (including, but not limited to, bone, teeth, mummified
flesh, burials, cremations);

(vii)

Rock carvings, rock paintings, intaglios and other works of artistic of
symbolic representation;

(viii)

Rockshelters and caves or portions thereof containing any of the above
material remains;

(ix)

All portions of shipwrecks (including, but not limited to, armaments,
apparel, tackle, cargo);

(x)

Any portion or piece of any of the foregoing” (43 CFR 7 (A)(3)).

The damaged resources involved in this case related to 43 CFR 7.3(A)3(vi) consist of
2,135 whole and fragmentary human remains representing 41 individuals. Note that the
absolute numbers may vary slightly from one report to another owing to accidental
breakage or incorrect counting of very small fragments. This variation does not
materially affect this report or the calculated values and costs in any way. These remains
were recovered from twelve archeological sites within the boundaries of EFMO and
housed in the park’s curatorial facility. They are the remains of prehistoric Native
Americans buried in and around the complex of effigy mounds for which the park was
created. Effigy mounds are man-made earthen structures that are in the shape of
animals and birds. There are also non-effigy mounds which are conical and linear
associated with this prehistoric cultural complex. They are of archeological interest in
terms of the scientific information potential with regards to demography, pathology, and
cultural affiliation. They are highly significant to today’s Indian descendants as the
tangible link to their past in a sacred and spiritually charged landscape.
As a measure of archeological interest, a Cultural Affiliation Study was completed in
2001for EFMO:
The purpose of this study is to determine whether prehistoric, historic and
contemporary affiliations exist between American Indians and the land and
natural and cultural resources within the monument and to document and
analyze any affiliations identified. While the major emphasis of the solicitation is
on the land and resources within the Monument boundaries itself, it is understood
that it will be necessary to focus on regional rather than park-specific research
data and materials to accomplish this task.
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The study will identify any groups who have both traditional and contemporary
ties specifically to the Monument resources and region, describing relationships
between park land and natural and cultural resources and associated past and
present peoples.
The results of the study will 1) prepare managers to anticipate resource use
issues that may affect their park, and place them in a better position to
understand and deal with such issues in the future, and more immediately, 2)
provide managers with the necessary information to address the cultural
affiliation and consultation requirements of the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) and other legislation, policy, and
regulations that address peoples traditionally associated with park resources.
[Green et al. 2001:1].
The Cultural Affiliation Study informs park management by providing:
* descriptions of any American Indian groups who may be determined to be
culturally affiliated with the Monument and its resources. Included should be the
following summaries: 1) Summarize the relationships determined between
mound builders and contemporary Indian groups; and 2) Summarize the
relationships determined between specific objects (including human remains) in
park collections to contemporary Indian groups or individuals who may be
descendants; and 3) Summarize the relationship determined between other park
resources to contemporary Indian groups; and
* a comprehensive summary of the cultural history of each of the potentially
affiliated groups; and
* descriptions of occupation and use, past and present (prehistoric and historic),
of the area in and around the Monument by traditionally associated groups of
people; and
* descriptions of potentially existing rights arising from treaties, agreements, and
laws; and
* a current “selectively annotated” bibliography of ethnographic information on
Effigy Mounds National Monument and traditionally associated peoples; and
* a references section of sources cited in the final report; and
* a record of consultations (if applicable) with American Indians and other
members of traditionally associated groups whose lifeways and cultural
resources may be affected by park management plans and actions; and
* suggestions for further studies on Effigy Mounds National Monument
associated groups and resources which may be designed and conducted to
develop more complete information on which to base future decisions by the
Monument Superintendent with regard to ethnographic issues and concerns that
have the potential to affect management of the Monument resources. [Green, et
al. 2001:2]
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Another indicator of the archaeological interest of Effigy Mounds National Monument,
including the sites in question, and the archaeological resources they contain, is the
status of this district relative to inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). The NRHP was created by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (P.L.
89-665; 80 Stat. 915; 16 U.S.C. 470), as amended, as a register of, “… districts, sites,
buildings, structures, and objects significant in American history, architecture,
archeology, engineering, and culture” (16 U.S.C. 470a(a)(1)(A)). The entire monument
was placed on the NRHP in 1966. A district that is eligible for inclusion in the NRHP
definitely has archaeological interest as this term is defined by ARPA.
To be considered an archaeological resource under ARPA, it must be determined that
the affected material remains are at least 100 years old. The period embracing the
construction and use of the Effigy Mounds is believed to be between AD 650 and 1050
[Green 2001:76 in Green at al 2001] placing the remains in question at an age between
1,362 and 961 years old.
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE DAMAGE
The Prohibited Acts and Criminal Penalties Section of ARPA (16 USC 470ee(a))
states that:
Section 6
(a) No person may excavate, remove, damage, or otherwise alter or deface or
attempt to excavate, remove, damage, or otherwise alter or deface any
archaeological resource located on public lands or Indian lands unless such
activity is pursuant to a permit issued under section 4 of this Act, a permit
referred to in section 4(h)(2) of this Act, or the exemption contained in section
4(g)(1) of this Act.
(b) No person may sell, purchase, exchange, transport, receive, or offer to sell,
purchase, or exchange any archaeological resource if such resource was
excavated or removed from public lands or Indian lands in violation of— (1) the
prohibition contained in subsection (a) of this section, or (2) any provision, rule,
regulation, ordinance, or permit in effect under any other provision of Federal
law, state or local law.
(c) No person may sell, purchase, exchange, transport, receive, or offer to sell,
purchase, or exchange, in interstate of foreign commerce, any archaeological
resource excavated, removed, sold, purchased, exchanged, transported, or
received in violation of any provision, rule, regulation, ordinance, or permit in
effect under State or local law.
The subject remains were held in the park’s curatorial facility and organized by collection
with the human remains housed together with the artifacts found with or near them. The
association between remains and objects is understood by Native Americans and
archeologists alike as an inalienable aspect of these types of collections. NAGPRA
defines “associated funerary objects” as:
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…objects that, as a part of the death rite or ceremony of a culture, are
reasonably believed to have been placed with individual human remains either at
the time of death or later, and both the human remains and associated funerary
objects are presently in the possession or control of a Federal agency or
museum, except that other items exclusively made for burial purposes or to
contain human remains shall be considered as associated funerary objects. [25
USC 3001 Section 2 (3)(A)]
The removal of the human remains resulted in the disassociation of them from the
artifacts, defined above as “associated funerary objects.” The removal of these remains
is considered by most tribes to be disrespectful of the need to maintain the association
of the dead and those items interred with them.
36CFR Part 79 is the Curation of Federally-Owned and Administered Archeological
Collections in which federal agencies are mandated to establish and implement
procedures by which their collections are managed. For the NPS, Director’s Order 24
governs the process through which museum property is managed. The removal of any
museum property, including temporary or permanent changes in location, is governed by
a strict process of accountability.
VALUE AND COST DETERMINATIONS
The “Prohibited Acts and Criminal Penalties” section of ARPA (16 USC 470ee)
identifies three monetary values that will be considered in relation to the penalty
for the offense. These are the “commercial value” or the “archaeological value”
of the archaeological resources involved in the violation and the “cost of
restoration and repair” of these resources (16 USC 470ee(d)). Procedures for
determining these figures are established in the ARPA Uniform Regulations (43
CFR 7.14).
To avoid confusion regarding the relationship of the Archeological Value and the
Cost of Restoration and Repair it is necessary to understand that they are
mutually exclusive calculations. The Archeological Value is the cost of what a
scientific undertaking would be if the incident had not occurred. The Cost of
Restoration and Repair includes all actual costs incurred by the government as
well as projected future costs. At face value, many of the same line-item costs
appear in both the Archeological Value and the Cost of Restoration and Repair.
Because each value or cost is exclusive, these do not represent “double billing”
since they are based on completely separate premises even though they include
the same or similar components. Where an estimate is required, the use of actual
figures derived from the Cost of Restoration and Repair supports the most
reliable and fair estimate.
COMMERCIAL VALUE
The ARPA Uniform Regulations define the term “commercial value” as follows:
… the commercial value of any archaeological resource involved in a
violation … shall be its fair market value. Where the violation has
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resulted in damage to the archeological resource, the fair market value
should be determined using the condition of the archaeological resource
prior to the violation, to the extent that its prior condition can be
ascertained (43 CFR 7.14(b)).
The Commercial Value is defined as the current fair market worth of the material
remains illegally collected from the site. Trafficking in human remains is also illegal,
precluding the determination of a “fair market value.” Therefore, the Commercial Value
of the remains disturbed and damaged in this incident is determined to be $0
ARCHAEOLOGICAL VALUE
The ARPA Uniform Regulations define the term “archaeological value” as follows:
… the archaeological value of any resource involved in a violation … shall be the
value of the information associated with the archaeological resource. This value
shall be appraised in terms of the costs of the retrieval of the scientific
information which would have been obtainable prior to the violation. These costs
may include, but need not be limited to, the cost of preparing a research design,
conducting field work, carrying out laboratory analysis, and preparing reports as
would be necessary to realize the information potential (43 CFR 7.14(a)).
The archaeological value associated with this case is based on the NAGPRA process
established by law in 25 USC 3001 et seq. and applicable regulations [43 CFR 10]. The
costs were determined using the Society for American Archaeology’s (SAA) Professional
Standards for the Determination of Archaeological Value guidelines (McAllister 2006).
SAA Standard 1 - Identification of the Archeological Resources involved in the
ARPA violation:
The archeological resources were part of EFMO’s museum collections and consist of
human remains over 100 years old, meeting the criterion of “archeological interest” by
virtue of their context in prehistoric Native American burials within a designated National
Register Historic District on lands owned in fee simple and managed by the National
Park Service, United States Department of the Interior.
SAA Standard 2 – Scale of Scientific Information Retrieval to be Used in
Determining Archeological Value:
The “scale” referred to in this standard is also called “proportionality” insofar as the scale
is determined by the amount of damage done as a consequence of the violation. In this
instance, proportionality is measured by determining the steps and associated costs that
would have been accrued if the NAGPRA process would have been implemented at the
outset and the violation not occurred. The standard of scale or proportionality is a
significant one since is serves as a measure of “fairness” in the calculation of costs and
values, and insures that those costs and values are not inflated to the disadvantage of
the accused.
SAA Standard 3 – Methods of Scientific Information Retrieval:
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Methods reflect a combination of scale and the techniques applied in a scientific
investigation. In this case, the methods applied involve the comprehensive analysis and
inventory of the entire population of human remains. The population (total number of
subject human remains) will not be sampled, (that is, only a portion of the remains
examined), nor will other remains not involved with this case be studied.
SAA Standard 4 – Scientific Information Retrieval Standards:
The scientific methods used in a NAGPRA inventory of human skeletal remains include
an array of observations standard to physical anthropologists that record such things as
minimum numbers of individuals, gender, age, pathologies, epigenetic characteristics,
cultural modifications of remains, etc. These are analytical techniques applied to the
reconstruction of human skeletal populations without which human remains cannot be
attributed to any particular historical time period or to any particular ethnic population (as
in the Cultural Affiliation Study cited above). In the context of a NAGPRA inventory, the
application of research methods are subject to the consultation process with Native
American tribes, giving them the opportunity to evaluate and concur with the methods
proposed. In this regard, it is typically the case that destructive methods such as thinsectioning, radiocarbon dating, protein analysis, and DNA analysis will not be permitted.
The archeological resources involved (human skeletal remains) were part of EFMO’s
museum collection and would have been subject to NAGPRA had they not been
removed from the park in order to circumnavigate that law. Those remains represented a
minimum of 41 individuals from 12 archeological sites containing graves within the park.
Damage is defined in terms of a) physical damage to the remains during their removal
from park collections through mishandling and/or inappropriate packaging, and b) in
terms of their being rendered unavailable for inventory and study per the requirements of
NAGPRA. Had the incident not occurred, the remains themselves would not have
undergone unnecessary damage and would have been included in the NAGPRA
process whereby they could have been studied, identified as prehistoric Native
American, and included in tribal consultations concerning cultural affiliation, repatriation,
and reburial. Nor would the remains have been removed from their physical association
with the associated funerary objects.
As described above, a Cultural Affiliation Study was initiated in 1999 and completed in
2001 under contract with the Office of the State Archaeologist and American Indian and
Native Studies Program. An essential part of the NAGPRA process used to identify
potential lineal descendants of the subject remains, part of this process included the
analysis of human remains in EFMO collections which was used as the basis for
comparison to other skeletal remains and burial practices regionally, and from which
conclusions were drawn relative to the relationships among the archeological materials
and living Native American groups. During this period the subject remains were not
available to the researchers since their location was unknown at the time, and therefore,
did not contribute to the outcome of the study. While it is not suggested that the absence
of the subject remains materially affected the outcome of the study, the fact that they
were not available, and may have had some impact on the results should be noted.
Projected cost estimates for Archeological Value are based on “proportionality” insofar
as the scale is determined by the amount of damage done as a consequence of the
violation. In this instance, proportionality was measured by determining the steps and
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associated costs that would have been involved to have followed the NAGPRA process
correctly from the outset for a total of 2,135 whole and fragmentary remains. The
methods employed are those identified and defined in NAGPRA. It is necessary to
identify the remains as Native American based on current archeological and physical
anthropological techniques, including but not limited to archeological context, associated
artifacts, epigenetic characteristics, and other physical evidence of cultural affiliation.
With regard to collections, 25 USC 3003-3005 (Sections 5-7) and 43 CFR 10 Subpart C
(§10.8-10-13) require the following steps for investigation and documentation:





Identification of human remains as Native American (see Henning 1997,
Schermer 2012, and Green et al. 2001)
Tribal consultation
Summaries: general descriptions of unassociated funerary objects, sacred
objects, objects of cultural patrimony
Inventories: item-by-item descriptions of human remains and associated funerary
objects

Other aspects of proportionality involve the estimate of time and expense involved in the
tribal notification and consultation process. Effigy Mounds consults with twelve tribes,
each potentially with a stake in the determination of cultural affiliation and subsequent
repatriation and reburial. Estimates of time required for on-site meetings among the
consulting tribes and NPS are given in dollars, including travel and lodging expenses
paid for by the NPS. These figures are further based on actual consultation costs that
took place and appear elsewhere in this document in the Cost of Restoration and Repair
as expenses actually incurred by the government.
For the NPS, these steps are detailed in NPS Cultural Resource Management Guideline,
Appendix R: Guidance for National Park Service Compliance with the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), (see Appendix C in this document).
Table 1 below lists these steps and provides an estimated cost for each.
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Table 1. Archeological Value costs.
TASK
Conduct
Inventory
(Evaluate
object
definitions and cultural relationships)
contract
Cultural Affiliation Study
Consultation Meetings (3-4 days)

COST
$25,000
$28,900
$6,000

Meeting for repatriation/reburial (travel $6,000
expenses) (3-4 days)
Administrative actions (compliance, meeting $55,000
planning, correspondence, etc.)
TOTAL
$120,900
The inventory cost is based on the single inventory done under contract with the Illinois
State Museum by Dr. Dale Henning with increases reflected the now increased size of
the collection and the inclusion of artifacts not considered in the Henning study. The
Cultural Affiliation Study performed between 1999 and 2001 cost $28,900. That figure
remains unchanged as a component of Archeological Value. Other cost estimates are
based on actual cost data from Effigy Mounds and represent the minimum tasks
required to complete the NAGPRA requirements in a setting where the park’s collections
of human remains and funerary objects remained intact and accounted for.
“Administrative actions” sum includes tasks and estimated cost from future actions in the
Cost of Restoration and Repair.
The sum of the Archeological Value is $120,900.
COST OF RESTORATION AND REPAIR
The ARPA Uniform Regulations define the term “cost of restoration and repair”
as follows:
… the cost of restoration and repair of archaeological resources damaged as a
result of a violation … shall be the sum of the costs already incurred for
emergency restoration or repair work, plus those costs projected to be necessary
to complete restoration and repair, which may include, but need not be limited to
the costs of the following:
(1) Reconstruction of the archaeological resource;
(2) Stabilization of the archaeological resource;
(3) Ground contour reconstruction and surface stabilization;
(4) Research necessary to carry out reconstruction or stabilization;
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(5) Physical barriers or other protective devices, necessitated by the
disturbance of the archaeological resource, to protect it from further
disturbance;
(6) Examination and analysis of the archaeological resource including
recording remaining archaeological information, where necessitated by
disturbance, in order to salvage remaining values which cannot be
otherwise conserved;
(7) Reinterment of human remains in accordance with religious custom
and State, local, or tribal law, where appropriate, as determined by the
Federal land manager;
(8) Preparation of reports related to any of the above activities (43 CFR
7.14(c)(1)-(8)).
The archeological resources involved in this case are the NAGPRA museum collections
at EFMO. Elements 1 through 5 above are not relevant to this case as they generally
pertain to damages to archeological sites. As part of the emergency costs of restoration
and repair, Element 6 is required to examine the collections to determine which items
were or were not subject to NAGPRA, and to create a comprehensive inventory of
NAGPRA items. Elements 7 and 8 will be considered as future costs of restoration and
repair as they will not take place until after this case is closed.
The following section explains each line-item expressed in Table 2 and provides
information on how each fits into the chronology of the case and what purpose was
served as a legitimate cost to the National Park Service in the context of the Cost of
Restoration and Repair as defined by ARPA. The costs described below have been
separated into the categories of “inventories and studies” and “consultation meetings.”
Inventories and Studies
Between September 16, 1997 and September 30, 1998 Dr. Dale Henning prepared
NAGPRA recommendations for which he received $6,000 under Purchase Order
1443PX6290-97-012. Between February 1998 and July 1998 Dr. Henning forwarded
draft versions (a first draft and second draft) of both documents required by the
Purchase Order, the first being “Recommendations to NAGPRA Summary and NAGPRA
Inventory,” and the other being “Accession History and Status of 1986 and 1990
Deaccessioned Items and Objects.” One of the project’s assigned objectives was to
review the 1990 removal of human remains from the collection, including documentation
and a determination of potential disposition of the remains. On September 30, 1998 Dale
Henning submitted (to Superintendent Miller) the final versions of the two documents
required by Purchase Order.
The Cultural Affiliation Study was accomplished between 1999 and 2001(see above for
purpose statements). Although there was mention in the report that certain items were
“not available for study,” there was no discussion regarding any gaps in the catalog
records or other indication that some remains were missing from any earlier inventories.
Indeed, it was stated that the Cultural Affiliation Study heavily relied on the earlier
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Another round of inventory work was done by Shirley Schermer of the Iowa Office of the
State Archaeologist documented with an invoice dated June 10, 2011. The purpose of
this effort was collection inventory of returned/missing remains for which she was paid a
total of $550.
Using curatorial records, MWAC Supervisory Archeologist Jeffrey Richner produced an
inventory of human remains for use by the Review Board in December 2011 to facilitate
the investigation. He spent “conservatively” 40 hours preparing this inventory resulting
in a total cost of $2,224.
NPS Curators Tricia Miller and Steve Veit helped with the 100% inventory performed on
the collection, July 11-18, 2011 in order to verify beyond doubt that all of the human
remains had not been fully accounted for after Munson handed over the first box in April
2011. Administrative Technician (Museum Tech) (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) assisted Miller and
Veit. They were also assisted by (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) of the Iowa Tribe in Kansas and Nebraska
who received $991 for his services. The combined cost associated with these
inventories is $7,466.
Between September 4 and 7, 2012, acting MWR Curator Keely Rennie-Tucker and
EFMO Law Enforcement Ranger Robert Palmer conducted the annual collections
inventory during which time Reenie-Tucker noticed additional problems related to the
subject remains. For this inventory, Palmer was not acting in a law enforcement
capacity. This effort cost the park a total of $2,668.
Rennie-Tucker, Miller, and Veit returned to EFMO again in October 2012 to delve further
in the park's curatorial records at the direction of Rennie-Tucker as a follow-up to her
discoveries the previous month. The combined cost of wages and travel cost a total of
$5,314.
Overlapping in time with the above in-park inventories, three subsequent inventories
were completed by Shirley Schermer of the Iowa Office of the State Archeologist
documented by invoices dated June 15, 2012 ($2,450), July 27, 2012 (two separate
invoices; $2,950 and $1,450), and a final invoice dated August 15, 2012 ($850). The
sum of the 2012 invoices for inventory services from the Iowa Office of the State
Archeologist is $7,700.
Consultation and Review Board Meetings
A series of meetings was held regarding the human remains. Consultation meetings
were held with tribal representatives for the purpose of full disclosure regarding the
incident. Review board meetings focused on the determination of the steps necessary to
proceed with an investigation.
Consultation meetings where held at EFMO over a three-day period, June 28-30, 2011
involving park staff, tribal members, and representatives from the Midwest Regional
Office. Direct costs to the park in support of tribal travel costs were $5,913.
A review board meeting was held at EFMO over a two-day period, December 6-7, 2011
involving park staff, tribal members, and representatives from the Midwest Regional
Office. In addition to EFMO staff, this meeting was attended by Supervisory Archeologist
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Jeffrey Richner from the Midwest Archeological Center.
support of tribal and NPS travel costs were $4,721.

Direct costs to the park in

Further consultation and review board meetings where held at EFMO in June of 2012.
The consultation meeting was held all day on June 13 and the morning of the following
day, involving park staff, tribal members, and representatives from the Midwest Regional
Office. Direct costs to the park in support of tribal travel costs were $2,505. The review
board convened in the afternoon of June 14, 2012. The sum cost to the government for
this meeting was $2,593.
Actual costs incurred also include the administrative costs directly involved with the
incident, including the Superintendent’s time and that of the Archeologist preparing this
Damage Assessment Report. As of March 2013 EFMO Superintendent James Nepstad
indicated that a conservative estimate of his time/cost related to this case was $36,474.
The preparation of this Damage Assessment document by the author yielded a sum of
$2,282.
The sum of all actual costs incurred, including inventories and meetings, is $112,805.
Projected Cost of Restoration and Repair
In addition to actual costs already incurred by the government in this case, future costs
are also allowable components of the Cost of Restoration and Repair. These costs
relate specifically to:
(6) Examination and analysis of the archaeological resource including
recording remaining archaeological information, where necessitated by
disturbance, in order to salvage remaining values which cannot be
otherwise conserved;
(7) Reinterment of human remains in accordance with religious custom
and State, local, or tribal law, where appropriate, as determined by the
Federal land manager;
(8) Preparation of reports related to any of the above activities (43 CFR
7.14(c)(1)-(8)).
As this relates to the EFMO case, there are several tasks remaining that are required by
NAGPRA to bring the process to a conclusion. These include further tribal consultation,
a study of the associated funerary items that provides an inventory, scientific
assessment, physical reassociation of those items with the human remains, and their
ultimate disposition.
The preparation of a report that addresses the final inventory of both human remains
and associated and unassociated funerary objects, and provides an administrative
summary of this case is estimated to cost $25,000. This product is essential for the final
steps in consultation and repatriation and/or reburial. While this was initiated by the NPS
in 1998 with Dr. Henning, given the history of the collections management and this
investigation, it is necessary to begin this process again using the updated and corrected
records now available.
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Costs will include park support for tribal consultation and staff salaries. A minimum of
three on-site consultation meetings will be required to discuss repatriation and reburial
issues with a sum of $7,500 in direct costs to the government.
If the decision by the tribes results in reburial within the park, costs for compliance
(National Environmental Policy Act and National Historic Preservation Act), including an
environmental assessment (EA) will accrue as well. An estimate of $30,000 based on
the costs of contracted EAs at other Midwest Region sites is expected to cover these
costs.
The sum of estimated costs associated with future actions allowable under the Cost of
Restoration and Repair is $62,500. It should be emphasized that this estimate is
considered very conservative as it covers only a minimum requirement to fulfill the park’s
obligations under NAGPRA. Such line-items as physical security of the reburial site
could potentially add thousands of dollars not accounted for in this estimate. Similarly,
there could be a need of more than two on-site consultation meetings which would
increase the costs under that category.
The combined costs of actual costs and projected costs of Restoration and Repair yield
a total of $175,305.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
It is concluded that there was archaeological resource damage to the NAGPRA
subject collections at EFMO. The damage consisted of the unauthorized removal
of Native American human remains from the EFMO curatorial facility and
subsequent transportation of these remains out of the park in Iowa to a location
in Wisconsin. The damage was documented and assessed, and this report of
findings was prepared. The nature of the incident allowed for the determination of
all three values described under 43 CFR PART 7.14: the cost of restoration and
repair, the commercial value, and archaeological value.
As per the prohibited acts and criminal penalties section of ARPA (16 USC
470ee), the cost of restoration and repair can be combined with either the
archaeological or commercial values involved in the violation to comprise the
total value of the archaeological resource damage:
Archaeological Value
Cost of Restoration and Repair
Total

$120,900
$175,305
$296,205

OR

Commercial Value
Cost of Restoration and Repair
Total

$0
$175,305
$175,305
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Appendix A
Inventory of Remains
This appendix is the complete summary of human remains which contrasts the findings
of the 2011 collection inventory with that of the 2012 inventory which includes the
returned remains.
The accession number is the primary number by which museum collections are
organized in the cataloging system used by the National Park Service. This is followed
by the site number and name. The site number is expressed as a trinomial in which, for
example, 13AM82 refers to Wisconsin (13th state alphabetically before Alaska and
Hawaii attained statehood), AM is the abbreviation for Allamakee County, and 82 is the
consecutive number assigned for this particular site. The site name is generally a
descriptive title assigned by the first archeologist to record the site. MNI is the Minimum
Number of Individuals as determined by the analysis of the remains.
This inventory was prepared by Shirley Schermer, Burials Program Director of the Iowa
Office of the State Archeologist.
Summary
Accession 1, 13AM82, Mound 55: MNI = 3
In 2011: “Not present”
In 2012: All accounted for except 1 cranial fragment, 1 premolar, and 4 tiny tooth
fragments that are considered “potentially present”
Accession 5, 13CT18, Mound 7, Sny Magill: MNI = 1
In 2011: All “present”
Accession 8, 13CT231, Highway 76 Rockshelter: MNI = 14
In 2011: approximately half of the collection “present”
In 2012: 3 fragments listed as “potentially present” and 14 catalog numbers as “not
present.” All but five of the 2011 “not present” catalog numbers were present in the 2012
material. Also, nine catalog numbers listed on the 1990 deaccession list, but not listed
on the 1986 loan form, may be considered “not present.”
In August 2012 re-examination of the 2011 remains, the nine missing catalog
numbers were not found. It is probable each catalog number would represent a single
fragment, element, or tooth.
Accession 16, 13AM190, Mound 36 or 37: MNI = 3
In 2011: all the remains represented by the catalog numbers on the 1986 loan form
were “present” but catalog numbers on the 1990 deaccession list but not on the 1986
loan form were “not present.”
In 2012: the catalog numbers on the 1990 deaccession list but not on the 1986 loan
form are “present.”
Accession 53, 13AM207, Mound 18: MNI = 3
In 2011: all but 6 fragments “present”
In 2012: 1 of the 6 “present”; 2 of the 6 “potentially present”; and 3 of the 6 still
considered “not present”
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In 8 14 12 re-examination of 2011 remains, a burned mandible fragment with genial
tubercles that had been listed as “Not Present” was found, reducing the number of “Not
Present” to 2.
Accession 78, 13AM101, Mound 12: MNI = 4
In 2011: all but 7 fragments “present”
In 2012: 4 fragments considered “potentially present” and 3 fragments still considered
“not present”
In 8 14 12 re-examination of 2011 remains, a partially burned humerus shaft fragment
was found, added to the “Present 2011” column and deleted from the ‘Potentially
Present 2012” column. The femoral proximal end fragment was moved from the “Not
Present 2012” column to the “Potentially Present” column.
Accession 106, 13AM190, Mound 33: MNI = 5
In 2011: “not present”
In 2012: All appear to be accounted for except for one cervical vertebra which is listed
below as “potentially present.”
Accession 107, 13AM190, Mound 39: MNI = 1
In 2011: “present”
Accession 109, 13AM190, Mound 38: MNI = 5
In 2011: “not present”
In 2012: all “present” except for 135 probably very small fragments considered as
“potentially present”
Accession 111, 13AM190, Mound 41: MNI = 1
In 2011: “present”
CT26 material: MNI = 1
In 2011: Facial portion of cranium present
In 2012: Additional cranial fragments labeled “CT26” found in 2012; had been
included with Accession 8 material, discussion, and inventory in 1986/87. Differences in
coloration of some of the additional cranial material, but several differing colored
fragments do fit together.
New: Accession 54: MNI = 1
Found during 8 14 12 re-examination visit to EFMO while looking for possible
additional Accession 8 remains—the proximal third of a 5th metatarsal, possibly left.
Removed from EFMO collection drawer and moved to the EFMO repository NAGPRA
storage case.
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Appendix B
Summary of Collections Management Activities Relative to NAGPRA Subject
Remains and Objects: August 1986 – April 1994
A timeline summary was constructed by EFMO Superintendent James Nepstad,
providing the highlights of collections management from the early period of the park to
the present, including the period concerned in this incident.
From the 1950s through the 1970s EFMO archeologists and researchers collected
human remains excavated from archeological sites, including burial mounds, within the
park In keeping with the traditions of the day, all artifacts and human remains were kept
in the park’s museum collection. Also during this time, the park accepted archeological
materials, including human remains, from archeological sites located in the surrounding
region outside the park. The latter practice, while common in the past, is now precluded
in the Scope of Collections Statement which determines the types of objects allowable in
a park’s collections.
- EFMO Scope of Collections Statement is approved by the Regional Director
December 9, 1985. This document contains the scope of collections checklist used by
the regional office to evaluate new statements, and the comments (presumably from the
regional office) attached to this checklist include the following two statements:




“It is suggested that the Statement include requirements for the eventual
deaccessioning of those objects that are replaced by ones of better quality.” This
is followed with a hand-written notation that says “Historical only – or natural –
not archeological”
“...your statement cannot indicate that archeological materials will be
deaccessioned.” This statement was underlined by hand.

August 8, 1986
Maria Pearson of the Iowa Indian Advisory Committee writes to Superintendent Tom
Munson informing him she has learned that human remains are in the EFMO collection
and advises him that they should be reburied, preferably in the mounds they came from.
August 12, 1986
Superintendent Tom Munson responds to Maria Pearson’s August 8, 1986 letter, telling
her it appears he’ll be able to work with her to comply with her request and
recommendations. He informs her of a meeting he has planned with MWAC (Mark
Lynott) and OSA staff (Duane Anderson), and promises to keep her updated.
September 5, 1986
Superintendent Munson again responds to Maria Pearson’s August 8, 1986 letter.
Munson informs Pearson that after conferring with the State Archaeologist, the park is
prepared to transfer all human remains to the Office of the State Archaeologist for
examination and confirmation that they are human in origin. He also informs Pearson
that all human remains originating outside the park will be “returned to the Native
American community for reburial.” He ends by saying the material from inside the park
will be returned to the park, and “…we will work with you then toward locating its ultimate
repository.”
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September 24, 1986
The staff meeting notes for October 6, 1986 indicate that on September 24, Shirley
Schermer from the Office of the State Archeologist “…picked up the human remains
material collected inside and outside of the monument for study.” The notes also
mention that the material collected from inside the monument will be returned in April or
May, and the material from outside the park will be re-interred with assistance from the
Iowa Indian Advisory Committee.
October 7, 1986
Park staff issue a loan form for the human remains that Schermer picked up in late
September. Schermer acknowledges receipt with a signature dated November 13,
1986.
April 7, 1987
MWAC Director Cal Calabrese accepts the Schermer and Fisher report on the human
remains from the EFMO collection, and informs Schermer that payment will be made as
soon as she “…returns the specified collections to Effigy Mounds National Monument.”
May 1, 1987
Staff meeting notes for the meeting of May 12, 1987 indicate that the park has received
all of the human remains sent to the Office of the State Archaeologist [in all likelihood,
just those collected inside the park – the rest were reinterred by the state], with the
exception of 8 cranial fragments that Schermer wanted to study further. Another loan
form was filled out by park staff, signed by both Munson and Schermer on May 1, 1987,
extending the loan of those 8 fragments until September 1, 1987. In November 1989,
this loan was further extended to February 28, 1990. The 8 fragments were returned to
the park by Schermer on February 28, 1990.
February 21, 1989
Superintendent Munson saves a couple of magazine articles to park files. One is a
Harpers article titled “Skeletons in Our Museum’s Closets” and the other is an article
from The Nation titled “Indians Gaining on the U.S. in Battle Over Ancestral Bones.”
April 27, 1989
Superintendent Munson receives a memo from the WASO Curatorial Services Division
containing a report from a curatorial workshop participant, Anne Jordan, who had been
assigned to write about issues involving EFMO’s “sensitive Native American materials.”
Although this report states that no decisions have been made, it is clear that at this time
the current thinking in the park is to rebury the remains collected inside the park (Jordan
refers to 4 cabinet drawers full of remains) in a manner that would allow them to be reexhumed if there was a need for further study. The report also outlines the legislation
(Antiquities Act and ARPA) mandating that these materials be held by a public
institution.
July 13, 1990
Superintendent Tom Munson moves out of park housing by this date and signs a
vacancy inspection form. Staff meeting minutes indicate that the McIlrath’s moved into
his former housing unit (Quarters #2) on July 29, 1990, and housing inspection forms
verify this.
July 16, 1990
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Superintendent Tom Munson signs a Report of Survey form. In the Board of Survey
findings section, it is stated “Miscellaneous material that does not fit the Scope of
Collection Statement for artifact/museum storage at Effigy Mounds NM. Deaccession
from collection.” Attached is a listing of all the catalog numbers for the human remains
collection inside the park. In the Accountable Officer Recommended disposition section,
the box for “Abandon” is clearly marked. There is a handwritten notation at the top of the
original form that says “Keep SG 11-17-97” The 11-17-1997 date is extremely
significant in that it is the date Dale Henning visited the park to research the “Accession
History and Status…” report that exhaustively detailed the search for these remains (see
the title page of his report). The Report of Survey is NOT in his paper, and as absolutely
critical as this document is to what he was researching, it is very difficult to explain why
he didn’t include it or discuss it – unless he never saw it. Also, the date on the attached
deaccessioned catalog number list (7/16/90) is different than the date that appears on all
other versions of this list that I have seen (7/30/90 – see copy in Henning’s report for an
example).
November 7, 1990
Superintendent Tom Munson approved the annual museum inventory for the park. The
inventory – a random sample inventory – contained several items, including human
remains, that had been listed in the Report of Survey above. All of these items are listed
as “object not found,” and there is a notation in the remarks field for all of them that says
“Deaccessioned 30 July 1990.” This appears to become standard practice for inventories
in subsequent years.
March 21, 1991
The FY1990 Collections Management Report was approved by Superintendent Tom
Munson. Objects cataloged under archeology = 8175 (compared to 8503 reported in
FY1989 report). Objects deaccessioned reported as 0. None of the Collections
Management Reports for 1985 through 1991 report any deaccessions. So it appears the
park did not directly notify MWR about the removal of the human remains from the
collection or the park – although they did indirectly via the annual museum inventories
(see November 7, 1990 entry).
April 6, 1992
Someone attaches a hand-written note to a draft Museum Collections Plan (drafted by a
contractor in October 1987) stating that as of April 6, 1992, the park is operating under
that draft plan. Pages 17-19 of the document contain multiple references to a plan to
photograph and inventory the human remains in the collection, and then rebury them in
a recorded location. The human remains are also identified as not falling “…within the
Scope of Collection as approved in 1985, or the proposed changes in this document.”
Instructions for deaccessioning items are included on page 24. Page 28 contains yet
another reference to the plan to rebury the human remains, and states that they should
be catalogued if that plan changes.
March 9, 1993
The regional director approves the park’s updated Scope of Collections Statement,
signed by Superintendent Munson on January 3, 1992. This version contains no obvious
references to human remains in the collection. Page 4 contains this statement: “All
archeological materials removed from within park boundaries through systemic
investigation are NPS property and must be retained in the park’s museum collection per
43 CFR Part 7 and NPS-28.”
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January 3, 1994
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
A phone message slip written by Friday Wiles and addressed to “
/Tom M”
documents a call received from Anna Funmaker of the Wisconsin Winnebago tribe. The
message states “Would like to know what’s in our collection (list of items). May come
down & see – will call before she does. Asked about bones. Explained there were none
in collection.”
February 17, 1994
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) formally documented a phone call from Anna Funmaker in the HoChunk Historic Preservation Office. Apparently Ms. Funmaker “…indicated that they [the
Ho-Chunk] are interested in the land and mounds themselves rather than the artifacts.”
February 18, 1994
Tom Thiessen from MWAC wrote to Superintendent Munson – apparently in reply to an
inquiry from Munson about the previous day’s phone conversation (see February
17entry above). Thiessen ends the memo with “Keep in mind that NAGPRA makes no
mention of the repatriation of land.”
March 9, 1994
Tom Thiessen from MWAC wrote a memo to Superintendent Munson outlining Indian
Claims Commission decisions showing the Winnebago had no claim to land in the area.
Towards the end he states “My reading of NAGPRA does not suggest to me that land is
repatriable under the terms of the Act…”
April 4, 1994
The park receives the official memo from the Regional Director calling for the inventory
of human remains and associated funerary objects in all Midwest Region parks.
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Appendix C
EXCERPT FROM: Guidance for National Park Service Compliance with the
Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) NPS Cultural
Resource Guideline, Appendix R
[This excerpt is included to provide the basis for determining both the Archeological
Value and a portion of the Cost of Restoration and Repair.]
c. Collections
The regulations also require Federal agencies and museums to inform Indian tribes and
Native Hawaiian organizations of Native American human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony in their collections prior to November
16, 1990 [43 CFR Subpart C]. This information was made available in summaries and
inventories.
Superintendents should periodically review their Park NAGPRA inventory and summary
to make sure they are accurate and updated to reflect new information that may have
changed identification of items as covered by NAGPRA, new information that may have
changed determinations of cultural affiliation, new acquisitions, or newly recognized
Indian tribes. A NAGPRA module in the NPS collections management database system,
ANCS+, is available to facilitate the update process.
When new information is received that may affect cultural affiliation determinations,
modifications to the original summaries or inventories may be necessary. When items
are found that were not on the original summaries or inventories, the process of
consultation, evaluation, and notification – as outlined in Figures 4 and 5 – will again
take place.
Summaries
Summaries are written descriptions of collections that may contain unassociated
funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony [43 CFR 10.8].
Summary information for all park units was distributed to nearly 800 Indian tribes, Native
Hawaiian organizations, and non-federally recognized Indian groups in November 1993.
This served as a simple notification to each Indian tribe and Native Hawaiian
organization of the nature of the collections held by NPS. The summary was an initial
step to bring Indian tribes and Native Hawaiian organizations into consultation with NPS.
Consultation between NPS and an Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization was
required no later than the completion of the summary process.
If a claim is made for unassociated funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of
cultural patrimony, the superintendent must determine that the object claimed fits the
definition of the specified NAGPRA category. Identification of specific unassociated
funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony must be done in
consultation with Indian tribe representatives and traditional religious leaders who may
have special knowledge regarding these categories of objects. Superintendents also
must ensure that claimants meet the definition either of lineal descendants or culturally
affiliated Indian tribes.
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Inventories
Inventories are item-by-item descriptions of Native American human remains and
associated funerary objects. Unlike the summaries, inventories must have been
completed in consultation with Indian tribes and Native Hawaiian organizations and
represent a decision by the superintendent as to the cultural affiliation of particular
Native American human remains or associated funerary objects [43 CFR 10.9].
Notification
Before the repatriation of Native American human remains, funerary objects, sacred
objects, and objects of cultural patrimony in NPS collections, a notice must be published
in the Federal Register [43 CFR 10.8(f) and 10.9(e)]. Notification provides information to
potentially affected parties of a pending agency action, providing them with an
opportunity to respond. Notification is not a primary means of communication with
potential claimants but is a last chance for claimants that may have been overlooked to
voice their concerns.
Notice of Inventory Completion
A Notice of Inventory Completion summarizes the contents of an inventory of Native
American human remains and associated funerary objects and their geographical and
cultural affiliation in sufficient detail to enable other individuals, Indian tribes, and Native
Hawaiian organizations to determine their interest in claiming the inventoried items. The
notice is published in the Federal Register when a park has made a determination of
cultural affiliation or lineal descent for Native American human remains and associated
funerary objects in its possession or control. Repatriation may not occur until at least 30
days after publication in the Federal Register. See Figure 4 for a model of the notice
development process.
The Notice of Inventory Completion should minimally include the following information –
 names of all participating Indian tribes, specifically noting any agreements among
groups regarding which group will lead in a repatriation, which groups have
withdrawn from a repatriation, and any other pertinent information;
 name of site, county, State from which the cultural items originated;
 minimum number of individuals represented by the Native American human remains;
 number and types of associated funerary objects;
 the circumstances surrounding the removal and all subsequent transfers until the
remains and other cultural items came into the park’s possession;
 dates and additional information about the Native American human remains, or any
known earlier group/phase and how/why these individuals have been determined to
be Native American;
 evidence for present-day cultural affiliation with the earlier identifiable group, for
example, any historical records, continuity of occupation, continuity of ethnographic
materials;
 tribal evidence of cultural affiliation, for example, oral history, manner of interment,
known/named village/camp, etc.
Notice of Intent to Repatriate
A Notice of Intent to Repatriate is published when a park receives, reviews, and accepts
a claim by a tribe for sacred objects, unassociated funerary objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony. The notice describes unassociated funerary objects, sacred objects, or
27

objects of cultural patrimony being claimed in sufficient detail to enable other individuals,
Indian tribes, and Native Hawaiian organizations to determine their interest in the
claimed objects. Repatriation may not occur until at least 30 days after publication in the
Federal Register. See Figure 5 for a model of the notice development process.
The Notice of Intent to Repatriate should minimally include the following information –
 a brief description (including number) of the object(s)
 the dates and circumstances of acquisition
 the evidence for cultural affiliation
 evidence from consultation with the tribe supporting the definition of these cultural
items as unassociated funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony as defined under NAGPRA
NOTE: The Notice of Inventory Completion and the Notice of Intent to Repatriate are
distinct and unrelated. Notices of Inventory Completion include only Native American
human remains and associated funerary objects and must be published whether or not a
claim has been received. Notices of Intent to Repatriate include only unassociated
funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony and are published after
a claim has been received, evaluated, and accepted. A Notice of Intent to Repatriate is
not intended as notification of the repatriation of Native American human remains and/or
associated funerary objects that may occur after the publication of a Notice of Inventory
Completion. Both types of notices must be developed in cooperation with the Park
NAGPRA program lead.
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Date Closed:

