ELEMENT MNE MAU ADJUSTED
VALUE MAU %
cranium 4 4.0 i I
hyoid 3 1:5 4.3
mandible 4 2.0 Sl
atlas 1 1.0 2.8
axis 1 1.8 2.9
cervical vertebra 4 0.8 23
thoracic vertebra 24 1.7 4.8
lumbar vertebra 7 1.4 4.0
sacrum 2 2.0 5.7
caudal vertebra 14 07 2.0
ribs 88 3.1 8.8
scapula 7 3.5 10.0
humerus o1 26.0 74.3
radius 40 Z20.0 571
ulna 30 15.0 42.8
metacarpal 17 8.5 24.3
ulnar carpal 10 5.0 14,3
intermediate carpal 8 4.0 11.4
radial carpal 7 Bub 10.0
fused 2nd & 3rd carpal 4 2.0 Bl
fourth carpal 3 1.5 TS
accessory carpal 1 0.5 1.4
innominate 19 9.5 2741
femur 31 150 44,3
patella 35 17.5 50.0
tibia 70 35.0 100.0
lateral malleolus 42 210 60.0
metatarsal 13 ] 18.¢6
2nd metatarsal 1 0.5 1.4
calcaneus 7 3.5 10.0
astragalus 15 15 21.4
central tarsal 1 0.5 1.4
centroquartral tarsal 9 8 12.8
fused 2nd & 3rd tarsal S 2.5 i
first tarsal Z 1.0 2.9
first phalanx 34 4.3 12.3
second phalanx 43 5.4 15.4
third phalanx 27 3.4 BaiF
proximal sesmoid 19 L Bk
distal sesmoid 8 1.0 243
Table 7: MAU values for adult bisan

bones from River Bend site.

assumption, several interpretations may
be expressed.

The MAU%'s for bison fetal bone show
that almost complete fetuses were re-
turned to the site and therefore food
potential maximized, A strong prefer-

26

ELEMENT MNE MAU ADJUSTED
VALUE MAU %
cranium 2 2.0 20.0
mandible 6 30 20.0
atlas 2 2.0 20.0
cervical vertebra 7 1.4 14.0
thoracic vertebra 34 244 24.0
lumbar vertebra 9 1.8 18.0
sacral vertebra 7 1.4 14,0
caudal vertebra 3 0.17 L
ribs 96 3.4 34.0
scapula 17 8.5 85.0
humerus 15 75 7EL
radius 20 10.0 100.0
ulna 14 7.0 70.0
metacarpal 13 6.5 65.0
femur 16 8.0 80.0
tibia 12 6.0 60.0
metatarsal 19 9.5 95.0
calcaneus 7 5.5 35.0
fused 2nd & 3rd tarsal 1 0.5 5:0
First phalanx 10 L3 13.0
second phalanx 12 L5 15.0
third phalanx 0.75 7:5
distal sesmoid 1 0.125 1.25
Table 8: MAU values for fetal bison

bone from River Bend site.

ence for fetal meat or easier transport
of the smaller carcasses may have con-
tributed to this pattern.

In contrast, adult carcasses were
selectively transported, with high util-
ity units returned in greater frequency.
This maximization of labor in handling
mature animals may be due to an abund-
ance of bison near the camp. However,
the need to transport food over a longer
distance to camp could also cause labor
maximization regardless of species
abundance. Finally, absence of low
utility items does not necessarily mean
they were excluded as a food item. For
example, Nunamiut snacked on bone marrow
at hunting stands and other activity
areas outside the base camp (Binford
1978).
















































