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PREFACE 

The great bone bed at Agate has caught the Imagination and 
attention of scientists and the pub I le since the slgnff icance of 
the deposit was first recognized by the paleontologist Olaf 
P~terson In 1904. August 1984 is the 80th anniversary of this 
discovery, and 1985 wl I I mark an equally significant event: the 
centennial of James Cook's fnftlal discovery of bones at the Agate 
hi I ls near hrs ranch In the valley of the Niobrara RJver In 1885. 

The period of greatest scientific activity at Agate occurred 
during the two decades that fol lowed Peterson's recognition of the 
Importance of the site. From 1904 to 1925, North American museums 
and universities competed for Agate's fossf I resources. In this 
study, I have tried to capture both pol ftlcs and sclentlf fc 
procedures In summarizing the history of the excavations ln the 
Agate hi I Is. In so doing, we see early 20th century paleontology 
in whole cloth, as It was actually practiced. I offer no apology 
in adoptrng this approach, since I f Ind as much fascination and 
s f g n l f ~can c e I n th e h J story o f th e s c I enc e as J n J ts f i n d I n g s • 
Fortunately, my professional goals coincided with the needs of the 
National Park Service, who required identification and a history 
of work at the various quarries In the main hi I Is to manage the 
f os s I I resources at Ag ate. 

After 1925, excavations In the Agate hi I Is never attained the 
magnitude or Intensity of the early years. Some bel leved that the 
Important rnformatlon had been gleaned from the Agate quarries, 
and it was best to maintain the sJtes as a sclentlf lc storehouse 
of good exhibit materials, to be tapped when needed by museums 
wishing to mount a rhinoceros skeleton or two. Others saw value 
ln preserving the quarries as a national resource, whereby both 
the known and wel I recognized aspects of the bone bed, as wel I as 
Its as-yet-undiscovered potentfal, would be actively conserved. 
In 1965, the Agate Foss I I Beds National Monument was created by 
act of Congress. 

Despite the vigorous activity at Agate durrng the early 20th 
century, the data collected ln the various quarries was never 
brought together and systematically evaluated. The competitive 
attitude among the several flel4 parties precluded a useful 
synthesis of sclentlf lc results. Field data were accu~ulated by 
different methods, and recorded in dlffetent styles. Exchange of 
Information took place, but only as a courtesy, and never with a 
summary of the paleontology of al I sites In mind. Hypotheses 
explafnlng the origin of the great bone bed were proposed, but 
none proceeded from careful evaluation of observations of the 
bones, the enclosing sediments, and the local and reglonal 
geological context In whlch they were found. 
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Thus there was a need to summarize what was known about 
Agate, prlor to the Initiation of new excavations. Naturally, 
thi•s proved a wise approach, for much •emerged ·tn the .historical 

r' sur.vey:: of the quarries that can" gu r de future p·~l ann i ng and 
lnferpfetatlqn. My own views on t~e or1gin of the d~poslt have 
changed since I first began work on the Agate sJtes,·arrd'have led 
me to see where new excavation wo.uld be: mos"l.v.aJuable In answering 
k e y quest I on s ab o u t the or I g I n o f . ~th e q one o~ d.~ We have a I ready a 
much clearer insight lnto Agate's place in !he~~eglonal geologic 
setting -- the ancient environment.s·of 20 mill.Jon years ago are 
tod9.Y much better und.erstood. ·Although I ca·nnot yet write that 
only o~e- h~ypothesl s i,s needed to exp l~lf! th,E!:.or.Jgln and se.tting of 
the Agate bone bed, I _.can say that the presenr1y known evidence 
gathered from ~rchlves and our recent fl~l~·&tu~ies al lows only a 
few w·el r deffne<:I s-cenarios. From among these,·-we can more 
objecflvel~ choose in the next few years as~esearch continues. 

What have we learned about the setting and origin of the 
Agate bone bed? The regional geologtc setting.of the site is 
perhaps best known, based on a decade of study of the Cenozoic 
rocks of Sioux County by University of Nebraska f 1eld parties 
(1973-1983). The bone bed occurs In a sandy ephemeral stream 
channel setting. The quarries tap a bone accumulation that came 
to rest in the base of such a stream channel. These ephemeral 
streams traversed flat lnterchannel plains that extended westward 
to the Rocky Mountain uplifts. A semiarid, seasonally wet, 
continental climate with warm winters is most plausible> possibiy 
developed in the rain shadow of the mountains. 

Turning to the local setting, the sediments that enclose the 
bones are similar in pattern in al I the quarries in the main Agate 
hi I ls, indicating that the burial event responsible for 
preservation of the bone bed was common to al I sites> and probably 
of short duration. But here simi lartty ends, for the most 
interesting and previously unappreciated result of this study wes 
the discovery that the nature of the bone' bed differs somewhat 
among the various quarries. Some quarries are dominated by 
scattered, fragmented, and abraded bones, the residue of gradua! 
skeletal attrition through normal envtronmenta! agencies (cl lmatic 
weathering of carcasses, scavenging and trampling of skeletons, 
stream abrasion and fragmentation). The bone bed in such quarries 
is not the resu It of a s r ng I e sudden mass death event 1 to I I owed by 
rapid burial of the carcasses, but reflects a more gradual 
temporally extended process of skeletal disintegration. Some time 
has et~psed between death and final burial. On the other hand, 
the major Agate quarry (Southwest Excavation) has produced 
numero-us disarticulated but largely Intact, unbroken, and 
unabraded bones of both chalicothere and rhinoceros, many without 
attrltlonal damage, and some sti 11 grouped together in individual 
associations. In this case, the process of skeletal destruction 
has made I ittle progress prior to sediment burial of these bones • 
Large intact blocks of such bones encased in the original sediment 
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taken from this quarry are commonly exhfblted in major North 
American museums and unlversitles, and have been thought typical 
of the bone bed {seep. 138f., Figs. 3.61, 3.62). Other blocks 
from this same quarry, such as the superb slab on exhfbit at the 
Carnegie Museum, are made up of bones that have been scavenged, 
abraded, and broken prfor to burial. Such differences In the 
nature of the bone bed reflect slightly different hf stories for 
these areas ln the quarry. In June-July 1984, test pits placed by 
our f leld party Jn the Southwest Excavation revealed at least two 
square meters of the quarry floor In which skeletal disintegration 
was advanced, and scavenging of many bones was evident. Here In 
the largest of the Agate quarries, a complex history of skeletal 
processing rs Indicated, and additional excavation wi I I be 
necessary to understand the pattern of the deposit. 

Why such differences occur between the parts of the bone bed 
ls not clear. Several hypotheses can account for these 
differences, and In this report, an initlal attempt ls made to 
explore them. At the present time, the explanation fn conformity 
with the earlier excavations and our own 1984 field work envlsions 
the bone bed Jn the main hf I Is as the product of multiple death 
events, in a sense the sum of many smal I catastrophes that befel I 
populations of rhrnoceros, chalicothere, and entelodont in the 
sandy wide shallow ephemeral stream valley where the bone bed 
accumulated over time. No single death event need be greater in 
magnitude than present day mass mortal I ties that deplete If vfng 
ungulate populations In semiarid grassland environments today, 
such as the Serengeti ecosystem of East Africa. In the Serengeti 
and Its neighboring environs, ungulates die In significant numbers 
(tens to hundreds) In mass drownings at river fords, in lake 
crossings, and through lack of food, drought and disease. In such 
a seasonal cl !mate, rafnfall occurring at certain times of the 
year tranports and concentrates dried carcasses, Individual bones, 
and partially fragmented skeletons In the watercourses. Semiarid 
grassland plains subject to seasonal sudden Intense rainfal I often 
are characterized by major streamf loods capable of transport and 
deposition of 1-2 feet of fine sandy sediment. Such a flash flood 
could have Initiated the final burial event at Agate. This flood 
entombed C1) a basal lag gravel of worn and fragmented bones and ( 
teeth mixed wlth rounded Harrison Formation sand pebbles -- this , 
lag gravel formed over a period of months to years; CZ> 
rhfnoceros, entelodont, and chalicothere remains at various stages 
of skeletal disintegration in the ephemeral stream valley and Its 
tributaries when engulfed by the flood event -- these carcasses 
were probably the result of Individual and mass deaths that took 
place periodically over no more than about ten years, based on the 
observed degree of bone weathering; (3) individuals drowned in 
the f lbod event Itself, represented by associated skeletons and 
the few wel I articulated specimens In the bone bed. New evidence 
from the Agate sites is necessary to confirm or modify this 
scenario as work contJnues Jn the quarries • 
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This survey has also resulted In the first mapping of the 
quarries CMap A> since the termination of excavations in the main 
h I I Is r n 1965. Map A <in pock et on back cover) shows the names I 
have adopted In this report for the various Agate quarries In the 
main hi I Is. The quarries on Carnegie HI I I have been given many 
names over the years; in Appendix A Cp. 158f.) these names are 
synonymized and grouped under the site designations used on Map A. 
Four topographic elevations were the focus of al I early 
excavations in the main Agate hi I Is In sectton 10, T.28N, R.55W: 
these are named on Map A, from north to south, North Ridge, 
University Hill, Carnegie Hill, and Beardog Hill. 

The aim of this historical survey has been not only to bring 
together the widely dispersed information on the Agate hf I Is, a 
task that has long needed attention, but also to begin to clarify 
the picture created by this diverse data base by initiation of new 
research into the Agate foss i Is and f I e Id sites. Much work needs 
to be done, but with the start of new excavations at Agate In 
1981,~~he necessary step was taken to develop an improved 
per~pectJve on this major North Amerfcan fossl I site. New 
insights at Agate must rest ultlmately oa renewed field 
exploration. Techniques change and Improve with time In any 
science. To achieve progress, the earl l~r results must be blended 
with new observations. Furthermore, an ~lstorlcal perspective, 
employed in this survey of Agate's exca~atlons, demonstrates 
better than any other examp I e the dependence' of one generat I on of 
paleontologlsts upon the next, and:itfustrates the necessity tor. 
detai I and care in recording fie~q,9bservations In the science of 
paleontology. With this end in mind, I dedicate tnis study to a 
pa I eon to I og i st who exemp Ii f i ed these profess i ona I standards, and 
who taught many of us through his own example -- Ted Galusha. 