CASE EVIDENCE INVENTORY

Page ____ of ____

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

01/24/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404 – Case file

Subject: Dr. Henning review of 1990 Report of Survey document.
On 01/20/2012, I emailed to Dr. Henning a scanned copy of a July 16, 1990 Report of Survey
from Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO), in reference to an interview I had previously
conducted (ROI # 004).
On 01/20/2012, Henning replied; “I have compared what you sent with my report and find: I didn’t
seem to have a copy of the cover from NPS-44 Appendix B that apparently was for the 1990 list in my
report. I looked twice for it, but either missed it or it is just not there. There is also no cover form for the
1986 list in my report. When comparing the two lists, I agree that the handwriting and placement of the
added information (two places) was added at different times. I also note that the list offered in my report
is dated 7/30/90, not 7/16/90 as on the page you sent me and on the cover letter. This seems odd. Was it
retyped and dated later? Still, the written insertions were repeated… why not typed?
“There are a few other differences in the lists:
Mine: Some mark in the upper RH corner (not decipherable)
yours: a different > mark in the upper LH corner
“However, no insights or revelation for you, unfortunately.
dale”
On 01/24/12 at 2:41 p.m., I called Dr. Henning and asked him if the Report of Survey findings and
determinations, the recommended disposition or to Board Member signatures concerned him or would
have changed his investigation or report findings. Henning stated “Nothing that sends up a red flag.”
Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

01/25/12

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) – Effigy Mounds NM Maintenance employee 1990-2000.
On 01/25/2012 I spoke with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) on the telephone from 11:33 a.m. – 12:03 p.m.
stated he moved into a NPS residence formerly occupied by Thomas Munson during July of
1990. He stated the house was empty and thought the associated garage was empty as well. He stated he
only used the garage to store his personal “junk” and he thinks EFMO stored a NPS vehicle in it as well.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
does not remember any other NPS items stored in the garage while he lived there.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
I asked
if he ever heard a rumor of a maintenance employee finding a box of bones.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
stated he had not but was aware of a wooden, free standing shed within the maintenance
complex that possibly contained museum and visitor center display items (“Boxes of bones and this and
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
that”) as well as resource management wildland fire equipment and maintenance equipment.
added “Oversight of the collection as a whole was really, really bad.” He stated prior to the visitor center
remodel the basement was open to the public who had access to collection and museum items. He stated
during the construction process items were shifted to other storage locations in the headquarters area and
the process was again repeated during the building of the maintenance facility.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

01/25/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: Rodney Rovang – EFMO Natural Resource Manager - storage shed
On 01/25/2012 I spoke with Rodney Rovang on the telephone from 2:33 p.m. – 2:48 p.m. I asked
Rovang about a storage shed located within the maintenance area at EFMO. Rovang stated the shed was
still at EFMO and is a free standing, 10’X15’ wooden shed shaped like a barn. Rovang stated the shed
has been there since the 1980’s and has been used by him to store resource management equipment and
maintenance. Rovang stated he primarily stored firefighting and exotic plant abatement equipment and
maintenance stores lawn care equipment.
I told Rovang about a rumor of a box of bones being stored in there during the early to mid1990’s. Rovang stated he does not believe the rumor and knew the contents of the shed, and had used it
enough, to have noticed any unusual items or boxes.
Rovang stated he has some pictures (attached) from 1994 of him using the shed during a
Hantavirus study. He stated the shed was used to prepare rodents, captured within other EFMO facilities,
for shipment to labs. Rovang stated the photos will provide a representation of the contents of the shed.
Rovang stated he removed a shelf unit of fire equipment to set up the work table pictured.

Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

02/01/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: David Rambow – EFMO Museum Technician 2008-2010.
During Rambow’s tenure at Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) he found the
management of the museum collection had suffered from years of incompetence and the EFMO
employees were suffering from years of dysfunctional leadership. Rambow stated he was made aware of
the missing remains related to this investigation and had read the Henning Report of 1998 indicating the
remains had disappeared. The overall consensus he heard related to the missing remains was they were
“deaccessioned” prior to the enactment of NAGPRA, therefore he devoted his energy to numerous other
issues related to the collection. Rambow stated he could not remember specifically who told him about
the “deaccession” but most likely it was (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) EFMO’s Administrative Assistant, because she
was his supervisor. Rambow felt the consensus was shared by Midwest Regional employees as well.

Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

02/07/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: Norberg and Nola Palmer – Seasonal maintenance employee (Norberg) – Effigy Mounds
National Monument.
Norberg and Nola Palmer remember helping Thomas Munson move out of his government house
at Effigy Mounds National Monument to his new home in Prairie du Chien, WI. They stated the move
occurred on a hot summer day and evening in July of 1990. They stated numerous additional NPS
employees helped the Munson’s move. They stated they were able to move all of the Munson’s
possessions and off loaded them into their Prairie du Chien home and garage. They stated they do not
believe they left anything on the lawn of the Prairie du Chien house and do not believe any high school
students helped with the move.

Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

02/08/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: Jan Dial-Jones – Supervisory Archeologist – Midwest Archeological Canter (MWAC).
Jan Dial-Jones stated she was an employee at MWAC from 1977 – 2010. Jones stated she had
very little interaction with Munson. Early in her career she worked as an archeological technician and
assisted Bob Nickel with geophysical surveys at EFMO. She met Munson socially as a “third wheel” as
Nickel and Munson spent time together after completing tasks at EFMO. Jones stated she does not
believe Munson ever brought human remains to MWAC or to any MWAC employee. Jones stated no
staff at MWAC had a physical anthropology background therefore research interest in the remains was
minimal.
Jones stated during the mid-1990’s the NPS reorganized and MWAC was subsequently removed
from any oversight of individual park collections. Parks were solely responsible for their collections and
advisory duties were transferred to regional curatorial staff. Jones stated she was “jaded” by this
reorganization because she believed the MWAC staff would do a more professional job than regional
curators and ethnographers.
Jones stated she does not remember a 1996 memorandum to Superintendent Gustin from
Regional Anthropologist Watson. Jones stated she will be visiting MWAC on February 8 and will look at
Jeff Richner’s copy.
On 02/08/2012, Jones called me and stated she met with Richner and looked at the 1996
memorandum and the 1997 Henning report and she does not recall ever seeing them before.

Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

02/09/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: Tom Thiessen – Archeologist, MWAC Manager, Midwest Region career 1972 – 2006.
Tom Thiessen stated he had very little interaction with Tom Munson and believes he only met
him one time. Thiessen stated he does not remember spending any time with any issues associated with
EFMO’s museum collection except for (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) showing him a human skull that was
anonymously mailed to the monument. When I told him Native American remains were removed in 1990
he stated “I can’t imagine why. It doesn’t make any sense to me.”
I asked Thiessen if he would be willing to meet with Jeff Richner at MWAC to look at some
documents. He stated he was going there anyway and would be happy to. On 02/03/2012 Thiessen called
me and stated Richner showed him a 1996 Memorandum by Michelle Watson and a report on EFMO’s
museum collection by Dr. Dale Henning. Thiessen stated he had never seen the documents before.

Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

02/15/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: Keely Rennie-Tucker – Staff Curator, Midwest Region Office 2008 - present.
Keely Rennie-Tucker stated she first heard of the missing Native American remains from Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) in early May of 2011 from her supervisor, Carolyn Wallingford.
Wallingford told her some remains had been recovered by an NPS employee and they were asked to go to
EFMO to examine them. Tucker stated they both understood the potential magnitude of the matter and
realized they could clear their schedule and leave the following day, May 4th. Tucker stated they drove to
EFMO and spent a full day examining the returned remains and comparing them to the records available
at the park. Tucker stated the deaccession records were locked up and unavailable to the EFMO staff.
Tucker stated their findings concluded some remains were still missing from the collection
despite what was recovered. Tucker worked with Wallingford to create a database of their findings.

Date
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

04/26/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: Karen Gustin – Former Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) Superintendent – 19941996.
On 04/26/2012 I called Karen Gustin to discuss a statement made by Tom Munson to a reporter
researching a story for The Gazette. Within the article Love quotes Munson as saying he contacted then
Superintendent Gustin who told him to retain custody of the remains until an appropriate storage site
could be found. Gustin described Munson’s statement as “slander” and added the event he described
never happened. I forwarded the article to Gustin. Gustin responded “David – As I stated over the phone,
I met Tom Munson once, maybe twice while I worked at Effigy Mounds. I have no recollection of the
statement that Tom Munson makes in this article, and do not recall ever telling him to keep those remains.
I would not tell someone to keep native American remains in their home.”

Date 05/01/2012
NPS, Special Agent

United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, and EMERGENCY SERVICES
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BRANCH
:

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Memorandum
Date:

05/01/2012

To:

ISB-MW-11-0404

Subject: Timothy McKeown – Office of the Special Trustee - USDOI.
Timothy McKeown stated he began working for the National Park Service in the anthropology
department in 1990. In December of 1991 he was selected by the national Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) coordinator, (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) and began working for
him.
McKeown stated he is a historian and soon to be published author on the creation, enactment and
implementation of NAGPRA and has read newspaper articles related to this investigation.
McKeown stated an inherent conflict of interest existed and continues to exist in the National
Park Service (NPS). The NPS was selected to oversee the implementation and oversight of NAGPRA by
the Secretary of the Interior despite the agency being one of the largest possessors of Native American
remains. McKeown stated when NAGPRA was enacted many NPS officials were concerned about the
scientific loss that will occur when the Native American remains were repatriated and this is where the
conflict between the NPS and NAGPRA existed. Within the agency groups of like minded officials
emerged and tension between these groups over the issue was palpable. McKeown stated uncertainty
over the future state of collections made NAGPRA the preeminent issue of the time for the related
disciplines and associated NPS officials.
McKeown was asked about any knowledge of any “directive” to NPS officials to remove human
remains from NPS collections prior to the enactment of NAGPRA. McKeown stated he was not aware of
any directive. McKeown further stated “I can’t imagine Frank doing that.” McKeown stated he has had
personal difficulties with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) in the past and believes (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) has made certain aspects of
repatriations more difficult with his management decisions but he does not believe there was any directive
to any group or individual, formal or informal. McKeown added “He will go up to the line but he will not
break it.” McKeown stated if such a “directive” existed associated with Effigy Mounds National
Monument it is most likely to have come from a regional NPS source.

Date 05/01/2012
NPS, Special Agent
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Report Number:
001

SUMMARY:
In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy Mounds
National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in Prairie du
Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson retired from
the National Park Service.
The following is an interview with former EFMO Superintendent, Kathleen Miller.
Date/Time: 12/27/2011 / 10:00 a.m. – 11:10 a.m.
Location: Telephone
Person Interviewed: Kathleen Miller
Telephone Numbers: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
NARRATIVE:
Kathleen Miller was the Superintendent of Effigy Mounds National Monument from 1997–1999. She replaced
Superintendent Karen Gustin. Upon arriving, Gustin advised Miller of numerous issues that were affecting
EFMO. One of the issues involved Native American remains that were missing from the parks museum
collection. Miller stated during her tenure she worked with the Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC) to
have an outside entity research the records associated with these missing remains.
Miller stated MWAC contracted with an archeologist, Dale Henning, from nearby Luther College to perform
the investigation. Miller stated EFMO staff, particularly (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) worked closely with a Luther College
Archeologist named Lorie Stanley who pawed through the records in EFMO’s archives in an attempt to locate
evidence of where the remains may have gone. Miller remembered Stanley being confounded by the lack of
continuity in the cataloging and numbering system of the parks collection. Miller admitted there was a long
history of “loosey-goosey” practices at EFMO caused primarily by a lack of funding for cultural resource
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated he lived in a hotel for approximately two weeks prior to moving into government
housing adjacent to park headquarters. He moved into government quarters on July 6, 1990.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated there were two houses available and he was assigned the eastern unit. The western

unit was assigned to a maintenance employee named (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) . (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) residence was
formerly assigned to Superintendent Munson who had recently moved to nearby Prairie du Chien.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) was already living in his residence when he was moving in on July 6th.
Prior to this interview (on 12/12/2011) I sent a Report of Survey form to (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) to review.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated he received the document and recognized it as a Report of Survey form from Effigy

Mounds that he signed on July 16, 1990. He stated the form was given to him to sign by Superintendent
Munson who explained the items to be surveyed (“Deaccessioned”) were animal bone fragments that were not
needed in the park’s museum collection. (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated he never inspected the bones (which were
listed by accession numbers on page two of the Report of Survey) and signed the document as a survey board
member based on the information provided by Munson.
ATTACHMENTS: EFMO Report of Survey - July 16, 1990.
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service.
Karen Gustin was the Superintendent of EFMO from October 1994 to January of 1997. During her tenure NPS
staff unsuccessfully attempted to locate the missing remains. Gustin claims she never saw a 1996 memorandum
from Michelle Watson, an NPS Anthropologist, detailing the efforts to locate the remains.
Date/Time: 01/03/2012 / 5:30 p.m. – 6:10 p.m. – 01/04/2012 / 11:05 a.m. – 11:15 a.m.
Location: Telephone
Person Interviewed: Karen Gustin
Telephone Numbers: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS: On Wednesday, January 4, 2012, at approximately 1105 hours, I interviewed Karen GUSTIN by
telephone in reference to this investigation. GUSTIN stated she understood I was a Special Agent with the
National Park Service, understood the purpose of the interview and agreed to participate. The interview was
recorded using handwritten notes.
GUSTIN arrived at Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) in Oct. 1994. She replaced long-time
Superintendent Munson and it was her first superintendent assignment.
Prior to this interview (12/15/2011), I sent GUSTIN a copy of a memorandum dated April 23, 1996. This
memorandum appears to have been sent to the Superintendent of EFMO (GUSTIN) from an Anthropologist of
the Great Plains Systems Support Office (believed to be Michelle Watson). The memorandum addresses issues
related to the EFMO museum collection and any associated inventory relevant to the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act.
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HENNING stated as his investigation evolved “I got the feeling that these bones arrived [returned to EFMO
from Iowa’s Office of the State Archeologist] and were disposed of.”
HENNING added he never visited with EFMO’s former Superintendent, Thomas Munson, during the
investigation because “I didn’t think it would be fruitful” due to Munson’s unhelpful reputation.
HENNING stated he had no explanation why any NPS employee would want to dispose of the bones. He stated
they have no commercial value since remains recovered from mounds tend to be in “terrible shape” and are not
presentable. However, the value of the remains to archeological research is extremely high.
I began to ask HENNING what he remembered about sending the final report to the National Park Service.
HENNING stated it would be helpful if he could review the report to help jog his memory. I sent him an
electronic copy.
On Tuesday, January 10, 2012, at approximately 1425 hours, I was contacted by HENNING who stated he had
reviewed his report. HENNING remembers mailing the original to the National Park Service in September of
1998 but could not remember if it went to EFMO, the Regional Office or the Midwest Archeological Center.
He never heard from or was consulted by any NPS employee regarding his findings and assumed the report was
never reviewed.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) has been the Chief of Maintenance at EFMO since the early 1980’s.

stated his
signature as a Board Chairperson appears on a July 16, 1990 Report of Survey but he does not remember
signing it and has no knowledge of EFMO performing a Board of Survey on Native American remains.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

Date/Time: 01/17/2012 / 08:30 a.m. – 9:45 a.m.
Location: Effigy Mounds National Monument – Chief of Maintenance Office
Person Interviewed: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS:
On Tuesday, January 17, 2012, at approximately 0830 hours, I interviewed (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) in his office in
reference to this investigation. (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated he understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park
Service, understood the purpose of the interview and agreed to voluntarily participate. The interview was
recorded using handwritten notes.
I showed (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) a July 16, 1990 Report of Survey from Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO).
inspected the report and stated one of the signatures (Signature of Board Chairperson) was “obviously
my signature.” (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated the attached item description list (Accession and Catalogue numbers) and the
Board of Survey findings and determinations (“Miscellaneous material that does not fit the Scope of Collection
Statement for artifact/museum storage at Effigy Mounds NM. Deaccesion [sic] from collection”) “means
nothing to me.”

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

stated he does not remember having a formal board of survey during Munson’s tenure and does not
recall signing this particular survey document.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) was ordered by Superintendent Munson to remove the human remains from EFMO’s collection

and give them to him.
stated she filled out the 1990 Report of Survey after removing the remains.
stated Munson wanted the remains removed prior to the enactment of the Native American Graves
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Protection and Repatriation Act.
stated she never saw the remains again and never told anyone what
she did until this interview.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

Date/Time: 01/18/2012 / 08:30 a.m. – 11:25 a.m.
Location: Effigy Mounds National Monument – Visitor Center Basement
Person Interviewed: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Telephone Numbers: 563-873-3821
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS:
On Wednesday, January 18, 2012, at approximately 0830 hours, I interviewed (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) in her office in
reference to this investigation. (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated she understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park
Service, understood the purpose of the interview, reviewed and understood her rights and agreed to voluntarily
participate. The interview was recorded using handwritten notes.
stated she started working in Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) in 1987 as a seasonal
interpretation ranger. During the summer seasons of 1987 - 1990 she was present to overhear a series of
conversations between Superintendent Thomas Munson and the Chief Ranger, Jim David, as they expressed “a
fear of some sort” about the pending enactment of the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA). The discussions primarily concerned a desire to remove Native American remains from EFMO’s

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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MUNSON stated he became the Superintendent of Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) in 1971 or ’72.
He stated he retired from the National Park Service (NPS) in 1994 and has since lost interest in the agency and
the monument.
MUNSON stated the bones he had Park Ranger Bob Palmer pick up from his house on April 28, 2011 were
animal bones. I showed MUNSON a copy of a report, THE ANALYSIS OF HUMAN SKELETAL REMAINS
FROM THE MUSEUM COLLECTION AT EFFIGY MOUNDS NATIONAL MONUMENT, written by Alton K.
Fisher and Shirley J. Schermer from the Iowa Office of the State Archeologist in the mid-1980’s. This report
was contracted by the NPS during MUNSON’s tenure as Superintendent of EFMO. I also showed him a July
16, 1990 Report of Survey from EFMO and pointed out page two which is an item description list of property to
be “deaccessioned” and includes accession and catalog numbers of human remains in EFMO’s museum
collection. I told MUNSON all of the catalog numbers correspond to items described as human remains in the
Fisher/Schermer report and there are no descriptions of animal bones. MUNSON looked at the Report of
Survey, pointed at the catalog numbers, and stated he did not know what they meant.
MUNSON stated sometime near 1990 he received a “directive” from Washington D.C. to remove all Native
American remains from EFMO’s collection to repatriate them. MUNSON stated “There is no paper” associated
with the directive and he can’t remember if it was verbal from Washington D.C. or if it came to him from the
NPS Regional Office.
MUNSON stated he did not know of any appropriate place to repatriate the remains and he had no EFMO
subject matter expert nor was he provided the funding to hire an expert to work on the collection or provide
solutions. MUNSON stated the only cemetery available to repatriate the remains, that he knew of, was in
Wisconsin but the remains in the EFMO collection were from Iowa with the Mississippi River being a dividing
feature separating tribes.
I again showed MUNSON a July 16, 1990, Report of Survey. We discussed the report. MUNSON stated his
signature appears in three locations on the report and added “If you have your name on a piece of paper it’s the
truth, but it ain’t.” I asked MUNSON if he directed (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) an EFMO Seasonal Park Ranger (in 1990),
to remove the Native American remains from the EFMO collection. MUNSON stated he did in order to fulfill
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
the directive from Washington D.C. MUNSON added “
was following instructions.” I asked him why a
Report of Survey was prepared to document the removal of the remains. MUNSON stated the Board of Survey
process was the only way to get the remains out of the collection. I asked MUNSON if he could not find a
proper place to repatriate the remains then what was he going to do with them. MUNSON replied “Store
them.”
I told MUNSON half of the remains listed on the Report of Survey were not included in the box he handed over
to Park Ranger Palmer. MUNSON stated when the directive came from Washington D.C. to repatriate the
Native American remains the NPS Archeologists at the Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC) in Lincoln
Nebraska “Fought it tooth and nail.” MUNSON stated he remembers taking a carload of “stuff” to Lincoln and
leaving it on their doorstep. I asked MUNSON if he drove the remains to Lincoln, he stated “That would be my
guess.” MUNSON stated some NPS staff, which he was unable to name, removed the items from his vehicle.
MUNSON speculated the MWAC staff removed the remains they wanted from what he delivered and returned
the remaining items to EFMO. MUNSON was unable to tell me which NPS employee removed the bones but
he told me the names of several employees who worked at MWAC ((b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
and
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
).
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ISB Case Number: ISB-MW-11-0404
MUNSON stated the remains must have been returned to EFMO where they were stored on a shelf in a garage
that he used for his personal car but was also used by numerous maintenance staff to store equipment, including
items to be surveyed. MUNSON stated he did not know who stored the remains there. Suddenly, for reasons
MUNSON did not understand, the NPS forced him to leave his government home on short notice. MUNSON
was restoring a home in Prairie du Chien. MUNSON stated he hired some high school students and seasonal
NPS maintenance staff to load his belongings into a U-Haul truck, transfer them to Prairie du Chien, and offload them. MUNSON stated seasonal maintenance worker, (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) , was driving the U-Haul. MUNSON
stated a box of the human remains must have accidentally been removed from the garage and loaded with his
belongings. Since his Prairie du Chien home was being painted he had the high school students leave his
belongings on his side lawn. Later, a “spring tornado warning” forced him to move the belongings into his
garage.
I showed MUNSON a Housing Occupancy/Vacancy Inspection Form that indicates his NPS home was
inspected on July 13, 1990, indicating he had already vacated the residence. MUNSON admitted his signature
was on the form. I showed him the date on the Report of Survey indicating the Native American remains were
“deaccessioned” on July 16, 1990. I pointed out his story of what happened to the remains could not have
occurred based on the dates printed on the forms since he left his NPS home prior to the “deaccession.”
MUNSON stated he left his NPS home in 1994. I reminded MUNSON he retired in 1994 and he moved out of
his NPS residence in 1990. MUNSON agreed but stated “Dates on the forms don’t mean anything.” MUNSON
added “I can’t explain all of those discrepancies.”
I asked MUNSON why he waited until 2011 to hand the box over to the NPS. MUNSON stated he tried to get
every Superintendent who replaced him to come over and pick up the box. MUNSON stated when he found it
the first time Karen Gustin was the Superintendent (1994 – 1997). Gustin told him they had no place for it due
to a Visitor Center rehabilitation project and asked him to keep the box in his garage. Gustin was replaced by
Katherine Miller and the “pattern was repeated.” MUNSON added Miller showed no interest. Miller was
replaced by Phyllis Ewing, who, through Park Ranger Palmer, expressed she was interested in repatriating the
remains but there was no action.
MUNSON stated since Palmer picked up the remains MUNSON found in his garage he has gone through his
garage two or three times and there are no additional human remains. MUNSON stated the garage is not that
big and it was easy to do.
MUNSON stated he was still of the opinion the remains went to MWAC and were returned to EFMO without
some of the remains. MUNSON added “My memory is bad.”
I asked MUNSON where the other Native American remains were located. He answered “I don’t know” while
shrugging his shoulders.
I asked MUNSON if he had any paranoia about NAGPRA or Native American tribes. MUNSON replied his
paranoia is with bureaucrats. MUNSON stated “WASO [Washington Office] could take a simple situation and
drive you bats.”
I asked MUNSON if he could do anything different what would he change. MUNSON stated he would have
loaded the box into the temporary trailer EFMO staff were using during Gustin’s tenure (due to the Visitor
Center rehabilitation project) when he first found it in his garage.
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MUNSON stated the employees at WASO should have handled the NAGPRA situation and not bothered
individual park units with it.
MUNSON added WASO should find more cemeteries to repatriate remains and put them in more convenient
locations.
I reviewed my interview notes with MUNSON and he stated they were accurate.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
Dr. Mark Lynott, the Manager of the Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC), stated the missing Native
American remains were never transferred to MWAC.
Date/Time: 01/26/2012 / 3:02 p.m. – 4:10 p.m.
Location: Telephone
Person Interviewed: Dr. Mark Lynott
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS: On Friday, January 26, 2012, at approximately 1502 hours, I interviewed Dr. Mark Lynott by
telephone. Lynott stated he understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park Service, understood the
purpose of the interview, understood his rights and agreed to voluntarily participate. The interview was
recorded using handwritten notes.
Lynott stated he became the Manager of the Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC) in 1996. Prior to that, he
worked for the National Park Service (NPS) as an archeologist.
Lynott stated MWAC has had a tangential involvement with attempts to locate the Native American remains
removed from the Effigy Mounds National Monument’s (EFMO) collection. Lynott stated discussions at
MWAC related to the missing remains have occurred numerous times during his tenure as other NPS employees
have been told, primarily by MUNSON, the missing EFMO remains were transferred to MWAC. Lynott stated
it is an “absolute impossibility” the remains were transferred to MWAC.
Lynott stated he had very little contact with MUNSON and has no memory of MUNSON ever being at the
MWAC office. However, based on the few correspondences he did have with MUNSON, he was left with the
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impression MUNSON did not value archeology or the role MWAC had in the Midwest Region as a subject
matter expert to park managers. Lynott stated he remembers “very specifically” asking MUNSON what could
have happened to the remains. Lynott paraphrased MUNSON’s response as “I guess we’ll never know.”
Lynott stated although he remembers asking MUNSON this question he cannot remember when or where it
took place.
Lynott discussed a former MWAC Archeologist, Bob Nickel. Lynott stated out of all of the staff at MWAC,
Nickel was one that developed a relationship with MUNSON beyond “professionally polite.” Lynott believed
MUNSON and Nickel shared a bond and were “kindered in their feelings of isolation and paranoia.” Lynott
stated he would be very surprised if MUNSON did not discuss concerns related to the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) and EFMO’s collection with Nickel during the late 1980’s and
early 1990’s. Lynott stated “If MUNSON talked to anyone it would have been Bob.”
Lynott discussed the period following MUNSON’s tenure at EFMO stating he is surprised there appears to be a
lack of effort to advise affiliated Native American tribes about the missing remains. Lynott believes there is a
requirement within NAGPRA to ensure it happens and the responsibility fell upon EFMO’s Superintendent(s).
Lynott stated oversight from the regional office on such matters was nonexistent.
Lynott added “The one conclusion that can’t be argued by anyone is our lack of competence as an agency.” He
stated this issue is “…the most glaring” example of that incompetence.
I reviewed my interview notes with Lynott and he stated they were accurate.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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Report Number:
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
Jim David stated he worked with the Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC) and Iowa Office of the State
Archeologist to properly identify and store the archeological collection of EFMO during the 1980’s. David
stated directions from MWAC in 1989 were clear that the EFMO collection would remain properly stored
pending the enactment of the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act.
Date/Time: 01/30/2012 / 1:39 p.m. – 2:31 p.m.
Location: Telephone
Person Interviewed: Jim David
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS: On Monday, January 30, 2012, at approximately 1349 hours, I interviewed Jim David by telephone.
David stated he understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park Service, understood the purpose of the
interview, understood his rights and agreed to voluntarily participate. The interview was recorded using
handwritten notes.
David stated he was the Chief Ranger of Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) from 1980 to 1989.
David stated during his tenure he worked to improve the monument’s collection. Collection items were poorly
stored under the auditorium of the visitor center in deteriorating cardboard boxes and paper bags. David stated
he worked closely with the Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC) to hire Shirley Schermer from the state of
Iowa (Office of the State Archeologist) who was able to identify the collection items found in EFMO and
separate them from other Iowa archeological research.
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David stated after Schermer’s work was complete MWAC staff made it clear the EFMO collection needed to
remain at the monument and be properly stored. David was made aware of the pending enactment of a new
law, the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), by MWAC who stated further
action would be determined by that law.
I asked David if he remembered any discussions with MUNSON regarding NAGPRA. David stated he could
not remember any discussions. David stated he did not talk to MUNSON much during the last few years of his
EFMO tenure. David described MUNSON as being “retired-in-place” with a “vulture style” of management
which created a great deal of friction between them. David stated MUNSON was also “hitting the bottle pretty
hard” which exacerbated the strains on their working relationship. David stated MUNSON’s often did not show
up for work and was not functional as a Superintendent. David stated he was looking to transfer to any
available NPS job to remove him from the EFMO situation.
David stated everything he did related to the collection was with the coordination and oversight of MWAC and
had little involvement from MUNSON.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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Arce stated she was unaware of any research related to the EFMO collection and had never heard of Dr. Dale
Henning who researched the collection and produced a report in 1997-98.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
Jacquelin St. Clair was aware of Native American remains missing from the museum collection at EFMO. St.
Clair was told by (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) the remains were removed from the collection and disappeared.
Date/Time: 02/08/2012 / 10:20 a.m. – 11:36 a.m.
Location: Telephone
Person Interviewed: Jacquelin St. Clair
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS: On Wednesday, February 8, 2012, at approximately 1020 hours, I interviewed Jacquelin St. Clair
by telephone. St. Clair stated she understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park Service, understood
the purpose of the interview, understood her rights and agreed to voluntarily participate. The interview was
recorded using handwritten notes.
St. Clair was the Cultural Resource Specialist of EFMO from 1999 – 2001. The EFMO museum collection was
under her purview during her tenure. Shortly after arriving at EFMO, St. Clair remembers making a trip to the
Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC) in Lincoln Nebraska. She learned from their archeological staff of
Native American remains missing from EFMO’s collection. She understood attempts were made to locate the
remains without success and the matter was considered “water under the bridge.”
Upon returning to EFMO, St. Clair stated she had a conversation with (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) EFMO’s Administrative
Assistant. St. Clair stated “She did tell me that they packed them up and when they came to get the boxes they
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
were gone.” I asked St. Clair if
specified the individuals involved or knew who “they” were or where
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
they were from or affiliated with. St. Clair said no and added “I assumed she [
was involved somehow
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
but didn’t know how.” St. Clair stated
did not volunteer any additional information.
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St. Clair stated she remembers conversations with NPS employees over time where the consensus was “Munson
is the kind of guy that would just bury them himself.” St. Clair was unable to remember specifically whom she
heard this from.
St. Clair stated while she was at EFMO she read a report written by Archeologist Dr. Dale Henning which
indicated the Native American remains had disappeared.
St. Clair stated she did not look into the matter any further and, in retrospect, had the impression the NPS did
not want her to look into it, possibly because she is enrolled in the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma. St. Clair
stated she was never told not to look into the matter but she had the impression the NPS felt there was no reason
too. St. Clair stated she was busy with other EFMO cultural resource issues.
St. Clair stated her tenure at EFMO was cut short by a “hostile work environment” she believes was created by
EFMO’s Superintendent, Phyllis Ewing. St. Clair stated Ewing marginalized her position and removed
responsibilities to the point where she was merely performing curatorial work that was far below her training,
experience, and position description. In 2001 she left EFMO for a position at Grand Teton National Park.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
Carolyn Wallingford managed the museum collections program for the Midwest Region. In the mid-1990’s she
attempted to assist EFMO with raising their collections management to a more professional level. Wallingford
stated NPS cultural resource personnel did not provide the proper advice to EFMO to interpret and react to the
improper removal of Native American remains from their collection.
Date/Time: 02/15/2012 / 09:30 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.
Location: 1000 Oxbow Dr. Ashland NE
Person Interviewed: Carolyn Wallingford
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS: On Wednesday, February 15, 2012, at approximately 0930 hours, I interviewed Carolyn
Wallingford at her residence. Wallingford stated she understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park
Service, understood the purpose of the interview, understood her rights and agreed to voluntarily participate.
The interview was recorded using handwritten notes.
Wallingford stated she had worked in the regional curatorial office since 1983 and had recently retired from the
National Park Service (NPS). Her title was the Regional Collections Program Manager. Wallingford stated one
of her responsibilities was to review annual inventories of museum property for all 56 NPS units in the Midwest
Region. Wallingford stated she was a “bulldog about 100% inventories” of collections in NPS units.
Wallingford stated she had been to EFMO in the mid-1990’s [Aug. 20-23, 1996] with a “Curatorial Strike
Team” at the request of the park due to a “laundry list” of issues related to their museum collection. Wallingford
stated her team attempted to address many issues related to basic museum collection management which the
park fundamentally lacked. One of the issues was related to concerns associated with previous deaccession
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1998 e-mail, July 2, 1998 Memorandum.
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
Florencia Wiles stated she had no knowledge of the removal of human remains from EFMO’s collection and
was never informed of the incident from her Administrative Assistant, (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Date/Time: 02/16/2012 / 8:25 a.m. – 10:13 a.m.
Location: Telephone
Person Interviewed: Florencia “Friday” Wiles
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS: On Wednesday, February 16, 2012, at approximately 0825 hours, I interviewed Florencia “Friday”
Wiles by telephone. Wiles stated she understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park Service,
understood the purpose of the interview, understood her rights and agreed to voluntarily participate. The
interview was recorded using handwritten notes.
Wiles stated she had been the Administrative Officer at Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO) since
1989.
I sent Wiles a July 16, 1990 Report of Survey from EFMO and asked her to review it. Wiles stated she had
never seen it before and asked me to describe what the accession and catalogue numbers on the survey’s
attached form represent. I told her they were Native American remains. Wiles stated “Why would they do
that!” Wiles added “There is no way in God’s green earth that I would have done something like that!” I asked
Wiles why she was not involved as the administrative officer. Wiles stated she had previously worked as the
administrative officer of the Midwest Archeological Center (MWAC) and speculated she may have been “kept
out of the loop” because of the experience she had with people who work with archeological collections. Wiles
added it would be highly unusual for her position to have any involvement in EFMO’s collections.
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Wiles stated she remembers hearing rumors of human bones kept in “boxes” from that time and another rumor
that something was buried within the park by NPS staff. Wiles stated she speculated it had something to do
with NAGPRA but had no additional information.
I asked Wiles if she remembers ever hearing of former Superintendent Thomas Munson discussing driving to
MWAC to deliver items from EFMO’s museum collection. Wiles said no. I asked if she ever received a
shipment from MWAC of museum collection items. Wiles said no. I asked her if EFMO Administrative
Assistant ever discussed her involvement with removing Native American remains from the museum collection.
Wiles said no.
Wiles stated she does not remember work related to this matter during Superintendent Karen Gustin’s tenure but
does remember Superintendent Katherine Miller drafting a scope of work for a collections research project
performed by Dr. Dale Henning and remembers writing the service order for that project.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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Report Number:
016

SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
Michelle Hinchcliff (formerly Michelle Watson) stated she does not remember any issues related to Native
American remains missing from EFMO’s museum collection. Hinchcliff reviewed numerous documents and
concluded she must have been the author of the documents but does not remember writing them. Hinchcliff
stated much of the advice in those documents provided to EFMO Superintendent’s related to the missing
remains was poor.
Date/Time: 02/16/2012 / 12:15 p.m. – 2:10 p.m.
Location: H & H Chevrolet – Omaha NE
Person Interviewed: Michelle Hinchcliff
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles, Steve Hinchcliff
DETAILS: On Wednesday, February 16, 2012, at approximately 1215 hours, I interviewed Michelle Hinchcliff
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
(formerly Michelle Watson) at her husband’s (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) dealership in
Hinchcliff stated she understood
I was a Special Agent with the National Park Service, understood the purpose of the interview, understood her
rights and agreed to voluntarily participate. The interview was recorded using handwritten notes.
I handed Hinchcliff a July 16, 1990 Report of Survey from Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO).
Hinchcliff stated she had never seen the report before. I told her I have seen a 1996 facsimile of the Report of
Survey from EFMO’s superintendent to her. Hinchcliff stated she did not remember it. I asked Hinchcliff to
examine the Report of Survey. Hinchcliff stated there are many problems with the document.
We discussed some of my findings with the investigation related to the 1990 “deaccession” of Native American
remains in EFMO’s collection. Hinchcliff studied the Report of Survey and read out loud the findings and
determinations statement and stated “That’s wrong.” Hinchcliff also pointed out the “abandoned” box in the
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recommended disposition section is checked on the form. Hinchcliff stated it is impossible to officially
abandon human remains in a museum collection.
I showed an April 23, 1996 memorandum from Hinchcliff to EFMO Superintendent Karen Gustin. Hinchcliff
stated “I can’t recall this.” Hinchcliff reviewed the document. She stated she was perplexed by the heading on
the memorandum (“KAREN, VOID THIS MEMO PLEASE; FEED IT TO THE BIRDS”) and reiterated
she does not remember writing the memorandum. Hinchcliff read through the document and stopped at the top
of page 4. Hinchcliff pointed to and read out loud an entry that stated “All twenty accessions listed in the
Fisher/Schermer (n.d.) report were apparently deaccessioned by EFMO prior to November 16, 1990, and thus
were not required to be reported under NAGPRA.” Hinchcliff stated the advice was not entirely accurate.
I pointed out in paragraph three of page 4 an entry that included “These accessions, or uncataloged and/or
cataloged portions of these accessions, were apparently deaccessioned from EFMO on 7/16/90. However,
there is no evidence as to the disposition or whereabouts of these deaccessioned materials. EFMO is
unsure of the location or disposition of them.” I pointed out the “deaccession date match the date on the
Report of Survey and indicated she must have seen the document in 1996 to complete the memorandum.
Hinchcliff stated she still does not remember writing the memorandum. I asked her if someone else could have
written it. Hinchcliff stated it must have been her and nobody “framed” her, she just cannot remember writing
it. Hinchcliff added “I feel awful” and spoke for some time about what she does remember from that time. She
stated she remembers the intensity and volume of the work and the positive relationships she was making,
particularly with tribal members throughout the U.S. She also remembers being selected to represent the
National Park Service (NPS) at an event in Germany because she is bilingual. Hinchcliff stated she is not sure
why she cannot remember the circumstances related to the EFMO issue or the documents but believes she is the
author of these documents.
I showed Hinchcliff a May 13, 1998 e-mail from her to EFMO Superintendent Katherine Miller. Hinchcliff
read a paragraph I had highlighted, “Also, if it is known that certain skeletal remains and other objects in your
collections cannot be accounted for, then they should be deaccessioned (after the fact), which is completely
acceptable.” Hinchcliff stated she does not remember writing the e-mail and stated she is troubled by the
advice. I asked her if it was unusual for a cultural anthropologist to provide advice on collections management
or NAGPRA to superintendents. Hinchcliff said Dr. Michael Evans “…was the only NPS employee in the
Midwest that was versed enough to know what to do about NAGPRA.” Hinchcliff admitted “This is bad
advice.” Hinchcliff added guidance on museum collections came primarily from Evans as well as the Regional
Curator Carolyn Wallingford, with additional input from Archeologists Tom Thiessen and Jan Dial-Jones.
Hinchcliff stated she felt like people were pointing the finger at her. Hinchcliff stated “I was adequately
advised and I trusted the people I went to for advice and leadership.” Hinchcliff added “I know we were all
working like crazy to get things done and to follow the law.”
Hinchcliff admitted “I should recall some of this and I don’t.”
ATTACHMENTS: July 16, 1990 Report of Survey, April 23, 1996 Memorandum, May 13, 1998 e-mail.
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Miller stated reviewing the documents “dusted off some cobwebs” but she still has difficulty remembering
details of her tenure at EFMO. Miller stated she recognized the documents and they were written by her. She
described the language in the letter to Dr. Henning as “stilted” but explained she was writing the letter partially
on behalf of numerous National Park Service (NPS) employees who had reviewed and commented on a draft
report prepared by Henning.
I discussed notes Miller made after a telephone conversation with Thomas Munson on November 17, 1997. I
explained the date she had the conversation was the same day Dr. Henning arrived at EFMO to perform an
investigation of Native American remains missing from the collection. Miller stated she was not aware the
events occurred on the same day but speculates Dr. Henning’s arrival was why she called Munson. Miller’s
notes included, “As I understood what Tom was telling me, the items were deaccessioned in 1990. The
materials were stored in a box in a locker in the maintenance area. He said the locker was was [sic] moved
outside and eventually junked – and the box probably went out with it.” Miller stated, “I know I pretty much
accepted the line that they are gone and nobody can do anything about it.”
Miller stated she is more fully educated now and can see Munson was describing a very troubling circumstance.
She stated she is not trying to weasel out of any responsibility over this matter but stated at the time all of the
knots had not been untied related to this riddle. Miller expressed for her there was not one moment where a big
red flag went off and she recognized the need for a law enforcement investigation. Miller added “It just didn’t
happen for me” and “I regret this mystery could have been resolved earlier.”
Miller mentioned she had a cultural resources background and knew numerous NPS staff affiliated with cultural
resources management were relieved her experience would be utilized during her tenure at EFMO. Miller
explained she was sorry if she let those people down. She stated she now understands there were many red
flags. At the time her day to day concerns were associated with professionalizing EFMO staff and shaking them
out of the “doldrums” to ensure the mission of the NPS was the focus of their daily efforts. Miller stated she
also focused her efforts toward identifying the Native American Tribes affiliated with EFMO and establishing
positive relationships with them. Toward the end of her tenure she felt these efforts culminated with the first
Native American Heritage Festival at EFMO.
Despite the improvements with EFMO’s operation and tribal relationships, Miller volunteered she never felt she
had an employee that would confide in her. She described them as guarded about disclosing information related
to EFMO’s history and previous operational practices. Miller stated this was particularly true with her
Administrative Assistant, (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) Miller described her as unhelpful and a source of frustration. Miller
stated she never took the initiative to discuss the missing remains issue with any EFMO employee, “eyeball to
eyeball,” and no employee ever volunteered any information beyond unsubstantiated rumors.
Miller stated cultural resources personnel live in a, “very compartmentalized world,” and very few are able to,
“bridge the gap,” when a violation occurs. Miller stated she was still confused by the numerous rumors related
to the remains. These rumors included transfers to the Midwest Archeological Center and/or the State of Iowa
and an additional rumor of the remains secretly buried within EFMO. Miller stated there were so many
unknowns she could not decisively know what happened to the human remains. Miller stated this does not let
her off the hook for not taking more initiative. Miller stated, “I just feel really sad that I wasn’t smart enough
and more astute looking into things that caught my attention instead of just a muddle.”
I asked Miller why the information from her telephone conversations with Munson were not included in the
report completed by Dr. Dale Henning. Miller stated she did not know and added, “I apparently did not connect
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those dots.” Miller stated she also had more faith in EFMO’s filing system than she should have and added, “It
wasn’t like I wouldn’t give him everything I had.” I asked Miller if the information may have been withheld
due to the detrimental effects it could have on her efforts to establish relationships with the affiliated tribes.
Miller stated, “I don’t think I ever had that thought that this would not be strategic.” Miller added, “I’m not a
devious or calculating person.”
I asked Miller to review the letter she wrote to Dr. Henning on September 4, 1998. I referred to the second
paragraph which includes, “I am so pleased with your dedicated effort on this project and the useful results it
has produced. The reports will be at my right hand over the next several months as we proceed with NAGPRA
consultations. I greatly appreciate the clear and useable presentation of your findings and the inclusion of
sufficient narrative to enable future readers to understand how you arrived at your conclusions.” I asked Miller
why the NAGPRA consultations did not occur and why the Affiliated Tribes were not presented with the
findings of the report. Miller stated she would not have presented the findings while the report was still in the
form of a draft. Miller stated she does not remember receiving the finalized report and speculated she may have
been so busy organizing the Native American Heritage Festival at the end of her EFMO tenure that she did not
have time to take appropriate action.
ATTACHMENTS: November 17, 1997 notes (Munson telephone interview), November 18, 1997 notes
(Munson telephone interview), September 4, 1998 letter to Dr. Dale Henning.
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
stated she was orders by Superintendent Thomas Munson to remove all the human remains from
EFMO’s collection in 1990 to avoid the implications of the soon to be enacted Native American Graves
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Protection and Repatriation Act.
stated she believes she remembers walking with Munson as they both
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
carried a box of human remains to his car and putting them in his trunk.
believes she remembers
Munson telling her he was taking the remains to his house, which was in Prairie du Chien Wisconsin.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

Date/Time: 05/16/2012 / 8:00 a.m. – 11:25 a.m.
Location: Effigy Mounds National Monument
Person Interviewed: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles
DETAILS: On Wednesday, May 16, 2012, at approximately 0800 hours, I interviewed (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) at
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
stated she understood I was a Special Agent with the
Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO).
National Park Service, understood the purpose of the interview, understood her rights and agreed to voluntarily
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
participate. The interview was recorded using handwritten notes.
was previously interviewed on
January, 19, 2012 (ROI #006).
stated in 1990 she was ordered by Superintendent Thomas Munson to remove all human remains
from EFMO’s museum collection. (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) said she did not realize she may be or might have violated any
laws until I interviewed her on January 18, 2012. (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) admitted she was ethically troubled by Munson’s
order. (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) stated her failure to disclose what she knew during the subsequent twenty-two years was not
an attempt to violate any laws she was just hoping it would be independently discovered and save her from
being the source.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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SUMMARY: In April of 2011, Native American remains that once belonged in the museum collection of Effigy
Mounds National Monument (EFMO) were discovered in the garage of former Superintendent Tom Munson in
Prairie du Chien WI. Numerous attempts to locate these remains occurred throughout the 1990’s after Munson
retired from the National Park Service (NPS).
The following is an interview of Thomas Munson and his wife,
The interview revealed Munson had
fabricated several stories about what happened to human remains removed from EFMO’s collection in 1990.
The Munson’s agreed to a consent search of their garage. A box of human remains from EFMO’s museum
collection were discovered and seized. Munson stated he removed the remains from EFMO’s collection in
1990 because he believed the pending Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA)
was a bad law that enabled modern Native American Tribes to inaccurately claim an affiliation to the human
remains. Munson was unable to articulate receiving a previously described order from a government source to
remove the remains prior to the enactment of NAGPRA.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

Date/Time: 05/17/2012 / 4:00 p.m. – 6:05 p.m.
Location: Effigy Mounds National Monument
Person Interviewed: Thomas Munson
Present for Interview: SA Barland-Liles,
Munson
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

DETAILS: On Thursday, May 17, 2012, at approximately 1600 hours, I interviewed
and Thomas
Munson at their residence. The Munson’s stated they understood I was a Special Agent with the National Park
Service, understood the purpose of the interview, understood their rights and agreed to voluntarily participate.
The interview was recorded using handwritten notes. Thomas Munson refused to allow me to use an audio
recorder. Thomas Munson was previously interviewed on January 18, 1012 (see ROI #007).
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

On Wednesday, May 16, 2012, I spoke with MUNSON by phone and we arranged this meeting at his residence.
I asked if
would also be available and we scheduled the meeting to coincide with her availability.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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tuned to me and asked if I would like to look in the garage. I explained I would and asked if she would
consent to a search of it.
stated she would and looked at MUNSON. MUNSON said he did not mind.
They both signed the consent to search form.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

guided me out of the home’s rear door to a detached two car garage.
entered the garage through a
side door and pushed up both garage doors from the inside. One vehicle, a white minivan, was in the garage.
took me to where she believed MUNSON described finding the box he returned to Palmer. As we stood
there talking for a few seconds she looked past me and pointed out a box on the floor in front of the minivan,
under a work bench. It was one of only a few cardboard boxes I could see within the garage, which was
relatively uncluttered. The box looked old and had black plastic sticking out of an opening on the top. As we
approached the box
stated she bet that was the other box.
pulled the box out from under the bench
a few feet and stepped away. Looking down at the box I could see it was partially opened with one flap of the
top folded down. The black plastic was partially open as well and I immediately recognized human remains
through the opening. I pulled open the black plastic a few inches and immediately recognized an EFMO
catalogue number written on a bone. I had been in the garage approximately thirty seconds.
stated they
had just moved a yard swing out of the garage that was blocking that section of the garage.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

I took several photos and we returned to the house to talk about the box.
I asked MUNSON why this all happened. MUNSON stated there was a “contagion bomb” at MWAC and it
infected him.
I asked MUNSON if anyone called him to do this. MUNSON stated, “Not that I know of.” MUNSON added
somebody told him but he didn’t know who it was. MUNSON stated, “They left the whole thing to geeks like
me and I didn’t know what I was doing.”
I asked MUNSON what he meant. MUNSON stated NAGPRA was a bad law. He explained he believed there
was no way a modern Native American Tribe could prove their affiliation with the human remains within
EFMO’s collection, yet the law was going to enable them to do just that. This bothered Munson and many
archeologists and his actions related to EFMO’s collection were influenced by that belief. MUNSON stated if I
think what he did was bad I should get on my horse and go to the southwest where he believes I’ll find incidents
that are much worse.
was examining the 1990 Report of Survey when she asked, “If you’re going to do something goofy, why
leave a paper trail?”

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

I told
it was possible to deaccession human remains in 1990 but the legal result of that deaccession would
not be storing them in your garage. MUNSON asked why this was such a big deal.
curtly told him it is a
big deal because human bones have been stored in a superintendent’s garage for over twenty years.
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

I talked about the Archeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) of 1979. MUNSON stated, as a
superintendent, there were many laws he could break every day and not know it. MUNSON stated he never
heard of ARPA.
I asked MUNSON if he takes responsibility for this. MUNSON stated, “I take responsibility for this.” I asked
MUNSON if he does so because he is responsible. MUNSON said, “Yes.” MUNSON told me he did not think
he had much time left anyway due to his failing health.
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

stated, “I feel bad.”

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

described her willingness to continue to be cooperative.

stated she does not believe MUNSON was lying to me earlier, rather she thought he couldn’t remember
properly.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:

Human remains--1 incomplete cranium, facial portion
EFMO Accession 63-67

One individual, a child was 11 years old ± 30 months. No
estimate of sex was possible.
Geographical Location:
Effigy Mounds National Monument, 13CT26, Clayton County,
Iowa.
Collection History:
accessions 63-67 are from 13CT26; Accessions 64-67 have
catalog sheets in file, but no human remains listed; no catalog
sheet in file for Accession 63; a note in Dale Hennings EFMO
NAGPRA report lists Accession 65, Md 72, John Ingmanson
Basis of Determination:
Osteological examination; recovered from Woodland Mound.
Cultural Affiliation:
Possibly Middle or Late Woodland.
Tribal Affiliation:
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
Associated Funerary Objects: none
A broken and incomplete cranium with several of its fragments clearly marked CT26 was
included with the material of Accession 8. It seems likely that the marking CT26 referred to the
mound group on the bluff top known variously as the Pleasant Ridge Mound Group, the
Jennings-Liebhart Mound Group, Marching Bear Mounds, and the Marquette-Yellow River
Mound Group 5.
It is possible that inclusion of this cranium in Accession 8 was quite accidental. The occipitosphenoidal suture was unfused. Upper permanent first molars were in functional occlusion at the
time of death and showed only slight attrition without exposure of dentin. The permanent second
molars were beginning to erupt. The permanent third molar crowns, to judge from the left one
still in situ, were not fully formed. Permanent premolars and canines were still in their crypts. The
dental evidence suggested that this child was 11 years old ± 30 months.
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Human remains
EFMO Accession 5
1990 Deaccession list has catalog number ―3929‖ for Accession
5; in the computerized catalog records this number states ―bo
ne‖
– SM Md.7, also ―unc
ataloged portions of Accession numbers...,
5
Description:
Fragmented skeletal remains represented a minimum of 1
individual, a probable adult of indeterminate sex. The
fragmented and poor condition of the skeletal material severely
limited the amount of information that could be determined.
Geographical Location:
Effigy Mounds National Monument, Sny Magill Unit, Clayton
County, Iowa (13CT18, Mound 7).
Collection History:
EFMO ―A
ccession Receiving Report‖ states field collection by
Paul Beaubien, authorized excavation of Mds 7, 24, and 43,
13CT18 (Sny Magill); material uncovered and added to the
park’s collections during August 1951; EFMO Accession book
indicates EFMO received the remains August 17, 1952
Basis of Determination:
Osteological examination; recovered from Woodland Mound.
Cultural Affiliation:
Possibly Middle or Late Woodland.
Tribal Affiliation:
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
Associated Funerary Objects: The 64 associated funerary objects are two bifaces, two chert
blades, one copper bead, six flake tools, two scrapers, 40 sherds,
one rubbing stone, one grinding stone, one hammerstone, one
pestle, seven projectile points.
Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:

EFMO Accession 5, 13CT18, Mound 7, Sny Magill
Woodland ceramics and projectile points from Accession 5 are in the Effigy Mounds
repository. Numerous sources have cited the Sny Magill Mound Group (Lewis 1885; Orr
1935,1942; Starr 1897; Tiffany 1978; Mallam 1976; Logan 1976; Keyes's County Notes).
Numerous radiocarbon dates are available for this site (Tiffany 1981:61) ranging from 550 B.C. ±
250 to A.D. 1520 ± 200 (from Mound 24).
A minimum of one individual was represented by these remains. This individual was
probably adult based on the thickness of the cranial bone and long bone shaft fragment. No
estimate of sex could be made.
The skeletal material was very limited and fragmentary and in extremely poor condition. One
small box contained a handwritten note with the following information:
Bone fragments Sny Magill, Mound 7
1. 1'5", 2'18" SE 3'0" NE Sq.4
other measurements
2. 1'6" deep 3'0" SE, 2'6" NE
3. 1'6" deep 2'10" SE, 3'4" NE.
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Plus another small box with a note ―
Sny Magill Mound 7.‖
[notes from 5/19-5/20/2011 examination: Five fragments labeled ―M
d 7 SM‖ or ―S
M Md 7‖ were
found mixed in with remains from Accession 53, Mound 18—two cranial fragments, one possible
cranial fragment (but unusual line/depression on ectocranial surface), one fragment of articular
surface (possible femur), and one long bone fragment. In a separate bag (that also seemed to
contain Accession 111 bones) were 17 small cranial fragments, 20 small long bone fragments and
several tiny fragments, and one cancellous tissue fragment. These long bone fragments and
cancellous bone could also match Accession 107, Mound 39, although that accession inventory
could also be accounted for from mixed fragments in black plastic bag. Fifteen ―t
iny
miscellaneous bone fragments‖ were accounted for in Accession 5; three small long bone
fragments and the fragment of cancellous bone were moved to the ―
miscellaneous mixed bone
fragments‖ that could possibly go with Accessions 53, 78, and/or 107]
Accession 5 Inventory, 13CT18, Mound 7
Small box with handwritten note: 1'5", 2'18" SE 3'0" NE Sq.4; 1'6" deep 3'0" SE, 2'6"
NE; 1'6" deep 2'10" SE, 3'4" NE
1 small cranial fragment, labeled ―M
d.7 SM‖
1 long bone shaft fragment (possibly femur), labeled ―
SM Md 7‖
1 fragment of an articular surface (possibly head of femur) labeled ―SMMd 7‖
1 fragment of a tarsal bone—I can’t positively identify any of the fragments as a tarsal bone
Small box with a note "Sny Magill Mound 7"
17 very small cranial fragments, 2 labeled ―
SM Md 7‖
15 tiny miscellaneous bone fragments (20 small fragments plus evidence of ―r
ecent‖ breakage,
probably post 1986/87)

EFMO Human Remains Inventory -- 2011

Page 3

Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:

Geographical Location:
Collection History:

Basis of Determination:
Cultural Affiliation:
Tribal Affiliation:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 8
[see separate list]
14 individuals (11 subadults and 3 adults): 1 fetus; 2 infants,
newborn or nearly so; 3 infants between 6 and 12 months old; 1
child between 1 and 2 years old; 1 child between 4 and 5 years
old; 1 child between 5 and 6 years old; 1 child around 8 years of
age; 1 child between 10 and 12 years old; 1 adult female; 1 adult
male between 30 and 35 years old; 1 adult male 50 years of age
or older
immediately adjacent to Effigy Mounds National Monument,
Clayton County, Iowa (13CT231, Highway 76 Rockshelter).
Material uncovered as part of excavation of Highway
13/Highway 76 rockshelter (date unknown), and donated by Wil
Logan to EFMO in September 1954.
Osteological examination.
Possibly Woodland.
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska

Associated Funerary Objects: The 162 associated funerary objects are seven fragmentary
miniature pots, six antler tools, one biface tool, six animal bone
artifacts, 64 bone tools, one core tool, six flake tools, four
projectile points, 24 shell tools, and 43 sherds
EFMO Accession 8, 13CT231, Highway 76 Rockshelter
Human skeletal remains were recovered from the Highway 76 Rockshelter, 13CT231, a
rockshelter with Woodland cultural associations; some materials in the collection may be from a
separate site. Wil Logan had conducted an excavation at this site, then named the Highway 13
Rockshelter, in September 1954. This rockshelter also contains several petroglyphs that may be
of prehistoric origin (OSA site sheet).
This collection of skeletal parts was not complete for any individual but represented a random
assortment of bones from several individuals ranging in age from a fetal infant to adults. Seventythree assorted tiny bones and epiphyses clearly indicated the skeleton of a near term fetus. The
remains of at least two newborn infants were indicated by three femora, two tibiae, a left ilium,
and one vertebral centrum. The remains of at least three infants between the ages of 6 and 12
months were suggested by diaphyses of three left humeri, a right ischium, and a right pubis.
Another right ischium suggested a child between 1 and 2 years old.
A left ulna diaphysis approximately 118 mm long was from a child between 4 and 5 years
old. A child between 5 and 6 years old was indicated by a left maxilla with deciduous and
permanent molars in situ. The diaphysis of a left femur 255 mm long was from a child around 8
years old. The unfused right ilium suggested a possible child around 10 or 12 years old.
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Three left fibulae were conclusive proof of the inclusion of the remains of at least three adult
individuals in this collection. The one complete adult femur had the metric characteristics of a
male. Two right adult pubic bones were from male individuals, one of whom was between 30 and
35 years of age and the other 50 years of age or older at the times of death. The third adult was a
female as indicated by the wide greater sciatic notch of an incomplete right innominate bone.
The single complete adult femur in this collection had male metric characteristics. Its
maximum length was 433 mm. The stature of this individual was estimated to be 165.66 ± 3.80
cm as calculated by the regression equations of Trotter and Gleser (1958) for Mongoloid males.
Accession 8 Inventory, 13CT231, Highway 76 Rockshelter
2 teeth present—incisor #5041; canine # 5041
1 cranial vault bone fragments # 4696, burned
1 vertebrae, cervical, adult # 5111
1 vertebrae, lumbar, adult, one with lobulated cystic lesion of body #5189
1 vertebrae, thoracic, subadult # 4592, could be older subadult
1 vertebral arch, thoracic (5-7 years) [could be #5025]
1 vertebrae, cervical, infant [1 unfused body present, could be cervical or thoracic, #5034]
3 vertebral bodies, young child, # 4686 (2), # 4859
1 vertebral body, newborn infant, #4998
4 rib fragments--#5122, 5148, 4869 and 1 no #]
1 clavicle, right, adult, #4963
1 clavicle, left, much smaller, lacks sternal epiphyses (8-10 years), #4878
1 scapula, right (3-6 years), #4600
1 scapula, right, fetal or newborn, #4954
1 humerus diaphysis, left, length 78 mm, infant around 1 year old, #4870
1 humerus diaphysis, left, length 72 mm, infant between 0.5 and 1 year, #5123
1 humerus diaphysis, left, length 62 mm, infant not older than 6 months, #4946
1 humerus distal end, without epiphysis, left (8-10 years), #5190
1 ulna, distal end, left, adult, #5427
1 ulna, left, without epiphyses, length (est.) 118 mm (4-5 years), #5516
2 radius fragments, right, adult —distal 1/8, #4800, proximal end, no number
1 radius, right, proximal half, without epiphysis (8-10 years), #5394
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Accession 8 Inventory continued (page 2 of 2)
1 small fragment, #5189
1 pubic bone, left (4-5 years), #5098
1 ischium, right (1-2 years), #4801
1 ischium, right, newborn to 1 year old, #5239
1 pubic bone, right, newborn to 1 year old, 5479
1 ilium, left, newborn infant, #5033
2 femora, left and right, length 69 mm, late fetal or early newborn infant, #4945 (both)
1 femoral distal epiphysis, bicondylar diameter 58 mm, child around 8 years old, #4925
1 femoral distal epiphysis, bicondylar diameter 67 mm (10-12 years), #4939
2 tibiae, left and right, length 63 mm, late fetal or early newborn, #4946, #5020
2 fibula fragments, #4822, 5558
3 fibula fragments—proximal ½, #5115; proximal ¼, #5636; distal end, #5520
1 patella, right, adult, #5220
3 calcanea, adult, 3 different sizes, #4776, #4960, #5103
2 calcanea, without epiphyses, subadult, different ages, #5108, #5480
2 cuboid bones, right (#5362) and left (#5188)
1 cuboid bone fragment, #4715
3 naviculars (1 is fragmentary), #5026, #5109, #5239 (fragment)
1 cuneiform, third, #5239
2 hamate bones, #4885, #5494
2 capitate bones, #4998, 5594
1 lunate bone, #4817
1 humerus head epiphysis, child around 10 years old, #5430
1 femur head epiphysis, child around 10 years old, #5695
1 tibia distal epiphysis, child between 6-10 years, #5707
7 epiphyses, infant bones, #5051 (3), 5589 (or 5689?) (2), 5051, 5239 (2)
8 metacarpals, adult, #4679, 4788, 4972, 5227 (2), 5473 (2), 5475
5 metatarsals, adult, #4966, 5021, 5121, 5124, 5434 (plus one fragment #4816)
37 phalanges, hand, adult [28 adult bones present--#4593, 4594, 4633, 4685, 4691, 4694, 4940,
4971, 4980, 5032 (3), 5093 (3), 5096, 5127, 5153, 5200, 5206, 5236, 5476 (3), 5477, 5481, 5482,
5483, plus 9 subadult hand and foot bones, #4790, 4920, 5047 (3), 5147, 5153, 5233, 5586
13 phalanges, foot [17 present--#4789, 4791, 4795 (2), 4981 (2), 5028, 5032, 5072, 5093 (3),
5097, 5099, 5225, 5231, 5474]
12 distal phalanges [11 present--#4889, 4920, 5038, 5042, 5156, 5206 (2), 5233, 5484 (3)
73 assorted bones and epiphyses from fetal skeleton [bones with numbers—ulna (4949), radius
(4949), proximal 1/3 humerus (4947), clavicle (4953), possible fibula (4951), long bone fragment
(4958), ribs (4950 (8), 4951, 4952, 4955 – 3, 4982, 5056) miscellaneous fragment (4956), 2
cranial fragments (both 5132), 2 hand bones (5051, 5362), femur distal epiphysis (5480)
6 fragments non-human bones #4475, 5020, 5047, 5239, two pieces with no numbers
1 infant metacarpal or metatarsal, #5463 (moved from upper drawer of NAGPRA case)
1 cuneiform (tarsal), #5285
1 possible human subadult carpal, #5405
1 newborn/infant metacarpal or metatarsal, #5308
1 possible human infant metacarpal or metatarsal, #4613
1 possible human metacarpal or metatarsal, infant or young child, #5211
1 newborn/infant rib (2 pieces that fit together, both #5535)
4 possible human rib fragments, young subadult, #4608, 4640, 4991 (2)
1 possible human subadult rib, partially burned, #5207
1 possible human rib fragment, adult, #5224
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1 possible human long bone epiphysis, infant, #5698
1 epiphysis of long bone, ca. half, could be part of distal epiphysis of femur or proximal tibia,
#5280
1 possibly human older subadult femur shaft fragment, #4488
1 small fragment of long bone, possibly human, #5521
1 possible fetal cranial fragment, #4802
Catalog numbers present and accounted for:
4592, 4593, 4594, 4600, 4633, 4679, 4685, 4686 (2), 4691, 4694, 4696, 4715, 4776, 4788, 4789,
4790, 4791, 4795 (2), 4800, 4801, 4816, 4817, 4822, 4859, 4869, 4870, 4878, 4885, 4889, 4920
(2), 4925, 4927, 4939, 4940, 4945 (2), 4946 (2), 4947, 4949 (2), 4950 (8), 4951 (2), 4952 (2),
4953, 4954, 4955 (3), 4956, 4958, 4960, 4963, 4966, 4971, 4972, 4980, 4981 (2), 4982, 4998 (2),
5020 (2), 5021, 5025, 5026, 5028, 5032 (4), 5033, 5034, 5038, 5041 (2), 5042, 5047 (4), 5051
(4), 5056, 5072, 5093 (6), 5096, 5097, 5098, 5099, 5103, 5108, 5109, 5111, 5115 (1 of 2), 5121,
5122 (1 of 2), 5123, 5124, 5127, 5132 (2), 5147, 5148, 5153 (2), 5156, 5188, 5189 (2), 5190,
5200, 5206 (3), 5220 (2), 5225, 5227 (2), 5231, 5233 (2), 5236, 5239 (4 + 1 non-human fragment
with that number), 5362 (2), 5394, 5427, 5430, 5434, 5473 (2), 5474, 5475, 5476 (3), 5477, 5478,
5479, 5480 (2), 5481, 5482, 5483, 5484 (3), 5494, 5516, 5520 (2), 5558, 5586, 5589 (2), 5594,
5636, 5695, 5707
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:

Geographical Location:
Collection History:

Basis of Determination:
Cultural Affiliation:
Tribal Affiliation:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 16
Fragmented skeletal remains represent a minimum of two
individuals, one of a child around 5 years old and the other of an
adult who may have been a female.
Effigy Mounds National Monument, Allamakee County, Iowa
(13AM190, Mound 36 or 37).
Excavated by Dr. Henry Field, Decorah, Iowa, in 1928, and
either part of his excavation of Mound 36 or Mound 37. Dr.
Field donated the remains to EFMO on 2/23/1958
Osteological examination; recovered from Woodland Mound.
Possibly Middle or Late Woodland.
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska

Associated Funerary Objects: The four associated funerary objects are one crystal, one
miniature pot, one paint stone, and one rubbing stone.
EFMO Accession 16, 13AM190, Mound 36 or Mound 37
Human skeletal remains were recovered from either Mound 36 or Mound
37, 13AM190, Effigy Mounds National Monument. This effigy mound complex, Fire Point or
Procession Mound Group, contains one bear and 19 conical mounds. Four additional accession
collections from this site are: Accession 106 (Mound 33), Accession 107 (Mound 39), Accession
109 (Mound 38), and Accession 111 (Mound 41). A radiocarbon date of A.D. 200 ± 300 for this
site is based on charcoal recovered from Mound 33 (Tiffany 1981:61).
The remains are parts of at least two skeletons, one of a child around 5 years old and the
other of an adult who may have been a female.
There were no available field notes or other information about the small collection of
human skeletal parts that were included in this accession. All of the remains were fragmentary
because of their poor state of preservation. The bones had been covered generously with a varnish
of unknown composition that had prevented further gross disintegration.
The child’s skeleton was represented by the posterior one-half of the left half of a
mandible, the inferior portions of left and right temporal bones, four inferior fragments of parietal
bones, and two fragments of the squamous portion of the occiput. All of these vault fragments
were thin, and traces of sutures showed scant evidence of fusion. The mandibular fragment
retained fully erupted first and second deciduous molars and all permanent teeth including and
distal to the canine tooth. The crown of that tooth was incompletely formed and remained in its
crypt near the inferior border of the mandible. The occlusal plane of the crown of the first
permanent molar was nearing emergence from its crypt but lacked attainment of the level of the
cervical line of the second deciduous molar by about 2 mm. The developing crown of the second
permanent molar could be seen through a break in the roof of its crypt. These developmental
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features are compatible with an age of around 5 years. Some of the enamel of the deciduous
molars had exfoliated and that which remained was so heavily coated with varnish that detailed
inspection was difficult. However, attrition seemed slight.
The remains of the adult skeleton consisted of an incomplete calva that retained most of
the right temporal bone, the anterior half of left and right maxillae, most of the body of the left
half of a mandible without ramus and symphyseal area, the incomplete proximal two-thirds of a
left humerus, four fragments of the shaft of another humerus, a fragment of radius shaft, and a
smaller fragment of ulna shaft. The sutures of the cranial vault appeared to be closed. There was
5th degree (Hinton 1981) attrition on the upper incisors and canines; 4th degree on the upper
premolars, lower left second premolar, and lower first and second molars; and 3rd degree on the
third molar. The vertical diameter of the head of the incomplete left humerus was 44 mm, which
was much closer to the female mean value than the male mean diameter (Krogman 1962). The
square chin and robusticity of the adult mandible fragment raised the possibility that it may not be
related to the humerus, or the vertical diameter of the humerus head may represent an individual
whose measurement is near the lower limit of the male range. If the mandibular fragment is not
related to the humerus the skeletal parts in Accession 16 represent at least three individuals. There
is no practical way to remove this doubt.
Accession 16 Inventory, 13AM190, Mound 36 or 37
Subadult remains
1 mandible, posterior one-half of the left half; in situ were fully erupted first and second
deciduous molars and all permanent teeth including and distal to the canine tooth [#639]
[includes now broken fragment of condylar part of ramus]
2 temporal bones, the inferior portions of left and right [both # 639]
2 parietal bones, four inferior fragments [both #1656]
2 occipital fragments, squamous portion [both #1656]
Adult remains
1 calva, incomplete, retained most of the right temporal bone [#637 with 1201 written in different
handwriting and ink, the ―
1201‖ number doesn’t correspond to an EFMO #]
2 maxillae, anterior half of both left and right—in situ incisors, canines, premolars [both #638]
[had been fused, now in two pieces]
1 mandible, most of the body of the left half, missing ramus and symphyseal area— in situ
second premolar, first through third molars [#638]
1 humerus, left, incomplete proximal two-thirds [#644] [now in 3 pieces, only 1 labeled]
4 humerus fragments, shaft of a second humerus [#642 and 643 + possible unlabeled proximal
end that is infused with lacquer and no cortex] [only 3 fragments, 1 falls into ―un
accounted
for‖ category or the fragment too badly fragmented to identify]
1 radius fragment [#641]
1 ulna shaft fragment [#640]
[added based on July 2011 examination: 13 small miscellaneous cranial fragments, some showing
―r
ecent‖ breakage (at least some probably post 1987); 3 with #1656, one (possibly 2) with #637,
and 8 unlabeled. Also 5 long bone shaft fragments (size of radius/ ulna/fibula, 3 labeled #640, 2
unlabeled) and 27 tiny miscellaneous fragments]
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:

Geographical Location:
Collection History:

Basis of Determination:
Cultural Affiliation:
Tribal Affiliation:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 53
Fragmented skeletal remains represent a minimum of 3
individuals, 2 adults (one approximately 35 years of age or
older) and 1 subadult (less than 10-15 years of age). Sex of the
adult individuals could not be determined. The fragmented and
poor condition of the skeletal material severely limited the
amount of information that could be determined.
Effigy Mounds National Monument, Allamakee County, Iowa
(13AM207, Mound 18).
Material recovered during excavation of Mound 18 by Wilfred
Husted during a 1971 NPS project. The accession was added to
the monument’s records by Jim Mount during 1976.
Osteological examination; recovered from Woodland Mound.
Possibly Middle or Late Woodland.
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska

Associated Funerary Objects: none
EFMO Accession 53, 13AM207, Mound 18
The human skeletal remains from Mound 18, 13AM207, were very fragmented and consisted
of a mixture of burned and unburned bone. These fragmented remains represented a minimum of
three individuals, one subadult and two adults, one approximately 35+ years. Sex of these
individuals could not be determined.
The presence of three duplicated portions of proximal shafts of femora indicated that a
minimum of three individuals was represented by these remains. The unfused proximal epiphysis
of one femur, the presence of two subadult ribs, and the unfused acetabulum portion of an ilium
and ischium indicated the presence of at least one subadult less than 10-15 years of age. The other
two femora suggested that the remaining two individuals were adults. The coronal suture of the
parietal/frontal bone fragment was fused completely endocranially. Ectocranially, fusion was
partial in the medial half to complete fusion laterally. The anterior third of the sagittal suture in
this cranial fragment had completely fused endocranially and partially fused ectocranially. This
complete and partial fusion suggested one of the adults was approximately 35+ years of age.
Evidence suggesting the sex of the individuals was extremely limited and equivocal. One
gonial angle appeared obtuse but was not measureable due to the incompleteness of that
fragment. The three frontal fragments of the supraorbital area all had blunt orbital margins. Due
to the fragmented and generally poor condition of the remains, no measurements were possible.
Sex of these individuals cannot reliably be estimated.
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EFMO Accession 53, 13AM207, Mound 18
1 cranial fragment, burned, coronal/sagittal quarter of left parietal, 7-10 mm of corresponding
right parietal and frontal bones with coronal suture [now 4 pieces]
1 cranial fragment, burned, left and right parietal, posterior portion of sagittal suture area [2
fragments that could represent this]
3 frontal bone fragments, burned, supraorbital area, 1 right, 2 left
2 temporal bone fragments, burned, mastoid process area [now 4 fragments]
42 miscellaneous cranial fragments, burned [54, but some are very small; possibly due to ―r
ecent‖
breakage]
1 mandible fragments, burned, anterior portion area of symphysis, two sets of genial tubercles [1
present;
1 mandible, fragment, burned, right gonial angle, inferior one-eighth of ramus, slight gonial
eversion [ramus portion not present, but could have broken off and fragmented]
1 mandibular condyles, burned, one right, one left [right present]
1 coronoid process, burned, left [labeled EFMO Mound 18 11 (or 71)]
2 teeth, burned, mandibular, fragmented, only roots remaining, probably one molar and one
incisor
1 mandible, fragment, right, posterior alveolar ridge
1 sternum, fragment, burned
2 ribs, right, from subadult, unburned [both labeled EFMO Mound 18 7]
6 rib fragments, burned [3 of 6 present; rest could be in with Misc. Mixed fragments if badly
fragmented post 1987]
3 vertebrae, thoracic, burned [one labeled EFMO Mound 18 25]
1 lumbar, unburned [labeled EFMO Mound 28 2]
1 lumbar fragment, arch, burned
10 vertebrae fragments, burned
1 scapula, fragment of acromion, burned
1 innominate, right, fragment of ilium including portion of greater sciatic notch and tiny portion
of acetabulum, unburned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 22]
1 innominate, left, fragment of ilium including portion of greater sciatic notch and portion of
acetabulum, fragment of ischium with portion of acetabulum, unfused (may match with right
innominate fragment), unburned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 3]
1 innominate, small fragment of acetabulum, unburned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 2]
1 femur, left, proximal 3/4 and unfused proximal epiphysis, unburned but in poor condition [now
in 2 pieces; 1 labeled EFMO Mound 18 1]
1 femur, left, proximal third of shaft, unburned, poor condition [now in 2 pieces; 1 labeled EFMO
Mound 18 16]
1 femur, left, proximal fourth of shaft, burned
1 femur, right, proximal fourth of shaft and distal third of shaft, burned
2 femur midshaft fragments, burned
1 femur, distal end fragment, possibly left, burned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 30]
1 femur proximal epiphyseal fragments, unburned]
1 tibia, fragments proximal end, unburned
1 tibia, fragment shaft, unburned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 21]
1 fibula, left, distal end, burned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 27]
1 navicular, foot, left, burned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 28]
1 tarsal fragment, possibly first or third cuneiform, burned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 29]
1 calcaneous, fragment, right, burned [labeled EFMO Mound (broken) 31
1 third metatarsal, right, burned
1 fourth metatarsal, right, burned
1 fifth metatarsal, proximal half, probably right, burned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 15]
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3 humerus shaft fragments, burned
1 humerus distal end fragment, burned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 10]
1 radius, proximal fourth of shaft, possibly left, burned
1 radius, central third shaft, not burned [labeled EFMO Mound 18 5]
1 radius, head, unburned
5 radius shaft fragments [one is unburned]
3 ulna shaft fragments
2 ulna proximal end fragments, both right [1 labeled EFMO Mound 18 34; 1 no label]
1 metacarpal fragment, distal half
1 phalanx fragment, hand, proximal half [now ca 1/5]
25 miscellaneous long bone shaft fragments, burned
24 miscellaneous long bone shaft fragments, unburned
9 miscellaneous bone fragments, five burned
[note for misc. fragments above—22 present, but the other 36 could easily be accounted for in the
Miscellaneous Mixed fragments]
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:

Geographical Location:
Collection History:
Basis of Determination:
Cultural Affiliation:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 70
Minimum of 3 individuals, a probable adult, one older child, and one
infant or newborn. No estimate of sex was possible. These remains
likely represent individuals previously reburied by the Iowa OSA.
near Effigy Mounds National Monument, Marquette Rockshelter,
probably Clayton County, Iowa.
not known
Osteological examination
[Woodland cultural material from this rockshelter in EFMO
collections]

Tribal Affiliation:

Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska

Associated Funerary Objects:

The 138 associated funerary objects are one scraper, 33 bone
tools, five flake tools, five antler tools, 14 shell tools, 79 sherds,
and one fragmentary tradepipe.