University of Nebraska 
July 1984 

Robert Hunt, ,_ 
V I • 
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1. DISCOVERY OE THE AGATE FOSSIL BEQS 

1.1. O. A, Peterson and t,he Car neg I e Museym 

Olaf Peterson {1865-1933), who came from Sweden to the United 
States when 17 years of age, became aware of vertebrate foss I Is from 
his brother-Jn-law, J. 8. Hatcher. In 1888, as a young man, he was 
hired by Hatcher to assist In col lectlng fossl Is In Nebraska and 
Wyoming for O. C. Marsh of Yale University. Peterson was employed 
both In the f leld and In the New Haven laboratory of Marsh from 1888 
to 1891. From 1891 to 1896 Peterson worked for the American Museum 
In New York, eventually leavlng this lnstltutfon to Join his 
brother-In-law on the Princeton expeditions to Patagonia In 1896 and 
1898. In 1900, In part due to Hatcher's legendary success In South 
America, both Peterson and Hatcher left Princeton and joined the 
Carnegie Museum In Pittsburgh. 

It was during his tenure with the Carnegie Museum that Peterson 
had his major Impact on North American paleontology. His research 
on the terrestrlal Cenozoic rocks and fossl I mammals of Sioux 
County, northwest Nebraska, can be regarded as his best work, for he 
not only ,collected most of the fossl Is, but also pub I I shed a number 
of major monographs on the fauna. Much of this Is stl I I useful 
today. He began his Sloux County explorations In 1901, continued 
them in 1902, and ln 1904, despite adverse circumstances, recognized 
the importance of the Agate bone bed. 

In Sioux County {Fig. 1.1>, Peterson first worked the Oligocene 
White River badlands north of the Pine Ridge escarpment. These 
barren sculptured hi Ifs so near the escarpment sti I I produce 
mammal tan fossl Is in quantity. Today the escarpment defines the 
northern I lmlt of a great remnant tableland, now bisected by the 
Platte River, but at one time In the late Cenozoic extendTng without 
Interruption from northern Nebraska to northern Colorado, a 
north-south distance of over 150 ml les. The present tableland Is 
the dissected vestige of a thick wedge of Cenozoic terrestrial 
sediments, Its western margTn In contact wTth the Rocky Mountain 
ranges and Its eastern edge thinning toward the mldcontlnent. 
Extensive badland rock outcrops, representing the oldest part of 
this wedge, are prominently exposed along the southern and northern 
boundlng escarpments of the tableland. Field collectors like 
Hatcher and Peterson, early In this century, were Involved In 
geographically wide-ranging searches for exhibit quality fossl Is, 
and commonly sought out such promising badland areas where the 
probabl I lty of success was high. In 1901 the White River badlands 
of Nebraska and South Dakota were known to produce mammalian fossils 
fn abundance, and the PJne Ridge escarpment was a logical place for 
Peterson to begin his search. 

The geologist N. H. Darton In 1899 recognized two stratigraphic 
divisions within the Pine Ridge escarpment, named by him the White 
River Formation and Arlkaree Formation. The upper part of the 
escarpment is formed by Arlka~ee rocks; the lower part of the 
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escarpment and the flatland extending north from It are "White River 
beds. From as early as 1886 untl I 1895, Hatcher had traveled 
through this area, and worked the deposits for fossl Is, focusing 
prlmarl ly on the White River terrain. 

The extraordinary fossi I potential of northwest Nebraska was 
evident to Hatcher, and In 1901 he assigned Peterson the task of 
amassing a col lectfon from the Sioux County Cenozoic sequence. This 
seems to have been stlmulated by Hatcher's own work in the Sioux 
County deposits in 1900: wfth his assistant, W. H. Utterback, 
Hatcher spent three or four weeks In the Arikaree near Harrison, 
Nebraska, and then moved on to the more productive White River beds. 
Hatcher's effort of 1900 represents the f lrst record of prolonged 
work by the Carnegie Museum In Sioux County Arlkaree rocks (earlier 
work by Hatcher for other Institutions was focused on the White 
River, especially on the great tltanotheres found In these beds). 
Only a very smal I sample of fossl I mammals was collected by the two 
men. However, Hatcher's Initial foray Into the Arlkaree beds In 
1900 was the flrst step of a long productive journey for the 
Carnegre Museum fleld men that would reach Its scientific cllmax 
with Peterson's dlscovery of the Agate bone bed In Arlkaree 
sediments In 1904. 

Peterson's first documented work ln the Sioux County Arikaree 
beds took place In May 1901 when, camped to the north of Pine Ridge 
on Prairie Dog Creek, he traveled south to Harrison formal I and 
supplies, and looked over the "Dalmonellx beds" (gray Arlkaree 
sandstones with large helical rodent burrows) on his journey to 
town. Forced to remain in town due to rain, he wrote on May 25, 
"Went afoot to the south of Harrison; found Dalmonelix beds exposed 
on al I elevated points. Found fragments of a rodent skul I •. ··" He 
continued to collect In both the Arlkaree and White River of Sioux 
County during the summer months, but focused on the White River 
during May, June and July. In August, he moved south into the 
Niobrara Canyon, and began his important collection of mammalian 
fossi Is from the Arlkaree cl lffs on the south sf de of the canyon 
Immediately east of the Nebraska-Wyoming state boundary. He worked 
this area (which was to become the type locallty of his "Upper 
Harrison" beds) during August and September, returning to Pittsburgh 
on October 4. 

In 1902, Peterson again returned to Sioux County, undoubtedly 
because of the rich collection of fossi Is that he had found the 
previous year. Locating near the old postofflce of Adelia, he 
worked the White River beds unti I late In August, then entered 
Wyoming to explore the dlnosaur-bearfng rocks of the Lance Creek 
region north of the Hartvi I le Upl !ft. In 1903, Peterson did not go 
Into the field but remained In the laboratory at the Carnegie 
Museum, working on fossi I mammals found by him durfng the previous 
two f leld seasons • 

In 1904, Peterson returned to the field with Hatcher's strong 
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Fig. I.I. Map of the Agate region, showing the principal geographic 
features and localrtres mentioned In the text. The area was the focus 
of early fleld studies by E.H. Barbour, O.A. Peterson, J.B. Hatcher, and 
Albert Thomson et the turn of the century. These paleontologlsts 
entered the region by raf lroad, then traveled through the area by horse 
and wagon untll the advent of the automobile. The principal points 
where the field parties left the ral I line and outfitted were Harrison 
and Andrews, Nebraska, and Van Tassell and Lusk, Wyoming. Thus, many of 
the most Important early localltlei are near these towns. Much early 
exploration for fossil mammals was focused In the White River badlands 
and along the Pine Ridge escarpment where prominent exposures of 
mid-Cenozoic rocks oroduce numerous fossl Is • 
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encouragement to continue his Sioux County explorations. Two 
unusually Important discoveries befel I Peterson: (1) the explanation 
of the origin of the enigmatic hel teal fossl Is cal led devl I's 
corkscrews or •Dalmonellces'; (2) the finding of the Agate bone 
bed. 

At the start of field work In late May and June 1904, Peterson 
explored the lower Arlkaree rocks, trying to f Ind fossl Is In the 
Gering sandstones at the base of the Pine Ridge escarpment, b~t with 
I rttle luck. He dld obtain some bones from the "upper Monroe Creek 
beds", at a higher level In the Arlkaree. On June 6, Hatcher 
advised, "Whl le It would have been gratifying had you been able to 
report more satisfactory f lnds from the Gering sandstones, yet thf s 
was to be expected; however, If after a week spent In those beds you 
meet with no better success should think It would be best to devote 
your attention to either the underlying or overlying deposits." It 
was the overlying rocks that Peterson attacked with characteristic 
vigor, working the upper Arlkaree on the tableland's surface near 
the postofflce of Van Tassel I, Wyoming. 

Van Tassel I Iles near the Nebraska state I lne In the valley of 
the Niobrara River. In this area, the river and Its local tributary 
streams dtssect the surface of the tableland, producing numerous 
bare fossi llferous outcrops of the Arlkaree. A visit to this 
local lty In July 1904 marked the beginning of Peterson's Interest 
and extended work on the 'devl I's corkscrews'; his notes include 
numerous sketches of these bizarre Arlkaree fossl Is. The corkscrews 
were hel lcal spirals of finely layered gray sandstone, often encased 
In a si liclfied rind of fossl I plant roots, some penetrating the 
interior. Sometimes found In groups, each corkscrew was spaced a 
specific distance from Its neighbors. They were first noticed In 
1891 by E. H. Barbour, a Nebraska paleontologist, who argued that 
they were gfant plant fossr ts. Barbour resolutely malntafned th ts 
view at the time of Peterson's Sioux County explorations. 
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On July 4, 1904, Peterson found and studied a large grouping of \ 
corkscrews along the south side of the Niobrara River In Wyoming 
opposite the mouth of Van Tassel I Creek. His notes reflect his 
excitement at what he found: "I had not remained very long In this 
local lty before I became convinced of the origin of the Daemonhellx. 
I found remains of rodents, not only one case but 6 or 7 cases, and 
In two Instances I found nearly the complete skeletons lay In the 
weathered out Inside of the corkscrew! Not once did I find the 
rodent remains attached to the outside surface of the burrow, or, 
corkscrew, but always on the weathered out Inside of the casts. The 
fact that rodent remains are thus found fn these casts of burrows or 
Cork Screws and seldom ever found In the soft sandstone separate 
from the burrows Is alone evidence of their true origin." From this 
time, Peterson never doubted that the orlgln of these 'corkscrews' 
was attrfbutable to the rodents found In them • 
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In 1904, Peterson left some field notes of his Sioux County 
work, lncludlng a geologic cross-section of the tableland from Pine 
Ridge as far south as Spoon Butte CF!g. 1.2), and excel lent notes 
and d I agrams of the corkscrews near Van Tasse I I. But notes on the 
discovery at Agate, written In the f leld at the time, have not been 
located. This seems to have resulted from a personal tragedy that 
befel I Peterson In early July 1904, for after that time he 
apparently made no detal led fie Id notes. 

Unknown to Peterson at the time of his corkscrew discovery, his 
col league Hatchsr had contracted typhoid fever In Pittsburgh In late 
June and quickly became gravely I I I. On June 30th, unaware of 
Hatcher's condition, Peterson penned a routine letter from the field 
in Harrison, Nebraska, discussing expenses, weather, and fossl Is 
found, stating: "I am now about through along the Pine Ridge and 
expect to move camp In a day or so, down towards Vantassle (sic) 
where I expect to spend a week or so In the Harrison beds before we 
start for the Reservation." 

On July 1, W. J. Holland, the controversial director of the 
Carnegie Museum, had written Peterson a troub I Ing letter: 

"My Dear Mr. Peterson;-
! dare say that you have been advised ere th is. of the 

fact that Mr. Hatcher Is I I I with typhoid fever. He was taken 
to the hospital a few days ago, and, I understand, Is very 
sick, though not according to accounts In imminent danger ..•• 
Meanwhl le, whl le he Is 111 an.d unable to attend to his work, 
you had better communicate with me directly In reference to 
any matters that require attention •••• I trust that you wl I I 
report to me as to your movements, so that we may keep In 
touch with you." 

Probably weakened by years of sustained overexertion In 
research and f leldwork, Hatcher fa! led to recover, and died on July 
3rd at the age of 42. On July 4th, Peterson learned of Hatcher's 
death, and the next day wrote Holland of his plan to return to the 
east: 

"My Dear Dr. Holland: 
Last night late a telegram was brought out to my camp 

with the very sad news that Mr. Hatcher Is dead. I just got 
In. Have wired Mrs. Hatcher [Peterson's sister] •••• 

[There] wl 11 now necessarl ly be changes which wl 11 affect 
every one concerned In the department. I have accordingly 
decided to close up my work here as soon as I ~an and come 
back to Pittsburgh. I wish to be there, If for nothing else 
to try to console and help Mrs. Hatcher as much as I can. 
Should It become advisable I could come out later In the 
season, or, the work could be resumed again next spring. 

I have met with very good success the last 2 weeks and 
was just on the point of writing Hatcher some very Important 
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Fig. 1.2. Geological cross-section of the Hartvi I le Table, from 
the Pine Ridge escarpment <Squaw Butte) to Spoon Butte, from 1904 
field notes of O.A. Peterson, who indicated that the Arlkaree 
tableland was made up of a sequence of superposed tabular rock 
units (Gering, Monroe Creek, Harrison, "Nebraska" [=Upper 
Harrison]>. Line of section (north to south) nearly para I lels 
Wyoming-Nebraska state boundary. The Niobrara River CRunningwater 
of Peterson) has cut the Niobrara Canyon at the center of the 
cross-section. In 1904, the faults that occur In the region (see 
Fig. 2.2) were not known to Peterson • 
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discoveries which I have made the last day or two when I got 
the message from Mrs. Hatcher." 

On July 8, Holland replied: 

"My Dear Mr. Peterson;-
! received your letter this morning In which you stated that 

you had decided to cease work and come home In order to at least 
comfort your good sister, Mrs. Hatcher. Mr. Mellor and I were at 
Mr. Hatcher's residence this morning, at Mrs. Hatcher's request, and 
we talked over the matter carefully, and It seemed to us that In 
view of al I the circumstances It was scarcely wise for you to stop 
work where you are, especlal ly In view of the fact that you tel I us 
you have made Important discoveries, and come back here •••• Mr. 
Mellor and I, as well as your sister, think the best thing you can 
do under the circumstances Is to remain where you are and carry on 
the work that you are doing with energy •••• I telegraphed you today 
Informing you of the substance of this decision, using the words -
'Have consulted Mrs. Hatcher; your return won't help; go on with 
work; am writing fully.' In case at a later date It should be 
judged necessary that you should return we can arrange for It, but 
doubt very much whether It would be wise for you to pul I up stakes 
and come back now. That would sacrifice the good results which In 
your letter you say you are just on the eve of achieving. Utterback 
reports that thus far he has accompl I shed nothing throughout the 
season, and I should regret very much to have to report to Mr. 
Carnegie that neither party had succeeded In accomplishing anything 
this summer •••• 

Untl I a successor to Prof. Hatcher Is secured I shal I act as 
the head of the Section of Paleontology In the Museum, and shal I 
expect you to report to me everything just as you were In the habit 
of doing to Mr. Hatcher, and to keep me fully advised of al I your 
movements and of your necessities." 

On July 11, Peterson responded to Holland's Incredible letter In 
a matter-of-fact tone, but his true reaction was dist! I led In 
letters to H. F. Osborn at the American Museum, and to Charles 
Schuchert at the National Museum, later In July: 

"My Dear Dr. Holland: 
In reply would say that the discovery I have made 

(determining what the Devr Is CorkScrews are) can not be much 
Improved on. I w 111 however cont I nue to get a few more 
specimens, and may perhaps go up on the Sioux lndlan 
Reservation a short whl le before coming back. In the 
meantime, I wish you would kindly tel I Mr. Douglass to get 
together all literature on Daemonhellx [sic] and send to me. 
I would I Ike to write a pre I Im I nary note to Science before 
other parties do It for me, and I think the credit should go 
to the dTscoverer and our Institution." 

5 
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On July 25, Peterson was more candid with his old employer Osborn: 

"My Dear Prof. Osborn: 
It is truly a pity that after Hatcher worked as hard as 

he dld to get to where he could begin to reap some genuine 
satisfaction and pleasure of his many years of hard tolling In 
the field, he should b& taken away. It Is not only a great 
loss to his poor wife and children but as you have truly said 
a loss to science as wel I. 

With considerable pleasure and satisfaction not to say 
proudness I watched hrs steady onward march to distinction, 
wet I knowing that he now occupied a place where he could with 
undlvldlng energy devote his whole ambition to his most 
cherished work and I looked forward to years of pleasant 
cooperation with him. 

Returning from an extensive horseback trip the fourth of 
July I was rejoicing to myself o~er the good news I had to 
tel I Hatcher of my discovery that day (the discovery of what 
the Daemonel Ix really are) when I met one of my men - I sent 
both of them [Olcott and Dodd] to town the third to spend the 
fourth of July. As soon as I recognized him I was under the 
Influence of a pecul far sensation, and after reading the 
yellow slip he handed me I felt dizzy. 

I wanted to go back Immediately but Dr. Holland insisted 
on my continuing the work. That he was now in ful I charge of 
that dept. and for me to report to him untl I such time as he 
could get the proper party tn Hatcher•s place. 

As a matter of fact I have no heart to do work as I did 
formerly. Dr. Holland Is no doubt favorably disposed toward 
me but I know that he rs not capable of the sympathy a field 
man craves In connection with paleontology. Not knowing what 
is going on or what changes are taking place in the museum 1 
am naturally on the alert for another place as I may on my 
return find that a change wi I I be necessary." 

Earlier, on July 18, Peterson had written Charles Schuchert in 
Washington at the National Museum: 

"My Dear Mr. Schuchart: 
Knowing there Is a vacancy In the National Museum I 

respectfully ask you what the position is? ••• I trust you know 
me and what I have been doing for the past 16 years to present 
my case to Dr. Merri 11 •••• 

I know nothing as yet of what changes may take place in 
Pittsburgh since Hatcher 1 s death and naturally [am] on the 
alert should things turn uncongenial ly there tc necessitate 
making a change.u 

On July 22, Schuchert rep I fed encouragingly to Peterson: 

"Dear Mr. Peterson: 
Since Hatcher 1 s lamented death I saw Hermann at New York 
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and I spoke of the vacancy In this museum In the vertebrate 
dtvlslon. As you know we had hopes of securing Hatcher but 
his death upset all our plans. Tel ling these things to 
Hermann he urged our securing your servtces in the strongest 
terms which I have done with Dr. Merri I I. If you ~are to make 
a change I can say that Or. Merri I I wl I I be greatly pleased to 
consfder you as a candidate." 

Against this background of events, Peterson prepared to travel to 
Agate to look over the reglon In the vicinity of the James Cook 
ranch. His emotional state could hardly have been less conducive to 
ca ref u I observat l on of the area, and the deta l I ed record l ng of his 
finds. On July 28th, the eve of his departure for Agate, he wrote 
HoJ land a terse note: 

"Dear Dr. Holland: 
Since.about the 18th of June we have had very good 

success to within the last few days. We leave this place 
tomorrow on a short trip to a new local tty. I expect we wl 11 
be gone some 2 weeks perhaps longer, If we meet with any 
success. In the meantime I would wish and expect 1st, a 
guarantee to the Depot Agent for the shipment of fossl Is. 
2nd, advice as to the disposal of the outfit. You wl I I please 
direct letter to Harrison Nebraska as that wt I I be our next 
P.O. address." 

Peterson must have reached Agate during the first days of 
August. At that time, when Harold Cook had just shown him the 
fossl Is In the Agate hi I ls, several letters arrived at Agate for 
Peterson, one from Schuchert providing him further encouragement In 
his attempt at the National Museum position, and the fol lowing 
letter from Holland which could have done llttle to ease Peterson's 
state of mind: 

Aug. 1, 1904 
"My Dear Mr. Peterson, 

As I see by the account that you send me that you have 
only $1 .59 on hand, I herewith send you a check for $100, on 
account of field expenses, which you wl I I kindly receipt. 

You ask me to furnfsh a guarantee to the depot agent at 
Harrison, Nebraska, for the shipment of fossl Is. I do not 
understand what you mean by a guarantee unless It be a letter 
from me glvlpg assurance that the freight on the mater I al wl I I 
be paid upon delivery. I enclose a fetter which I suppose 
wl I I cover the purpose. If It Is not what ls wanted, please 
let me know, and tel I me what the.station agent requires. 