EFMO Accession 70, Marquette Rockshelter
1 probable human metacarpal, older child, #4150
1 probable human epiphysis, newborn or infant, #4154
1 metacarpal, infant, #4454
1 rib fragment, possibly human, subadult, #4458
1 foot phalanx, child, #4553
1 incisor, possibly human, adult, postmortem damage, #4484
1 rib fragment, possibly human, #4556
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:

Geographical Location:
Collection History:

Basis of Determination:
Cultural Affiliation:
Tribal Affiliation:

Associated Funerary Objects:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 78
Fragmented skeletal remains represent a minimum of 4 individuals, 2
adults (one possibly male and one possibly male) and 2 subadults (one
1.5-2.5 years of age, one 5.0-6.0 years of age). The fragmented and
poor condition of the skeletal material severely limited the amount of
information that could be determined.
Effigy Mounds National Monument, Allamakee County, Iowa
(13AM101, Mound 12).
[according to EFMO ―A
ccession Receiving Report‖ in Accession 78
file, ―
source of accession‖ was John Ingmanson, Roswell NM; material
recovered during excavation of Mound 12; Accession added to the
monument’s records by Jim Mount in 1977]
Osteological examination; recovered from Woodland Mound.
Possibly Middle or Late Woodland.

Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska

none

EFMO Accession 78, 13AM101, Mound 12
Human skeletal remains were recovered from Mound 12, 13AM101, the Red House Landing
Mound Group. This effigy mound complex contains one bear, one linear, and five conical
mounds. All are within the North Unit of the Effigy Mounds National Monument. This site has
radiocarbon dates of A.D. 210 ± 110 (from Mound 12) and 10 B.C. ± 90 (Tiffany 1981:61). The
skeletal material was a mixture of burned, partially burned and unburned bone. Burned earth had
adhered to some of the bone fragments. The human remains were limited and very fragmented.
The human skeletal remains from Mound 12, 13AMI0l, represented two subadults, aged 1.52.5 and 5.0-6.0 years of age, and two adults of unknown age. Of the two adult individuals, one
was probably male and one possibly male, although the evidence was limited.
At least two subadults were indicated based on the presence of two small, right acromial ends
of clavicles and fragments of two sizes of long bones. Three loose, unerupted permanent molars
suggested the presence of one small child 1.5-2.5 years of age. Two loose, unerupted permanent
teeth, a maxillary I1 and M2, indicated the other subadult was 5.0-6.0 years of age.
At least two adults are indicated based on incomplete but duplicate femoral shafts, occipital
bones, and two left zygomatic processes of frontal bones. No estimate of age of these individuals
was possible.
Indicators of sex were limited and somewhat equivocal. The small mastoid process could
suggest the presence of a female or it could belong to the 5-6 year old child. The incomplete
mandible had no gonial angle to measure. Teeth were fully erupted and the mandible was small in
size suggesting a possible female adult, but the incomplete chin gave the appearance of being
squared, a male trait. The right frontal fragment with the supraorbital ridge and superior margin
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of the orbit suggested a possible male. A fragment of the supraorbital ridge of a second individual
indicated a probable male. The estimated midshaft circumference of a femur, 87 mm, was in the
male range, supporting the estimate of at least one male.
EFMO Accession 78 Inventory, 13AM101, Mound 12
1 occipital fragment, burned
4 temporal fragments, two petrous portions, one left petrous portion, external auditory meatus and
mastoid process (small), and one left zygomatic process, all burned
17 cranial fragments, burned
8 cranial fragments, partially burned
1 frontal fragment, right supraorbital ridge (moderate) and superior margin of orbit (blunt), large
medial notch, burned
1 frontal fragment, small fragment of superior margin of orbit, burned
1 mandible, left half body, alveolar sockets for right I1 and I2 and sockets for left I1-M2, teeth
lost postmortem, distal root tip of left M1 and root tips for M2 remaining, burned
2 mandible fragments of ramus, burned
1 mandible fragment of gonia1 angle, burned
1 mandible condyle, unburned
2 femora, incomplete shafts, left and right, probably pair, partially burned, estimate of midshaft
circumference=87 mm
3 femur shaft fragments, subadu1t, two sizes, burned
1 tibia shaft fragment, subadu1t, burned
4 fibula shaft fragments, possibly subadu1t size, burned [now 5 fragments]
83 miscellaneous long bone fragments, partially burned
31 miscellaneous long bone fragments, burned
2 fragments distal end femur, partially burned
8 fragments articular surfaces, 6 burned
1 patellae, incomplete, burned [1 patella present]
1 metatarsal, proximal half, partially burned
2 fragments clavicle, two right acromial ends, both small in size, burned [the 2 acromial ends
present]
3 vertebral body fragments, burned [3 present]
1 rib fragment, burned
8 miscellaneous bone fragments
2 fragments ilium, border, burned
22.4 g tiny bone fragments, mix of burned and partially burned
Bone from west end of cremation, one to 5" higher than other
2 occipital fragments, one burned, could go with fragment from main inventory
1 sagittal fragment, unburned
1 frontal fragment, small portion of superior border and supraorbital ridge, prominent, unburned
13 cranial fragments, unburned
3 cranial fragments, burned
1 fragment femur shaft
2 fragments articular surface, possibly femur head, burned
3 tibia shaft fragments [probably present in the badly fragmented bones]
8 miscellaneous long bone fragments, two burned
2 miscellaneous bone fragments
fill from ash and burned layer
1 occipital fragment, burned, matches occipital fragment from ―bonewest end‖ inventory
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1 frontal fragment, left zygomatic process, burned, could go with right orbit from main inventory
but does not pair with left zygomatic process
7 miscellaneous cranial fragments, burned
1 fragment alveolar ridge with two single-rooted sockets, probably mandible, burned
1 tibia shaft fragment, adult, periostitis, slight remodeling, partially burned [2 fragments with
periostitis]
11 miscellaneous long bone fragments, partially burned
9 miscellaneous long bone fragments, burned
20 miscellaneous small bone fragments, mix of burned and partially burned
teeth from Md. 12 southern part of cremation
2 mandibular Ml, possibly right and left, C 3/4, 1.55 years
1 maxillary Ml, Crc- 2.25- years
1 maxillary M2, Cr 3/4, 5.5 years
1 maxillary I1, left, Crc 5.1 years, two enamel hypoplastic lines: at 3.7 mm and 5.1 mm
1 unerupted tooth, possibly mandibular M2 but incomplete
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:
Geographical Location:
Collection History:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 95

Minimum of 1 individual, a probable adult, possibly male.
Effigy Mounds National Monument, Allamakee County, Iowa.
[According to the EFMO ―
Accession Receiving Report‖ in the
Accession 95 file, the material was found in artifact storage
cases during 1985; all of the items were originally cataloged
under lot #1129 by the University of Nebraska in 1975. There is
no info in the files concerning where the material came from,
how it was acquired or from whom. ]
Basis of Determination:
Osteological examination
Cultural Affiliation:
probable prehistoric Native American
Tribal Affiliation:
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
Associated Funerary Objects: none

EFMO Accession 95, unknown provenience
Not listed on the 1986 loan form; not examined in 1986/87 by OSA. The 1990 deaccession list
includes two catalog numbers for this accession.
EFMO Accession 95 Inventory
1 innominate, labeled ―194
0‖
1 long bone shaft, badly gnawed, labeled ―
1941‖
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:
Geographical Location:
Collection History:

Basis of Determination:
Cultural Affiliation:
Tribal Affiliation:

Associated Funerary Objects:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 107
Twenty-three small bone fragments representing a minimum of 1
individual. No age or sex estimate possible.
Effigy Mounds National Monument, Allamakee County, Iowa
(13AM190, Mound 39).
[According to the EFMO ―A
ccession Receiving Report‖ in the
Accession 107 file, the ―
source of collection‖ is Garland Gordon;
accession consists of 3 stone flakes and several fragments of human
bone found in storage boxes marked Md. 39. No other documentation is
available. The material was recovered during 1965.]
Osteological examination; recovered from Woodland Mound.
Possibly Middle or Late Woodland.

Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
The three associated funerary objects are flakes.

EFMO Accession 107, 13AM190, Mound 39
The human skeletal remains from Mound 39, 13AM190, were fragmented and in very poor
condition. They were limited to 20 small fragments of small-sized long bones and three small
fragments of cancellous bone similar to that seen in the head of a femur or humerus. These
remains represent a minimum of one individual. No estimate of age or sex was possible.
EFMO Accession 107 Inventory, 13AM190, Mound 39
20 small fragments of small-sized long bones
3 small fragments of cancellous bone
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Item:
Accession #:
Catalogue #:
Description:

Geographical Location:
Collection History:

Basis of Determination:
Cultural Affiliation:
Tribal Affiliation:

Associated Funerary Objects:

Human remains
EFMO Accession 111
Minimum of 1 individual, a probable adult. No estimate of sex was
possible. The fragmented and poor condition of the skeletal material
severely limited the amount of information that could be determined.
Effigy Mounds National Monument, Allamakee County, Iowa
(13AM190, Mound 41).
[According to the EFMO ―A
ccession Receiving Report‖ in the
Accession 107 file, the ―
source of collection‖ is Garland Gordon;
material recovered during excavation of Md 41; work completed during
1965]
Osteological examination; recovered from Woodland Mound.
Possibly Middle or Late Woodland.

Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria Tribe of
Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian Community in the State
of Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community
of Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota; and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska
The three associated funerary objects are three flakes.

Accession 111, 13AM190, Mound 41
The human skeletal remains from Mound 41, 13AM190, were very limited and in poor condition.
These remains represent a minimum of one individual. From the size of the long bones, this
individual was probably an adult. No estimate of sex was possible. No pathological conditions
were evident, but the bone cortex of all bones was in poor condition due to deterioration and
postmortem animal gnawing.

EFMO Accession 111 Inventory, 13AM190, Mound 41
1 humerus, left, central third of shaft including deltoid tuberosity
1 humerus, possibly right, distal half of shaft, poor condition, very badly gnawed
postmortem (2 fragments that fit together)
1 tibia, possibly left, proximal third shaft
1 long bone shaft fragment, either tibia or femur, badly gnawed postmortem
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EFMO Accession 13, New Albin Rockshelter—reburied by OSA
1 human skull
Recovered from the floor of a rockshelter, exact location unknown, south and west of
New Albin, Iowa. Reportedly, a game warden turned over the remains to the Effigy
Mounds National Monument. No additional information was available.

EFMO Accession 14, Elephant Terrace, 13AM59—reburied by OSA

Human skeletal remains were recovered from the Elephant Terrace, 13AM59, formerly
13AM106. Two subadults, 1-3 years of age and 5.5-7.0 years of age,
and five adults were represented.
Information from the Office of the State Archaeologist site records indicates this site
contains Archaic, Early, Middle, and Late Woodland components and Oneota village and
burial components. Additional human skeletal material from this site was in the Keyes
Collection, Iowa State Historical Society, Iowa City.
[Arbitrary labels (A, B, etc.) were given to various bones
within their element group and do not indicate that the bones are from the
same individual.]

Accession 14 Inventory, Elephant Terrace, 13AM59.
9 parietal bone fragments
3 occipital bone fragments, one basilar, two squamous portion
2 temporal bones, one left with mastoid process (small), external auditory meatus, TMJ,
zygomatic process, petrous portion; one fragment of petrous portion
7 frontal bone fragments, six pieces fit together for one individual includes nasal suture
area and most of left half of frontal bone, very smooth supraorbital area, superior
orbital margin somewhat blunt
2 zygomas, one left, one right, not a pair
3 sphenoid fragments
6 miscellaneous cranial fragments
2 maxilla, one left, labeled "F"; one right (inferior half) "G"
1 mandible, superior half ramus missing postmortem on right, completely gone on left,
labeled "A" and "C"
1 mandible, right half complete to just beyond genial tubercles, labeled "B"
1 mandible, left, posterior half, body from M2 to complete ramus, labeled "D"
1 mandible, left, subadult (ca. 5.5-7 years of age), labeled "E"
2 mandible fragments, one coronoid process that could match mandible "E", one right
ramus from adult mandible
4 loose teeth, subadult, one 12, one C, one M3, one dm2
13 loose teeth, seven very worn, six with slight to moderate attrition
7 ribs, left, incomplete
1 rib, right, first
21 rib fragments
2 ribs, subadult, left, incomplete
4 rib fragments, subadult
1 vertebra, fragment of body, billowy surface
1 vertebra, fragment of axis, unfused tip of Dens epistropheus
1 vertebra, cervical, arch and body fused but surface of body still billowy
3 vertebrae, cervical, adult, one complete, one incomplete axis
4 vertebrae, thoracic, adult, two complete, two incomplete
5 vertebrae, lumbar, adult, three complete probably from same individual, two
incomplete
4 vertebral fragments
1 scapula, left, glenoid fossa, superior 1/8 of axillary border, inferior 1/8 coracoid,
epiphysis on coracoid not completely fused (slightly younger than 15-18 years of age)
1 scapula, right, glenoid fossa, acromion, inferior 1/4 coracoid, slight lipping on margins
of glenoid fossa
1 clavicle, right, missing sternal end, acromial end damaged slightly postmortem
1 clavicle, central third
1 clavicle, sternal two-thirds, unfused sternal epiphysis, small in size (ca. 1-3 years of
age)
1 sacrum, inferior two-thirds, fused, slight lipping on margins of iliac articular surfaces,
pronounced curvature

Accession 14 Inventory continued
1 sacrum, superior half to two-thirds, somewhat fragmentary, curve appears flatter,
segments fused, moderate lipping on margins of lumbar and iliac articular surfaces,
width of body 42 mm, width of ala 38 mm, maximum anterior breadth 119 mm
3 sacral fragments
1 innominate, left, inferior two-thirds ilium, ischium, greater sciatic notch sharp, slight
lipping on margins of acetabulum
1 innominate, left, inferior two-thirds ilium, ilial half of pubis, greater sciatic notch broad,
preauricular sulcus, slight osteophyte development superior border of acetabulum
1 innominate, pubis, right, probably male
1 innominate, right, antero-inferior fourth of ilium, ischium, and pubis, slight lipping
margins of acetabulum and slight osteophyte development superior border of
acetabulum, greater sciatic notch broad
1 femur, left, proximal 7/8, distal end missing, labeled "A"
1 femur, left, proximal half, labeled "8"
1 femur, left, proximal 7/8, distal end missing, labeled "C"
1 femur, right, proximal 7/8, distal end missing, surface of shaft weathered, labeled "D",
probably pair with femur "A"
1 patella, left
1 fibula, distal two-thirds, distal epiphysis not fused, shaft diameter/circumference
smaller than adult fibulae
2 fibulae, distal 3/4, left and right
1 fibula, midshaft, large size
2 fibula fragments, one right proximal, one distal
1 tibia, left, distal half shaft, two small sections of unfused epiphyseal end shows
epiphysis not fused, bone not full-size, slight periostitis on proximal half of the distal
half present, shows evidence of some healing, labeled "A"
1 tibia, left, proximal two-thirds shaft, epiphysis not fused, bone appears full-size or close
to full-size, labeled "B"
1 tibia, left, distal 7/8, missing proximal end, labeled "C"
1 tibia, left, virtually complete but broken postmortem, anterior surface of distal 1/4 is
missing, labeled "D"
1 tibia, right, distal half to two-thirds, labeled "E"
1 tibia, right, distal end, labeled "F", similar size to tibia "D"
1 tibia, right, distal third, end damaged postmortem, widespread periostitis, active, does
not appear to match any left tibiae, labeled "G"
1 tibia fragment of proximal epiphysis
1 humerus, left, proximal end missing, labeled "A"
1 humerus, left, complete, proximal epiphysis unfused, lateral epicondyle damaged
postmortem, small septal aperture, labeled "B"
1 humerus, left, distal half, moderate septal aperture, labeled "C"
1 humerus, left, complete except lateral half of distal end and head missing, labeled "D"
1 humerus, shaft fragment from small individual or subadult, labeled "E"
1 humerus, right, proximal half shaft, labeled "F"
1 humerus, right, complete, labeled "G", possibly pairs with humerus "D"

Accession 14 Inventory continued
2 fragments humerus head
1 humerus, unfused proximal epiphysis, possible mate of humerus "B"
1 ulna, left, small individual or subadult, proximal 1/4 only, olecranon process missing,
most of articular surface damaged postmortem, labeled "A"
1 ulna, left, olecranon process and distal end missing, labeled "B"
1 ulna, left, proximal half, part of olecranon process damaged, labeled "C"
1 ulna, left, proximal half, labeled "D"
1 ulna, left, complete, distal end not fused, labeled "E"
1 ulna, right, distal half only, styloid process damaged postmortem, labeled "F"
1 radius, right, distal end of shaft broken but recovered, slight lipping on margins of both
articular ends, labeled "A"
1 radius, left, proximal half only, very slight lipping on margins of articular surface,
labeled "B"
1 radius, left, distal end damaged laterally, distal epiphysis unfused and missing,
proximal epiphysis fused but line visible, labeled "C"
1 radius, left, proximal half only, slight porosity of margins of head, labeled "D"
1 radius, possibly right, distal half of shaft, subadult
4 radius shaft fragments
1 navicular, hand, right
1 lunate, right
1 greater multangular, right
3 first metacarpals, one left, two right
2 third metacarpals, both right, one large, one small with distal epiphyseal line still
visible
2 fifth metacarpals, one right, one left with distal epiphyseal line still visible
3 metacarpals, distal half
13 phalanges, hand
1 calcaneus, right
4 tali, three right (48 mm, 56 mm, 49 mm), one left damaged but appears to match right
of 49 mm maximum length
3 navicular, foot, two left, one right
2 cuboid, one left, one right, probably pair
1 first cuneiform, left
1 third cuneiform, left
1 first metatarsal, left
1 second metatarsal, left
1 third metatarsal, left
1 fourth metatarsal, left
1 fifth metatarsal, left
17 phalanges, foot
8 miscellaneous long bone fragments

EFMO Accession 44, Human Skeletal Remains of Unknown Origin—reburied by OSA
There was no record of the origin of the human remains in Accession 44. The materials
were quite fragmentary.
Two vertebrae provided the only indication of the minimum number of individuals
represented by these remains. One vertebra, with billowed superior and inferior surfaces
of the body, was from an individual considerably younger than 23 years of age. The
other, showing evidence of osteoporotic compression fracture, probably was from an
elderly individual. The right talus was from a female whose age could not be determined.

Accession 44 Inventory, Unknown Origin
70 rib fragments
11 vertebrae, complete or almost complete, two vertebrae showed billowing of the body,
one showed osteoporotic collapse
18 vertebra fragments
1 temporal bone, right
3 temporal bone fragments, squamous portions
1 temporal bone fragment, right zygomatic process
3 parietal bone fragments
1 zygoma, right
1 zygoma fragment, orbital border
2 sphenoid bone fragments
1 clavicle, right, slender
1 clavicle fragment, distal end, right, robust
3 scapula fragments
5 innominate bone fragments
1 sacrum ala fragment, right
2 humerus head fragments
1 humerus shaft fragment, distal
1 ulna fragment, right proximal end
1 ulna fragment, right distal end
1 ulna shaft fragment
2 patellae
1 femur head and neck, fragmentary
1 femur condyle, left, lateral
12 femur and tibia shaft fragments
5 fibula fragments
1 talus, right, length 46 mm, female
1 navicular right
3 cuboid bones
10 metacarpals and metatarsals
15 phalanges, hand
147 bone fragments, unidentified
30 fragments of incinerated bone from cranial and postcranial bones

EFMO Accession 48, 13AM268, Waukon Junction Rockshelter—reburied by OSA
[note: site number changed/corrected by OSA from 13AM266 to 13AM268 after the
original report was published]
Human skeletal remains were recovered at various times between 10 July 1958
and 26 October 1963 from the site of the Waukon Junction Rockshelter, 13AM268,
about one-fourth mile north of Waukon Junction, Iowa. The rockshelter was partially
destroyed during the construction of Highway 364 between Waukon Junction and
Harpers Ferry.
This collection of skeletal parts represented the remains of at least eight
individuals. It is possible that even more may have been represented, but the paucity
of parts with definite indicators of sex and age made it impossible to be more specific.
Five mandibles represented five adults, but measurements and morphologic characters
were equivocal indicators of sex. The morphologic characteristics of the two calvaria
and one calva, with inconspicuous supraorbital ridges and intermediately sharp-blunt
superior orbital borders, and gracile muscle attachments suggested females. However,
only one mandible had a typically feminine gonial angle. Thus, the five mandibles, the
two calvaria, and one calva might have been from five, seven, or eight individuals.
Less difficulty was experienced in establishing the identity and age of infants’ and
children’s remains because measurements of long bones served well for those
purposes. The remains included those of one fetus or newborn infant, one child around
4 years old, and one child around 5 years old. The left tibia with unfused distal
epiphysis might have been from the same skeleton as Mandible C because the progress
of attrition on the molars was compatible with the unfused distal epiphysis. The
circumference of the tibia was in the range of young adult males, as was the gonial
angle of Mandible C. However, the chin of that mandible was quite pointed, a
feminine characteristic. If those two bones were not related, then the minimum
number of individuals represented by these remains was nine.
The most complete calvarium had been slightly warped postmortem. The
individual bones tended to separate because fusion was not far advanced. Glabella was
not prominent, and supraorbital ridges were not significant. The superior border of the
orbits was blunt. Nuchal lines were gracile. Occipital flattening at lambda was slight to
moderate. The forehead was low, and the occiput was moderately high. The individual
probably was a female and under 30 years of age at the time of death.
The second calvarium, less distorted and less complete than the first, appeared
long and had a distinct sagittal elevation. The forehead was moderately sloped. The
occiput was moderately high. The nasal bridge was high. Superior orbital borders were
intermediate between sharp and blunt. Glabella was not conspicuous, and supraorbital
ridges were absent. Nuchal lines were slight. Cranial vault sutures showed incipient
fusion endocranially near lambda. This individual also was probably a female and in
her third decade at the time of death.
The incomplete calva showed almost complete closure of coronal and sagittal
sutures and considerable thickness of frontal and left parietal bones. Pacchionian
depressions were moderately prominent in the more medial portion of the parietal

bone. The cranial vault was very low and relatively flat, suggesting an abrupt change
in coronal contour at about the temporal lines. The superior orbital borders were more
sharp than blunt. This individual, probably a female, could have been middle-aged or
somewhat older at the time of death.
Only one long bone, a right femur, was sufficiently complete to permit reliable
estimations of sex and stature. The vertical diameter of its head was 41 mm. The
midshaft circumference was 69 mm. These were well within the female range
(Pearson and Bell 1919; Black 1978). Stature was estimated by the method of Trotter
and Gleser (1952) from a maximum length of 388 mm, calculated to be 149.94 ± 3.72
cm, or 59.03 ± 1.46 inches.
The two maxillae that may have come from the same cranium still retained the left
canine and right I1, C, P1, P2, and the distal root of M2. Attrition was severe so that
all teeth had lost extensive crown height and pulp chambers were exposed in P1 and
P2. Ml had been lost antemortem on the left and right sides. The unrelated left maxilla
retained three teeth, I2, C, and P1, and was apparently from a much younger
individual.
The mandibles in this collection were arbitrarily labeled A-E for x-raying and
analysis.

Accession 48 Inventory, 13AM268, Waukon Junction Rockshelter
2 calvaria, incomplete
1 calva, incomplete
1 temporal bone, left
2 maxillae, left and right, possibly from same skeleton, teeth extremely abraded exposing
pulp chamber
1 maxilla, left, incomplete, enamel abraded to expose dentin on incisal edges of anterior
teeth, Hinton score I2=3, C=3, Pl=1
4 zygomas, two left, two right
1 pars basilaris of occiput, incomplete
1 parietal bone, fragment, not a part of the calvaria or calva listed above
4 mandibles, complete or almost complete, labeled A, B, C, and D
1 mandible, right half, posterior two-thirds, labeled E
2 vertebrae, first cervical, fully adult
4 vertebrae, cervical, adult
2 vertebrae, thoracic, adolescent
1 vertebra, lumbar, child
2 vertebrae, thoracic, adult
1 vertebra, lumbar, incomplete, adult
1 sacrum, probable male, young adult
2 scapula fragments
4 clavicle fragments, distal portions, two from adults, one adolescent and one child
58 ribs and rib fragments
1 humerus head, adult
1 humerus, distal third, right, adult
1 humerus shaft fragment, adult
2 ulna fragments, proximal thirds, left and right, different skeletons
1 ulna fragment, proximal third, right, child
2 radii, left, adult
1 humerus, right, without epiphyses, 145 mm long (4.5 years)
1 radius, left, without epiphyses, 133 mm long (5-6 years)
1 capitate
10 metacarpals and fragments
10 phalanges, hand
1 innominate bone, incomplete, right, adult, female
1 innominate bone, incomplete, right, adolescent, possible male
2 innominate bones, incomplete, left and right, possibly male under 12 years
1 femur, right, adult, maximum length 388 mm
1 femur, right, proximal end, without epiphyses (ca. 5 years)
1 femur, proximal two-thirds, without epiphyses (ca. 4 years)
1 femur shaft, right, midshaft circumference 85 mm
1 tibia, left, unfused distal epiphysis (possibly 18 years), circumference 95 mm, male
3 tibiae, incomplete, one left, two right
3 fibula fragments
1 talus, left, length 52 mm

Accession 48, continued
1 talus, right, length 58 mm, male
3 calcanea, two right, one left, fragmentary
2 metatarsals, first
2 metatarsals, second
3 phalanges, foot
4 bones of fetus or newborn infant: part of ilium with wide greater sciatic notch, an
ischium, ulna and humerus
4 teeth, loose
87 unidentified small bone fragments

Accession 49, 13AM47, Spike Hollow Rockshelter—reburied by OSA
Human skeletal remains were recovered from the Spike Hollow Rockshelter,
13AM47, reportedly during an excavation by Henry Field, Wil Logan, and Dale
Henning. No field notes were available. Excavations at the rockshelter had been
conducted by Ellison Orr from 1946 to 1949 and by Logan in 1951 and 1952 (Logan
1952). Logan’s report does not mention encountering any human burials. Woodland
and Oneota artifacts from this site are present in the repository at Effigy Mounds
National Monument. It is not known with which cultural occupation these remains
were associated. Spike Hollow Rockshelter is also discussed in Charles R. Keyes’s
notes and was represented in the Keyes Collection located at the State Historical
Society, Iowa City. Tandarich (1975) documents that the site number “AM47” was
formerly assigned to Flynn Cemetery, Area B, now part of 13AM43. Some skeletal
material in the Accession 1 collection was marked “AM47,” and it is not known if this
material was miscatalogued or if it was misplaced and actually belongs to the Spike
Hollow collection or possibly even Flynn. Attempts to match any fragments from this
collection to those marked “AM47” in the Accession 1 collection were unsuccessful.
The “AM47” material in Accession 1 also does not match in terms of condition of the
bone. Accession 1 “AM47” material is a mixture of unburned bone and almost
carbonized burned bone. While the material from Spike Hollow Rockshelter is all
burned or partially burned, it is white and gray to dark gray in color.
A minimum of five individuals, all adults, were represented in the collection from
the Spike Hollow Rockshelter. At least one individual was possibly male, and two
individuals were possibly female. The human skeletal material was fragmented and
incomplete. All teeth were lost postmortem. A minimum of three individuals were
represented based on ulnae, clavicles, scapulae, and the petrous portions of the
temporal bones. A minimum of four individuals can be supported based on radii. A
minimum of five individuals were represented based on humeri.
All epiphyses were fused where present suggesting adult individuals. Because of
the incompleteness and condition of the bones no precise estimate as to age can be
made. Very limited indicators of sex were present. One large mastoid process, a
frontal bone fragment with moderate supraorbital ridge development and blunt
superior margin of the orbit, a large right and left trochlea of humeri, and an
incomplete mandible with a somewhat squared chin suggested that at least one of the
individuals was male. The bicondylar breadth of two of the humeri, 54 mm and 50
mm, fall in the female range (Krogman 1962:148) suggesting at least two of the
individuals were females.

Accession 49 Inventory, 13AM47, Spike Hollow Rockshelter.
5 occipital fragments
1 temporal, squamous fragment
1 temporal, mastoid process, medium in size
1 temporal, fragment of petrous portion, right
2 temporals, right and left, mastoid process (medium), external auditory meatus and
petrous portion, probably a pair
1 temporal, right, mastoid process (large), external auditory meatus, and petrous portion
43 miscellaneous cranial fragments
1 frontal bone, incomplete, nasal area and left orbit
1 zygoma, right
3 maxilla fragments, alveolar ridge, teeth lost postmortem but sockets for posterior teeth
right P1-M3 and left P1 and P2 and left M2 and M3, probably same individual
2 maxilla fragments, alveolar ridge, teeth lost postmortem but sockets for anterior teeth
right I1-P2 and left I1-P2, probably same individual
1 mandible, right half plus sockets for left I1 and 12, teeth lost postmortem except M2
lost antemortem, socket resorbed, M3 erupted, condyle missing, chin somewhat
squared, gonial angle damaged and ramus incomplete, unable to measure
1 mandibular condyle, right
1 coronoid process of a mandible, left
9 rib fragments
5 clavicles, scapular fourth to third, 3 left, two right
1 clavicle fragment, middle third
6 vertebrae fragments
1 scapula, left, fragment spine and acromion process
1 scapula, right, fragment, glenoid fossa and coracoid
1 scapula, right, fragment, acromion
1 scapula, right, fragment, acromion process
1 scapula, right, fragment, acromion, could go with process above
1 scapula, fragment, acromion process and fragment of acromion, possibly right
4 scapula fragments, two axillary border fragments
1 ischium, fragment, left
1 femur, right, proximal half, incomplete, no measurements possible
1 femur, left, neck
1 femur, left, posterior portion of proximal fourth shaft, does not match neck above
1 femur, shaft fragment
1 tibia, proximal 1/4 shaft, right, moderate localized periostitis, healing
1 tibia, shaft fragment, widespread periostitis, healing
1 patella, right
1 humerus, left, distal two-thirds shaft, least circumference 65 mm
1 humerus, left, distal third shaft
1 humerus, left, distal end, bicondylar breadth 54 mm
1 humerus, left, trochlea, large in size, does not match any of the lefts in size
1 humerus, left, middle third shaft

1 humerus, right, distal third, bicondylar breadth 50 mm, smaller, does not match any of
the lefts in size
1 humerus, right, distal third
1 humerus, right, trochlea, large in size
6 humerus shaft fragments
1 radius, left, distal two-thirds
1 radius, right, distal two-thirds, does not pair with left
1 radius, head
5 radii, midshaft third to half, cannot side with certainty but does support minimum of 4
individuals with the Land R unpaired radii
3 ulnae, left, proximal eighth, two with olecranon process missing
1 ulna, fragment olecranon process
3 ulna shaft fragments
1 capitate, right
1 metacarpal
2 fragments, metacarpals or metatarsals
6 phalanges, hand
2 fragments of head of femur or humerus
61 miscellaneous long bone fragments
6 miscellaneous bone fragments
8.4 g of tiny bone fragments too small to identify

EFMO Accession 50, Guttenberg Burial—reburied by OSA
Human skeletal remains were recovered from a burial at or near Guttenberg, Iowa.
No other information on their location or recovery was available. The condition of these
bones was fair with considerable postmortem breakage and badly weathered bone
surfaces. The inventory of osteological remains indicated the presence of one individual.
All epiphyses were completely fused. Cranial sutures were starting to fuse
ectocranial1y in the coronal/sagittal area and in the lambdoidal suture, and were almost
completely fused in the posterior one-half of the sagittal suture. All sutures were fused
endocranially except the squamosal sutures. Slight arthritic lipping was present on the
thoracic vertebrae and proximal end of the ulna. The teeth were markedly abraded
corresponding to Hinton's (1981) code of 6 to 7 with severe loss of crown height. All the
above evidence suggested an older adult.
Several indicators of sex were present. The measurements of the femur and gonial
angle of the mandible suggested this individual was male. Although not enough of the
greater sciatic notch was present to estimate with confidence as to sex, it gave the
appearance of being narrow, supporting this assessment. Muscular development and
mastoid size were moderate. The maximum length of the femur was estimated to be 454
mm. The stature of this individual was estimated to be 170.18 ± 3.80 cm (Trotter and
Gleser 1958).
Radiographs showed that the third molars were congenitally absent. The maxillary
right M2 was also absent with the alveolar ridge appearing smooth and normal. No
carious lesions were observed in the dentition. It was not possible to code the teeth for
enamel hypoplasia due to attrition and postmortem enamel breakage. It was also not
possible to get accurate measurements of the teeth due to this postmortem breakage. A
large Inca bone was present at lambda with four smaller ossicles along the lambdoidal
suture.

Accession 50 Inventory, Guttenberg Burial
1 cranium, almost complete, zygomas missing
1 mandible, left third missing
1 scapula, left, posterior half glenoid fossa, latero-inferior one- fourth of acromion
4 rib fragments
2 cervical vertebrae, axis and atlas, both incomplete
6 thoracic vertebrae, incomplete, 2 articular facet margins show slight lipping
1 vertebra arch fragment
1 innominate, fragment of ilium with small portion of auricular surface and greater sciatic
notch, fragment of acetabulum
1 femur, left, portion of shaft missing
1 femur, right, distal end of bone eroded postmortem
1 tibia, left, missing distal end, damage to proximal end
1 tibia, right, proximal end badly damaged, third to half of cortex missing postmortem
from shaft, damage to distal end
1 humerus, left, middle third of shaft
1 humerus, right, almost complete, head damaged, lateral condyle distal end missing, ca.
fourth of cortex missing from shaft, shaft broken postmortem and repaired
1 ulna, right, proximal third to half, slight lipping on superior margin of articular surface
of semilunar notch
2 calcanea, right and left, both damaged postmortem

EFMO Accession 51, 13WH35, Quandahl Rockshelter—reburied by OSA
Human skeletal remains were recovered from the Quandahl Rockshelter, 13WH35,
located immediately west of the village of Quandahl, Iowa. The rockshelter is situated
high in a limestone outcropping overlooking North Bear Creek. Previous reports on
the Quandahl Rockshelter include Sampson (n.d.), Fisher (1978), and Mallam (1979).
Most of the material recovered from this site was from indiscriminate digging. An
analysis of the available cultural materials indicates the site was occupied from the
Archaic through the Oneota periods with the most intensive occupation during the
Late Woodland period (Mallam 1979:31). It is not known with which of these cultural
occupations the human remains in this collection were associated.
The skeletal inventory suggested the presence of one subadult and at least one
adult. The dental inventory for the subadult (15 erupted deciduous teeth and 20
unerupted or partially erupted teeth—deciduous and permanent) includes left and right
deciduous maxillary di1 through dm1, left and right partially erupted deciduous
maxillary dm2, left and right unerupted permanent maxillary I1 through M1, right
deciduous mandibular di1, left and right deciduous mandibular I2 through M1, left and
right unerupted deciduous mandibular dm2, and left and right unerupted permanent
mandibular I1-M1. The subadult was a small child, 1-2 years of age, based on the
length of the diaphyseal shaft of the humerus and the development of the deciduous
and permanent dentition. The frontal fontanelle was not closed, and the metopic suture
was only half complete, both compatible with the estimated age. When discovered in
the rockshelter, this skeleton was covered with rock, apparently from roof fall (Dale
Henning, personal communication 1986). The cranium was badly warped postmortem
and slightly damaged, but there appeared to have been possible deliberate cranial
flattening in the parietal/occipital region. No porotic hyperostosis or cribra orbitalia
was observed. No enamel hypoplastic lines were present in the teeth.
The adult was represented by limited remains. The epiphyseal rings of the
centrum of the vertebra were not completely fused. These epiphyses generally fuse
between 17-25 years of age (Bass 1971:78). The distal epiphysis of the radius was
fused. This suggests the individual was a young adult, possibly 20-25 years of age. No
estimate of sex was possible.