You ask me for directions as to the disposal of the 
outfit. I wish to say In this connection that I would like to 
have ful I Information from you as to what you have In the way 
of an outfit and Its condition. You must not Imagine because 
Mr. Hatcher Is dead that the work of the Department of 
Paleontology at th ls Museum ls going to end or that we shal I 
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not have need of your services and of the services of the 
entire staff. Whl le we deplore Mr. Hatcher's death most 
deeply, you must understand that the work of this Museum goes 
on forever. I wish you to stay in the ffeld and gather al I 
the good material that you possibly can. I know you to be an 
eminently successful collector, and I do not think that an 
early return on account qt Mr. Hatcher's death wf I I mend 
matters at al I. The more you collect this summer the better 
ft wr t I be both for the lnstltutJon and for your own 
reputation. If you have good prospects and there Is material 
that can be acquired that Is needed In the Museum, get ft. I 
prefer to have you stay In the fJeld as long as there Is any 
chance to do good work. I know that Professor Hatcher's death 
has necessarr ly to some extent unsettled your mind, but you 
need have no discouragement on that score. As long as I am 
satisfied with you and wel I pleased It makes no difference who 
Is Professor Hatcher's successor. You are sure of your 
position. I am, as you are aware, the man who Is to be 
satisfied •••• 

In the letter you wrote me preceding your last you state 
you have made some dlscoverfes upon the origin of Daemoneltx, 
an~ express a wish to prepare an article for Science upon the 
same. I desire to say that I shal I be very pleased to have 
you write an artfcle for Sctence, and of course you 
u~~erstand, under our rules and regulations all pub I !cations 
in relatlon to the expedltlons conducted and In relation to 
the materlal collected on such expeditions must be submitted 
to the Director. You would also possTbly be glad to have the 
benefit of my edttortal supervision. If you wt I I write your 
article and send the same to me I wt I I see that It Is 
transmitted in proper form to the editor of Science." 

This was the last letter received In the field by Peterson, and rt 
Is not dlff lcult to lmaglne his state of mind during the work at 
Agate. 

Peterson left no field notes on Agate. He reports the detal Is 
of his discovery of the quarries Tn his pub I I cations (Peterson, 
1906, 1909; Ho I land and Peterson, 1914}. Hatcher's death and the 
confl let with Ho! land, as they probably contributed to Peterson's 
deteriorating mental and physical condltron, must In part be 
responsible for this. However, the sequence of e~ents leading to 
the discovery, his brief period of work at Agate tn August 1904, and 
his premature return to New York, can be placed together. 

On July 28th, Peterson wrote Holland, stating "Since about the 
18th of June we have had very good success to wrthTn the last few 
days. We leave this place tomorrow on a short trip to a new 
local lty. l expect we wi 11 be gone some two weeks perhaps longer, 
if we meet with any success •••• " This letter has Inscribed at the 
letterhead, "Agate P.O. Nebraska" Indicating that he Is leaving the 
next day for Agate and wishes Holland to have his postal address , 
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there. The date of July 28th is In agreement with a statement 
published by Peterson (1909, p. 70) Jn his entelodont monograph: 
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"One day Jn the latter part of July, I decided to break camp 
and go down the river In search of new localltles for fossJ Is and 
also to study the geologJcal features of the neighborhood more 
fully. As Mr. Cook's ranch was on our way down the stream, It was 
decided to pay him a visit, and accordingly we stopped at his ranch. 
After a camp-ground had been pointed out to me, on top of a high 
butte immediately to the south of the farm bui ldJngs, and 
arrangements for wood, water, etc., had been made, the pre I lmlnary 
work of prospecting the neighborhood was at once under way. A day 
or two later Mr. Harold Cook, the eldest son of Mr. James H. Cook, 
accompanied the writer to a smal I elevatlon some four miles to the 
east of the farm bui I dings and Immediately beyond the eastern limits 
of the land belongJng to the ranch. The talus of this low hi II was i 
discovered to be fl I led with fragments of bones, and was afterwards 
designated as quarry A." 

However, a later letter lndJcates that the start for Agate was 
briefly postponed, for Peterson became I I I with fever after writing 
to Holland on July 28th, and went Instead to Fort RobJnson, about 30 
ml les east of Harrison, for medical treatment. The exact .duration 
of his stay at Fort Robinson ls unknown, but two to three days seems 
likely. If he departed Fort Robinson on August 1, he would have 
arrived at Agate late on that same day. His preliminary prospecting 
would have pccurred on August 2nd •. Thus Harold Cook possibly took 
him to Quarry A either on August 3rd or 4th. The f lrst field label 
from Quarry A (or from any of the Agate quarries) in the archives of 
the Carnegle Museum Is dated August 6th, and records the col lectlon 
of rhinoceros. Horse, rhlnoceros, and cha I lcothere remains are 
reported from Quarry A Jn field labels dated August 8th. On August 
9th, a large carnivore metacarpal (Hunt, 1972, Fig. 13) was found at 
the future locatlon of University Quarry at University HI I I: there 
are no f leld labels dated later than August 9th. 

Shortly after beginning work In Quarry A, Peterson (1909, 
p.71f.) discovered the main bone bed of the Agate hi I Is: "We had 
worked three or four days In [Quarry A] when. I declded to vlslt the 
two buttes (since named Carnegie HT If and University HT I I by Prof. 
E. H. Barbour) whlch I le about three hundred yards to the south of 
the place where we were working. One may easl ly lmag1ne the 
thrl I I Ing excitement of a fossl I-hunter when he f Inds the talus of 
the hi I I sides positively covered with complete bones and fragments 
of fossl I remains." Working with him at Agate were his assistants, 
T. F. Olcott and A. A. Dodd. 

If the time table above Is correct, then Peterson found the 
bones In the main hi I Is some time from August 5 to 7, and thus 
Peterson could have worked at Agate only a very short tlme, for on 
August 10, he wrote to Hal land announcing his readiness to end work 
for the season: 
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"As to the continuance of work In this local tty I would 
say that we are not having the success we perhaps would have, 
were I able to work I Ike I was accustomed to. This summer has 
been a trial on me from beginning tllf now. I have been 
troubled wJth dyspepsia from tJme to time. The next day after 
I wrote to you last [letter of July 28th] I was laid up with a 
fever Instead of going as I expected to look up a new 
locality. I am just back from the hospital at Fort Robinson 
and I have been advised by- the doctor to be careful In not 
exposing myself in this heat. I have about decided to quit 
col lectlng for a time and have taken steps accordingly. 

So far as ou~ Institution the Carnegie Museum Is 
concerned I can say that we have a magnificent col lectlon from 
this local tty which when worked up should be a pride to the 
Museum as wet I as to the collectors and preparators. I am 
glad to say that so far as I have been able to contrnue this 
summerp we have met with good success. In fact I have done 
some of my best work this season notwlthstandJng my 
condition •••• 

As I do not think I am doing credit to myself or to the 
fnstltutron to continue here much longer I wl I I close up In a 
few days and come In." 

On August 16th, Peterson arrived tn New York where he 
recuperated from his f I lness and arduous f leld season. Assuming 
three days by train <the usual ral l time) to reach New York, 
Peterson must have left Agate about August 13th. If this is true, 
he could have spent only about 10 days In the Agate quarries In 
1904. The only definite statement glvrng the date of Peterson's 
departure from Agate was made by Holland CHol land and Peterson, 
1914) who wrote that Peterson "left for hls home In Plttsburgh on 
the 10th of August." There Is an evident discrepancy between this 
statement made by Hot !and, and Peterson's letter of August 10th Jn 
which he "wl I I close up In a few days." It seems certain, however, 
that Peterson left Agate at some time between the 10th and 13th, and 
so could have only worked In the quarries for a week to 10 days at 
most. 

Peterson's stay at Agate leaves many unanswered questions: (1) 
how much mater I al was actually collected fn 1904 from Agate sites, 
especially Quarry A? C2) what was the role of T.F. Olcott and A.A. 
Dodd who were his assistants? when did they leave,Agate? (3) why 
dld Peterson not mention the discovery to Holland In his letter of 
August 10th? (4) why dJd Peterson leave no f leld notes on the 
excavation of the principal site, Quar~y A? 

Although the trying events of the summer, particularly the 
develop Ing discord between Peterson and Holland culminating In 
Peterson's f I I health, could be responsible for the absence of 
detar led Information on the discovery, the poss I bi I ity exists that 
Peterson did complete notes on the Agate fieldwork whlch then did 
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not f Ind their way Tnto the Carnegie archives. The eventual 
discovery of these notes would provide important Information on the 
f lrst f leld excavation at Agate. 

1.2. James and Harold Cook 
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Although the first notice of bones In the Agate hi I ls by a 
professional paleontologist belongs to Olaf Peterson, the Cooks and 
other settlers of the region had seen bones in these and other hi I Is 
In the area for many years prior to the Carnegie discovery. James 
Cook emerges rn much of the correspondence and narrative of the time 
as strongly concerned wlth bringing the bones to the attention of 
paleontologf sts. Peterson acknowledges a number of Invitations from 
Cook to visit his ranch, prior to Peterson's journey to Agate. And 
among records In the American Museum, New York, there ls an 
indication that James Cook had told J.B. Hatcher about the bones at 
Agate. 

James Cook married Kate Graham of Cheyenne, Wyoming, In 1886. 
In 1887 they purchased the Agate Springs Ranch (then cal led the 04 
Ranch) from Kate Graham's parents. According to Dorothy Meade, a 
granddaughter of James Cook, "A year or two before their marriage, 
when riding, Kate and Jim had discovered fossl I bones weathering out 
on the ranch. Later, as owner, Cook reported this f Ind to both the 
Nebraska and the Wyoming State Geologists." 

Peterson ( 1909) supp I I ed a pub I I shed vers I on of the d f scovery 
of bones at Agate as understood by him: "A few days later [In 
August 1904] when I reported my additional f Ind to Mr. Cook, I 
learned that I was not pe~haps the original discoverer of the bones 
in these two hi I Is, as he told me he had seen bones there as long 
ago as 1890, but always thought them to be of recent origin. In 
1908 I was further convinced that the bones fn these hi I Is had been 
seen even earl ler by Mr. Octave Harris, a prominent ranchman of the 
neighborhood." 

Harold Cook gives an amp I I fled account of the discovery of 
bones at Agate In his book, Tales of the 04 Ranch: 

"Father had shown the two hills in the valley of the 
Niobrara, on which he had found fossil bones, to E. H. Barbour 
of the University of Nebraska In 1891; but Professor Barbour 
had no money at that time for collectlng. 

"John B. Hatcher of Princeton University had been 
col lectlng dinosaurs Jn eastern Wyoming in the Lance Creek 
country. He came down Into Sloux County with his 
brother-Jn-law, O. A. Peterson, who was col lectlng fossl Is for 
the Carnegfe Museum of Pittsburgh, which had recently been 
bui It. One day when father ran across Hatcher and Peterson In 
Harrison, he told them about the fossr I depostt near Agate, 
which he had shown to Professor Bailey, territorial geologist 
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for the state of Wyoming, and to Professor Barbour. Father 
suggested that they might f Ind It Interesting to come down to 
the Niobrara and see the deposrt. At that time Hatcher and 
Peterson were taking out some skeletons In the Sioux County 
badlands [White River beds north of Pine Ridge]. It was near 
the end of their field season; they wanted to f lnlsh up; and 
so they did not come to Agate In that year of 1903. 

"Toward the end of the summer In 1904, Peterson wrote 
that Dr. Hatcher had d I ed dur Ing the w Inter [actua I I y Hatcher 
died July 3rd, 1904]. 
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" 1 1 recall,' he wrote, 'the Invitation you gave us to 
come to your place to do some prospecting. Is that Invitation 
st I I I good?' 

"Father answered his letter, saying that It certalnly 
was. A short time later, Peterson and a boy drove Into the 
ranch with a team and a I ight spring wagon. They stayed 
overnight. The next morning he Told the boy to have the wagon 
and team harnessed and ready to go when he returned from the 
quarry hills, about three miles to the east. 

"Peterson and I rode down on saddle horses. I had seen 
the fossl I bones many times whl le working with the cattle, but 
I had not disturbed them. After pre I lmlnary Inspection, 
Peterson was greatly excited. We rode back to the ranch 
immediately. He had intended to drive south Into the North 
Platte country; but he waved his arms wildly when we 
approached the ranch. 

" 'Put the team in the barn,' he shouted, •we aren't 
going anywhere!'"· 

Study of the records and correspondence in the archives of the 
Carnegie and American museums Indicates the general out I Ina of this 
account accurately represents the events reading to Peterson's 
discovery, but some details are mistaken. First, Barbour of the 
University of Nebraska did not visit Agate In 1891, but first 
arrived there In 1892, and, as wi I I be shortly discussed, he never 
visited the bone hi I ls, relying instead on the judgment of one of 
his students who did reach the site. Barbour decided not to act on 
the student's Information, and thereby lost the chance to excavate 
the quarries 12 years before Peterson's arrival. 

Secondly, James Cook could not have told Hatcher and Peterson 
about the bone hi I ls In Harrison In 1903, for Peterson never left 
the Carnegie Museum in 1903, working In the laboratory and not 
carrying out field work. In 1900, Hatcher worked In Sioux County, 
but not with Peterson, and In 1904, on.ly Peterson was present. In 
1901, Hatcher and Peterson were rarely together, and then for often 
only a brief visit In Harrison Con July 1st, and on July 30th); at 
this time Peterson was working the White River badlands north of the 
Pfne Ridge fn Sioux County. In 1902, during May and June, Peterson 
worked the Sioux County White River badlands but Hatcher remained in 
Pittsburgh where his daughter was seriously i I I. Later In the 
season Hatcher traveled to Colorado from Pittsburgh, but whether he 
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stopped In Sioux County Is not known and seems unlikely. Moreover, 
this trip occurred near the end of the field season when Peterson 
had moved Into the dinosaur beds of Wyoming, so It Is doubtful that 
the two would have met. Thus, If Cook encountered the two fleld men 
In Harrison, It Seems that the meetlng most likely occurred In 1901. 
If this ls true, the Carnegie men were aware of the possibi I lty of a 
bone deposlt at Agate for several years prior to Peterson's vlslt. 

1.3. E.H. Barbour and the Universfty of Nebraska 

A discovery of the scientlf lc Importance found by Peterson at 
Agate perhaps comes once In a paleontologlst's career, lf at al I. 
The least llkely event In Peterson's mental scenario as he traveled 
east to Pittsburgh in August 1904 was that he would find himself Jn 
competition for the fossf I resources of Agate Jn the summer of 1905. 
Yet this took place, brought about through the zeal of Harold Cook, 
unknown to Peterson. On May 26, 1905, Harold Cook wrote E. H. 
Barbour rn Lincoln who, untl I now, knew nothing of the Agate bone 
bed: 

"Dear Sir: 
Readlng that an appropriation had been made to carry on 

the work of Paleontology In this state, I thought you would be 
Interested In learn Ing of the recent fossr I discoveries here. 
As you probably know, Prof. Peterson, of the Carnegie .Museum, 
came out here to work a large quarry found last summer. 

Owing to some important work to be done at the museum, he 
had to return, leaving Mr. Olcott in charge of the work, but 
Prof. Peterson wi I I return to the f leld later in the summer. 

I have since found an immense f leld, so large that they 
could not work It out fn years, so that there Is plenty of 
materlal for other parties to work with. So far there have 
been discovered.here several varieties of rhinoceros, -at 
least one new species- the Mastodon, the Tltanotherium, at 
least two varretles of the Camel, the giant Sloth Mylodon 
-never before discovered in the Miocene-, turtles, the three 
toed horse Anchitherfum, several varieties of Oreodonts, 
several Carnlvora, and other unclasslf ied specles. 

The bones for the most part are In excel lent condft!on, 
especlally after one gets under the surface. We are al I 
interested Jn having the State Museum In the front rank, and 
Prof. Peterson says this ls one of the best I o·ca It t t es he has 
ever been Jn. 

If you come here. I be 11 eve we can put you on the track 
of al I sorts of big game. It wt 1 i take Prof. Peterson years 
to work the quarries they have now opened as there are simply 
Innumerable bones in them. They have uncovered ten skul Is rn 
a place not more than slx feet square, besides quantities of 
other bones. Papa saw Maj. Frank Wolcott Tn Denver at the 
Stock Convention, and told him about the bones here. He said 
he would speak to you about them when he got to Lincoln, but 
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It may have sllpped hfs memory.n 

Barbour's reply was Immediate and predictable. Ten skul Is ln 6 
square feet coupled with Peterson's endorsement should have been 
enough encouragement for any professional. Barbour In this barely 
restrained letter pens a class le In a f leld where the ab! I lty to 
play the cards can often be as Important as the luck of the draw: 

"Mr. Harold G. Cook, Agate, Nebr. 

"Dear Sir: 
"Your Jetter came last evenrng about five o'clock, Just 

after al I of our off Ices had closed so I could not learn the 
exact conditions of the f lnances of this department. It Is 
now Sunday and there wr I I be no chance to make Inquiry untl I 
Monday. However I shal I not wait. Your letter fs Just what 
wanted. Do you mean that you have a bone bed which Is rather 
exclusively your own to which we could come and collect? Or 
Is It the bone bed which some other college has opened and 
upon which there are the claims of others to be considered? 
You see It Is often of doubtful propriety to work another 
man's quarry even though It ts the public domain unclaimed. 

"It seems to me that your letter plalnly states that you 
have found a fossl I bed of your own. If this Is so keep It 
fa~ us without fal I and do not al low anyone to poach upon It. 
What you say Is exactly true, everyone has been robbing the 
state of Its very best things and the state Itself has 
scarcely anything. Yale College has more specimens from 
Nebraska than we can collect Jn years to come. Likewise 
Chicago, Carnegie Museum, Columbia, Princeton, etc. This Is 
al I wrong, and I am very thankful that you view It In this 
way. Stl I I what could we do? The museum has been overcrowded 
for the past eight years and they have asked me to suspend 
active work In the field. During the past year we have boxed 
and stored as much as fifty tons of our best exhibits. These 
were lowered and packed away In an abandoned steam tunnel 
running east and west under the campus. By no fault of mine 
we have been making progress backward In this matter for a 
number of years •••• 

"In Wyoming the university buys Its quarries, when they 
prove to be extra good, and In this way can continue work from 
year to year without the interference and poaching of other 
col rectors. How much should we buy and at what price could it 
be bought? Would you advise us to buy? Is there any way ln 
which we can get a claim upon it? Please advfse me carefully. 
Are you at I lberty this summer vacation? Would you be wi I ling 
to conduct the work for us this summer? What compensation 
would be fair? Do you understand col lectlng bones? I have no 
fear whatever on this pofnt • 

"Is the quarry near your Ranch where you could work to 
advantage and comfort? While we are engaged ln sett I ing 
arrangements by mai I, wt I I you not go out to your 'find' and 
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stake It out and 
the University". 
In the badlands, 
cf alms. 

1 5 

put up some sort of a sign saying "Claimed by 
This Is done by al I the colleges who collect 

and every collector respects al I such prior 

"You wl I I recal I possibly that we discovered the bones In 
the region of Agate as early as 1891 and have quite a 
collection of such bones In the state museum together with the 
Twisters [the he! ical burrow fl I Is] which occurred on the same 
horizon, so as far as rights of priority go, we have a prior 
claim on this region as a matter of fact. One reason why we 
should act with decision Is this: collectors over the country 
ask me to direct them to these beds and in deal Ing fairly we 
are compel led to answer them. Only yesterday I was compel led 
to tel I of the col lectlng grounds around Agate to a 
professional collector from the University of Kansas. He wi I I 
skin the place. Please continue to stand by your own state in 
this matter. 

"I shal I make inquiry first thing In the morning and wl 11 
see just what funds are available for field work, and If it Is 
agreeable to you to undertake field work for us In your 
region. It seems to me that we can come to terms which wt I I 
be fair and satisfactory al I around. At the f lrst moment I 
wl 11 visit you and look the ground over with you. l.n the 
meantime, act for me." 

Barbour had been a frequent visitor to Sioux County since 1891. 
In fact, he might east ly have been the discoverer of the quarries at 
Agate had It not been for his preoccupation with the 'devl I 1 s 
corkscrews', or 'Dalmonel lees', the names he gave to the fi I I lngs or 
natural casts of these Early Miocene rodent burrows. Barbour became 
fascinated by these gfgantlc fossl Is on a col lectlng trip to Sioux 
County In the summer of 1891. 

On his first visit to Sioux County on June 29-30, 1891, Barbour 
was taken by a local resident of Harrison, C.E. Holmes, to the Eagle 
Crag locality of the Pine Ridge escarpment, a short distance north 
of the town. Here he saw for the first time the great helical 
burrows of the rodent Pa!eocastor that so excited Peterson In July 
1904 when the latter found rodent skeletons within the burrow 
spirals. Ironically, Barbour came to believe that these were the 
fossils of huge plants, largely due to the plant cells which were 
found In dense concentrations around the spiral cast and within lts 
Interior. He f lelded his f lrst major expedition to ~ol lect these 
'corkscrews' In the summer of 1892, accompanied by several of his 
students. 