Accession 51, 13WH35, Quandahl Rockshelter
SUBADULT
1 cranium, left temporal and left lateral portion of occiput missing, lateral and basilar
portions of occiput unfused, small ossicles in lambdoidal suture
1 mandible, symphysis union complete
10 fragments of sphenoid and other internal cranial bones
1 scapula, right, unfused epiphyses
1 clavicle, right, unfused epiphyses
2 vertebrae, one half unfused neural arch, cervical, one arch, halves fused but unfused to
centrum (could be compatible for same individual)
14 ribs, nine left, five right
2 humeri, diaphysis, right and left, diaphyseal length 104 mm
3 metacarpals, unfused epiphyses
ADULT
1 cranial fragment
1 vertebra, thoracic
1 rib fragment
1 radius, distal half, right, slight postmortem animal gnawing on shaft
1 phalanx, hand
1 metatarsal
3 small fragments, miscellaneous bone, burned

EFMO Accession 70, Marquette Rockshelter—reburied by OSA
Human skeletal remains were recovered from the Marquette Rockshelter, exact
location unknown. Woodland cultural material from this rockshelter is in the Effigy
Mounds repository.
Both adults and subadults are represented in this skeletal collection. The presence of a
newborn infant was indicated by two humeri, one ulna, and one radius. A small child,
1.5-2.5 years of age, was represented by an ilium, pubis, a distal epiphysis of a humerus,
a deciduous second molar, and a deciduous canine. A tibia and a proximal epiphysis of a
humerus indicated a child 3-5 years of age. A child 6.0-7.5 years of age was represented
by distal and proximal epiphyses of a femur, two distal fragments of the diaphyseal shaft
of a humerus, and a loose permanent tooth, a first molar. Two loose permanent teeth, a
canine and a premolar, suggested the presence of a child 8-9.5 years of age. A child, 1012 years of age, was indicated by a single loose tooth, a mandibular second molar.
Four non-paired radii and ulnae indicated the presence of at least four adult
individuals. The main evidence suggesting age of these four individuals was the degree of
wear of the loose and in situ teeth: those with only moderate wear, those with moderate to
severe wear, and those with severe wear and substantial loss of crown height. The teeth
with only moderate wear suggested the presence of a younger adult. The teeth with
moderate to severe wear indicated a somewhat older, possibly middle-aged individual.
The teeth with severe wear and substantial crown loss fell into two categories, those with
and those without carious lesions, suggesting the presence of two elderly individuals.
Due to the fragmented nature of the skeletal material, limited indicators of sex were
present. Two right greater sciatic notches which were sharp in shape suggested the
presence of at least two male adults. The adult mandible was gracile with a pointed chin
suggesting it was from a female. No gonial angle measurement was possible.
In summary, the skeletal remains from this accession collection represented six
subadults and four adults:
1 newborn
1 child, 1.5-2.5 years
1 child, 3-5 years
1 child, 6.0-7.5 years
1 child, 8-9.5 years
1 child, 10-12 years
4 adults, one younger, one middle-aged, two elderly ( at least two males
and one female were represented)

EFMO Accession 70, Marquette Rockshelter
10 cranial fragments, three burned, one fragment with suture, unfused
2 sphenoid fragments, one with red pigment stain
1 frontal fragment, right supraorbital area, subadult
1 zygoma, right, subadult
1 maxilla, right, inferior half (3 in situ teeth)
1 mandible, ramus missing, adult, chin pointed, gracile (3 in situ teeth)
1 mandible fragment, right, three empty crypts, infant
22 loose teeth, adult (5 molars, 3 premolars, 4 canines, 10 incisors)
6 loose teeth, subadult (1 deciduous canine, 1 permanent canine, one permanent
premolar, 3 permanent molars)
2 ribs, one left, one right (red stain), incomplete, subadult
3 rib fragments, subadult
2 ribs, first, both right, adult
19 ribs, right, incomplete, adult
4 ribs, right, complete, adult
9 ribs, left, incomplete, adult
1 rib, left, complete, adult
53 rib fragments, adult
7 verterbral arches, fragmentary, unfused
1 thoracic vertebra, arch and centrum fused but centrum billowy and ring not completely
fused
3 cervical vertebrae, one axis, possible 4th and 6th, possibly from same individual, adult
6 thoracic vertebrae, (#7-12) belong to one individual, moderate porosity of body
surfaces, moderate to severe lipping on margins of articular surfaces, two have slight
ligmenta flava
3 lumbar vertebrae, #1-3, match with #12 thoracic of above individual, severe lipping and
presence of lesions in body
3 thoracic vertebrae, belong to second larger individual, moderate porosity on body
surfaces, slight lipping on margins of facets
1 thoracic vertebra, body only, widespread lesion on inferior surface (rough active),
small, wedge-shaped, possible compression fracture or appearance due to severe
damage by lesion
4 vertebral arch fragments
1 scapula, left, glenoid fossa, coracoid process, partial acromion, and one-fourth of
axillary border
1 scapula, fragment of body
1 scapula, fragment, notch between glenoid cavity and acromion
1 clavicle, right, lateral 2/3, scapular end damaged postmortem
2 sacrum fragments
1 sternum, body only, very light in weight, bowed anteriorly, adult
1 sternum, body and manubrium, adult
1 sternum, segment of unfused body
1 innominate, ilium and pubis, unfused (1.5-2.5 years)
2 fragments unfused ischium, from somewhat older subadult

Accession 70 continued
1 innominate, right, fragment of ilium with greater sciatic notch (sharp), and inferior
corner of auricular surface, adult
1 innominate, right, incomplete, auricular surface, greater sciatic notch (sharp),
acetabulum, posterior 2/3 ischium, adult
1 fragment of iliac crest
2 femur epiphyses, proximal and distal (6.0-7.5 years)
1 femur, left, proximal half, head missing, not complete at midshaft
1 tibia, right, proximal 3/4 diaphysis (3-5 years)
1 tibia, right, very light in weight, distal end missing, margins of proximal end damaged
postmortem, widespread moderate periostitis on shaft, slight postmortem gnawing on
distal fourth of shaft
1 tibia, left, proximal 1/8-1/4 shaft, damage postmortem, appears normal weight for
amount of bone present, does not pair with above
1 tibia, left, distal 2/3 shaft and posterior proximal third of shaft
1 tibia, right, posterior proximal third shaft, probably pairs with above
1 tibia, right, distal end, does not match any of the right tibiae above
1 fibula, fragment proximal end
2 humeri, left and right diaphyses (R=72 mm), newborn
1 humerus, proximal epiphysis (3-5 years)
2 humeri, left and right diaphyses, distal 1/8 (6.0-7.5 years)
1 humerus, distal epiphysis (1.5-2.5 years)
1 humerus, left, complete, head and distal end damaged postmortem max. length 315 mm
(est.), max. diameter midshaft 22 mm, minimum diameter midshaft 17 mm, least
circumference shaft 61 mm
1 humerus, small fragment distal end, burned
1 radius, proximal half of diaphysis, newborn
1 radius, right, slight porosity on margins of head, slight lipping along margins of distal
articular surface, max. length 244 mm, does not pair with any of the left radii
1 radius, left, ca. fourth of head damaged postmortem but no lipping observed on
remainder, no lipping on distal end, red pigment or stain present on articular surface,
max. length 255 mm
1 radius, left, small rough depression in center of articular surface of head (3 mm
diameter), no lipping, distal end of shaft abnormal with a slight angle laterally,
possibly healed break, some bone remodeling in distal third, possibly healed
periostitis, bone somewhat light in weight, max. length 206 mm
1 radius, left, proximal half, head damaged postmortem
1 ulna, possibly left, diaphysis (56 mm), newborn
1 ulna, left, distal end missing, posterior portion of olecranon process damaged
postmortem, slight lipping proximal articular surface margins, postmortem gnawing
on shaft
1 ulna, left, olecranon process missing, lateral half of distal end damaged postmortem,
slight lipping proximal end margins, physiologic length 241 mm, least circumference
shaft 38 mm

Accession 70 continued
1 ulna, right, very light weight, does not pair with light-weight radius, slight lipping
proximal end margins, pronounced muscle or ligament attachment on disto-medial
border of shaft, max. length 267 mm, physiological length 238 mm, least
circumference 37 mm
1 ulna, right, complete, very slight lipping proximal end margins, max. length 270 mm,
physiologic length 234 mm, least circumference 36 mm
1 ulna, left, distal half only, styloid process damaged, very slight lipping margin distal
end, pairs with above right ulna, least circumference 36 mm
2 cuboid, left
2 first cuneiform, right
2 second cuneiform, right
2 navicular, foot, left
2 first metatarsals, left and right, not a pair
2 second metatarsals, left
3 third metatarsals, two left and one right
4 fourth metatarsals, two left and two right
2 second metacarpals, left and right, not a pair
3 third metacarpals, right
1 fifth metacarpal, left
3 naviculars, hand, left
1 lunate, right
2 greater multangulars, left and right, not a pair
1 lesser multangular, left
1 capitate, right
3 hamates, one left and two right
23 phalanges, hand
16 phalanges, foot, one with unfused epiphyses
10 miscellaneous long bone fragments
4 miscellaneous bone fragments

EFMO Accession 77, Karnopp Mound Group,
Prairie Du Chien, Wisconsin—returned to Wisconsin
The human skeletal material from the Karnopp Mound Group, Wisconsin, was very
fragmented and in very poor condition. No information was available as to who
excavated the material or when.
These limited remains represented a minimum of one individual. The sternal end of
the clavicle was unfused with its epiphysis missing. In addition, the fibula, the humerus
(distal), radius (proximal), and phalanges (proximal) all had unfused diaphyseal ends. All
the metacarpals or metatarsals had the distal ends unfused except for one which was
partially fused. The roots on the I1-P2 were completely formed. It was not possible to
observe the root development of the molars because only the crowns remained, giving the
appearance of still developing dentition. On four of the six molars, though, the blunting
of the cusps verifies these teeth had fully erupted and had been in occlusion. The degree
of skeletal and dental development is consistent with a juvenile, 12-14 years of age.
No measurements were possible. No estimate of sex could be made. Because of the
poor condition of the bone, no pathologic conditions were evident. Two of the molar
crowns had dark purple stains. It is not known what caused these or if they occurred
antemortem or postmortem.

EFMO Accession 77, Karnopp Mound Group,
Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin
15 loose teeth (4 incisors, 1 canine, 4 premolars, 6 molars)
1 fragment, possibly clavicle, unfused sternal epiphysis
16 fragments, vertebrae
5 fragments, innominate, body of ilium
45 fragments, ribs (one fragment of a right rib)
18 long bone fragments
1 tibia, posterior portion of proximal half shaft, left
1 tibia, proximal half shaft, possibly right, very poor condition
1 shaft fragment, possibly femur, very poor condition
1 fibula, third shaft, unfused epiphysis
1 humerus, distal half, unfused epiphysis
1 ulna, proximal third minus olecranon process, probably left
1 radius, proximal third, left, unfused epiphysis
1 radius, distal third of shaft, right
5 phalanges, hand, two complete, unfused proximal epiphyses
5 metacarpals or metatarsals, unfused epiphyses
1 metacarpal or metatarsal, distal epiphysis partially fused
3 distal epiphyses, metacarpals or metatarsals
60 clumps of dirt with small fragments of bone adhering
40.1 g. of bone fragments too small to identify

EFMO Accession 87, Unknown Origin—reburied by OSA
No information was available as to where the human skeletal remains assigned to
accession number 87 were recovered. The remains were fragmented and incomplete.
The presence of an extra shaft fragment of a radius and two incomplete clavicles of
differing sizes indicated that a minimum of two individuals were represented. From the
size and complete union of all epiphyses present, both individuals were adults. Only
slight osteophyte formation on articular surfaces suggested at least one of these adults
was possibly 25-40 years of age.
Limited measurements indicative of sex suggested that at least one female was
represented by these remains.

EFMO Accession 87 Inventory, Unknown Origin
1 cervical vertebra, axis
1 thoracic vertebra, incomplete
3 vertebrae, fragments, two spinous processes, one arch
15 ribs, fragments
1 scapula, right, incomplete, includes glenoid cavity, coracoid and acromion
1 sternum, body
1 clavicle, right, missing sternal articulation
1 clavicle, left, distal third, does not pair with right clavicle
1 femur, left, incomplete, shaft only, periostitis present
1 femur, right, incomplete, shaft only
1 fibula, right, distal 3/4 shaft
1 fibula shaft fragment
1 talus, left
1 humerus, left, proximal two-thirds
1 humerus, right, distal 7/8, missing head and neck
1 ulna, right, proximal half
1 ulna, left, distal fourth of shaft
1 radius, left, incomplete, shaft only
1 radius, right, incomplete, shaft only, slight excess bone on interosseous crest
1 radius, middle third shaft, same size as above left and right
5 metacarpals
7 phalanges, hand
3 metatarsals
1 phalanx, foot
1 phalanx, small distal fragment
5 miscellaneous bone fragments
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Kaye Armstrong, Office of Tribal
Services, 1849 C Street, NW., MS 4631–
MIB, Washington, DC 20240–4001;
telephone (202) 208–4400.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to the Act of August 15, 1953, Public
Law 83–277, 67 Stat. 586, 18 U.S.C.
1161, as interpreted by the Supreme
Court in Rice v. Rehner, 463 U.S. 713
(1983), the Secretary of the Interior shall
certify and publish in the Federal
Register notice of adopted liquor
ordinances for the purpose of regulating
liquor transaction in Indian country.
The Navajo Nation Liquor Ordinance,
which amends the Navajo Nation Code
§ 412, as authorized by Resolution No.
CJY–62–01, was duly adopted by the
Navajo Nation Council on July 20, 2001.
The Navajo Nation, in furtherance of its
economic and social goals, has taken
positive steps to regulate retail sales of
alcohol and use revenues to combat
alcohol abuse and its debilitating effects
among individuals and family members
within the Navajo Nation.
This notice is published in
accordance with the authority delegated
by the Secretary of the Interior to the
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs by
209 Departmental Manual 8.1.
I certify that by Resolution No. CJY–
62–01, the Navajo Nation Liquor
Ordinance, amending the Navajo Nation
Code § 412, was duly adopted by the
Navajo Nation Council on July 20, 2001.
Dated: March 11, 2002.
Neal A. McCaleb,
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs.

The Navajo Nation Liquor Ordinance,
amending the Navajo Nation Code § 412,
reads as follows:
Amendment to Navajo Nation Code
§ 412
1. The Navajo Nation Council hereby
amends 17 N.N.C. § 412 in the following
manner:
(c) It shall not be unlawful for any
person, Indian or non-Indian, to sell,
deliver, transport or consume
intoxicating liquor in that part of the
Navajo Nation covered by the Antelope
Point Resort and Marina Business Site
Lease provided that the transportation,
sale, delivery and consumption of
alcoholic beverages is in conformity
with applicable state regulatory liquor
law, specifically excluding any state
regulatory liquor laws which would
require the Navajo Nation and/or its
Lessee to be licensed by the State of
Arizona, or to be in any way subject to
the administrative, executive, judicial or
legislative jurisdiction of the State of
Arizona, and that all sales of alcoholic
beverages be at prices no less than the

prices charged for similar products in
adjoining areas of the State of Arizona.
The Economic Development Committee
of the Navajo Nation Council is hereby
authorized to approve such rules and
regulations as are necessary and
appropriate to ensure the proper
transportation, sale, delivery and
consumption of alcoholic beverages
within the area of the Antelope Point
Business Site Lease.
2. The Navajo Nation Council further
stipulates that at the end of the term of
the Antelope Point Resort and Marina
Business Site Lease, and any options
granted thereto, this legislation shall be
subject to review and reauthorization by
the Navajo Nation Council.
[FR Doc. 02–6738 Filed 3–19–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–04–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
CORRECTION—Notice of Inventory
Completion for Native American
Human Remains and Associated
Funerary Objects in the Possession of
the U.S. Department of the Interior,
National Park Service, Effigy Mounds
National Monument, Harpers Ferry, IA
National Park Service, Interior
Correction

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with provisions of the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 43 CFR 10.9, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains and associated funerary objects
in the possession of the U.S. Department
of the Interior, National Park Service,
Effigy Mounds National Monument,
Harpers Ferry, IA.
This notice is published as part of the
National Park Service’s administrative
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 43 CFR
10.2 (c). The determinations within this
notice are the sole responsibility of the
National Park Service unit that has
control or possession of these Native
American human remains and
associated funerary objects. The
Assistant Director, Cultural Resources
Stewardship and Partnerships is not
responsible for the determinations
within this notice.
On March 9, 2001, the National Park
Service published a Notice of Inventory
Completion in the Federal Register for
15 Native American human remains and
3 associated funerary objects in the
possession of Effigy Mounds National
Monument. The notice incorrectly listed
12 human remains and 3 associated
funerary objects recovered from Mound

#57 as culturally affiliated with the Iowa
Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska; Iowa
Tribe of Oklahoma; Otoe-Missouria
Tribe of Indians, Oklahoma; Ho-Chunk
Nation of Wisconsin; Winnebago Tribe
of Nebraska; Upper Sioux Indian
Community of the Upper Sioux
Reservation, Minnesota; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota (Prior Lake); Lower Sioux
Indian Community of Minnesota
Mdewakanton Sioux Indians of the
Lower Sioux Reservation in Minnesota;
and Prairie Island Indian Community of
Minnesota Mdewakanton Sioux Indians
of the Prairie Island Reservation,
Minnesota. Based on additional
information, the superintendent of
Effigy Mounds National Monument
determined that the 12 human remains
and 3 associated funerary objects
recovered from Mound #57 are
culturally unidentifiable.
The Notice of Inventory Completion
published by Effigy Mounds National
Monument on March 9, 2001 (Federal
Register Document 01-5944, pages
14201-14203) is corrected as follows:
The third paragraph is deleted.
The first sentence of the ninth
paragraph is corrected to read: ‘‘Based
on the above-mentioned information,
the Effigy Mounds National Monument
superintendent has determined that,
pursuant to 43 CFR 10.2 (d)(1), the
human remains listed above represent
the physical remains of three
individuals of Native American
ancestry.’’
The second sentence of the ninth
paragraph is deleted.
This correction has been sent to
officials of the Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma;
Otoe-Missouria Tribe of Indians,
Oklahoma; Ho-Chunk Nation of
Wisconsin; Sac and Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Sac and Fox Nation
of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska; Sac
and Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Winnebago
Tribe of Nebraska; Upper Sioux Indian
Community of the Upper Sioux
Reservation, Minnesota; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota; Lower Sioux Indian
Community of Minnesota Mdewakanton
Sioux Indians of the Lower Sioux
Reservation in Minnesota; and Prairie
Island Indian Community of Minnesota
Mdewakanton Sioux Indians of the
Prairie Island Reservation, Minnesota.
Repatriation of the three other human
remains listed in the March 9, 2001,
Notice of Inventory Completion is not
affected by this correction.
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Dated: September 12, 2001
John Robbins,
Assistant Director, Cultural Resources
Stewardship and Partnerships.
[FR Doc. 02–6634 Filed 3–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–S

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection:
Comment Request
60-Day Notice of Information
Collection Under Review; Visa Waiver
Program Carrier Agreement; Form I–775.

ACTION:

The Department of Justice,
Immigration and Naturalization Service
has submitted the following information
collection request for review and
clearance in accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The
proposed information collection is
published to obtain comments from the
public and affected agencies. Comments
are encouraged and will be accepted for
sixty days until May 20, 2002.
Written comments and suggestions
from the public and affected agencies
concerning the proposed collection of
information should address one or more
of the following four points:
(1) Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility;
(2) Evaluate the accuracy of the
agencies estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;
(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and
(4) Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, including through the
use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,
e.g., permitting electronic submission of
responses.
Overview of this information
collection:
(1) Type of Information Collection:
Revision of a currently approved
collection.
(2) Title of the Form/Collection: Visa
Waiver Program Carrier Agreement.
(3) Agency form number, if any, and
the applicable component of the
Department of Justice sponsoring the

collection: Form I–775. Inspections
Division, Immigration and
Naturalization Service.
(4) Affected public who will be asked
or required to respond, as well as a brief
abstract: Primary: Business or other forprofit. The agreement between a
transportation company and the United
States is needed to ensure that the
transportation company will remain
responsible for the aliens it transports to
the United States under the Visa Waiver
Program.
(5) An estimate of the total number of
respondents and the amount of time
estimated for an average respondent to
respond: 400 responses at 2 hours per
response.
(6) An estimate of the total public
burden (in hours) associated with the
collection: 800 annual burden hours.
If you have additional comments,
suggestions, or need a copy of the
proposed information collection
instrument with instructions, or
additional information, please contact
Richard A. Sloan 202–514–3291,
Director, Regulations and Forms
Services Division, Immigration and
Naturalization Service, U.S. Department
of Justice, Room 4034, 425 I Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20536. Additionally,
comments and/or suggestions regarding
the item(s) contained in this notice,
especially regarding the estimated
public burden and associated response
time may also be directed to Mr.
Richard A. Sloan.
If additional information is required
contact: Mr. Robert B. Briggs, Clearance
Officer, United States Department of
Justice, Information Management and
Security Staff, Justice Management
Division, 601 D Street, NW., Patrick
Henry Building, Suite 1600,
Washington, DC 20530.
Dated: March 14, 2002.
Richard A. Sloan,
Department Clearance Officer, United States
Department of Justice, Immigration and
Naturalization Service.
[FR Doc. 02–6717 Filed 3–19–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–10–M

Review Board. This Board is charged
with recommending recipients of the
Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor, the
highest national award for valor by a
public safety officer. The purpose of this
meeting is to conduct preliminary
business of the Board.
DATES: The meeting will be held on
Tuesday, March 26, 2002, at 10 a.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in
the Assistant Attorney General’s
Conference Room (Room 6403), Office
of Justice Programs, 810 7th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20531.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Tracy A. Henke, Principal Deputy
Assistant Attorney General, Office of
Justice Programs, 810 7th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, 20531; Telephone:
202–307–5933. [This is not a toll-free
number.]
The
Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor
Review Board is authorized to carry out
its advisory function under 42 U.S.C.
section 15202. (42 U.S.C. section 15201
authorizes the President to award the
Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor, the
highest national award for valor by a
public safety officer.)
This meeting will be open to the
public.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Deborah J. Daniels,
Assistant Attorney General, Office of Justice
Programs.
[FR Doc. 02–6639 Filed 3–19–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–18–P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Office of Justice Programs
[OJP(OJJDP)–1401]

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention: Meeting of
the Coalition of Juvenile Justice
Office of Justice Programs,
Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention, Justice.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.
AGENCY:

The Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention is
announcing the meeting of the Coalition
for Juvenile Justice. The purpose of this
meeting is to discuss and adopt
recommendations from members
regarding the committee’s responsibility
to advise the OJJDP Administrator, the
President, and the Congress about state
perspectives on the operation of OJJDP
and Federal legislation pertaining to
juvenile justice and delinquency
prevention.

SUMMARY:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Office of Justice Programs
[OJP–1402]

Meeting of the Public Safety Officer
Medal of Valor Review Board
Office of Justice Programs,
Justice.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.
AGENCY:

This is the initial meeting of
the Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor

SUMMARY:

13009

DATES:

The meeting dates are:
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between the Sovereign Indian Nation of
the Sac and Fox Tribe of the Mississippi
in Iowa and the Sovereign State of Iowa.
EFFECTIVE DATE:

December 20, 2004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

George T. Skibine, Director, Office of
Indian Gaming Management, Office of
the Deputy Assistant Secretary–Policy
and Economic Development,
Washington, DC 20240, (202) 219–4066.

Dated: December 6, 2004.
Michael D. Olsen,
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary–
Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 04–27711 Filed 12–17–04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–4N–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

Under
section 11 of the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act of 1988 (IGRA) Public
Law 100–497, 25 U.S.C. 2710, the
Secretary of the Interior shall publish in
the Federal Register notice of approved
Tribal-State compacts for the purpose of
engaging in Class III gaming activities
on Indian lands. This Compact allows
for the extension of the current Compact
and clarifies the regulatory scheme.

[OR–030–1020–PG; G 05–0036]

Dated: December 2, 2004.
Michael D. Olsen,
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary–
Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 04–27710 Filed 12–17–04; 8:45 am]

SUMMARY:

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

BILLING CODE 4310–4N–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Indian Gaming
AGENCY:

Bureau of Indian Affairs,

Interior.
Notice of Approved Tribal–State
Class III Gaming Compact.

ACTION:

This notice publishes an
Approval of the Amendment to the
Tribal–State Compact between the
Flandreau Santee Sioux Executive
Committee and the State of South
Dakota.

SUMMARY:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

December 20, 2004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

George T. Skibine, Director, Office of
Indian Gaming Management, Office of
the Deputy Assistant Secretary–Policy
and Economic Development,
Washington, DC 20240, (202) 219–4066.
Under
section 11 of the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act of 1988 (IGRA) Public
Law 100–497, 25 U.S.C. 2710, the
Secretary of the Interior shall publish in
the Federal Register notice of approved
Tribal–State compacts for the purpose of
engaging in Class III gaming activities
on Indian lands. This Amendment
allows for the expansion of the Tribe’s
simulcast operation to provide for
runners.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Teleconference Meeting Notice for the
John Day/Snake Resource Advisory
Council
Bureau of Land Management
(BLM), Vale District, Interior.
ACTION: Teleconference meeting notice
for the John Day/Snake Resource
Advisory Council.
AGENCY:

The John Day/Snake Resource
Advisory Council (JDSRAC) will
conduct a public meeting by
teleconference on Wednesday, January
12, 2005, from 7 to 9 p.m. Pacific Time.
The meeting is open to the public;
however, teleconference lines are
limited. Please call or contact Peggy
Diegan at the Vale District Office, 100
Oregon Street, Vale, OR 97918, (541)
473–3144, to obtain the dial-in number.
During the teleconference, the JDSRAC
will come to consensus on comments on
the Blue Mountain Forest Plan Revision
draft vision document.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Any
member of the public wishing further
information concerning the meeting or
who wishes to submit oral or written
comments should contact Debbie Lyons
at the above address (541) 473–6218 or
e-mail Debra_Lyons@or.blm.gov.
Comments must be in writing to Debbie
Lyons by January 4, 2005. For
teleconference call meetings,
opportunities for oral comment will be
limited to no more than five minutes per
speaker and no more than fifteen
minutes total.
Dated: December 13, 2004.
Larry Frazier,
Associate District Manager.
[FR Doc. 04–27699 Filed 12–17–04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–33–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
Notice of Inventory Completion: U.S.
Department of the Interior, National
Park Service, Effigy Mounds National
Monument, Harpers Ferry, IA
AGENCY:

National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION:

76005

Notice.

Pursuant to the Native
American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), the U.S.
Department of the Interior, National
Park Service, Midwest Regional Office
determined that the physical remains of
12 individuals of Native American
ancestry and three associated funerary
objects in Effigy Mounds National
Monument’s collections, described
below in Information about cultural
items, are culturally unidentifiable. The
Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Review Committee (Review
Committee) recommended that Effigy
Mounds National Monument, Harpers
Ferry, IA, repatriate the human remains
and associated funerary objects to the
Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in
Kansas and Nebraska; Sac and Fox
Nation, Oklahoma; and Sac and Fox
Tribe of the Mississippi in Iowa.
The National Park Service publishes
this notice on behalf of Effigy Mounds
National Monument as part of the
National Park Service’s administrative
responsibilities under NAGPRA. The
determinations within this notice are
the sole responsibility of the museum,
institution, or Federal agency that has
control of the Native American human
remains and associated funerary objects.
The National NAGPRA Program is not
responsible for the determinations
within this notice.
Information about NAGPRA is
available online at www.cr.nps.gov/
nagpra.

SUMMARY:

Repatriation of the cultural items
to the Indian tribes listed above in
SUMMARY may proceed after January 19,
2005, if no additional claimants come
forward. Representatives of any other
Indian tribe that believes itself to be
culturally affiliated with the cultural
items should contact Effigy Mounds
National Monument before January 19,
2005.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
DATES:

Authority: 25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.; 43 CFR
10; and 16 U.S.C. 18f–2.

Contact. Contact Phyllis Ewing,
Superintendent, Effigy Mounds National
Monument, 151 Highway 76, Harpers
Ferry, IA 52146, telephone (563)
873-3491, e-mail
Phyllis Ewing@nps.gov, regarding
determinations stated in this notice or to
claim the cultural items described in
this notice.
Consultation. Effigy Mounds National
Monument identified the cultural items
and assessed the cultural affiliation of
the cultural items in consultation with
representatives of the Ho-Chunk Nation
of Wisconsin (formerly the Wisconsin

76006
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Winnebago Tribe); Iowa Tribe of Kansas
and Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma;
Lower Sioux Indian Community in the
State of Minnesota; Otoe-Missouria
Tribe of Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie
Island Indian Community in the State of
Minnesota; Sac and Fox Nation of
Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska; Sac
and Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac and Fox
Tribe of the Mississippi in Iowa;
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux
Community of Minnesota; Upper Sioux
Community, Minnesota; and Winnebago
Tribe of Nebraska.
Information about cultural items. In
1952, National Park Service archeologist
Paul L. Beaubien removed human
remains representing a minimum of 12
individuals from Mound 57 at Effigy
Mounds National Monument,
Allamakee County, IA, during an
authorized National Park Service
excavation. At the time of removal, the
site was on Federal land.
The cultural material recovered from
Mound 57 was identified as Middle
Woodland (1700-2200 B.P.). Human
remains from Mound 57 were examined
in 1952-53 by Alton K. Fisher, then
Professor of Dentistry at the University
of Iowa. Archival records at Effigy
Mounds National Monument indicate
Dr. Fisher took the remains to Iowa City
for analysis, and in 1953 requested that
Mr. Beaubien pick up the remains. No
further information is available about
the disposition of the human skeletal
material following Dr. Fisher’s request.
Recently, the human remains were
returned to Effigy Mounds National
Monument. A detailed assessment of the
human remains was made by the Burials
Program, Iowa Office of the State
Archaeologist on behalf of the National
Park Service during the summer of
2003. The human remains represent 12
individuals distinguished primarily by
dentition and fragmented or incomplete
cranial and postcranial remains. Seven
adults and five sub-adults are
represented. No known individuals
were identified. The three associated
funerary objects are one copper breast
plate, one sandstone drill pivot, and one
piece of obsidian.
Officials of the National Park Service
determined that a relationship of shared
group identity could not reasonably be
traced between the human remains and
associated funerary objects and any
present-day Indian tribe. Pursuant to 25
U.S.C. 3001 (3)(A), the three objects
described above are reasonably believed
to have been placed with or near
individual human remains at the time of
death or later as part of the death rite
or ceremony.
According to the Review Committee’s
charter, the Review Committee is

responsible for recommending specific
actions for disposition of culturally
unidentifiable human remains. In July
2004, Effigy Mounds National
Monument requested that the Review
Committee recommend repatriation of
the 12 culturally unidentifiable human
remains and associated funerary objects
to the tribes listed above in SUMMARY as
the aboriginal occupants of the lands
encompassing the present-day Effigy
Mounds National Monument. Effigy
Mounds National Monument is located
within the area covered by the Treaty of
September 21, 1832 between the Sauk
and Fox tribes and the United States
(Stat. L. VII 374), and is located within
the area covered by the November 23,
1973 final award of the Indian Claims
Commission to the Sauk and Fox tribes
(4 Ind. Cl. Comm. 367 [1957]). The
Review Committee considered the
proposal at its September 2004 meeting
in Washington, DC, and recommended
repatriation of the human remains and
associated funerary objects to the three
tribes. The National Park Service
intends to convey the three associated
funerary objects to the Sac and Fox
Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac and Fox Nation,
Oklahoma; and Sac and Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa pursuant to 16
U.S.C. 18f-2.
A September 21, 2004, letter from the
Designated Federal Officer to the
superintendent of Effigy Mounds
National Monument transmitted the
Review Committee’s recommendation
that the park repatriate the human
remains and associated funerary objects
to the tribes listed above in Summary
contingent on the publication of a
Notice of Inventory Completion in the
Federal Register. This notice fulfills
that requirement.
Determinations. Under 25 U.S.C.
3003, Effigy Mounds National
Monument officials determined that the
human remains represent the physical
remains of 12 individuals of Native
American ancestry; and National Park
Service officials determined that the
human remains and associated funerary
objects are culturally unidentifiable.
Notification. Effigy Mounds National
Monument is responsible for sending
copies of this notice to the consulted
Indian tribes listed above in
Consultation.
Dated: December 2, 2004
Sherry Hutt,
Manager, National NAGPRA Program.
[FR Doc. 04–27786 Filed 12–17–04]
BILLING CODE 4312–50–S

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Notice of Inventory Completion: UCLA
Fowler Museum of Cultural History,
University of California, Los Angeles,
Los Angeles, CA
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is here given in accordance
with provisions of the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3003, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains and associated funerary objects
in the possession of the UCLA Fowler
Museum of Cultural History, University
of California, Los Angeles, Los Angeles,
CA. The human remains and associated
funerary objects were removed from a
site in Mono County, CA.
This notice is published as part of the
National Park Service’s administrative
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determinations
within this notice are the sole
responsibility of the museum,
institution, or Federal agency that has
control of the Native American human
remains and associated funerary objects.
The National Park Service is not
responsible for the determinations
within this notice.
A detailed assessment of the human
remains was made by the UCLA Fowler
Museum of Cultural History
professional staff in consultation with
representatives of the Battle Mountain
Band of the Te-Moak Tribe of Western
Shoshone Indians of Nevada; Big Pine
Band of Owens Valley Paiute Shoshone
Indians of the Big Pine Reservation,
California; Bridgeport Paiute Indian
Colony of California; Burns Paiute Tribe
of the Burns Paiute Indian Colony of
Oregon; Cedarville Rancheria,
California; Confederated Tribes of the
Goshute Reservation, Nevada and Utah;
Confederated Tribes of the Warm
Springs Reservation of Oregon; Death
Valley Timbi-Sha Shoshone Band of
California; Duckwater Shoshone Tribe
of the Duckwater Reservation, Nevada;
Elko Band of the Te-Moak Tribe of
Western Shoshone Indians of Nevada;
Ely Shoshone Tribe of Nevada; Fort
Bidwell Indian Community of the Fort
Bidwell Reservation of California; Fort
Independence Indian Community of
Paiute Indians of the Fort Independence
Reservation, California; Fort McDermitt
Paiute and Shoshone Tribes of the Fort
McDermitt Indian Reservation, Nevada
and Oregon; Las Vegas Tribe of Paiute
Indians of the Las Vegas Indian Colony,
Nevada; Lovelock Paiute Tribe of the
Lovelock Indian Colony, Nevada; Moapa
Band of Paiute Indians of the Moapa
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Repatriation of the human remains to
Hui Malama I Na Kupuna O Hawai‘i
Nei, Ka‘u Preservation, and Office of
Hawaiian Affairs may proceed after that
date if no additional claimants come
forward.
Department of Homeland Security,
United States Coast Guard is responsible
for notifying Hui Malama I Na Kupuna
O Hawai‘i Nei, Ka‘u Preservation, and
Office of Hawaiian Affairs that this
notice has been published.
Dated: June 19, 2008
Sherry Hutt,
Manager, National NAGPRA Program.
[FR Doc. E8–15899 Filed 7–11–08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312–50–S

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
Notice of Inventory Completion: U.S.
Department of the Interior, National
Park Service, Effigy Mounds National
Monument, Harpers Ferry, IA
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is here given in accordance
with the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3003, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains and associated funerary object
in the possession of the U.S. Department
of the Interior, National Park Service,
Effigy Mounds National Monument,
Harpers Ferry, IA. The human remains
and associated funerary objects were
removed from Allamakee and Clayton
Counties, IA.
This notice is published as part of the
National Park Service’s administrative
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determinations
in this notice are the sole responsibility
of the superintendent, Effigy Mounds
National Monument.
A detailed assessment of the human
remains and associated funerary object
was made by Effigy Mounds National
Monument professional staff and Iowa
Office of the State Archeologist
professional staff in consultation with
representatives of the Ho–Chunk Nation
of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma;
Lower Sioux Indian Community in the
State of Minnesota; Otoe–Missouria
Tribe of Indians, Oklahoma; Prairie
Island Indian Community in the State of
Minnesota; Sac & Fox Nation of
Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska; Sac &
Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe
of the Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of

Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community,
Minnesota; and Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska.
In the early 1970s, human remains
representing a minimum of six
individuals were removed from HWY 76
Rockshelter in Clayton County, IA, by
National Park Service archeologist
Wilfred Logan. No known individuals
were identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
The HWY 76 Rockshelter site was
described by Logan as a Late Woodland
Period site representing a partial village
complex of people who used effigy
mounds for burial purposes.
In 1951 and 1952, human remains
representing a minimum of one
individual were removed from Spike
Hollow Rockshelter in Allamakee
County, IA, by National Park Service
archeologist Wilfred Logan. No known
individual was identified. No associated
funerary objects are present.
Spike Hollow Rockshelter is a
multicomponent site that contained
both Oneota and Woodland artifacts.
In 1960, human remains representing
a minimum of one individual were
removed from Marquette–Yellow River
Mound Group No. 9 in Clayton County,
IA, during restoration work on Mound
66 by monument personnel. No known
individual was identified. The one
associated funerary object is a finely
worked biface with one notch.
The site consists of a bear effigy
mound, a bird effigy mound, and a
compound mound of seven conjoined
conicals and is presumed to be of the
Woodland Period based on other
cultural material from the site.
On the basis of archeological context,
material culture, and geographic
location, the mounds at Effigy Mounds
National Monument have been
identified as belonging to the Late
Woodland Period culture (1700–750
B.P.). The Oneota culture (800–300
B.P.), which replaced the Effigy Mounds
culture, occupied the area surrounding
Effigy Mounds National Monument and
is identified as being clearly ancestral to
the Ho–Chunk Nation of Wisconsin;
Iowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska;
Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; Otoe–
Missouria Tribe of Indians, Oklahoma;
and Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska.
Linguistic, oral tradition, temporal and
geographic evidence reasonably
indicates that the following Sioux
Indian tribes possess ancestral ties to
the Effigy Mounds National Monument
region and the human remains and
associated funerary object described
above: Lower Sioux Indian Community
in the State of Minnesota; Prairie Island
Indian Community in the State of
Minnesota; Shakopee Mdewakanton
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Sioux Community of Minnesota; and
Upper Sioux Community, Minnesota.
The Treaty of September 21, 1832
(Stat. L. VII, 374) between the Sauk and
Fox and the United States, a cession
required of the Sauk and Fox as
indemnity for the expenses of the Black
Hawk War, demonstrates that the Sac &
Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and
Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation of
Oklahoma; and Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa are the aboriginal
occupants of the lands encompassing
the present–day Effigy Mounds National
Monument. Based upon an examination
of the historical and geographical
information, officials of Effigy Mounds
National Monument determined that the
Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas
and Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation of
Oklahoma; and Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa share a historic and
continuing affiliation with Effigy
Mounds National Monument lands, but
do not possess a cultural affiliation with
the human remains and associated
funerary object described above.
Officials of Effigy Mounds National
Monument have determined that,
pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 3001 (9–10), the
human remains described above
represent the physical remains of eight
individuals of Native American
ancestry. Officials of Effigy Mounds
National Monument also have
determined that, pursuant to 25 U.S.C.
3001 (3)(A), the one object described
above is reasonably believed to have
been placed with or near individual
human remains at the time of death or
later as part of the death rite or
ceremony. Lastly, officials of Effigy
Mounds National Monument have
determined that, pursuant to 25 U.S.C.
3001 (2), there is a relationship of
shared group identity that can be
reasonably traced between the Native
American human remains and
associated funerary object and the Ho–
Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe
of Kansas and Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of
Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Otoe–Missouria Tribe of Oklahoma;
Prairie Island Indian Community in the
State of Minnesota; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community,
Minnesota; and Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska.
Representatives of any other Indian
tribe that believes itself to be culturally
affiliated with the human remains and
associated funerary object should
contact Phyllis Ewing, superintendent,
Effigy Mounds National Monument, 151
HWY 76, Harpers Ferry, IA 52146,
telephone (563) 873–3491, before
August 13, 2008. Repatriation of the
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human remains and associated funerary
object to the Ho–Chunk Nation of
Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma;
Lower Sioux Indian Community in the
State of Minnesota; Otoe–Missouria
Tribe of Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux
Community of Minnesota; Upper Sioux
Community, Minnesota; and Winnebago
Tribe of Nebraska may proceed after that
date if no additional claimants come
forward.
Effigy Mounds National Monument is
responsible for notifying the Ho–Chunk
Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of
Kansas and Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of
Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Otoe–Missouria Tribe of Indians,
Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas
and Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation,
Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community,
Minnesota; and Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska that this notice has been
published.
Dated: May 30, 2008
Sherry Hutt,
Manager, National NAGPRA Program.
[FR Doc. E8–15906 Filed 7–11–08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312–50–S

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
Notice of Inventory Completion:
Rochester Museum & Science Center,
Rochester, NY
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is here given in accordance
with the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3003, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains and associated funerary objects
in the possession of the Rochester
Museum & Science Center, Rochester,
NY. The human remains and associated
funerary objects were removed from
Genesee, Livingston, Monroe, and
Ontario Counties, NY.
This notice is published as part of the
National Park Service’s administrative
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determinations
in this notice are the sole responsibility
of the museum, institution, or Federal
agency that has control of the Native

American human remains and
associated funerary objects. The
National Park Service is not responsible
for the determinations in this notice.
A detailed assessment of the human
remains was made by Rochester
Museum & Science Center professional
staff in consultation with
representatives of the Cayuga Nation of
New York; Oneida Nation of New York;
Oneida Tribe of Wisconsin; Onondaga
Nation of New York; Seneca Nation of
New York; Seneca–Cayuga Tribe of
Oklahoma; Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe,
New York (formerly the St. Regis Band
of Mohawk Indians of New York);
Stockbridge Munsee Community,
Wisconsin; Tonawanda Band of Seneca
Indians of New York; and Tuscarora
Nation of New York.
In 1930, human remains representing
a minimum of four individuals were
removed from the Alhart Site (Bgn 015),
Town of Sweden, Monroe County, NY,
during a Rochester Museum & Science
Center field expedition. No known
individuals were identified. No
associated funerary objects are present.
At an unknown date, human remains
representing a minimum of 10
individuals were removed from the
Alhart Site (Bgn 015), Town of Sweden,
Monroe County, NY, and donated by
Charles Alhart to the museum in 1933.
No known individuals were identified.
No associated funerary objects are
present.
At an unknown date, human remains
representing a minimum of two
individuals were removed from the
Alhart Site (Bgn 015), Town of Sweden,
Monroe County, NY, and probably
donated by Charles Alhart to the
museum in 1933. No known individuals
were identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
Based on skeletal morphology, these
individuals have been identified as
Native American. Based on site location
and continuities of material culture as
represented in other collections from
the site, the Alhart Site has been
identified as Iroquois (Seneca). Based on
material culture and C14 dates, the site
is dated to A.D. 1450–1560.
At an unknown date, human remains
representing a minimum of two
individuals were removed from the
Belcher Site (Hne 008), Town of
Richmond, Ontario County, NY. No
known individuals were identified. No
associated funerary objects are present.
In 1912, human remains representing
a minimum of one individual were
removed from the Belcher Site (Hne
008), Town of Richmond, Ontario
County, NY, by Frederick Houghton. In
1942, the human remains were donated
to the Rochester Museum & Science

Center by the Buffalo Museum of
Science. No known individual was
identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
Based on skeletal morphology, these
individuals have been identified as
Native American. Based on site location
and continuities of material culture as
represented in other collections from
the site, the Belcher Site has been
identified as Iroquois (Seneca), dating to
A.D. 1540–1560.
In 1973, human remains representing
a minimum of nine individuals were
removed from the surface of the Brongo
Site (Bgn 032), Town of Ogden, Monroe
County, NY, by the Rochester Museum
& Science Center at the request of the
Monroe County Medical Examiner’s
Office. No known individuals were
identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
In 1974, human remains representing
a minimum of two individuals were
removed from the surface of the Brongo
Site (Bgn 032), Town of Ogden, Monroe
County, NY, by Mr. Springer and Mr.
McCabe and placed in the collection of
the Rochester Museum & Science
Center. No known individuals were
identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
In 1974, human remains representing
a minimum of two individuals were
removed from the surface of the Brongo
Site (Bgn 032), Town of Ogden, Monroe
County, NY, by the Monroe County
medical examiner and given to the
Rochester Museum & Science Center.
No known individuals were identified.
No associated funerary objects are
present.
In 1974, human remains representing
a minimum of 10 individuals were
removed from the Brongo Site (Bgn
032), Town of Ogden, Monroe County,
NY, by the Rochester Museum &
Science Center. No known individuals
were identified. The nine associated
funerary objects are four shell beads,
three chert flakes, one possible
hammerstone, and one lot of charcoal.
Based on skeletal morphology, these
individuals have been identified as
Native American. Based on site location
and continuities of material culture as
represented in other collections, the
Brongo Site has been identified as
Iroquois (Seneca), dated to A.D. 1450–
1550.
At an unknown date, human remains
representing a minimum of one
individual were removed from the
Caledonia Gravel Pit Site (no number),
Town of Caledonia, Livingston County,
NY, by person(s) unknown. In 1932, the
human remains were donated to the
Rochester Museum & Science Center by
Tim McKay. No known individual was
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
CORRECTION—Notice of Intent To
Repatriate Cultural Items from
Kawaihae, Kohala, Island of Hawaii, HI,
in the Possession of the Bernice
Pauahi Bishop Museum, Honolulu, HI
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is hereby given under the
Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, 43 CFR 10.10 (a)(3), of
the intent to repatriate cultural items in
the possession of the Bernice Pauahi
Bishop Museum, Honolulu, HI, that
meet the definition of ‘‘unassociated
funerary objects’’ under Section 2 of the
Act.
This notice corrects a typographic
error in paragraph 15 of the notice of
Intent to Repatriate published April 5,
2000. Paragraph 15 of the April 5, 2000,
notice is corrected by substituting the
following paragraph:
The 20 cultural items include samples
of cordage, mat, and bark cloth. In 1985,
these cultural items from a lava tube
complex in Kawaihae, Kohala, HI were
donated to the Bernice Pauahi Bishop
Museum by Catherine Summers, who
compiled these samples from museum
collections.
This notice also corrects the list of
culturally affiliated groups cited in the
Notice of Intent to Repatriate published
April 5, 2000. The list of culturally
affiliated groups is corrected by adding
the following groups: the Kekumano
‘Ohana, the Keohokalole ‘Ohana, the
Hawaiian Genealogy Society, Na Papa
Kanaka O Pu‘ukohola Heiau, the Native
Hawaiian Advisory Council, the
Pu‘uhonua O Waimanalo, the Royal
Hawaiian Academy of Traditional Arts,
the Nation of Hawai‘i, and the Van
Horn Diamond ‘Ohana. Paragraph 17 of
the April 5, 2000, notice is corrected by
substituting the following paragraph:
Based on the above mentioned
information, officials of the Bernice
Pauahi Bishop Museum have
determined that, pursuant to 43 CFR
10.2(d)(2)(ii), these 168 cultural items
are reasonably believed to have been
placed with or near individual human
remains at the time of death or later as
part of the death rite or ceremony and
are believed, by a preponderance of the
evidence, to have been removed from a
specific burial site of an Native
American individual. Officials of the
museum also have determined that,
pursuant to 43 CFR 10.2 (e), there is a
relationship of shared group identity
which can be reasonably traced between

these items and the Hawai‘i Island
Burial Council, Hui Malama I Na
Kupuna O Hawai‘i Nei, the Department
of Hawaiian Homelands, and the Office
of Hawaiian Affairs, the Kekumano
‘Ohana, the Keohokalole Ohana, the
Hawaiian Genealogy Society, Na Papa
Kanaka O Pu‘ukohola Heiau, the Native
Hawaiian Advisory Council, the
Pu‘uhonua O Waimanalo, the Royal
Hawaiian Academy of Traditional Arts,
the Nation of Hawai‘i, and the Van
Horn Diamond ‘Ohana.
Finally, this notice corrects the list of
organizations to which this notice is
sent by deleting Henry A. Auwae and
Melvin Kalahiki, Jr., adding the groups
listed above, providing new contact
information, and providing a new
response date. The last paragraph of
the April 5, 2000, notice is corrected by
substituting the following paragraph:
This notice has been sent to officials of
the Hawai‘i Island Burial Council, Hui
Malama I Na Kupuna O Hawai‘i Nei, the
Department of Hawaiian Homelands,
the Office of Hawaiian Affairs, the
Kekumano ‘Ohana, the Keohokalole
‘Ohana, the Hawaiian Genealogy
Society, Na Papa Kanaka O Pu‘ukohola
Heiau, the Native Hawaiian Advisory
Council, the Pu‘uhonua O Waimanalo,
the Royal Hawaiian Academy of
Traditional Arts, the Nation of Hawai‘i,
and the Van Horn Diamond ‘Ohana.
Representatives of any other Indian tribe
that believes itself to be culturally
affiliated with these human remains and
objects should contact Guy Kaulukukui,
Assistant NAGPRA Program Manager,
Bernice Pauahi Bishop Museum, 1525
Bernice Street, Honolulu, HI 96817,
telephone (808) 847–8274, before April
9, 2001. Repatriation of these objects to
the Hawai‘i Island Burial Council, Hui
Malama I Na Kupuna O Hawai‘i Nei, the
Department of Hawaiian Homelands,
the Office of Hawaiian Affairs, the
Kekumano ‘Ohana, the Keohokalole
‘Ohana, the Hawaiian Genealogy
Society, Na Papa Kanaka O Pu‘ukohola
Heiau, the Native Hawaiian Advisory
Council, the Pu‘uhonua O Waimanalo,
the Royal Hawaiian Academy of
Traditional Arts, the Nation of Hawai‘i,
and the Van Horn Diamond ‘Ohana
may begin after that date if no
additional claimants come forward.
Dated: February 23, 2001.
John Robbins,
Assistant Director, Cultural Resources
Stewardship and Partnerships.
[FR Doc. 01–5941 Filed 3–8–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–F

14201

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
Notice of Inventory Completion for
Native American Human Remains and
Associated Funerary Objects in the
Possession of the U.S. Department of
the Interior, National Park Service,
Effigy Mounds National Monument,
Harpers Ferry, IA.
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with provisions of the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 43 CFR 10.9, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains and associated funerary objects
in the possession of the U.S. Department
of the Interior, National Park Service,
Effigy Mounds National Monument,
Harpers Ferry, IA. This notice is
published as part of the National Park
Service’s administrative responsibilities
under NAGPRA, 43 CFR 10.2 (c). The
determinations within this notice are
the sole responsibility of the National
Park Service unit that has control or
possession of these Native American
human remains and associated funerary
objects. The Assistant Director, Cultural
Resources Stewardship and
Partnerships, is not responsible for the
determinations within this notice.
A detailed assessment and inventory
of the human remains and associated
funerary objects was made by National
Park Service professional staff in
consultation with representatives of the
Iowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska;
Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; OtoeMissouria Tribe of Indians, Oklahoma;
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Sac and
Fox Tribe of the Mississippi in Iowa;
Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in
Kansas and Nebraska; Sac and Fox
Nation, Oklahoma; Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska; and the Upper Sioux Indian
Community of the Upper Sioux
Reservation, Minnesota. A NAGPRA
delegate from the Minnesota Indian
Affairs Council, a non-Federally
recognized Indian group, was present at
the consultation meeting sponsored by
Effigy Mounds National Monument and
was a representative on behalf of the
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux
Community of Minnesota (Prior Lake);
Lower Sioux Indian Community of
Minnesota Mdewakanton Sioux Indians
of the Lower Sioux Reservation in
Minnesota; and Prairie Island Indian
Community of Minnesota Mdewakanton
Sioux Indians of the Prairie Island
Reservation, Minnesota.
In 1952, human remains representing
12 individuals were recovered during
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legally authorized National Park Service
sponsored excavations at Mound #57, a
site located within Effigy Mounds
National Monument boundaries. These
12 sets of human remains are comprised
of 8 adults and 4 children. No known
individuals were identified. The three
associated funerary objects include one
copper breastplate, one sandstone drill
pivot, and one piece of obsidian. On
August 3, 2000, these sets of human
remains and associated funerary objects
were returned to Effigy Mounds
National Monument after having been in
the possession of an individual (now
deceased) since the 1950s. Based on
archeological context, these 12
individuals were identified as Native
American.
In 1952, human remains representing
one individual were recovered during
legally authorized National Park
Service-sponsored excavations at
Mound #27, a site located within Effigy
Mounds National Monument
boundaries. This set of human remains
is comprised of 12 teeth from a child
who was approximately 8 or 9 years old.
No known individual was identified. No
associated funerary objects are present.
On August 3, 2000, this set of human
remains was returned to Effigy Mounds
National Monument after having been in
the possession of an individual (now
deceased) since the 1950s. Based on
archeological context, this set of human
remains was identified as Native
American.
In 1957, human remains representing
one individual were recovered from a
mound on private lands near Effigy
Mounds National Monument. This set of
human remains is comprised of 94 bone
fragments from a bundle burial. These
human remains were given to Effigy
Mounds National Monument in 1962,
and were transferred to the National
Park Service’s Midwest Archeological
Center in 1973. No known individual
was identified. No associated funerary
objects are present. Based on
archeological context, these human
remains were identified as Native
American.
In 1998, human remains representing
one individual were received by and
taken into the possession of Effigy
Mounds National Monument. These
human remains are comprised of a
cranium and mandible, which were
mailed to the monument by an
anonymous individual who claimed to
have purchased the skull for an art class
and was told it came from the mounds
in the area of Effigy Mounds National
Monument. No known individual was
identified. No associated funerary
objects are present. Based on physical
attributes of the skull, the Office of the

State Archaeologist in Iowa identified
these remains as Native American.
On the basis of archeological context,
material culture, and geographic
location, the mounds at Effigy Mounds
National Monument have been
identified as belonging to the Late
Woodland Period culture (1700–750
B.P.). The Oneota culture (800–300
B.P.), which replaced the Effigy Mounds
culture, occupied the area surrounding
Effigy Mounds National Monument and
is identified as being clearly ancestral to
the Iowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska,
Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma, OtoeMissouria Tribe of Oklahoma, HoChunk Nation of Wisconsin, and
Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska.
Linguistic, oral tradition, temporal and
geographic evidence reasonably
indicates that the following Sioux
Indian tribes possess ancestral ties to
the Effigy Mounds National Monument
region and the human remains and
associated funerary objects described
above: Upper Sioux Indian Community
of the Upper Sioux Reservation,
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux
Community of Minnesota (Prior Lake),
Lower Sioux Indian Community of
Minnesota Mdewakanton Sioux Indians
of the Lower Sioux Reservation in
Minnesota, and Prairie Island Indian
Community of Minnesota Mdewakanton
Sioux Indians of the Prairie Island
Reservation.
The Treaty of September 21, 1832
(Stat. L. VII, 374) between the Sauk and
Fox and the United States, a cession
required of the Sauk and Fox as
indemnity for the expenses of the Black
Hawk War, demonstrates that the Sac
and Fox Tribe of the Mississippi in
Iowa, Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in
Kansas and Nebraska, and Sac and Fox
Nation of Oklahoma are the aboriginal
occupants of the lands encompassing
the present-day Effigy Mounds National
Monument. Based upon an examination
of the historical and geographical
information, the Effigy Mounds National
Monument superintendent determined
that the Sac and Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa, Sac and Fox Nation
of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska,
and Sac and Fox Nation of Oklahoma
share a historic and continuing
affiliation with Effigy Mounds National
Monument lands, but do not possess a
cultural affiliation with the human
remains and associated funerary objects
described above.
Based on the above-mentioned
information, the Effigy Mounds National
Monument superintendent has
determined that, pursuant to 43 CFR
10.2 (d)(1), the human remains listed
above represent the physical remains of
15 individuals of Native American

ancestry. The Effigy Mounds National
Monument superintendent also has
determined that, pursuant to 43 CFR
10.2 (d)(2), the three objects listed above
are reasonably believed to have been
placed with or near individual human
remains at the time of death or later as
part of the death rite or ceremony.
Lastly, the Effigy Mounds National
Monument superintendent determined
that, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.2 (e), there
is the relationship of shared group
identity that can be reasonably traced
between these Native American human
remains and associated funerary objects
and the Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma;
Otoe-Missouria Tribe of Indians,
Oklahoma; Ho-Chunk Nation of
Wisconsin; Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska; Upper Sioux Indian
Community of the Upper Sioux
Reservation, Minnesota; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota (Prior Lake); Lower Sioux
Indian Community of Minnesota
Mdewakanton Sioux Indians of the
Lower Sioux Reservation in Minnesota;
and Prairie Island Indian Community of
Minnesota Mdewakanton Sioux Indians
of the Prairie Island Reservation,
Minnesota.
This notice has been sent to officials
of the Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma;
Otoe-Missouria Tribe of Indians,
Oklahoma; Ho-Chunk Nation of
Wisconsin; Sac and Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Sac and Fox Nation
of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska; Sac
and Fox Nation, Oklahoma; Winnebago
Tribe of Nebraska; Upper Sioux Indian
Community of the Upper Sioux
Reservation, Minnesota; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota; Lower Sioux Indian
Community of Minnesota Mdewakanton
Sioux Indians of the Lower Sioux
Reservation in Minnesota; and Prairie
Island Indian Community of Minnesota
Mdewakanton Sioux Indians of the
Prairie Island Reservation, Minnesota.
Representatives of any other Indian tribe
that believes itself to be culturally
affiliated with these human remains and
associated funerary objects should
contact Phyllis Ewing, Superintendent,
Effigy Mounds National Monument, 151
Highway 76, Harpers Ferry, IA 52146–
7519, telephone (319) 873–3491, before
April 9, 2001. Repatriation of the human
remains and associated funerary objects
to the Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma;
Otoe-Missouria Tribe of Indians,
Oklahoma; Ho-Chunk Nation of
Wisconsin; Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska; Upper Sioux Indian
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Community of the Upper Sioux
Reservation, Minnesota; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota (Prior Lake); Lower Sioux
Indian Community of Minnesota
Mdewakanton Sioux Indians of the
Lower Sioux Reservation in Minnesota;
or Prairie Island Indian Community of
Minnesota Mdewakanton Sioux Indians
of the Prairie Island Reservation,
Minnesota will begin after that date if
no additional claimants come forward.
Dated: February 14, 2001
John Robbins,
Assistant Director, Cultural Resources
Stewardship and Partnerships.
[FR Doc. 01–5944 Filed 3–8–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–F

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
Notice of Inventory Completion for
Native American Human Remains and
Associated Funerary Objects in the
Possession of the U.S. Department of
Energy, Richland Operations Office,
Richland, WA
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with provisions of the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 43 CFR 10.9, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains and associated funerary objects
in the possession of the U.S. Department
of Energy, Richland Operations Office,
Richland, WA.
This notice is published as part of the
National Park Service’s administrative
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 43 CFR
10.2 (c). The determinations within this
notice are the sole responsibility of the
museum, institution, or Federal agency
that has control of these Native
American human remains and
associated funerary objects. The
National Park Service is not responsible
for the determinations within this
notice.
A detailed assessment of the human
remains was made by the U.S.
Department of Energy, Richland
Operations Office professional staff and
contract specialists in archeology,
ethnography, and human osteology, in
consultation with representatives of the
Confederated Tribes and Bands of the
Yakama Indian Nation of the Yakama
Reservation, Washington; the
Confederated Tribes of the Colville
Reservation, Washington; the
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla
Reservation, Oregon; the Nez Perce

Tribe of Idaho; and the Wanapum Band,
a non-Federally recognized Indian
group.
In 1968, human remains representing
one individual were recovered from site
45–BN–128, Benton County, WA, by Dr.
David Rice, Washington State
University, Pullman, WA, during an
archeological survey. No known
individual was identified. The seven
associated funerary objects are
fragments of dentalium shells, one of
which exhibits intricately etched
designs.
Site 45–BN–128 is a burial site
located on an island about 4 miles
downriver from Tacht, a major Native
American village. Tacht, located near
the East White Bluffs townsite, was
occupied until 1943 by members of the
Wanapum Band, as well as members of
other tribes whose descendants now
reside on the Yakama, Umatilla, Colville
and Nez Perce reservations. Artifacts
observed at the burial site included
chipped stone tools, a bone needle, glass
trade beads, and shell beads.
Based on skeletal morphology, the
archeological context, the condition of
the human remains, and the associated
funerary objects, these human remains
have been identified as Native American
dating prior to European contact.
Historic documents, ethnographic
sources, and oral history indicate that
the Wanapum Band, also known as the
Priest Rapids Indians, occupied this
section of the Columbia River since
precontact times. The treaties of 1855
and other historic documents,
ethnographic sources, and oral history
identify site 45–BN–128 as located on
the ceded lands boundary between the
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla
Reservation, Oregon, and the
Confederated Tribes and Bands of the
Yakama Indian Nation of the Yakama
Reservation, Washington, in an area
routinely visited by bands associated
with both groups. Bands associated with
the Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho and the
Confederated Tribes of the Colville
Reservation, Washington, are also
known to have used the area routinely.
In 1974–75, human remains
representing one individual were
recovered from Taks’sah’ (45–BN–157),
Benton County, WA, during legallyauthorized archeological excavations
conducted by the Mid-Columbia
Archaeological Society under the
direction of Dr. David Rice, University
of Idaho, Moscow, ID. The remains were
transferred to the U.S. Department of
Energy, Richland Operations Office in
1994. No known individual was
identified. The eight associated funerary
objects are stone flakes.
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Taks’sah’, also known as Jaeger’s
Island, was a principle Wanapum
sedentary village that was occupied
until 1943. Based on skeletal
morphology, the archeological context,
the condition of the human remains,
and the associated funerary objects,
these human remains have been
identified as Native American dating
prior to European contact. Historic
documents, ethnographic sources, and
oral history indicate that the Wanapum
Band occupied this section of the
Columbia River since precontact times.
The treaties of 1855 and other historic
documents, ethnographic sources, and
oral history identify site 45–BN–157 as
located within the ceded lands of the
Confederated Tribes and Bands of the
Yakama Indian Nation of the Yakama
Reservation, Washington, in an area
routinely visited by bands associated
with this tribe. Bands associated with
the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla
Reservation, Oregon; the Confederated
Tribes of the Colville Reservation,
Washington; and the Nez Perce Tribe of
Idaho are also known to have used the
area routinely.
In 1987, human remains representing
one individual were recovered from site
45–BN–163, Benton County, WA,
during archeological surface collection
by Hanford Cultural Resources
Laboratory staff. No known individual
was identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
Site 45–BN–163 is a housepit
containing materials typically
associated with the late precontact
settlement of the area, including firecracked rock, cobble tools, notched
pebble sinkers, corner-notched
projectile points, flakes, and shell.
These remains were recovered in an
area traditionally associated with the
Wanapum Band and within the ceded
lands of the Confederated Tribes of the
Umatilla Reservation, Oregon. Bands
associated with the Confederated Tribes
and Bands of the Yakama Indian Nation
of the Yakama Reservation, Washington;
the Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho; and the
Confederated Tribes of the Colville
Reservation, Washington, are also
known to have used this area routinely.
Based on the above-mentioned
information, officials of the U.S.
Department of Energy, Richland
Operations Office have determined that,
pursuant to 43 CFR 10.2 (d)(1), the
human remains listed above represent
the physical remains of three
individuals of Native American
ancestry. Officials of the U.S.
Department of Energy, Richland
Operations Office also have determined
that, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.2 (d)(2), the
15 objects listed above are reasonably

Federal Register / Vol. 73, No. 104 / Thursday, May 29, 2008 / Notices
Wichita and Affiliated Tribes,
Oklahoma may proceed after that date if
no additional claimants come forward.
The Texas Archeological Research
Laboratory is responsible for notifying
the Caddo Nation of Oklahoma and
Wichita and Affiliated Tribes,
Oklahoma that this notice has been
published.
Dated: March 31, 2008
Sherry Hutt,
Manager, National NAGPRA Program.
[FR Doc. E8–11990 Filed 5–28–08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312–50–S

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
Notice of Inventory Completion: U.S.
Department of the Interior, National
Park Service, Effigy Mounds National
Monument, Harpers Ferry, IA
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is here given in accordance
with the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3003, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains in the possession of the U.S.
Department of the Interior, National
Park Service, Effigy Mounds National
Monument, Harpers Ferry, IA. The
human remains were removed from
Allamakee and Clayton Counties, IA.
This notice is published as part of the
National Park Service’s administrative
responsibilities under NAGPRA, 25
U.S.C. 3003 (d)(3). The determinations
in this notice are the sole responsibility
of the superintendent, Effigy Mounds
National Monument.
A detailed assessment of the human
remains was made by Effigy Mounds
National Monument professional staff
and Iowa Office of the State
Archeologist professional staff in
consultation with representatives of the
Ho–Chunk Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa
Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska; Iowa
Tribe of Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Otoe–Missouria Tribe of Indians,
Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas
and Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation,
Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community,
Minnesota; and Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska.
At an unknown date, human remains
representing a minimum of two

individuals were removed from Waukon
Junction Rockshelter in Allamakee
County, IA, by unknown persons. No
further information regarding the site is
known. No known individuals were
identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
At an unknown date, human remains
representing a minimum of three
individuals were removed from
Marquette Rockshelter in Clayton
County, IA, by unknown persons. No
further information regarding the site is
known. No known individuals were
identified. No associated funerary
objects are present.
Officials of Effigy Mounds National
Monument have determined that,
pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 3001 (9–10), the
human remains described above
represent the physical remains of five
individuals of Native American
ancestry. Officials of Effigy Mounds
National Monument also have
determined that, pursuant to 25 U.S.C.
3001 (2), a relationship of shared group
identity cannot reasonably be traced
between the Native American human
remains and any present–day Indian
tribe.
The Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Review
Committee (Review Committee) is
responsible for recommending specific
actions for disposition of culturally
unidentifiable human remains. In
September 2007, Effigy Mounds
National Monument requested that the
Review Committee recommend
disposition of six culturally
unidentifiable human remains to the
Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas
and Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation,
Oklahoma; and Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa as the aboriginal
occupants of the lands encompassing
the present–day Effigy Mounds National
Monument. One individual of the six
referenced in the request has since been
determined to be part of a repatriated
bundle burial. Its inclusion in the
request to the Review Committee was an
error and it is not included in this
notice.
Effigy Mounds National Monument is
located within the area covered by the
Treaty of September 21, 1832 between
the Sauk and Fox tribes and the United
States (Stat. L. VII 374), and the national
monument is located within the area
covered by the November 23, 1973 final
award of the Indian Claims Commission
to the Sauk and Fox tribes (4 Ind. Cl.
Comm. 367 [1957]). The Review
Committee considered the proposal at
its October 15–16, 2007 meeting and
recommended disposition of the human
remains to the Sac & Fox Nation of
Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska; Sac &
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Fox Nation, Oklahoma; and Sac & Fox
Tribe of the Mississippi in Iowa.
A November 28, 2007, letter on behalf
of the Secretary of the Interior from the
Designated Federal Official, transmitted
the authorization for the park to effect
disposition of the physical remains of
the culturally unidentifiable individuals
to the three Indian tribes listed above
contingent on the publication of a
Notice of Inventory Completion in the
Federal Register. This notice fulfills
that requirement.
Representatives of any other Indian
tribe that believes itself to be culturally
affiliated with the human remains
should contact Phyllis Ewing,
superintendent, Effigy Mounds National
Monument, 151 HWY 76, Harpers Ferry,
IA 52146, telephone (563) 873–3491,
before June 30, 2008. Disposition of the
human remains to the Sac & Fox Nation
of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska; Sac
& Fox Nation, Oklahoma; and Sac & Fox
Tribe of the Mississippi in Iowa may
proceed after that date if no additional
claimants come forward.
Effigy Mounds National Monument is
responsible for notifying the Ho–Chunk
Nation of Wisconsin; Iowa Tribe of
Kansas and Nebraska; Iowa Tribe of
Oklahoma; Lower Sioux Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Otoe–Missouria Tribe of Indians,
Oklahoma; Prairie Island Indian
Community in the State of Minnesota;
Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas
and Nebraska; Sac & Fox Nation,
Oklahoma; Sac & Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa; Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community of
Minnesota; Upper Sioux Community,
Minnesota; and Winnebago Tribe of
Nebraska that this notice has been
published.
Dated: April 18, 2008
Sherry Hutt,
Manager, National NAGPRA Program.
[FR Doc. E8–11988 Filed 5–28–08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312–50–S

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
Notice of Inventory Completion:
Oregon State University, Department
of Anthropology, Corvallis, OR
National Park Service, Interior.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Notice is here given in accordance
with the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA), 25 U.S.C. 3003, of the
completion of an inventory of human
remains in the control of Oregon State

June 8, 2011
James A. Nepstad, Superintendent
Effigy Mounds National Monument
151 Highway 76
Harpers Ferry IA 52146
Re: Examination of recently returned “missing” human remains from Effigy Mounds National
Monument collections
Dear Superintendent Nepstad:
In 1986-1987, at the request of Effigy Mounds National Monument (EFMO), the Office of the State
Archaeologist Burials Program examined and inventoried human remains that had been pulled from
existing EFMO collections. The OSA temporarily took physical possession of the remains for the
purpose of completing that project.
Human remains from the following accessions were involved in the 1986-1987 work:
From sites/accessions outside EFMO boundaries: Accession 13 (New Albin Rockshelter), Accession
14 (Elephant Terrace, 13AM59), Accession 44 (from unknown location), Accession 48 (Waukon Jct.
Rockshelter, 13AM266—later corrected in OSA site records to 13AM268), Accession 49 (Spike
Hollow Rockshelter, 13AM47), Accession 50 (Guttenberg Burial), Accession 51 (Quandahl
Rockshelter, 13WH35), Accession 70 (Marquette Rockshelter), Accession 77 (Karnopp Mound Group,
Prairie du Chien, Crawford County, Wisconsin), Accession 87 (from unknown location).
From sites/accessions inside EFMO boundaries: Accession 1 (Mound 55, 13AM82), Accession 5 (Sny
Magill, Mound 7, 13CT18), Accession 8 (Highway 76 Rockshelter, 13CT231), Accession 16 (either
Mound 36 or 37, 13AM190), Accession 53 (Mound 18, 13AM207), Accession 78 (Mound 12,
13AM101), Accession 106 (Mound 33, 13AM190), Accession 107 (Mound 39, 13AM190), Accession
109 (Mound 38, 13AM190), Accession 111 (Mound 41, 13AM190).
The agreement at the time was remains from sites within EFMO boundaries would be returned to
EFMO, while remains from sites outside of EFMO boundaries would be reburied in the appropriate
state cemetery by OSA. The remains from outside of EFMO boundaries were reburied by OSA, except
for Accession 77 (Karnopp Mound Group, Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin). Those remains (Accession
77) were returned to Wisconsin. In 1987, the remains from sites within EFMO boundaries were
returned to EFMO (loan form with James David’s signature acknowledging the receipt of the remains
we were to return to Effigy Mounds, dated May 1, 1987; reference in May 12, 1987 EFMO staff
meeting minutes; letter dated February 28, 1990).
At some point between May 1987 and July 1995, these remains went “missing.” Attempts by EMFO
and the Midwest Archeological Center in the 1990s and 2000s to relocate them were unsuccessful.
This spring (2011) some human remains, believed to be the missing remains, were found in the garage
of former superintendent Tom Munson and returned to EFMO. I was asked to examine those remains
and compare them to the inventories compiled by OSA in 1986-1987 (OSA Contract Completion

Report 245). Except for one small hand-written note, there was no documentation present with the
materials. Some remains did have accession or site numbers written on the bones themselves. The
remains had been placed in two large black plastic bags and a few smaller ziplock bags. One of the
black plastic bags had commingled remains from several accessions. Most of the remains are
fragmented, and there is evidence of “recent” breakage of some of the remains, most likely occurring
due to handling and storage conditions. The remains were removed from the plastic bags, sorted by
accession, and placed in specimen trays. Unlabeled, but identifiable, bone elements and fragments
were compared to the descriptions in the 1987 inventories and text reports. In addition, I counted the
small, miscellaneous unlabeled (and un-assignable) bone fragments. The numbers correspond, for the
most part, to the numbers listed in the “miscellaneous” categories in the inventories of the various
accessions that I was able to account for. At the conclusion of my examination, the specimen trays
containing the remains were placed in a locked cabinet within a secure area of the EFMO repository.
I was able to determine that:
1) The remains from Accession 5, Accession 16, Accession 53, Accession 78, Accession 107, and
Accession 111 could mostly be accounted for in the returned remains.
2) Approximately half of Accession 8 could not be accounted for in the returned material.
3) Remains from Accession 1, Accession 106, and Accession 109 are not included in the returned
material.
4) Included in the returned remains was a facial portion of a cranium labeled “13CT26.” This
incomplete cranium had been included with the Accession 8 material in 1986-1987 and is
briefly described in the OSA 1987 report.
5) Two bones, an innominate labeled “1940” and a badly gnawed long bone shaft labeled “1941,”
were also included in the returned remains. A check of the EFMO deaccession records indicate
these remains were from Accession 95. My check of the OSA report as well as hand-written
notes in our files did not find any reference to either of these catalog numbers.
I am including an accession-by-accession account of my May 19-20, 2011, examination of the recently
returned remains.
In 1986-1987, the location of the Highway 76 Rockshelter, 13CT231 (Accession 8) was believed to be
within EFMO boundaries (OSA site sheet and EFMO records). Recent research by EFMO staff
indicates this rockshelter is located just outside EFMO boundaries. Even though outside park
boundaries, OSA defers to EFMO to handle repatriation and reburial of these remains.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Shirley J. Schermer
Director, Burials Program
319-384-0740
shirley-schermer@uiowa.edu

May 19-20, 2011 Examination of Recently Returned Human Remains Believed to be from the
Missing Accessions Originally Returned to EFMO by OSA in 1987
Accession 1 (Mound 55, 13AM82): The remains from this accession could not be accounted for in
the material examined and are not included in the returned material. The three pages of the 1987
accession inventory indicate a number of fragments were labeled “Md. 55” or “AM47,” but no
fragments with this label were found during the 2011 examination. Plus there were no bone elements
or fragments that matched the inventory descriptions or were not assigned to other accessions.
Accession 5 (Sny Magill, Mound 7, 13CT18): This accession appears to be accounted for. Five
fragments labeled “Md 7 SM” or “SM Md 7” were found mixed in with remains from Accession 53,
Mound 18—two cranial fragments, one possible cranial fragment, one fragment of an articular surface
(possibly femur), and one long bone fragment. In a separate unlabeled bag (that also seemed to contain
Accession 111 bones) were 17 small cranial fragments and 20 small long bone fragments, several tiny
fragments, and one cancellous tissue fragment.
Accession 8 (Highway 76 Rockshelter, 13CT231): Only approximately half of this accession could
be accounted for in the returned remains. The bones are in excellent condition and labeled with
catalog numbers. The following catalog numbers were present and are accounted for: 4592, 4593,
4594, 4600, 4633, 4679, 4685, 4686 (2), 4691, 4694, 4696, 4715, 4776, 4788, 4789, 4790, 4791, 4795
(2), 4800, 4801, 4817, 4822, 4859, 4869, 4870, 4878, 4885, 4889, 4920 (2), 4925, 4927, 4939, 4940,
4945 (2), 4946 (2), 4947, 4949 (2), 4950 (8), 4951 (2), 4952 (2), 4953, 4954, 4955 (3), 4956, 4958,
4960, 4963, 4966, 4971, 4972, 4980, 4981 (2), 4998 (2), 5020 (2), 5021, 5025, 5026, 5028, 5032 (4),
5033, 5034, 5038, 5041 (2), 5042, 5047 (4), 5051 (4), 5056, 5072, 5093 (6), 5096, 5097, 5098, 5099,
5103, 5108, 5109, 5111, 5115 (1 of 2), 5116 (1 of 3), 5121, 5122 (1 of 2), 5123, 5124, 5127, 5132 (2),
5147, 5148, 5153 (2), 5156, 5188, 5189 (2), 5190, 5206 (3), 5220 (2), 5225, 5227 (2), 5231, 5233 (2),
5236, 5239 (4 + 1 non-human fragment with that number), 5362 (2), 5394, 5427, 5430, 5434, 5473 (2),
5474, 5475, 5476 (3), 5477, 5478, 5479, 5480 (2), 5481, 5482, 5483, 5484 (3), 5520, 5558, 5586, 5589
(2), 5594 (2), 5636, 5695, 5707.
However, there were several missing catalog numbers when compared to the numbers on the 19861987 loan form. And, when compared to the 1987 inventory, teeth, cranial remains, vertebrae, ribs,
some long bones, innominate, and pubic bones could not be accounted for. Remains from this EFMO
accession were listed on the EFMO 2008 NAGPRA summary. However, the catalog numbers listed on
that 2008 summary do not match any of the catalog numbers on the 1986-1987 loan form. The catalog
numbers that could not be accounted for are: 4606, 4638, 4659, 4692 (5), 4769, 4773, 4775 (2),
4779 (2), 4806, 4820 (5), 4845, 4846, 4847, 4848 (4), 4849, 4861 (2), 4867, 4884, 4924, 4928, 4929,
4930 (3), 4959, 4961, 4962 (2), 4964 (2), 4965, 4970, 5000, 5002, 5012, 5013, 5014, 5016 (2), 5017,
5018, 5019, 5088 (4), 5089, 5090, 5091, 5100, 5101, 5102, 5104, 5105, 5106, 5107, 5112, 5113, 5114,
5115 (1 of 2), 5116 (1 of 3), 5117, 5118, 5119, 5122 (1 of 2), 5179 (2), 5180 (2), 5181, 5187 (2), 5200,
5213, 5219, 5221, 5232, 5341, 5378, 5379, 5393, 5425, 5426, 5428, 5471, 5486, 5494, 5516, 5555 (2),
5582. The loan form also notes “one sack skull fragments.” Some of the unlabeled cranial fragments in
the bags of recently returned remains could possibly belong to this accession; but in terms of counts of
these fragments and similarities to remains in the other accessions for which I was able to make
positive assignments, it is more likely the fragments in the “one sack skull fragments” are not among
the returned remains for Accession 8.