Barbour arrived at the Eagle Crag local lty on May 1, 1892, and 
collected approximately one ton of these burrows casts wlthrn a 
week. Later In June 1892 he and his associates returned to the area 
as the First Morrl I I Expedition of the University of Nebraska, 
exploring the "Dalmonel Ix beds" Cas he named the corkscrew-bearing 
rocks) along the Pine Ridge tableland. The Cooks, hearing of 
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Barbour's Interest In the corkscrews, invited him to visit Agate to 
see the ones found at therr ranch. 
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On July 7, 1892, Barbour and h(s party reached the Cook 
homestead at Agate In an Intense rainstorm. After establishing 
camp, on the fol lowing day the Cook faml ly guided Barbour to 
outcrops near the ranch containing superb rodent burrow casts. On 
July 9th, Barbour and hts men excavated some of these corkscrews In 
the draws north of the Nrobrara ~Iver. However, during the same 
day, one of Barbour's students, F. C. Kenyon, during exploration of 
the hi I Is on the south side of the river, made the discovery that 
could have given Barbour f lrst entrance Into the Agate quarries. An 
entry by Barbour ln his personal field notebook for Saturday, July 
9, 1892, records the event: 

"Kenyon visited two hi I Is 4 m. S [sic, above this S the 
letter E has been panel Jed] of Cooks where the bones of Ind Ian 
horses are reported to have been petrified. He finds Oreodon, 
Hyracodon [a rhinoceros], and other anlmals In considerable 
abundance, al I are fragmentary however. Visit at another 
time." 

In a darker Ink written In an.d around this entry appear two State 
Museum field numbers given to fossf Is presumably found by Kenyon In 
the Agate hi I ls. The flrst number CUNSM 15-9-7-92) bears the red 
stamp 'Discarded' above It, and In al I probabl lity no longer exists. 
A second number, UNSM 16-9-7-92, reads 'Claw-Megatherlum-Mylodon. 
Probably belongs to higher beds.' This specimen I was able to 
locate: it bears the field number on the side, and also the phrase, 
'4 mi. S. of Cook Ranch, Agate'. It Is the claw-like ungual phalanx 
of a large cha I lcothere CMoropus). Because the chalicothere phalanx 
bears both the fteld number, Indicating that It was found on July 9, 
1892, and the same erroneous designation as found In Barbour's 1892 
f feld notes (4 miles south), there f s not much doubt that rt rs one 
of the foss11s collected by Kenyon and brought to Barbour to 
examine. Because It was mistaken for the claw of a sloth, It was 
assumed It must come from higher beds, since no sloths were known 
from the Early Miocene of North America. The type of preservation 
and color of this fossl I leave no doubt it could have come from the 
main Agate sites. 

Anxious to move north of the Pine Ridge into the White River 
badlands .• the party left the Cook Ranch at 4 PM, r~achfng Harrfson 
shortly after mfdnight. They rested Tn Harrison the next day, some 
attending church, leavfng others to wr.lte letters. and going north 
Into the badlands on Monday, July 11th. They had mtssed an 
incredible opportunity. 

Barbour's preoccupation with the hel Teal rodent burrows led to 
his far lure to fol low up Kenyon's discovery, and Kenyon was 
apparently too inexperienced to realize that these were not the 
bones of Olfgocene oreodonts and the rhinoceros Hycacodoo In the 
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Agate hi I Is, but rather the rare remains of Early Miocene rhinoceros 
and challcothere that would weather slowly on the slopes of the 
hills until Peterson's later visit of 1904. 

As postscript, and additional conf lrmatfon, of the Barbour 
episode of 1892, Kenyon later wrote a narrattve of the trip to Agate 
which he pub I !shed Jn the American Natural 1st In 1895. He mentions 
his own discovery, stl I I unaware of the great bone deposit that he 
must have stood upon, but left unrecognized: 

·"After three weeks of corkscrew dlgglng in the vicinity 
of Harrison, we decided to make a short trip southward to the 
Niobrara, where, we were Informed, screws of enormous size, 
some with tree-I ike tops, might be found. With the two teams 
that we had managed to hire In the town, we fol lowed the trat I 
over the prairie to the southeast. Once or twice we passed a 
lonely 'clatm', but when these and Harrison had become hidden 
by the hi I ls behind us, we could look for ml les around without 
seeing a sign of human I lfe •••• Soon we found ourselves at 
the edge of the bluff bordering the Niobrara Valley on the 
north. The valley ••• Is not wide, not more than a mile. On 
the opposite side we could see the steep high bordering hi Ifs, 
and near them the smal I stream winding through the nearly 
level valley. By Its side the log house of James Cook •••• 
This was the Agate Springs ranch, whither we had been 
requested to come to see the giant corkscrews with tree-I Ike 
tops •••• 

"The valley afforded very different scenery from what we 
had met with farther north. On the south, high steep hi I ls 
rose up from the valley, on the north were high bluffs. Back 
through these northern bluffs numerous narrow canons had been 
cut In times long passed •••• 

"In the upper courses of these canons we found the 
'corkscrews'. We certainly had not been deceived as to their 
size; the largest that we had seen in the neighborhood of 
Harrlson were plgmles beside some that now presented 
themselves to view. Few of them were smal I. Stems and 
splrals nearly three feet In diameter were not uncommon, but 
they were not quite so regular and smooth as the smaller ones 
to which we had become accustomed during our three weeks 
digging. Many of them were found In which the great spiral 
seemed to end In a broad top [the burrow mouth, opening out 
onto the land surface], but In no Instance did we see any 
evidence of the tree-I Ike tops that we had been told were to 
be found here •••• 

"As In the beds near Harrison, fragments [of the rodent 
burrows] were common. One, which came near being left In the 
field, was turned over and disclosed to view, lmbedded In Its 
mass, the legs and several vertebrae of an animal about the 
size of a large deer. The bones were clamped Into the side of 
the stem Just as a she I I might be by a low-growing sponge •••• 

"The only other bones that were found on the north side 
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of the river was an Oreodon skul I. This was dug out a few 
Inches above the upper end of a •screw•.· On the hi I Is of the 
other side of the river, however, fragments of Rhinoceros were 
not uncommon •••• After a stay at Agate Springs of only a few 
days, [we] set about our return for Harrison." 

And so Kenyon himself refers to the fragmentary rhinoceros bones on 
the south side of the Niobrara River, surely the bones of the main 
Agate hi I Is. The existence of the chalfcothere claw In the State 
Museum col lectlon shows that he must have brought some of these 
fragmentary bones to Barbour, but the significance of these fossl ls 
Barbour fal led to recognize. 

2. ~EOLOGIC SETTING OF THE AGATE FOSSIL BEPS 

The bone bed at Agate is a fascinating and spectacular natural 
phenomenon -- a rare glimpse Into a time long past, when the ancient 
land surface was home to a mammal Ian fauna much different from the 
present one. Al I the species of mammals found In the Agate bone bed 
are today extinct. Some of their descendants continued to I Ive In 
this region for many mi I I en la, but most I lneages, and not just 
species, have died out entirely. So we cannot simply draw an 
analogy to a Jiving animal to deduce the mode of life of the Agate 
species, for in most cases such close relatives no longer exist. No 
living representatives of groups such as chaltcotheres, entelodonts, 
oreodonts, or beardogs have survived. Inferences must be made on 
the basis of skeletal anatomy of the fossi Is, and, by simultaneously 
drawing on knowledge of llfe mode of the cl~sest living analogues to 
these extinct forms. Given these llmitatlons, If additional 
relevant Information about environment can be gained from study of 
the enclosing sediments, so much the better. Today's knowledge of 
the environments In which sedimentary rocks are deposited is much 
improved relative to what was known and practiced during the early 
Agate excavations; the local and regional geological setting of tha 
bone bed can tel I us much about Its origin. 

In addition to Insights into the ancient environment, rocks 
also provide our estimate of time. Radiometric dating of key rock 
units is the primary means whereby an age Is assigned to the bone 
bed. The bones themselves cannot be dated: the short half-I lfe of 
carbon-14 prevents this, but distributed at various stratigraphic 
levels throughout the region are thin volcanic tufts, made up 
largely of air-fa I I grains of volcanic glass and mineral crystals. 
Crystals with sufficient potassium ca~ be dated by the 
potassium-argon method; both glass and minerals have been dated 
using the fission track technique. A regional geochronology has 
been bu! It on dates derived from these volcanic tufts, and used to 
calibrate the evolutlonary fauna I sequence based on fossl I mammals 
CEvernden et al., 1964). Very few of the tuffs represent an 
undisturbed volcanic ash-fall. If carefully examined, the tufts 
exhibit tine layering indic11ting deposition In shallow quiet water. 
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Most are reworked ash accumulations that have been transported to 
topographical !y low areas, such as shallow ponds, where water and 
wind have concentrated the loose ash after volcanic events. 

2.1. The Cenozoic clastfc wedge of the central Great Platas 
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During the mid-Cenozoic (about 5 ml I l Ion to 37 ml I I Ion years 
ago. the Ollgocene and Miocene Epochs of geologic time>. a great 
wedge of terrestrial sediments developed on the eastern flank of the 
Rocky Mountain front ranges (Fig. 2.1). Late Cenozoic upl !ft and 
erosion have removed much of the mid-Cenozoic sequence In the Great 
Plalns, but Jn many places over one thousand feet of terrestrial 
sediments of the wedge remain. The Agate bone bed I res within 
sediments of this wedge. 

The wedge Js defined to Include Cenozolc terrestrial sediments 
of the central Great Plalns that occupy parts of western Nebraska. 
southeast Wyoming. northeast Colorado, and southwest South Dakota. 
its northern boundary Is the Pine Ridge escarpment CFig. 2.1>. which 
also marks the northern terminus of the High Plains. Its southern 
boundary Js the southern escarpment of the Cheyenne tableland 
developed prlmarl ly in northeastern Colorado. The central part of 
the wedge is deeply dissected by the North Platte River. cutting 
compietely through the wedge to expose pre-Cenozoic rocks at several 
locations; lesser incisions are made by the Niobrara Rlver to the 
north, and Lodgepole Creek to the south. 

Today two principal remnants of the wedge survive as 
topographically elevated tablelands of the central Great Plains, one 
to the east of the Laramie Range, the other east of the Hartvl I le 
Uplift: (1) the Cheyenne Table, or •Gangplank', Is situated between 
the North and South Platte rivers at the juncture of Wyoming. 
Colorado, and Nebraska; Cenozoic sediments on lap the granite core of 
the Laramie Range; (2) the Hartvl I le Tab le I Jes between the 
White-Cheyenne rivers on the north. and the North Platte River on 
the south, and onlaps the granites and Paleozoic carbonates of the 
Hartville Uplift. 