Accession 16 (either Mound 36 or 37, 13AM190): The remains from this accession are accounted for.
Some bone fragments are labeled and match the numbers on the 1990 EFMO deaccession list. These
fragments and unlabeled bones match the descriptions in the 1987 report text inventory.
Accession 53 (Mound 18, 13AM207): This accession is mostly accounted for. A number of the
bones/fragments had “Mound 18” written on the bone surface. The bones/fragments were assigned to
Mound 18 based on the inventory description. A number of miscellaneous, unlabeled burned cranial
fragments from the black plastic bag of commingled remains were assigned to this accession. What
could not be accounted for, based on the inventory descriptions, are one mandible fragment (burned,
right gonial angle) and three of 4 femur proximal epiphyseal fragments (unburned). It is possible these
fragments were fragmented beyond recognition during handling/storage in the intervening years or lost
as remains were transferred at some point from their original bags and boxes into the black plastic
bags.
Accession 78 (Mound 12, 13AM101): The remains from this accession are mostly accounted for. The
still missing, or unaccounted for, fragments include one frontal fragment (lateral portion of left orbit
and zygomatic process, unburned), one humerus shaft fragment (partially burned); one patellae
(incomplete, burned), one vertebral body fragment (burned), and one very small box of burned earth
with very tiny fragmented bone. There was a small plastic bag, unlabeled, that could have been the
burned earth with tiny fragments mentioned in the 1987 report. And it is possible that the other
unaccounted for fragments could have been badly fragmented or lost post-inventory during the
“missing” years due to handling, storage conditions, or transferring from their original bags and boxes.
Accession 106 (Mound 33, 13AM190): The remains from this accession could not be accounted for
in the material examined and are not included in the returned material. The 1987 report states
that most bones from this accession were marked “Md. 33 E R-3.” No bones or fragments in the
recently returned remains had this label. The remains listed in the three pages of the 1987 inventory for
this accession are not present, except for possibly three calcaneus fragments that could not be
assigned/were not missing from the other accounted for accessions. The Accession 109 inventory also
lists calcanei, so some or all of these calcaneus fragments could belong to that accession.
Accession 107 (Mound 39, 13AM190): The remains from this accession are most likely accounted for.
The 1987 inventory listed the remains from this accession as consisting of “20 small fragments of
small-sized long bones and three small fragments of cancellous bone.” While none of the unlabeled
small fragments can be assigned with certainty to this accession, it is likely, based on counts of
unlabeled fragments and assignments to other accounted for accessions, that the remains from this
accession are present in the recently returned remains.
Accession 109 (Mound 38, 13AM190): The remains from this accession could not be accounted for
in the material examined and are not included in the returned material. Based on the descriptions
in the two pages of the 1987 inventory and the report text, the remains from this accession could not be
accounted for in the recently returned remains, except for possibly three calcaneus fragments that could
not be assigned/were not missing from the other accounted for accessions. The Accession 107
inventory also lists calcanei, so some or all of these calcaneus fragments could belong to that
accession.

Accession 111 (Mound 41, 13AM190): The remains from this accession are accounted for. Four shaft
fragments were in a bag with remains labeled “Accession 8.” These shafts were not labeled and were
in a different state of preservation. These shaft fragments matched the description in the 1987 report of
the Accession 111 remains.
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Timeline of EFMO Human Remains Issue
1950’s through 1970’s - EFMO archeologists and researchers collect human remains excavated
from archeological sites, including burial mounds, with the park. In keeping with the traditions
of the day, all artifacts and human remains were kept in the park’s museum collection. Also
during this time, the park accepted archeological materials, including human remains, from
archeological sites located in the surrounding region outside the park.
December 9, 1985 - EFMO Scope of Collections Statement is approved by the Regional
Director. This document contains the scope of collections checklist used by the regional office
to evaluate new statements, and the comments (presumably from the regional office) attached to
this checklist include the following two statements:
•
•

“It is suggested that the Statement include requirements for the eventual deaccessioning
of those objects that are replaced by ones of better quality.” This is followed with a handwritten notation that says “Historical only – or natural – not archeological”
“...your statement cannot indicate that archeological materials will be deaccessioned.”
This statement was underlined by hand.

August 8, 1986
Maria Pearson of the Iowa Indian Advisory Committee writes to Tom Munson informing him
she has learned that human remains are in the EFMO collection and advises him that they should
be reburied, preferably in the mounds they came from.
August 12, 1986
Superintendent Tom Munson responds to Maria Pearson’s August 8, 1986 letter, telling her it
appears he’ll be able to work with her to comply with her request and recommendations. He
informs her of a meeting he has planned with MWAC (Mark Lynott) and OSA staff (Duane
Anderson), and promises to keep her updated.
September 5, 1986
Superintendent Munson again responds to Maria Pearson’s August 8, 1986 letter. Munson
informs Pearson that after conferring with the State Archaeologist, the park is prepared to
transfer all human remains to the Office of the State Archaeologist for examination and
confirmation that they are human in origin. He also informs Pearson that all human remains
originating outside the park will be “returned to the Native American community for reburial.”
He ends by saying the material from inside the park will be returned to the park, and “…we will
work with you then toward locating its ultimate repository.”
September 24, 1986
The staff meeting notes for October 6, 1986 indicate that on September 24, Shirley Schermer
from the Office of the State Archeologist “…picked up the human remains material collected
inside and outside of the monument for study.” The notes also mention that the material collected
from inside the monument will be returned in April or May, and the material from outside the
park will be re-interred with assistance from the Iowa Indian Advisory Committee.
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October 7, 1986
Park staff issue a loan form for the human remains that Schermer picked up in late September.
Schermer acknowledges receipt with a signature dated November 13, 1986.
April 7, 1987
MWAC Director Cal Calabrese accepts the Schermer and Fisher report on the human remains
from the EFMO collection, and informs Schermer that payment will be made as soon as she
“…returns the specified collections to Effigy Mounds National Monument.”
May 1, 1987
Staff meeting notes for the meeting of May 12, 1987 indicate that the park has received all of the
human remains sent to the Office of the State Archaeologist [in all likelihood, just those
collected inside the park – the rest were reinterred by the state], with the exception of 8 cranial
fragments that Schermer wanted to study further. Another loan form was filled out by park staff,
signed by both Munson and Schermer on May 1, 1987, extending the loan of those 8 fragments
until September 1, 1987. In November 1989, this loan was further extended to February 28,
1990. The 8 fragments were returned to the park by Schermer on February 28, 1990.
February 21, 1989
Superintendent Munson saves a couple of magazine articles to park files. One is a Harpers article
titled “Skeletons in Our Museum’s Closets” and the other is an article from The Nation titled
“Indians Gaining on the U.S. in Battle Over Ancestral Bones.”
April 27, 1989
Superintendent Munson receives a memo from the WASO Curatorial Services Division
containing a report from a curatorial workshop participant, Anne Jordan, who had been assigned
to write about issues involving EFMO’s “sensitive Native American materials.” Although this
report states that no decisions have been made, it is clear that at this time the current thinking in
the park is to rebury the remains collected inside the park (Jordan refers to 4 cabinet drawers full
of remains) in a manner that would allow them to be re-exhumed if there was a need for further
study. The report also outlines the legislation (Antiquities Act and ARPA) mandating that these
materials be held by a public institution.
July 13, 1990
Superintendent Tom Munson moves out of park housing by this date and signs a vacancy
inspection form. Staff meeting minutes indicate that the McIlrath’s moved into his former
housing unit (Quarters #2) on July 29, 1990, and housing inspection forms verify this.
July 16, 1990
Superintendent Tom Munson signs a Report of Survey form. In the Board of Survey findings
section, it is stated “Miscellaneous material that does not fit the Scope of Collection Statement
for artifact/museum storage at Effigy Mounds NM. Deaccession from collection.” Attached is a
listing of all the catalog numbers for the human remains collection inside the park. In the
Accountable Officer Recommended disposition section, the box for “Abandon” is clearly
marked. There is a handwritten notation at the top of the original form that says “Keep SG 1117-97” The 11-17-1997 date is extremely significant in that it is the date Dale Henning visited
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April 6, 1992
Someone attaches a hand-written note to a draft Museum Collections Plan (drafted by a
contractor in October 1987) stating that as of April 6, 1992, the park is operating under that draft
plan. Pages 17-19 of the document contain multiple references to a plan to photograph and
inventory the human remains in the collection, and then rebury them in a recorded location. The
human remains are also identified as not falling “…within the Scope of Collection as approved
in 1985, or the proposed changes in this document.” Instructions for deaccessioning items are
included on page 24. Page 28 contains yet another reference to the plan to rebury the human
remains, and states that they should be catalogued if that plan changes.
March 9, 1993
The regional director approves the park’s updated Scope of Collections Statement, signed by
Superintendent Munson on January 3, 1992. This version contains no obvious references to
human remains in the collection. Page 4 contains this statement: “All archeological materials
removed from within park boundaries through systemic investigation are NPS property and must
be retained in the park’s museum collection per 43 CFR Part 7 and NPS-28.”
January 3, 1994
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
A phone message slip written by Friday Wiles and addressed to “
/Tom M” documents a
call received from Anna Funmaker of the Wisconsin Winnebago tribe. The message states
“Would like to know what’s in our collection (list of items). May come down & see – will call
before she does. Asked about bones. Explained there were none in collection.”
February 17, 1994
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C) formally documented a phone call from Anna Funmaker in the Ho-Chunk

Historic Preservation Office. Apparently Ms. Funmaker “…indicated that they [the Ho-Chunk]
are interested in the land and mounds themselves rather than the artifacts.”
February 18, 1994
Tom Thiessen from MWAC wrote to Superintendent Munson – apparently in reply to an inquiry
from Munson about the previous day’s phone conversation (see February 17entry above).
Thiessen ends the memo with “Keep in mind that NAGPRA makes no mention of the
repatriation of land.”
March 9, 1994
Tom Thiessen from MWAC wrote a memo to Superintendent Munson outlining Indian Claims
Commission decisions showing the Winnebago had no claim to land in the area. Towards the
end he states “My reading of NAGPRA does not suggest to me that land is repatriable under the
terms of the Act…”
April 4, 1994
The park receives the official memo from the Regional Director calling for the inventory of
human remains and associated funerary objects in all Midwest Region parks.
April 30, 1994
Superintendent Tom Munson retires from the National Park Service.
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July 20, 1994
Acting Regional Ethnographer Tom Thiessen documented a phone call from Acting
Superintendent Friday Wiles in which Friday told him of an upcoming visit of some Wisconsin
Winnebago tribal members, including one who had earlier suggested the tribe might “claim
EFMO” under NAGPRA. Tom told Friday that the language of NAGPRA did not allow that.
October 1994
Superintendent Karen Gustin EOD’s at EFMO.
May 15, 1995
As part of a larger National Park Service reorganization, the Midwest Regional Office (MWRO)
ceases to exist. The ten regions of the NPS are reduced to seven “Field Areas.” MWRO staff are
either assigned to the parks, or absorbed into what were known as the Midwest Field Office, the
Great Lakes System Support Office, or the Great Plains System Support Office. The
reorganization plan increased park autonomy in many areas, and resulted in reduced oversight of
many park programs. This reorganization proved to be short-lived (see January 1, 1997 entry).
July 28, 1995
Superintendent Karen Gustin wrote a memo to the Chief, Midwest Archeological Center stating
“This memo is to inform you that we have searched our museum collection and have found no
other human remains or associated funerary objects. The only items from Effigy Mounds are the
bundle burial and incomplete set of human remains currently housed at MWAC.”
November 16, 1995
Service-wide deadline for completing NAGPRA inventories.
January 29, 1996
Jeff Richner (MWAC archeologist) emailed Superintendent Karen Gustin (with a cc: to Mark
Lynott (MWAC archeologist), Vergil Noble (MWAC archeologist), and Michelle Watson
(MWAC Senior Cultural Anthropologist)). After discussing a list of purchase orders he had
created, Jeff wrote “Please note my question at the end of the file regarding the disposition of
numerous human skeletal remains from various park mound proveniences…I assume that there
is documentation at the park for some form of transfer of “ownership” of the skeletal remains,
since they were not listed in the park’s NAGPRA report.” On a hard copy of this email sent to
the park by Jeff Richner, there are some handwritten notations (presumably written by Jeff) in
the right margin. One notation reads “Where is the material? 1- The park? 2- Or did the park rid
itself of it before NAGPRA?” The other reads “Repat/memo says non-park collection would be
repatriated. Maybe they were reburied.”
February (?) 1996
On what appears to be a copy of Richner’s list of purchase orders (referenced in email above), is
a handwritten note from Superintendent Gustin that includes this phrase “Authority to
deaccession.”
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February (?) 1996
(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
A handwritten page of notes from Superintendent Gustin contains the remark “
thinks the
remains were deaccessioned and given to the Univ of IA.”
February 5, 1996
Michelle Watson (now Senior Cultural Anthropologist for the Great Plains System Support
Office) sends Superintendent Gustin a copy of the 1987 Fisher-Schermer report prepared
following the remains being loaned to OSA.
February 6, 1996
Michelle Watson emailed Superintendent Karen Gustin. The message contains this statement:
“So, with regards to your question of ‘Where are the remains?,’ they should be in collections.”
February 7, 1996
Gustin receives the Fisher-Schermer report from Michelle Watson.
February 8, 1996
Handwritten note from Superintendent Karen Gustin documenting a conversation with Tom
Munson has this notation: “MWAC wanted some, kept some, didn’t keep others.” Another
notation states “Bob Nickel, Mark Lynott – Did not want to return remains. Wanted to keep our
collection.” These notes are attached to the cover page of the Fisher-Schermer report received
from Watson (referenced above).
February 8, 1996
Superintendent Karen Gustin prepared a typed Memorandum of Conversation detailing her
conversations with Shirley Schermer and Tom Munson. Among other things, the memo states
that Shirley believed the missing remains had been transferred to Lincoln. Tom Munson is
quoted as saying that he did not want any remains under the park’s jurisdiction and that the park
had been working with Bob Nickel and Mark Lynott, who wanted to keep the remains in the
EFMO collection. Tom further said everything was given back to OSA to be reinterred, or sent to
MWAC.
February 8, 1996
Superintendent Karen Gustin emailed Michelle Watson, Tom Thiessen, and Jan Dial-Jones a
written account of her conversations with Shirley Schermer and Tom Munson in regards to the
missing remains, including, apparently, the Memorandum of Call discussed above. Under a
printout of this email, Superintendent Gustin manually wrote “2/9/96 – According to Michelle,
anything deaccessioned before NAGPRA was enacted does not require follow-up.”
February 9, 1996
Jan Dial-Jones emailed Karen Gustin (with cc: to Mike Evans, Michelle Watson, Jeff Richer,
Vergil Noble, and Mark Lynott). The message states “Michelle Watson asked me to contact you
today to assure you that the additional human remains discussed in the Fisher and Schermer
report are definitely not at MWAC. What a mess, huh?”
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February 9, 1996
Superintendent Karen Gustin responded to Dial-Jones stating “Yes – I think everything was
returned to OSA and all of it is probably reinterred in one of their state cemeteries.”
February 20, 1996
Michelle Watson emails Superintendent Gustin asking if there was any news relative to the
remains in the Fisher-Schermer report.
February 23, 1996
Superintendent Gustin faxes Michelle Watson a copy of the catalog numbers that were
“deaccessioned” in 1986.
February or March 1996
Superintendent Gustin faxes Michelle Watson a copy of the July 1990 Report of Survey used to
“deaccession” the remains.
Between February 22, 1996 and March 6, 1996
In the March 6, 1996 staff meeting minutes, Chief Ranger Mardi Butt-Arce reports having a
discussion with Abby Sue Fisher and Carolyn Wallingford about having a “Curatorial Strike
Team” visit the park.
March 8, 1996
Shirley Schermer of the Office of the State Archaeologist responds to a presumed inquiry into
the missing human remains at EFMO. Shirley states that she could find no correspondence
documenting that the remains had been sent to Lincoln. She goes on to say “I do, however, have
a strong recollection of being told that they had been (or were going to be) transferred there. My
recollection is that at the time, the National Park Service did not particularly want to rebury
them, so the remains were going to be reposed at the center in Lincoln.”
March 12, 1996
Superintendent Karen Gustin writes to Shirley Schermer asking for accession numbers of items
that were reinterred by OSA.
March 14, 1996
Superintendent Gustin faxes Michelle Watson her recent correspondence from and to Shirley
Schermer.
March 20, 1996
Shirley Schermer provides Superintendent Gustin with the information requested in her March
12, 1996 letter.
March 25, 1996
Superintendent Karen Gustin faxes and emails the information received from Schermer to
Michelle Watson. Towards the end of the message Gustin states “As we talked on the phone, we
are unsure of the location of the items collected from within the park and deaccessioned from our
collection in July 1990. Let me know if we need to do anything else.”
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Early April through early June 1996
Superintendent Karen Gustin is out of the park on (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) leave.
April 23, 1996
Michelle Watson distributes a memo to Karen Gustin – with copies to Andy Ketterson, Marty
Sterkel, Mark Lynott, Tom Thiessen, Jan Dial-Jones, Carolyn Wallingford, Abby-Sue Fisher,
and Mike Evans – summarizing the communications that have taken place and the conclusions
that have been reached relative to the missing remains issue. The park’s copy of this memo has a
typed header that reads “KAREN, VOID THIS MEMO PLEASE; FEED IT TO THE BIRDS.”
The memo clearly documents that the remains are missing, and repeats Watson’s assertion that
since they were “deaccessioned” prior to the passage of NAGPRA, the NPS was not required to
report them. There is no discussion of whether the remains had been “deaccessioned”
appropriately, although towards the end Watson asks Gustin about a proposed “Curatorial
Assistance Team.”
May 7, 1996
Jeff Richner (MWAC) emailed Mike Evans and Karen Gustin about a conversation with Joel
White from Luther College in which White described discovering human remains from an
EFMO excavation in Luther College’s collection. The remains were from an excavation led by
Dale Henning at Sny Magill. Richner states towards the end of the email “Further, they are not
part of the ‘deaccessioned’ EFMO collections that have been the subject of recent discussions.”
May 9, 1996
Mike Evans responds to Richner and Gustin, outlining how to deal with the remains that had
been discovered in the Luther College collection.
September 18, 1996
The park receives a trip report, dated September 13, 1996, from Carolyn Wallingford
documenting the August 20-23 visit of a “curatorial strike team” that was assembled at the
request of the park “…to assist with several museum collections related projects…” Numerous
tasks were accomplished, but at the end of the report is this statement: “The park also requested
assistance to resolve some questions related to a previous deaccessioning procedure. Due to time
restraints to complete the inventory, I was unable to pursue these questions during my site visit.
However, when I return to the park in mid-November to conduct a site visit for a collection
management plan I will follow up on this line of inquiry.” This follow up does not appear to
have occurred (see the entry for July 21, 1997).
January 1, 1997
The seven NPS Field Areas were reorganized back into the seven Regional Offices that exist
today. While the Midwest Field Office began referring to itself as the Midwest Region almost
immediately, transitioning the System Support Offices back into the regional office fold took
most of 1997 to accomplish. By 1998, the Midwest Regional Office was essentially operating as
it continues to do today.
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January 1997
Superintendent Karen Gustin departs EFMO.
January 24, 1997
MWAC transmits comments on the draft Collections Management Plan for EFMO. Referencing
Page 11, paragraph 1, lines 193-203, the comments state “The park is not working with the
Midwest Archeological Center to resolve issues relating to the 1990 deaccessioned human
remains (line 200).” The comments then go on to state that it is not clear whether those human
remains are still included in the park collections. They go on to recommend a study to resolve
the issue.
June 1997
Superintendent Kate Miller EOD’s at EFMO.
July 21, 1997
Kate Miller signs the 1997 Collections Management Plan for EFMO. The Preface of the plan
documents the history of the planning effort, and states that Carolyn Wallingford was unable to
attend the November 20-22, 1996 site visit (see September 13, 1996 entry above).
July 24, 1997
Michelle Watson (MWR) emails Mike Evans and states that she spoke with Kate Miller that day.
Kate was going to be making time to look over park NAGPRA records to “…decide how to
proceed with the consultation process.” Michelle told Mike she was going to provide Kate with
some notes “…about issues you and I are already aware of regarding NAGPRA issues at
EFMO.” Later she documents talking to Carolyn Wallingford about “the ‘lost accessions’ issue
of some time ago.” Carolyn referred her to the strike team trip report and the 1997 Collections
Management Plan. Michelle also states that Kate “…expressed her embarrassment and
discontent about not being able to locate certain collection items that American Indian have
recently inquired about.” Kate is reported to have spoken with a Luther College professional
(presumably Dale Henning) who has volunteered to look into the issue.
September 16, 1997
Purchase Order 1443PX6290-97-012 was cut for Henning to perform the work mentioned at the
end of the July 24, 1997 entry.
September 1998
Dale Henning submits his paper titled “Accession History and Status of Accessioned Materials
and 1986 & 1990 Deaccessioned Items and Objects.” One of the project’s assigned objectives
was to review the 1990 removal of human remains from the collection, including documentation
and a determination of potential disposition of the remains. Henning states that “The
disappearance of the skeletal remains became apparent at EFMO and resulted in a series of
correspondences early in 1996, the general conclusions of which was that the remains were
unaccountably missing (Appendix E).” Notably missing from Henning’s report is the actual
“deaccession” document, or any discussion of its suitability and/or legal sufficiency. Henning’s
report does not appear to have been shared with anyone outside the NPS, including tribes with
which Superintendents Gustin and Miller have initiated contact in 1996-1998.
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October 1999
Superintendent Kate Miller departs EFMO.
December 1999
Superintendent Phyllis Ewing EOD’s at EFMO.
August 8, 2000
Mark Lynott (MWAC) sends an email to Tom Thiessen, Jan Dial-Jones, Bob Nickel, with a cc:
to Mike Evans, documenting a phone conversation he had with EFMO superintendent Phyllis
Ewing. Towards the end he states “I also told her about the disappearance of all the other human
remains from the park collections.”

From this point on, there appear to be no further references in park records to the missing
remains until the issue reawakened in late April 2011.
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Notes on EFMO remains, 12/29/11
General comments:
1. One aspect of the history of collection management of human remains at
EFMO that makes it difficult to determine precisely what remains are
presently unaccounted for is that some remains were cataloged and labeled
while others were not. Further, Fisher and Shermer (1987) did not identify
any of the remains that were loaned to them by catalog number,
nor did they assign unique specimen or other identification numbers to the
individual bones and bone fragments. Accordingly, Shermer’s excellent efforts
toward matching the remains returned in 2011 with those analyzed in 1986/7
were made primarily by comparing individual specimen identifications from the
earlier work with the remains currently housed at EFMO. Shermer has
identified the materials extant in 2011 by catalog number where those numbers
are present, but, the lack of identifications by catalog number, or by any
unique identification number, in the original identification effort limits
the ability to make one-to-one comparisons.
2. As Henning (1998) pointed out, the lack of reference to original
archeological projects from which the human remains were recovered in the
1986 loan to Fisher and Shermer and within their 1987 report is unfortunate.
Had such associations been made at the time, it would have been apparent that
in two or more accessions, the numbers of human remains being loaned were
less than the number of human remains excavated (e.g., Accession 5, Sny
Magill Mound 7) or entirely lacking from proveniences known to have yielded
human remains (e.g. Accession 1, Hanging Rock Site, and Accession 5, Sny
Magill Mounds 24, 27, and 43 and Three Mound Group Mound 57).
3. The multiple EFMO Federal Register NAGPRA Inventory and Repatriation
notices from 2001 through 2008 do not include accession information. I have
determined the accessions for all of the remains listed in those Notices.
However, there appear to be a few remains (e.g., catalog number 9917 from
Accession 147) that were among the remains present at the park in 2001 but
that are not listed in the Notices in 2001 and later years and are not
presently accounted for at EFMO. Perhaps they have been repatriated, but if
so, they are not listed in the Federal Register Notices.
4. There are human remains that are listed on the 1986 “deaccession” form,
the 1990 Board of Survey, the 1986 loan, and/or identified by Fisher and
Shermer (1987) that are presently unaccounted for. Other human remains from
those lists are accounted for. Based upon Shermer’s analyses, I have provided
approximate counts of the missing bones and bone fragments in the summary of
accessions below. Given that many of the remains were highly fragmentary and
in an a relatively poor state of preservation when they were excavated up to
61 years ago, such counts cannot be considered to be absolutely definitive,
but instead can provide a general guide to the amount of remains are
unaccounted for.
5. There are inconsistencies in the catalog numbers listed on the 1986
“deaccession” form and the 1990 Board of Survey versus the 1986 loan (see
Table 1). In 2011, Shermer identified some of these inconsistencies, but
Table 1 should be considered to be a more complete list. In some accessions
these differences are minor while on others there are numerous catalog
numbers provided in one list that do not appear in any others.

6. There are human remains excavated from two sites in the park in 1950 and
from multiple mounds in 1952 at Sny Magill, then outside the park, but
federally owned, that do not appear to have been accessioned into the park’s
museum collection. The numerous remains from Mound 57 (Three Mound Group,
13AM82) that were returned to EFMO in 2000 are one example. While those
remains were accounted for and repatriated, other remains (e.g., those from
the Hanging Rock Site [1950] and those from Sny Magill, 13CT18, Mounds 7, 24,
and 43 [1952]) do not appear in EFMO accessions and are presently unaccounted
for.
7. Henning (1998) did not identify the excavator or date of excavation for
all of the accessions known to include human remains. Where it exists, that
information needs to be developed so that the original records can be
assessed to compare what was reported to have been collected versus what was
loaned in these accessions in 1986.
8. Benn and Stadler (2004) report that human remains were recovered by
Ingmanson in 1961 from 13CT26, Marching Bear Group Mound 77. I have not been
able to link this to any of the accessions considered by Henning (1998) or
that were part of the 1986 loan, the 1986 “deaccession list,” the 1990 Board
of Survey, or any of the multiple EFMO NAGPRA notices from 2001 through 2008.
The single, brief Ingmanson memorandum at MWAC makes no mention of human
remains. Benn and Stadler’s listing of human remains from this work needs to
be reassessed.
9. In my opinion, all EFMO accessions, not just those studied by Henning
(1998) or that occur on the various lists of human bones loaned or studied
from 1986 through 2011, should be summarized in a single list so that each
can be assessed for the possibility that human remains could have been
recovered as part of the work accomplished under that accession. While there
is no expectation that any more human remains occur within the park’s
collections, such a complete analysis should resolve whether there are any
more cases where human remains were recovered, but for whatever reason, not
included in park accessions (see Accessions 1 and 5 below for examples).
Comments and questions on individual accessions:
Accession 1
All human remains from this accession are missing. The issue of the bones in
this accession labeled AM47 (Table 2) needs to be more fully analyzed. Since
the remains from this accession analyzed by Fisher and Shermer (1987) are
listed by excavated provenience, it is recommended that the primary
archeological field data for the Mound 55 and Hanging Rock Site excavations
be examined to determine if those proveniences match either or both of the
excavation grid systems used at the two sites.
Summary of bones unaccounted for:
Mound 55. Complete bones = 4, bone fragments = 252, bone fragments too small
to count = 11.9 grams.
Bones labeled AM47. Complete bones = 2, bone fragments = 43.
Hanging Rock Site. Beaubien reported collecting a flexed burial missing the
skull, mandible and other bones, plus “scattered finds of human bones”

(Beaubien 1951:34). It is unknown if these remains might be included in the
counts above or if they were part of Accession 1.
Accession 2
One human bone is unaccounted for.
Accession 5
There are many questions regarding this accession (Table 2). Minimally, human
remains in addition to those loaned to Fisher and Shermer in 1986 were
recovered by Beaubien in 1952 and documented by him in subsequent reports.
Among the questions to address are:
Is this the accession for all of Beaubien’s 1952 work at EFMO? If so, why
does it only contain human remains from Sny Magill Mound 7 and why was that
inventory an incomplete representation of the remains that were excavated?
Were the remains from Mound 27 at Sny Magill that were repatriated in 2001
after their 2000 return to the park ever part of Accession 5, since they were
excavated in the same effort as those from Mound 7?
Where are the remains from Beaubien’s 1952 excavation of Sny Magill Mounds
24, 43, the remainder from Mound 7, and the adult metatarsus from Mound 27?
Perhaps they were never part of Accession 5, and it is conceivable that they
were never accessioned (Table 2), but that does not change the fact that they
are unaccounted for.
The following is a summary of human remains that might be associated with
Accession 5 and that, like the Accession 5 remains from Mound 7, are all from
Beaubien’s excavations of 1952:
Mound 7. A mostly complete, articulated bundle burial was recovered along
with dispersed bones of a second individual (Beaubien 1953:62-63). The second
group included five long bones in “close parallel association.” The remains
of the second individual scattered between the two in situ burials included
bones (skull fragments and portions of a mandible) that were identifiable.
Fisher and Shermer (1987:9) identified only 21 small bone fragments and 15
“tiny” fragments. Minimally, it appears that the bundle burial is unaccounted
for along with the five long bones and other portions of the second
individual. Some limited provenience data exists for the bones loaned to
Fisher and Shermer and that data should be examined relative to the site
excavation grid and plan map published by Beaubien.
Mound 24. An undetermined number of fragments from the top of a single skull
were recovered and are presently unaccounted for.
Mound 27. In addition to several tooth enamel elements from a juvenile that
were repatriated, Beaubien recovered a single adult metatarsus from this
mound (Beaubien 1953:61). That element appears to be unaccounted for.
Mound 43. Four groups of bones in the NW quadrant of the mound were
decomposed secondary burials and “little more than teeth” could be salvaged
(Beaubien 1953:57). Burial 1, 3.2 feet NW from the center of the mound was a
concentration of skeletal material from three individuals. Burial 2 was a
bundle burial a few inches from Burial 1. Burial 3 was an articulated bundle

burial. Burial 4, one foot SW of burial 1 consisted only of four badly
decayed long bones. All of these remains are missing and unaccounted for.
Accession 8
Not all remains loaned in 1986 are accounted for. There is a lack of exact
matches in the catalog numbers in various lists (Tables 1 and 2). In 2011,
Shermer indicated that there were six catalog numbers on the 1986 loan form
that do not appear on the 1990 Board of Survey list, but that assessment is
incorrect. There are, however, as Shermer pointed out, several entries on the
1990 list that do not appear on the loan form (Tables 1 and 2). These
inconsistencies do not appear to be highly important especially since a few
of the catalog numbers missing from the loan form were accounted for in the
remains returned in 2011 (Table 2). It appears that there are approximately
84 catalog entries, representing a minimum of 91 bones and bone fragments,
unaccounted for in this accession.
Accession 12
What is the disposition of the single “possible” human bone identified by
Lillie in 2003?
Accession 16
There are 13 catalog numbers for Accession 16 on the 1990 Board of Survey
list that do not appear on the on 1986 loan form (Tables 1 and 2). Since
these remains were not analyzed by Fisher and Shermer and were not among the
catalog numbers that she was searching for in 2011, to date they have not
been considered to be missing. Until the difference between the loan and 1990
Board of Survey list can be resolved, 13 catalog entries for this accession
should be considered to be unaccounted for.
Accession 49
There is a significant mismatch between the numbers on the 1986 loan and the
1990 Board of Survey list (Tables 1 and 2). Could those “extra” numbers on
the loan form include the bones labeled AM47 in Accession 1, since Accession
49 is for a site numbered 13AM47? Although the remains from this accession
studied by Fisher and Shermer (1987) have been reburied, some reexamination
of this accession may be needed to resolve issues with Accession 1.
Accession 60
Since a single catalog entry in this accession was not determined to be human
bone until 2003, this accession was not considered by Henning. A comparison
of excavation data with the identification by Lillie might be appropriate.
The known human remains from this accession (one catalog number) were
repatriated in 2008.
Accession 70
The remains from the 1986 loan (Fisher and Shermer 1987) and the 2003
analysis of human remains at EFMO (Lillie) have been reburied in two separate
events. There are numerous inconsistencies between the catalog numbers listed
on the 1986 loan form versus the 1986 “deaccession” list (Tables 1 and 2).
Since the remains loaned to Fisher and Shermer were reburied, there may be no
practical method, or need, to rectify those discrepancies.

However, remains apparently represented by one catalog number and an
undetermined number of fragments listed as uncataloged on the 1990 Board of
Survey are currently unaccounted for (Tables 1 and 2). Other remains from
this accession identified in 2011 are stored in the NAGPRA cabinet at EFMO.
There appears to be a small, but undetermined, number of bones or bone
fragments unaccounted for in Accession 70, assuming the 1990 Board of Survey
list is accurate.
Accessions 72 (and 87)
There is a double listing of catalog number 591 in these accessions (Tables 1
and 2). This needs to be addressed by examining the electronic catalog entry
and/or the accession folders. If catalog number 591 is from Accession 72, it
was not accounted for in 2011 and could be considered to be missing, although
if the 1986 loan form is correct, it would have been reburied with the
remains from Accession 87.
Accession 78
Based upon Shermer’s 2011 assessment, the human remains from this accession
are mostly accounted for. Shermer reports that 7 bone fragments are
unaccounted for.
Accession 87 (and 72)
There is a double listing of catalog number 591 in these accessions (Tables 1
and 2). This needs to be addressed by examining the electronic catalog entry
and/or the accession folders. The accession 87 remains have been reburied,
and if the loan form is correct, that reburial would have included catalog
entry 591.
Accession 106
The remains from Mound 33, 13AM190 listed on the 1986 loan and the 1990 Board
of Survey are unaccounted for. It might be valuable to determine why these
materials were not accessioned until number 106 considering that Beaubien’s
materials form this same year of fieldwork are partially included under
Accession 5. It also might be useful to compare Logan’s summary of human
remains from this excavation to the identified list made by Fisher and
Shermer to perhaps confirm that the 1986 loan contained all of the materials
excavated by Logan.
Based upon the analysis of the loaned materials, 60 complete bones and 240
bone fragments are missing.
Accession 107
The excavator and date of excavation for this accession are not identified by
Henning (1998). In order to assess exactly what remains should occur in this
accession, that information needs to be determined. These remains are from
Mound 39, 13AM190. According to Shermer’s 2011 analysis, these remains may be
accounted for in the EFMO collections.
Accession 109

The remains from Mound 38, 13AM190, excavated by Garland Gordon that are
listed on the 1986 loan and the 1990 Board of Survey are unaccounted for.
Based upon the analysis of the loaned materials, 92 complete bones and 707
bone fragments are missing in addition to 1805 grams of bone fragments that
were too small or fragmentary to count.
Accession 110
The excavator and date of excavation for this accession are not identified by
Henning (1998). In order to assess exactly what remains should occur in this
accession, that information needs to be determined. The remains from Mound
38, 13AM190, surface listed on the 1990 Board of Survey form are unaccounted
for. Those remains were listed merely as uncataloged. The number of bones or
bone fragments missing in this accession is undetermined.
Accession 111
The remains from Mound 41, 13AM190 listed on the 1986 loan and the 1990 Board
of Survey form are unaccounted for. Based upon the analysis of the loaned
materials, five bone fragments are missing.
Accession 132
Henning (1998) provided little information about this accession and the site
provenience is unknown. A reexamination of this accession should be
considered. These remains are unaccounted for. Information is currently
insufficient to determine how many bones or bone fragments are missing from
this accession.
Accession 142
These remains were collected from between Sny Magill Mounds 89 and 91. They
consist of a small number of skull fragments. In 1996, they were housed at
Luther College. These remains do not appear to be listed in any of the EFMO
NAGPRA Notices (Table 4). Disposition of these remains is unknown.
Accession 147/148
Henning (1998) suggests the remains from Sny Magill Mound 43 from his work
there are from Accession 148, but data from the park indicate those human
remains are from Accession 147 (catalog number 9917). There is some
suggestion in park correspondence that these remains became admixed with
remains from the bundle burial from 13CT50 after the return of those two
separate sets of remains to EFMO in 2001. The Accession 147 (or 148) remains
are not specifically listed on any of the EFMO NAGPRA Notices, while the
13CT50 bundle burial from Accession 12 is listed in the 2001 Federal register
Notice. The disposition of the Accession 147/148 remains after their return
to EFMO in 2001 from MWAC is undetermined.