Regional dissection of the wedge is relatively recent. 
Slgnif lcant erosion began In the Pl lo-Pleistocene CO to 5 mf I I Ion 
years ago>. and It ls possible that major dissection began only with 
the onset of continental glaclatlon and consequent lowering of 
regional base level. Aggradation of the wedge continued through the 
Late Miocene Cunt I I about 5 ml 11 Ton years ago), based on 
preservation of Late Miocene f luvial rocks at high elevations on the 
wedge remnants. On the Cheyenne Table. ·the Ogal I ala Formation 
under lies a regional geomorphlc surface sloping gradually eastward 
from the mountains that was not deeply dissected unti I post-Late 
Mlocene time. To the north, Late Mlocene CHemphi I I Ian) f luvlal 
sands and gravel assigned by Sklnner and others (1977) to the Snake 
Creek Formation on the high topographic divide between the Niobrara 
and North Platte rivers Indicate a slml Jar history of late Cenozolc 
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dlssectfon for at least the southern Hartvr I le Table. 

The wedge has been dfvf ded fnto a number of geographfcal ly 
widespread rock units, or strata, which were prfmarl ly deposited by 
rivers, streams, lakes and ponds, and eol Ian Cwrnd-drrven} 
processes, lncludrng sett I fng from the a Jr of fine grains of sl It 
and sand. 

2.2. Stratigraphic sequence of the wedge 

20 

The major stratigraphic units of the wedge are found In both 
the northern and southern remnants CDarton, 1899), and have also 
been recognized beyond the Immediate geographrc area of the wedge 
elsewhere In the western Great Plains and In adjacent Rocky Mountain 
lntermontane basins. Originally named on the basis of outcrops In 
and adjacent to the wedge, the widespread distribution of these 
units In the central Rocky Mountain regfon and the western plains 
ref (ects their Importance as Jndlcators of regfonal geologic 
history. 

These rocks are prlmart ly sands, sl Its, and gravels, with 
occasional beds of I lmestone and volcanic ash. Mineral and textural 
composition of rocks making up each of the major units tel I much of 
their his~ory, first described by N. H. Darton (1899, 1905), 
geologist with the U.S. Geologtcal Survey. Darton recognized three 
stratigraphlc units, the White River, Arrkaree, and Ogallala 
formations, In ascending order. 

As noted by Darton, and confirmed by many subsequent studies 
(e.g., Denson, 1969; Denson and Chisholm, 1971), the White River and 
Arlkaree are rich In volcanic glass fragments which form a 
significant fraction of the rock. The Ogallala, on the other hand, 
although not devoid of ashy horizons, Is predominantly sand, gravel, 
and sl It derived from nearby Rocky Mountain upl lfts, transported 
eastward down the surface of the wedge by streams and rivers. 

Darton's dlstinctlon emphasizes an Important change tn 
I lthology and style of sedimentation of the wedge sediments through 
time. The White Rlver-Arlkaree units Include a major eolian 
component lacking In the Ogallala deposits. Much of the White 
River-Arlkaree sequence comprises air-fall Cpyroclastlc) silt and 
f I ne sand -- a I though I oca I I y reworked by streams on the aggrad Ing 
surface of the wedge, the bulk of the sediment comes from distant 
volcanic sources. Stream-produced be~forms are commonly overprinted 
on fine-grained pyroclastlc sediments derived from air-fa I I events. 
ln contrast, the Ogallala rocks are largely transported as traction 
and suspension load In streams crossing the wedge from west to east. 
The textural variety of Ogal I ala sediments Is usually greater than 
White Rlver-Arikaree deposits, as might be expected of stream 
sediments transported by currents of varying energy, when compared 
with eollan deposits. Lateral continuity of Ogallala subunits ls 
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Fig. 2.1. During the mid- to l11te Cenozoic (37 ml I I Ion years ago to 
present), a thick wedge of continental sediments developed east of the Rocky 
Mountain upl!fts. Today the prlnc!pal remnants of the wedge persist as the 
Hartville and Cheyenne tablelands east of the Laramie Range. This elastic 
wedge was dissected during the late Cenozoic, as the modern rivers and their 
tributaries developed their present drainage pattern, but Jn the late Miocene 
must have existed as a nearly smooth uninterrupted land surface sloping 
gradually eastward from the mountain front. The Agate quarries are located 
In Ar!karea rocks ot Early Miocene age that veneer the surface of the western 
Hartvl l Je table. These rocks, named the Upper Harrison beds by O.A. Peterson 
In !907, were deposited largely as fine air-fall particles from volcanic 
activity In the Great Basin (Utah-Nevada) during the Early Miocene. The 
sediments gradually built a flat semiarid grassed plaln, traversed by sandy 
ephemeral streams of low gradient that locally worked the fine volcanfc sand 
and sl It Into stream channel fl I ls. Sha! low ephemeral ponds and lakes 
provided the only other source ot water on these ptalns to herds of grazing 
mammals. The mountains to the west were nearly burled by the aggrading 
Cenozoic sediments, and so did not contribute significant amounts of sediment 
to the developing wedge. The stream courses were frequented by challcothere 
and entelodont, and certain carnivores, possibly only during the wet season, 
when the open lnterchannel plains were probably home to oreodonts, small 
rhinoceros, camels, and horses. The Agate bone bed occurs In the base of the 
sediment fl II of a major ephemeral stream val fey that appears to cross the 
wedge between Spoon Butte and the Agate quarries • 
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nearly nonexistent, whereas such continuity wfthin the air-fa I I 
White R1ver and Arikaree often Is observed. 
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Today we know that the tripartite sequence of units used by 
Darton Is more complex than he Initially real I zed. Natural !y, the 
reconnafssance nature of Darton 1 s geology focused on broad 
characterization. One expects such early efforts to yfe!d to more 
detal led study with t1me. Clear-cut boundarfes between Darton 1 s 
units have not been Identified: the dtstlnctlon between White River 
and Ar1karee rocks rn the central Great Platns Is difficult If one 
seeks everywhere a sharp I lthlc break between the two unlts. A 
bel ref that such a break must exist has resulted In a great dear of 
effort with I lttle conclusive result, due to complex facles 
relationships and the gradatlonal nature of sedimentation between 
the units In many places. Earl ler, Lugn (1939) created a new major 
unit, the Hemingford Group, tn the Nebraska panhandle for rocks 
Intermediate in age (using land mammals) between Arlkaree and 
Ogallala units -- however, the 1 Ith le distinction between Hemingford 
rocks on the one hand, and Arlkaree or Ogal I ala rocks on the other, 
was never establlshed. Despite such problems, the general character 
of the White River, Arfkaree, and Ogallala as Identified by Darton 
can be recognized fn the field today. With careful definition and 
mapping, they can continue to serve the geologlst as useful rock 
units in our attempt to understand the evolution of the Great Plains 
elastic wedge • 

2.3. Reg!onal geologic setting of the Agate Fossf I Beds 

The Agate bone bed on Carnegie and University hills occurs In 
an Arlkaree-type sandstone: Its mineralogy Includes feldspar, 
quartz, and volcanic glass shards In about equal proportions. The 
bone bed Is found In the base of a 30 foot sequence of 
stream-deposited fine sands, which overlie and lnclse a dark gray 
Arikaree sandstone below. Above these stream deposits Js more 
Arlkaree sandstone Imprinted with soi I features. Thus there Is no 
doubt that the Agate bone bed Iles within the Arlkaree sequence In 
central Sioux County. 

Arlkaree sandstone forms the surface of much of the Hartvll le 
Table, to the west underlylng the flat short-grass plains east of 
the Hartvl I le Up Ifft, and to the east of Agate present but often 
covered by younger rocks. Although a pattern of . 
southwest-to-northeast trending faults disrupts the Arlkaree (Hunt, 
1978, 1981), the measured offsets are usually of low magnitude C less 
than 100 feet vertical separation), so that the stratigraphic 
relationships of Arikaree subunits are clear. This makes poss Ible 
the recognition of fndlvldual Arlkaree formations over a wide 
geographic area. By using the geometry and Internal structure of 
these rock units, we can reconstruct environments of deposition, and 
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then bul Id from these reconstructions the raglonal envrronmentaJ 
setting that preval led In the Early Mfocene when the Agate mammals 
occupied the region. 
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Particular environments are commonly represented: CI) sands and 
sl Its worked by stream processes; (2) limestones formed fn shallow 
ponds and lakes; (3) sands and sl Its driven and deposited by wind; 
(4) ancrent sol Is. overprinted on the three above environments. 

There fs much evidence that the sand and slit grains that form 
the bulk of al I Arlkaree sediment come from two prlmary sources: 
Ca) the Rocky Mountain uplifts to the west (eplclastlc grains>; (b) 
volcanlc terrain to the west and southwest Cpyroclastlc grains). 
The splclastlc sediments are made up of grains eroded by water and 
wind from the mountafns to the west, and are transported by streams 
eastward onto the surface of the gradually aggradlng tableland. 
Coarse eplclastic debris does not exte~d far from the uplifts, 
comprising only a very smal I fraction of the total volume of 
Arikaree sediments. The pyroclastlc sediments are composed of smal I 
grains carried by wind from volcanic centers located fn the southern 
and central Rocky Mountains, and from more distant sources of 
st l icic volcanJcs farther west In the Great Basln C lzett. 1968). 
Because volcanic glass shards make up such a large percentage of 
Arlkaree sediment (about one-third>, we see that the volcanic 
contribution to the rock is significant. The shards are ejected 
into the atmosphere by the explosive force of volcanic eruptions, 
and are carried by strong hJgh altitude winds eastward over the 
plains. The grains settle out over the terrain as a relatively 
uniform blanket of volcanic debris, somewhat thicker and 
coarser-grained to the west near the volcanic source, thinner and 
finer-grained to the east. Many of the quartz and feldspar grains 
associated with the shards In Arrkaree sediments are also volcanic 
in origin, because they have smal I pieces of volcanic glass fused to 
their sides. In addition, the potassium-feldspar minerals are 
sanidlnes, common In volcanic terrarns, whereas microcl ine, a 
feldspar found In nearby uplifts, is rare. Probably more than 5C~ 
of typical Arikaree sediment Is volcanic in origfn. 