Table 1. Summary of accession and catalog information for human remains, EFMO.
Acc
#

Board of survey
loan
Fisher and
Lillie
Shermer
Provenience and status
1986
1990
10/7/86
Shermer 1987
2003
2011
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
No #
Mound 57, 13AM82, EFMO.
Returned to park in
2000. Repatriated &
reburied in Mound 57 in
2005.
------------No #s
---___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
1

Mound 55 (&57?), 13AM82
EFMO. Some Mound 55
remains found in park
collection in 2011, but
the remains from 1986
loan & 1990 BOS not
accounted for.

---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
---not found_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
2
Ellison Orr Collection
(1 item). Location of
bone unknown. Acc. and
Cat #s hand written on
Otherwise typed form.
---------not found
514
---___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
5
Mound 7, 13CT18, Sny
Magill, EFMO. Remains
from 1986 loan and BOS
are housed at EFMO.
Henning (1998) reports
that there should be
many more remains from
Mound 7, including a
bundle burial. Also,
should be a cranium

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

5 (continued)
fragment from Mound 24
and portions of 6
individuals from Mound
43. Location of these
remains is unknown.
Remains from Mound 27
noted by Henning as
unaccounted for were
turned in to park in
2000 and repatriated in
2001.
3929
3929
---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
list made
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
8
Hwy 13/76 Rockshelter,
13CT231, not within
EFMO. Remains IDd by
Lillie (2003) were
repatriated in 2008.
Remains IDd by Shermer
(2011) are at EFMO.
Others listed on 1986
loan and 1990 Board of
Survey are not
accounted for.
no #s listed
4488
---4592
???2
4592
---4593
??93
4593
---4594
?594
4594
---4600
4600
4600

Table 1. continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

4605
4606

4606
4608
4610
4613
4615

4619
4633
4638

4633
4638

4633
4640
4647
4652

4659

4659
4666
4669
4670
4677

4679
4685
4686
4691
4692

4679
4685
4686
4691
4692

4694
4696

4694
4696

4715

4715

4679
4685
4686
4691
4693
4694
4696
4713
4715
4723

4769
4773
4775
4776

4769
4773
4775
4776

4776

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

4777
4779

4779
4781
4783
4784
4785
4786

4788
4789
4790
4791

4788
4789

4788
4789
4790
4791

4791
4792
4793

4795

4795

4795
4799

4800
4801

4801

4806

4806

4800
4801
4802
4803
4815

4816
4817
4820
4822

4816
4817

4817
4820
4822

4822
4824?
4830
4831
4832

4845
4846
4847
4848

4845
4846
4847
4848

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

4849

4849

4859
4861
4867
4869
4870

4859
4861
4867
4869
4870

4878
4884
4885
4889

4878
4884
4885
4889

4920
4924
4925
4927
4928
4929
4930

4920
4924
4925
4927
4928
4929
4930

4939
4940

4939
4940

4945
4946
4947
4949
4950
4951
4952
4953
4954

4945
4946
4947
4949
4950
4951
4952
4953
4954

4852
4859

4869
4870
4872
4878
4885
4889
4893
4920
4925
4927

4938
4939
4940
4944
4945
4946
4947
4949
4950
4951
4952
4953
4954

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

4955
4956
4958
4959
4960
4961
4962
4963
4964
4965
4966
4970
4971
4972

4955
4956
4958
4959
4960
4961
4962
4963
4964
4965
4966
4970
4971
4972

4980
4981

4980
4981

4955
4956
4958
4960

4963

4966
4971
4972
4976

4982
4985

4980
4981
4982
4991

4996
4998
5000
5001
5002
5012
5013
5014

4998
5000

5016
5017
5018
5019

5016
5017
5018
5019

4998

5002
5012
5013
5014
5015

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

5020
5021

5020
5021

5025
5026
5028

5025
5026
5028

5032
5033
5034
5038
5041
5042
5047
5051
5056
5072
5076
5077
5088
5089
5090
5091
5093
5096
5097
5098
5099
5100
5101
5102
5103
5104

5032
5033
5034
5038
5041
5042
5047
5051
5056
5072

5020
5021
5022
5025
5026
5028
5030

5088
5089
5090
5091
5093
5096
5097
5098
5099
5100
5101
5102
5103
5104

5032
5033
5034
5038
5041
5042
5047
5051
5056
5072

5093
5096
5097
5098
5099

5103

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

5105
5106
5107
5108
5109
5111
5112
5113
5114
5115
5116
5117
5118
5119

5105
5106
5107
5108
5109
5111
5112
5113
5114
5115
5116
5117
5118
5119

5121
5122
5123
5124

5121
5122
5123
5124

5127
5132

5127
5132

5108
5109
5111

5115

5120
5121
5122
5123
5124
5125
5127
5132
5133
5134
5142
5144
5147
5148
5153
5156

5147
5148
5153
5156

5179
5180

5179
5180

5147
5148
5143
5156
5159

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

5181
5187
5188
5189
5190
5200
5206

5181
5187
5188
5189
5190
5200
5206

5212
5213
5219
5220
5221

5213
5219
5220
5221

5225
5227
5231
5232
5233
5236

5225
5227
5231
5232
5233
5236

5239

5239

5188
5189
5190
5200
5206
5207
5211

5220
5224
5225
5227
5231
5233
5236
5237
5239
5240
5257
5259
5274
5276
5278
5280
5285

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

5293
5308
5317
5341
5362
5378
5379

5341
5362
5378
5379

5362

5381
5391
5393
5394

5393
5394

5394
5399
5400
5401
5405
5413

5425
5426
5427
5428
5430
5434

5425
5426
5427
5428
5430
5434

5427
5430
5434
5437
5444
5463
5470

5471
5473
5474
5475
5476
5477

5471
5473
5474
5475
5476
5477

5473
5474
5475
5476
5477

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

8 cont.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

5478
5479
5480
5481
5482
5483
5484
5486

5478
5479
5480
5481
5482
5483
5484
5486

5478
5479
5480
5481
5482
5483
5484
5491?
5492

5494
5516

5594
5516

5520

5520

5494
5516
5518
5521
5529
5530
5535
5537
5541

5555

5520
5521

5535

5555
5556

5558

5558
5560
5563

5582

5582

5586
5589
5594

5586
5589
5594

5583
5586
5589
5594
5595
5610
5611

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

8 cont.
---5636
5636
5636
---5677
---5694
---5695
5695
5695
---5698
---5706
---5707
5707
5707
---uncat
uncat
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
12
Devil’s Den Mound
Group, 13CT50, EFMO.
Plaster jacketed bundle
burial listed on EFMO’s
original NAGPRA
inventory. Housed at
MWAC and returned to
EFMO by J. St. Clair
5/2001. Bundle was
“unjacketed” in 2001 by
OSA and repatriated in
2001 by EFMO and later
reburied. It is cat #
9916. Single additional
bone identified in 2003
list. Disposition
undetermined.
------------no # listed ---___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
13
New Albin Rockshelter.
Reburied via OSA.
No #s listed
---------341
341

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

13 cont.
342
---342
------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
14
Elephant Terrace,
13AM59. Reburied via
OSA.
uncat
---uncat
no #s listed
------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
16
Mound 36 or Mound 37,
13AM190. Remains in
Shermer 2011 list are
at EFMO.
no #s listed
---637
637
---637
---638
638
---638
---639
639
---639
---640
640
---640
---641
641
---641
---642
642
---642
---643
643
---643
---644
644
---644
---645
---646
---647
---648
---649
---650
---651
---652
---653
---654
---655
---656
---657

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

16 cont.
-------

1656
uncat

1656

1656
unlabeled
fragments
present
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
44
Provenience unknown.
Awaiting OSA reburial
in 1997.
uncat
uncat
no #s listed
-------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
48
Waukon Junction
Rockshelter, 13AM268.
Remains on 1986 lists
reburied by OSA.
Remains in 2003 list
repatriated in 2008.
no #s listed
---5770
5771
5817
---5817
5818
---5818
5821
---5821
---5822
5827
---5827
---5848
5848
5849
5849
---5850
---5850
5851
---5851
5852
---5852
5855
---5855
5857
---5857
5858
---5858
5859
---5859

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

48 cont.
5860
---5860
5861
---5861
5863
---5863
5864
---5864
5865
---5865
5866
---5866
5868
---5868
5869
---5869
5871
---5871
5872
---5872
uncat
---uncat
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
49
Spike Hollow
Rockshelter, 13AM47.
Remains on 1986 list
reburied by OSA.
Remains in 2003 report
repatriated by EFMO in
2008.
No #s listed
no #s listed---2996
---2996
2997
---2997
3021
---3026
---3026
3087
---3087
[dash between 3087 and 3105 and between
3107 and 3121 on loan, comma after #s
on 1986 Board of Survey list]

----

T
H
R
O
U
G

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

49 cont.
3115
H
3132
---3132
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
50
Guttenberg Burial.
Remains on 1986 lists
reburied via OSA.
uncat
---uncat
no #s listed
------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
51
Quandahl Rockshelter,
13WH35. As of 1997,
remains on 1986 lists
were awaiting reburial
by OSA in 1997.
uncat
---uncat
no #s listed
------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
53
Mound 18, 13AM207,
EFMO. Remains
identified by Shermer
in 2011 are at EFMO.
---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
---no #s
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
60
Mound 66, 13CT55, EFMO.
Remains in 2003 list
repatriated by EFMO in
2008.
---3741
------------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
70
Marquette Rockshelter,
location and donor
unknown. 1986 loan form
and 1986 board of
survey do not match
perfectly. Remains from

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

70 cont.

No #s listed

4083
4109
4110
4111
4112
4113
4114
4115
4116
4117
4118
4119
4120
4121
4122
4125

??50
?351
1352
1382
1383
1384
4029
4083
4109
4110
4111
4112
4113
4114
4115
4116
4117
4118
4119
4120
4121
4122
4124
4125

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

1986 loan/survey lists
reburied via OSA.
Remains from 1990 Board
of Survey not accounted
for. Additional remains
IDd in 2003 and
repatriated in 2008.
Additional remains IDd
in 2011 and placed in
EFMO NAGPRA cabinet.
The latter remains are
at EFMO.

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

70 cont.
4126
4129
4130

4126
4128
4130
4131

4132
4134
4135
4137
4138
4140
4147

4132
4134
4135
4137
4138
4141
4147
4148
4150
4151

4161
4162

4170
4171
4172
4173
4187
4188
4190
4191

4154
4156
4161
4162
4168
4169
4170
4171
4172
4173
4177
4187
4188
4190
4191
4192
4196

4154

4169

4177

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #
70 cont.
4210
4212
4213
4215
4218
4219
4221
4223
4224
4227
4230
4236
4242
4246
4249
4252

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

4207
4210
4211
4212
4213
4215
4218
4219
4221
4222
4223
4224
4227
4229
4230
4236
4242
4246
4249
4252
4266

4268

4268
4278

4279
4290
4291
4292
4293
4294
4295
4296
4298
4299
4300
4301

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

4290
4291
4293
4294
4295
4296
4298
4299
4300
4301

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

70 cont.
4302
4303
4304
4305
4306
4307
4308
4309
4310
4311
4312
4313
4314
4315
4316
4318
4319
4320
4322
4323
4325
4326
4327
4328
4329
4333
4334
4335
4338
4339
4340

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

4302
4303
4304
4305
4306
4307
4308
4309
4310
4311
4312
4313
4314
4315
4316
4317
4318
4319
4320
4321
4322
4325
4326
4327
4328
4329
4331
4333
4335
4338
4339
4340

4331

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

70 cont.
4341
4342
4343
4344
4345
4346
4347
4348

4341
4342
4343
4344
4345
4346
4347
4348

4350
4351
4352
4353
4354
4355
4356
4357
4358
4359
4360
4361
4362
4363
4364
4365
4366
4367
4368
4369
4370
4371
4372
4373

4350
4351
4352
4353
4354
4355
4356
4357
4358
4359
4360
4361
4362
4363
4364
4365
4366
4367
4368
4369
4370
4371
4372
4373

4349

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

70 cont.
4376
4377
4379
4382
4383
4390

4376
4377
4379
4381

4444
4445
4446

4383
4390
4392
4393
4395
4398
4399
4401
4444
4445
4446

4448

4448

4393
4398
4399

4447

4455
4457

4464
4468
4472
4473
4474
4475
4478
4479
4480

4451
4454

4454

4458

4458

4455
4457
4462
4464
4472
4473
4474
4478
4479
4480

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

70 cont.
4483

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

4483
4484

4489
4490

4538
4540
4543

4489
4490
4491
4493
4494
4495
4497
4499
4501
4506
4526
4527
4531
4532
4533
4534
4535
4538
4540
4543

4547
4550

4547
4550

4493
4494
4495
4497
4499
4501
4506
4526
4527
4531
4532
4533

4535

4546

4551
4553
4556
uncat
72

Surface, 4 miles north
of Harper’s Ferry,
Iowa. 1986 loan lists
cat. 591 as from Acc
87.

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

----

----

----

not found

Provenience and status

72 cont.
591

----

___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
77
Karnopp Mound Group,
Wisconsin. Remains on
1986 lists transferred
to OSA and then to
State of Wisconsin for
reburial.
uncat
---uncat
no #s listed
------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
78
Mound 12, 13AM101,
EFMO. Accounted for
except for 7 fragments
in 2011. Remains are at
EFMO.
---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
---no # listed
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
87
Unknown provenience and
donor. 1986 Board of
Survey lists cat. 591
as from Acc. 72.
Remains on 1986 lists
reburied via OSA.
no #s listed
------515
---515
516
---516
517
---517
518
---518
---519
519
520
---520
521
---521
522
---522

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

87 cont.
523
524
525
526
527
528
529
530
531
532
533
534
535
536
537
538
539
540
541
542
543
544
545
546
547
548
549
550
551
552
553
554
555

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

523
524
525
526
527
528
529
530
531
532
533
534
535
536
537
538
539
540
541
542
543
544
545
546
547
548
549
550
551
552
553
554
555

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

87 cont.
556
557
558
559
560
561
562
563
564
565
566
567
568
569
570
571
572
573
574
575
576
577
581

---556
---557
---558
---559
---560
---561
---562
---563
---564
---565
---566
---567
---568
---569
---570
---571
---572
---573
---574
---575
---576
---577
---581
---591
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
95
Unknown provenience.
Found in artifact
storage cases at EFMO
in 1985.
---1940
---------1940
---1941
---------1941
---uncat
---------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
1986
1990
Cat #
Cat #

loan
10/7/86
Cat #

Fisher and
Shermer 1987
Cat #

Lillie
2003
Cat #

Shermer
2011
Cat #

Provenience and status

___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
106
Mound 33, 13AM190,
EFMO. Location of
remains on 1986 loan
and 1990 BOS unknown.
---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
---not found
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
107
Mound 39, 13AM190,
EFMO. No remains in
2011 labeled Acc. 107,
but might be accounted
for in misc. fragments
housed at EFMO.
---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
---list made
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
109
Mound 38, 13AM190,
EFMO. Location of
remains on 1986 loan
and 1990 BOS unknown.
---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
---not found
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
110
Mound 38, 13AM190,
surface. Location of
remains on 1990 BOS
unknown.
---uncat
---------not found
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
111
Mound 41, 13AM190,
EFMO. Remains from 1986
loan and 1990 BOS
accounted for in 2011.
Housed at EFMO.
---uncat
uncat
no #s listed
---list made
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Table 1. Continued.
Acc
#

Board of survey
loan
Fisher and
Lillie
Shermer
Provenience and status
1986
1990
10/7/86
Shermer 1987
2003
2011
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
Cat #
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
132
Provenience unknown,
other than outside
EFMO.
---7249
---------not found
---7331
------not found
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
142
Found between Mounds 89
and 91, Sny Magill,
13CT18. Remains (skull
fragments) were at
Luther College in 1996.
Disposition
undetermined.
---------------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
147 or
148
Mound 43, 13CT18,
EFMO. Remains found in
looting study. Housed
at MWAC under MWAC 569
beginning 12/1991 and
returned to EFMO on
5/2001. Catalog # 9917.
Disposition
undetermined.
---------------___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Table 1. Concluded.
Explanation:
xxxx = items identified by Shermer as human remains or “possible” human remains in the EFMO collection in
July, 2011 and moved to the park’s NAGPRA case. These catalog entries were not on the 1986 loan or the 1990
Board of Survey lists.
xxxx = duplicate catalog number in two different accessions
---- = Accession not listed and/or studied under this heading.
Accession 147 or 148
Henning (1998) indicates the accession for his work at Mound 43 at Sny Magill is 148, (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) in
correspondence with MWAC regarding these remains lists EFMO acc. 147 and cat. # 9917 f
15 fragments.
The MWAC accession for when these remains were at MWAC is MWAC 569.

Table 2. Summary of EFMO accessions that contain or formerly contained human
remains.
No # (possibly part of Accession 5)
This entry is for human remains delivered to the park in a suitcase in
August, 2000. Based upon a 2001 Federal Register NAGPRA Notice of Inventory
(Vol. 66, No. 47) these remains are from Mound 57, 13AM82 (one of the Three
Mound Group at the Visitor Center) and Mound 27 from Sny Magill. Regional
Archeologist Paul Beaubien excavated human remains from Mound 57 (a large
conical mound) within the Monument (one of the mounds of what is now known as
the Three Mound Group, which is part of site 13AM82) and from conical Mound
7, conical Mound 24, bird effigy Mound 27, and conical Mound 43 at Sny Magill
in 1952. Sny Magill was not part of the Monument at that time, but was
Federally owned. Mound 57 yielded what Beaubien (1952d) initially described
as “at least 6” secondary burials, a number that was subsequently revised to
12 individuals based on Dr. Alton Fisher’s study of the remains in late 1952
(Beaubien 1953b). That count is a close match with Lillie’s 2003 analysis of
the remains from Mound 57 returned to EFMO in 2000. There is no clear
evidence that the Mound 57 human remains were ever accessioned at EFMO,
although Henning (1998) suggests artifacts from the 1952 excavation of the
mound are included in Accession 1. The Mound 57 remains were repatriated
(Federal Register Vol. 69, No. 243) and reburied within Mound 57 in 2005.
Beaubien (1953b and 1953c) reports that, from excavations conducted in 1952,
remains from two individuals from Mound 7, enamel portions from 12 teeth from
a child and a metatarsus from an adult from Mound 27, multiple fragments from
a single skull cap from Mound 24, and multiple burials from Mound 43, were
collected from his excavation at the Sny Magill Mound Group in 1952. There is
no information to indicate that the human remains from Mounds 24, 27, or 43
were ever accessioned at EFMO. A 2001 National Register Notice (Vo. 66, No.
47) lists 12 teeth from a child, but does not mention the metatarsus. The
Mound 27 teeth were repatriated and reburied in Mound 27 in 2001. The
disposition of the metatarsus is undetermined.
To date, I have found no record for the presence of the 1952 Mound 24 or
Mound 43 human remains at EFMO. Accordingly, following Henning (1998), those
remains should be considered to be unaccounted for.
Some human remains from Mound 7 are included in Accession 5, but as noted in
the discussion of that accession, the number of bones is not consistent with
Beaubien’s published findings.
1
Fisher and Shermer attributed all of the remains loaned to them under this
accession to Mound 55, 13AM82. Henning (1998) reported that there were as
many as 12 individuals from Mound 57 and that Accession 1 includes artifacts
from that mound. Mound 55 had as few as 2 persons; much of those remains were
burned. It is conceivable that Acc. 1 contained remains from Mounds 55 and 57
as Henning suggests. However, Accession 1 was from 1950 from Midwest Regional
Archeologist Paul Beaubien. During that year, he excavated Mound 55 and the
Hanging Rock site, both of which yielded human remains. He did not excavate
Mound 57 until 1952. It is unclear why Accession 1, dating to 1950, would
include any materials from Beaubien’s 1952 work at EFMO. Some of the human
remains from Beaubien’s 1952 excavations (some, but not all, of the remains
from Mound 7) were in Accession 5 (see below).

The remains from Accession 1 that were loaned to Fisher and Shermer for
analysis in 1986 were returned to EFMO but were missing in November, 1997
(Henning 1998). The Mound 55 remains identified by Fisher and Shermer (1987)
and that are listed as uncataloged on the 1986 loan and the 1990 Board of
Survey are currently unaccounted for.
Adding to the confusion surrounding Accession 1 is that Beaubien (1950)
recovered human remains from a second site in 1950. His excavations in the
eroding talus slope at the foot of the bluff at Hanging Rock, at a site he
called The Hanging Rock Site, yielded artifacts and numerous human remains.
Although Beaubien lists no site number, a Petroglyph site and, subsequently,
a rock shelter ¼ up the bluff face above Beaubien’s excavation were later
assigned site number 13AM147. The site forms for the shelter and petroglyph
are minimal in the extreme. The original date of recording is unknown and the
shelter’s location was replotted in 1985. Beaubien interprets his discoveries
to result from interments made into crevices in the rock face above the talus
slope. As the talus face was cut by railroad construction and maintenance,
slumping occurred and the deposits dropped down the eroding slope. Even if
Beaubien’s Hanging Rock site is not precisely equivalent to current Site
13AM147, there is no question that numerous human bones, including a nearly
complete bundle burial were excavated by Beaubien in 1950.
Fisher and Shermer (1987) as well as Henning (1998) found it difficult to
explain why Accession 1 contained several human bones that bore the ink
inscription AM47. There seemed to be no ready explanation for why human
remains from Spike Hollow Rockshelter (13AM47) would be mixed with Beaubien’s
Accession 1. Among the possible explanations are:
1. human remains from an unrelated project at 13AM47 became mixed with
accession 1,
2. the labeling of AM47 on the bones is in error and was meant to read
AM147,or
3. the bones in accession 1 were, in fact, labeled AM147 but the “1” is
difficult to distinguish from the right leg of the “M.”
If the bones labeled AM47 are from Beaubien’s 1950 excavation at the Hanging
Rock site, then the 1986 loan and Fisher and Shermer’s 1987 report did
include at least some of the human remains from both of the sites that
yielded human remains in 1950. Regardless of any possible interpretation of
this situation, the human remains from Accession 1 are all unaccounted for.
2
This accession includes one human bone thought to be from the Ellison Orr
Collection. Provenience is unknown. This item was not loaned to Fisher and
Shermer and was not relocated by Henning (1998) in late 1997. This item is
not presently accounted for.
5
This accession includes human remains from Mound 7, Sny Magill Mound Group,
13CT18. Henning indicates that the Catalog # is 291, but that number does not
appear on any of the Board of Survey, loan, or other lists examined to date
(see Table 1). Fisher and Shermer were loaned a few bones in 1986 that do not
fully conform to Beaubien’s (1953a) description of the remains from Mound 7,
which include considerable numbers of bones from two burials, one of which
was a nearly complete, compact, bundle burial. Henning (1998) suggests that

Fisher and Shermer did not receive all the human remains that Beaubien
excavated from Mound 7 and it is very clear they did not receive the human
remains from Mounds 24, 27, or 43 that were excavated during the same session
as Mound 7. Henning (1998) summarizes data about these other mounds and their
contents. The remains from Accession 5 that were loaned to Fisher and Shermer
were returned to EFMO (5/11/87), but were missing in November 1997 (Henning
1998). In 2011, after a number of human remains were returned to the park,
Shermer was able to account for the Mound 7 remains in the 1986 loan as being
present in the park collection. As noted above under “No #,” most, or perhaps
all, of the Mound 27 remains noted by Henning (1998) were delivered to EFMO
in 2000 and were repatriated and reburied in Mound 27 in 2001. The history of
the other remains from Mound 7 and all of those from the 1952 excavations at
Mounds 24 and 43 is undetermined and their whereabouts unknown. It is
possible that, as with the Mound 27 remains returned in 2000, these other
remains may never have been accessioned at EFMO.
8
Highway 76 Rockshelter, 13CT231. When the human remains from this site were
studied by Fisher and Shermer in 1986, they were assumed to be from the park,
but recent mapping (2011) indicates the site is within the road right-of-way
and is not on park property (Nepstad personal communication, 12/12/11). The
remains that were loaned to Fisher and Shermer were returned to EFMO in 1987
and 1990. They were not found by Henning (1998) in the park collections in
November, 1997. After the return of remains to EFMO in 2011, Shermer
accounted for many, but not all, of the catalog entries that had been part of
the 1986 loan and the 1990 Board of Survey. Shermer also identified other
“possible” human remains from this accession in 2011 when she examined the
entire park collection. The remains from this accession identified by Shermer
in 2011 are listed on Table 1. Other remains from the site were identified by
Lillie (2003) (apparently from within the existing park collection?) and were
subject to a NAGPRA Notice of Inventory (Federal Register Vol. 73, No. 135)
and subsequent repatriation in 2008. The 1986 loan and 1990 Board of survey
lists are not fully equivalent (Table 1) and only a portion of the catalog
entries on those lists are currently accounted for at EFMO.
The catalog number contradictions are:
4619
4790
4800
4816
5001
5076
5077
5144
5212
5317
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on
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1986
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1986
1986
1986
1986
1986
1986
1986
1986
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loan
loan
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loan
loan
loan
loan

form.
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form.
form.
form.
form.
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form.
form.
form.

Not accounted
Accounted for
Accounted for
Accounted for
Not accounted
Not accounted
Not accounted
Not accounted
Not accounted
Not accounted
Accounted for
Not accounted
Not accounted

for in 2011
in 2011
in 2011
in 2011
for in 2011
for in 2011
for in 2011
for in 2011
for in 2011
for in 2011
in 2011
for in 2011
for in 2011

12
Devil’s Den Mound Group or Marquette-Yellow River Mound Group 2, 13CT50,
Mound 2. The remains, in the form of a bundle burial, were excavated in 1957.
The bundle burial was curated at MWAC from 1973 until it was returned to EFMO

(along with separately packaged remains from EFMO Acc. 147, Mound 43, catalog
number 9917) by former EFMO Park Archeologist Jacqueline St. Clair in May
2001. Before its transfer to EFMO, the bundle burial was cataloged within
Accession 12 as number 9916. Later in 2001, the bundle burial was removed
from its plaster jacket by OSA. The remains were the subject of a Federal
Register NAGPRA Notice of Inventory (Vol. 66, No. 47). The remains were
repatriated and reburied in 2001. A single additional bone from this
accession was identified by Lillie (2003). The disposition of that remain is
undetermined. A possible second unresolved issue regarding Accession 12 is
that the remains from this accession may have become admixed with remains
from accession 147 or 148 while laid out on a table at EFMO (see discussion
under Accession 147 below).
13
New Albin Rockshelter. The remains form this accession consisted of a nearly
complete skull. These remains were reburied through the OSA program.
14
Elephant Terrace, 13AM59. Henning (1998) doubts these should have been part
of Logan’s Accession from that site as indicated in the accession record
since Logan found no human remains there. The appropriate project association
was not determined by Henning. The remains were reburied through the OSA
program.
16
Mound 36 or Mound 37, 13AM190 in 1928. The human remains from this accession
were returned to EFMO in May, 1987 after the loan to Fisher and Shermer, but
were missing from the park collection in November 1997. After human remains
were returned to EFMO in 2011, Shermer identified all of the catalog numbers
that were on the 1986 loan, indicating that all the remains were accounted
for at EFMO. However, an unresolved issue for this accession is that the 1990
Board of Survey listed 13 catalog numbers (645-657) that do not appear on the
1986 loan form. If those entries are correct, it would appear that those
remains are unaccounted for.
44
Unknown provenience. According to Henning (1998), in late 1997 the remains
were awaiting reburial through the OSA program. Disposition is undetermined.
48
Waukon Junction Rockshelter, 13AM268. The remains listed on the 1986 loan
form and the 1986 Board of Survey were reburied through the OSA program. In
2003, Lillie identified additional remains under three catalog entries for
Accession 48. These remains were documented through a NAGPRA Notice of
Inventory in the Federal Register (Vo. 73, No. 104) in 2008 and were
repatriated in 2008.
49
Spike Hollow Rockshelter, 13AM47. The remains on the 1986 loan form were
reburied through the OSA program. A potential remaining issue is that the
catalog numbers listed on the 1986 loan form and the 1986 Board of Survey

form are not identical. Catalog number 3021 is on the 1986 deaccession list,
but not on 1986 loan form. With the exception of catalog number 3115, catalog
numbers 3088 through 3131 are listed on the 1986 loan form, but not on 1986
deaccession list. Despite the fact that these remains have been reburied,
this discrepancy should be further examined, especially since there were
bones labeled AM47 in Accession 1.
50
Near Guttenburg, Iowa. The remains in this accession were reburied through
the OSA program.
51
Quandahl Shelter. According to Henning (1998) in late 1997 the remains were
awaiting reburial through OSA program. Subsequent disposition is
undetermined.
53
The human remains from this accession are from Mound 18, 13AM207, excavated
by Husted in 1971. The remains loaned in 1986 and listed on the Board of
Survey in 1990 are accounted for at EFMO.
60
A single catalog entry was identified as a possible human bone in 2003
(Lillie). This remain was repatriated by EFMO in 2008.
70
Marquette Rockshelter, exact location and site number not known. The donor is
unknown. The remains from this accession were reburied through the OSA
program. There are inconsistencies in the catalog entries between the various
lists for this accession as noted in the following summary:
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The 1986 loaned remains were reburied, but the disposition of the catalog
numbers listed on the 1986 deaccession but not on the loan is undetermined.
The disposition of the single 1990 Board of Survey catalog entry and the 1990
uncataloged entry is undermined, but should be considered to be missing.
72
Provenience is ground surface 4 miles north of Harper’s Ferry, Iowa. The 1986
Board of Survey lists catalog number 591 from Accession 72. However, the 1986
loan lists catalog number 591 from Accession 87. No remains from Accession 72
were loaned to or analyzed by Fisher and Shermer and were not relocated by
Henning in November 1997 or Shermer in 2011.
77
Karnoop Mound Group, Prairie du Chien, WI. These remains were transferred
from the NPS to OSA and from OSA to the State Historical Society of Wisconsin
for reburial.
78
Mound 12, Red House Landing Mound Group, 13AM101, excavated by John
Ingmanson. The remains from this accession were loaned to Fisher and Shermer
and returned to EFMO in 1987. They were not relocated by Henning in late
1997. Shermer identified all but 7 fragments at EFMO in 2011. Those 7 are
apparently unaccounted for.

87
Unknown provenience and donor. The remains were loaned to Fisher and Shermer
and returned to EFMO in 1987. The loan form includes catalog number 591 but
the 1986 Board of Survey lists that catalog number as from Acc. 72. The
remains loaned to Fisher and Shermer were reburied through the OSA program.
95
Unknown provenience. The remains were not listed on the loan to Fisher and
Shermer and were not analyzed by them. Catalog numbers 1940 and 1941 in
addition to “uncataloged” materials were listed on the 1990 Board of Survey.
These materials were not located in the park collections in late 1997 by
Henning. These remains were identified at EFMO in 2011.
106
Mound 33, Fire Point, 13AM190, excavated by Wilfred Logan, 1952. The remains
from this accession were loaned to Fisher and Shermer and returned to EFMO in
May, 1987. The remains were not relocated in November 1997 by Henning or by
Shermer in 2011.
107
Mound 39, Fire Point, 13AM190, EFMO. These remains were loaned to Fisher and
Shermer and returned to EFMO in May, 1987. The remains not relocated in
November 1997 by Henning. Although there were no remains labeled Acc. 107 or
remains within containers labeled 107 at EFMO in 2011, Shermer surmises that
the Acc. 107 remains might be accounted for in the miscellaneous remains
returned to EFMO in 2011.
109
Mound 38, Fire Point, 13AM190, EFMO. These remains were loaned to Fisher and
Shermer and returned to EFMO in May, 1987. The remains not relocated in
November 1997 by Henning or by Shermer in 2011.
110
Surface, Mound 38 (surface), Fire Point, 13AM190, EFMO. No human remains from
this accession were loaned to Fisher and Shermer, but “uncataloged” remains
are listed on the 1990 Board of Survey. The remains were not relocated in
November 1997 by Henning or in 2011 by Shermer.
111
Mound 41, Fire Point, 13AM190, EFMO. Human remains from this accession were
loaned to Fisher and Shermer and returned to EFMO in May, 1987. The remains
not relocated in November 1997 by Henning, but were accounted for by Shermer
in 2011 and are housed at EFMO.
132
Remains collected outside EFMO. These remains were not loaned to or analyzed
by Fisher and Shermer. They are listed under two catalog entries on the 1990
Board of Survey. They were not relocated by Henning in November, 1997. They

are not presently accounted for, but there are no identifications to work
from in determining if they are among the materials returned to EFMO in 2011.
142
Area between Mounds 89 and 91, Sny Magill. Curated by Luther College as of
1996. These remains (fragments form a skull) were collected after the Fisher
and Shermer identification project was complete. The disposition of these
remains is undetermined.
147/148
The Acc. 147 (or 148?) remains, which were from Mound 43 at Sny Magill
(13CT18) were returned to EFMO from MWAC by EFMO Archeologist St. Clair in
May 2001. Henning suggests they are from Accession 148, but park memoranda
list the accession as 147, with catalog number 9917. They were packaged
separately from the 13CT50 bundle burial that was returned to EFMO during
this same event. Communications between EFMO and MWAC in 2001 indicate that
these remains may have become admixed with the bundle burial while laid out
on a table at EFMO after their return in 2001. The skull fragments are not
specifically listed in any of the park’s several NAGPRA Notice of Inventory
or repatriation from 2001 through 2008 (Table 4) and their disposition is
undetermined.
148
According to Henning (1998), this accession includes an error in the EFMO
accession book. Henning indicates that the remains in this accession should
be those that he recovered during repair of vandalized Mound 43 in 1991. The
accession book indicates Mound 68, which was investigated in 1990, but from
which no human remains were recovered. As noted above, park correspondence
with MWAC indicates that the human remains recovered by Henning from Mound 43
are cataloged as # 9917 within Accession 147.
The circumstances of discovery of the remains from Mound 43 in 1991 were
thought by Henning to be “a mystery,” given the good condition of the bone
and the lack of consistency with findings of Beaubien in 1952 when bone in
Mound 43 was all found to be in very poor condition. The remains from
Henning’s study were curated at MWAC until they were returned to the park by
Jackie St. Clair in May, 2001.

Table 3. Excavations at sites now within EFMO that are reported to have
yielded human remains.
Site

Mound Mound Group/shelter

Year

Excavator

Accession

13CT26

77

Marching Bear

1961

Ingmanson*

?

Hwy 76 Rockshelter

1954

Logan

8

Ingmanson

78

13CT231**
13AM101

12

Third Scenic View

?

13AM207

18

Twin Views

1971? Husted

53

13AM189

28

Great Bear/Wildcat

1971

Husted

?

13AM190

33

Fire Point

1952

Logan

106

13AM190

36
or
37

Fire Point

1928

Field

16

13AM190

38

Fire Point

?
?

Gordon
?

109
110

?

107

13AM190

39

Fire Point

?

13AM190

41

Fire Point

?

Gordon

111

13AM82

55

Three Mound

1950

Beaubien

1

13AM82

57

Three Mound

1950

Beaubien

1 or none?

Hanging Rock talus

1950

Beaubien

1? – site
“47” issue
IDd by
Shermer??

13AM147

13CT18

7

Sny Magill

1952

Beaubien

5

13CT18

24

Sny Magill

1952

Beaubien

none?

13CT18

27

Sny Magill

1952

Beaubien

none?

13CT18

43

Sny Magill

1952
1991

Beaubien
Henning***

none?
147 or 148

13CT18

89/91 Sny Magill

1988

Henning

142

13CT55

66

?

?

60 (1 item
IDd in
2003)

Dumb-Bell

* Ingmanson makes no mention of human remains in his yearly report memorandum
(1961) to Regional Archeologist Beaubien.
**

Site was recently determined to be outside the EFMO park boundary

*** Henning (1998:12) reports that accession 148 is incorrect in that it
references Mound 68. Henning indicates the accession should be for Mound 43.
However, park memoranda to MWAC identify the Henning Mound 43 accession as
147 rather than 148 and further indicate that catalog number 9917 was
assigned to the human remains from Henning’s 1991 repair of Mound 43.

Table 4. Summary of EFMO Federal Register NAGPRA notices.
Citation

date

Site

Accession

Comments

3/9/2001
3/9/2001
3/9/2001
3/9/2001

3 Mound Group, Mound 57
Sny Magill, Mound 27
13CT50
Mounds in area of EFMO

none or acc. 5?
none or acc. 5?
12
undetermined

Not repatriated in 2001
Repatriated 2001
Repatriated 2001
Repatriated in 2001

Vol.67, No.54

03/20/2003

3 Mound Group, Mound 57

none or Acc. 5?

Correction to previous
notice

Vol.69, No.243

12/20/2001

3 Mound Group, Mound 57

none or Acc. 5?

Repatriated in 2005

Vol.73, No.104
Vol.73, No.104

05/29/2008
05/29/2008

Waukon Junction Rockshelter
Marquette Rockshelter

48
70

Repatriated in 2008
Repatriated in 2008

Vol.73, No.135
Vol.73, No.135
Vol.73, No.135

07/14/2008
07/14/2008
07/14/2008

Hwy 76 Rockshelter
Spike Hollow Rockshelter
Marquette-Yellow River
Mound Group No. 9,
Mound 66

8
49
60

Repatriated in 2008
Repatriated in 2008
Repatriated in 2008

Vol.66,
Vol.66,
Vol.66,
Vol.66,

No.47
No.47
No.47
No.47

Explanation:
The information in this table was taken from the actual notices and from data in Tables 1 through 3. Site
numbers and names do not appear in each case in the notices and accession numbers are not listed in the
notices.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

Ewing was presented with Henning’s report and
knew the July 16, 1990 Report of Survey
concerned the removal of Native American remains from the collection.
01/18/2012 – Interview in Prairie du Chien of Thomas Munson. Munson claimed he received a
“directive” from an unspecified NPS source to remove all Native American remains from EFMO’s
collection to repatriate them prior to the enactment of NAGPRA. Munson claims he did not know where
or how to repatriate the remains and was not provided with the proper personnel or funding to do so.
Therefore the remains were stored by an unspecified employee in a multi-use garage used by him and the
EFMO maintenance staff. At some point, Munson drove the remains to the Midwest Archeological
Center, who Munson claims was fighting NAGPRA “tooth and nail,” and half of the remains were
removed by an unspecified employee(s). The remains not removed were returned to EFMO and restored
in the multi-use garage by an unspecified employee. The box was accidentally removed from the garage
by high school students hired to move his belongings to Prairie du Chien. Munson claims he discovered
the box in his garage during Gustin’s tenure and unsuccessfully attempted to have EFMO pick it up.
With each EFMO Superintendent Munson attempted to have EFMO retrieve the box but was asked to
continue to store it until he handed it over to Bob Palmer on April 28, 2011.