Climate during Arikaree time is of particular Interest in 
reconstruction of the Agate environment. A semiarid climate for the 
western High Plains segment of the elastic wedge ls Indicated in 
recent studies of Cenozoic sandstone dlagenesis and groundwater 
chemistry (Stanley and Benson, 1979; Stanley and Faure, 1979). 
Particularly in the case of Arikaree rocks, the absence of 
pronounced dfagenetfc alteration of minerals and volcanic glass, the 
survival of unstable minerals, the predominance of friable sandstone 
with original pore space preserved, yet with little interstitial 
cement, and the fresh unworn outlfne of many grains attest to lack 
of significant cl !matte modlflcatron of these sedfments since they 
were deposited. On the basis of this evidence, certain cl !mates can 
be ruled out, such as perslstentry warm. humid subtropical to 
tropical regimes, where kaol inlzation of feldspars and destruction 
of volcanic glass would be expected. Alteration of Arlkaree 
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s e d r me n t i s I a r g e I y I I m I t e d to s o i I p r o c e s s e ~ o v e. r p r I n t e d on 
fluvial, eol Tan, and lacustrlne environments of deposition. This 
lack of dlagenetlc Interaction between sediment and interstitial 
groundwater probably resulted from the combJned Influence of (1) 

equl librium conditions between minerals and groundwater (see Stanley 
and Benson, 1979); (2) a nearly neutral pH of pore waters; C3> a 
semiarid environment with only Infrequent seasonal ralnfal I. These 
conditions I lmlt pronounced sediment dlagenesls to land surfaces 
where seasonal precipitation, plant cover of short grasses, and 
sediment characteristics combine to produce arid-land sol Is, in time 
evoivlng to duricrust. We also know that the climate through 
Arikaree time probably lacked prolonged cold winters, for 
crocod r I I an toss I Is occur In both the I ower and upper Ari karee 
formations (a cr-0codl I Ian tooth was reported from the Agate bone bed 
Itself In 1919). This is reason to suggest mild winters similar to 
those occurring today In the southeastern United States. And the 
occurrence of wind-produced dune bedforms at many widespread 
Arlkaree local it I es east of the upl lfts Indicates the avai lab! I ity 
of sufficient volumes of Arlkaree sediment not stab I II zed by 
vegetation and, consequently 1 at least seasonal aridity. Thus a 
picture develops of a seasonally arid region with ml Id winters, 
probably subject to a climate typical of continental Interiors, 
traversed by westerly winds, and removed tram the moderating 
Influence of oceans or other large bodies at water • 

When we focus our attentton on that part of the Arlkaree that 
includes the Agate bone bed, we f Ind a specif lc set of depositional 
environments represented over a wide geographic area of about 900 
square miles east of the Hartvl I le upl lft ln southeast Wyoming and 
northwest Nebraska. These environments are identlf ied in rocks 
assigned to the Upper Harrison beds of 0. A. Peterson (1907, 1909). 
The Upper Harrfson beds are exposed at the surface of the tableland 
from its present western margin ·adjacent to the granite core of the 
Hartville Upf ift south of Lusk, Wyoming, to the Agate area 40 miles 
to the east (fig. 2.1). Upper Harrison outcrops have been 
identified as tar north on the tableland as the crest of Pine Ridge 
northwest of Harrison, Nebraska, and as far south as the North 
Platte river valley, south of Guernsey, Wyoming. Thfs area Is 
slmi lar in dimensions to the Serengeti plains of East Africa, west 
of the rift valley upl lfts In Tanzania, and posslbly was slml lar to 
them In physiography and climate patterns (see Schaller, 1972, 
pp.12-20; 1973 1 pp.3-43; Sinclair, 1979, pp.1-45). 

Study of Upper Harrison rocks, Jn terms of thetr internal 
structures, geometry and composition, J~dlcates three main 
depositional environments: (1) streams, primarily ephemeral; (2) 
shallow wide ephemeral ponds and lakes; (3) vast level Jnterchannel 
plains. These environments have been fdentlf led by mapping the 
Upper Harrison sediments from the Niobrara Canyon fn Sfoux County 
(Peterson's type area> southeast to Agate along the valley of the 
Nlobrara River (fig. 2.2), a distance of about 20 ml les (Hunt, 1978, 
1981 ) • 
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Sediments of the lnterchannel plains and the ephemeral streams 
are siml lar: tine sand and sl It made up of fresh, relatively unworn 
grafns of feldspar, quartz, and glass. These plains undoubtedly 
were blanketed by alr-tal I pyroclastlc debris that settled out of 
the atmosphere fol low Ing distant major volcanic eruptions. The 
uniformity of grain size of Upper Harrison sediment over a wide area 
Is evidence of this. Local ephemeral streams, running In wide 
shallow channels slml lar to modern ephemeral drainages of the Great 
Plains, reworked this air-fa I I sediment Into fluvlal bedtorms. 
There rs very little evidence at this time of sediment fntlux from 
the nearby Rocky Mountains Claramfe Range, Hartvl I le Uplift, Black 
Hi I ls); a fine granitic gravel found to date In only one Upper 
Harrison paleoval ley remains the only evidence of debris from the 
cores of nearby upl lfts. Erosfve power of streams Is not manifested 
In the form of major down-cutting by these drainages. The deepest 
valleys measured In the field are 100 to 150 feet In depth. Perhaps 
more slgnif lcant as a ~easure of the aval lab! I lty of surface water 
in the region is the general absence of Upper Harrison channel-ti I I 
deposits over much of the tableland. 

Interspersed through the verttcal exten·t of lnterchannel Upper 
Harrison deposits are ancient soi I horizons, Indicating the presence 
of level extensive geomorphlc surfaces that can only be Interpreted 
as widespread interchannel plains. These paleosols are flat, with a 
gentle paleoslope to the southeast, normal to the structural axis of 
the upl lfts to the northwest; they are densely packed with rel let 
plant roots which appear to belong to grasses, based on the very 
smal I diameter of the root vestiges Ca ho! low core surrounded by a 
si I lea rind of weakly crystal I ized montmori I lonite probably produced 
by dissolved glass shards). Some of the paleosols can be traced for 
many miles <Hunt, 1981, Fig. 2, p.270), lndtcating broad flat 
interchannel expanses east of the mountains, much as the arid 
short-grass plains occur marginal to the African rift uplifts in 
Tanzania today. 

The soil horizons are si 1 lceous durlcrusts Cthe 'sll iceous 
grits' of J.B. Hatcher, 1902>. Once fully formed, an Impermeable 
crust would have prevented access to the water table by the surface 
flora. Plants would have had to rely on meteoric precipitation, and 
arid-land grasses would be l lkely colonizers of such an environment. 
That the surface of the duricrust was not far beneath the land 
surface during the time It formed is proven by the. presence of many 
subaerial ly weathered fossl I mammals, prlmari ly oreodonts 
CMerycbyus), preserved in partial articulation within the upper part 
o f th e s e d u r I c r u s t s • Th e r r b on e s a r e ·c em e n t e d b y o p a I I n e s I I I c a 
Into the crust In the same manner as the parent sand grains. 
Petrographic thin sections of the duricrust, when viewed under the 
microscope, frequently show empty cavities having the shape of 
volcanic shards, thus shard dissolution probably contributed to the 
cementatlon of the crust. Once the crust formed an impermeable 
horizon, the overlying sol I was probably quite thin, at best a few 
inches, and could have sustajned only plants capable of survival In 
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thin immature sol ls without access to ground water, and able to 
utl I Jze seasonal ralnfal I, such as arid-land grasses. 
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Further confirmation of the existence of level open semiarid 
terrain ls the presence of thin widespread I lmestone beds 
(mlcrites), containing gastropods and smooth-she! led ostracods, 
Interpreted as the calcium carbonate muds of shallow ephemeral 
fresh-water ponds and lakes. Such pond I lmestones are common Jn the 
Niobrara Canyon, Eagle Crag, and Agate areas In Sioux County, where 
they sometimes rest on st llceous duricrust, showing that their 
existence In such cases is due to the rmpermeabi I ity of the hardpan. 
No organisms requiring permanent water are found In these 
f ine-gralned I lmestones -- only invertebrates and algae that can 
survive rigorous environmental conditions, particularly desiccation 
(Hunt, 1978). Often the I imestone wi I I have been overprinted by a 
sol I fol I owing the drying of the pond; burrows, root vestiges, and 
mudcracks are common In such beds. 

Thus, the evidence derived from the Upper Harrison sediments 
suggests a semiarid cllm~te, without a prolonged cold winter, and 
probably with a dry season interspersed with periods of intense 
ralnfal I. Ralnfal I of the wet season<s> is responsible for sediment 
transport, deposition, and reworking of the bedload of ephemeral 
streams, and for the replenishment of ephemeral ponds. With each 
return of a dry season, the dried stream beds and pond deposits are 
subject to working by wind, subaerlal weathering and bioturbatlon; 
and with return of suff iclent moisture, the development of 
vegetation yielding sol ls. Again, a para I lei to the Serengeti 
ecosystem Is plausible. Just as the Crater Highlands of Tanzania 
shadow the Serengeti plains, the semiarid Hartvi I le plains are a 
probable response to the rain shadow of the Rocky Mountain uplifts 
during the mid-Tertiary period. Ephemeral ity of streams and ponds, 
broad level lnterchannel areas armored by duricrust, colonized by 
plants with nearly uniform smal I root diameters, suggesting grasses, 
and, as we have recently discovered, the predominance of particular 
mammals In stream deposits (challcothere, entelodont, large 
beardog), and of other species in lnterchannel areas <oreodonts, 
camel Ids), al I come together to suggest such an environmental 
scenario. 

2.4. Local geologlc setting of the Agate Foss! I Beds 

The Agate bone bed occurs In one of the ephemeral stream 
deposits of the Upper Harrison beds. To understand how the bone bed 
formed, and why It Is so exceptional rn ~he region, we must take a 
closer look at the sediments In the two main Agate hi I Is, and at the 
nature of the bone bed Itself. 

The sediments In the two main hi I ls are nearly ldentlcal In 
vertical stratigraphic sequence. This proves that no major physical 
barrier separated the two present day bone beds on University and 
Carnegie hi I ls, and Indicates that the sediments were laid down In 

I 
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one ephemeral stream system. The cl Jff section In the Southwest 
Excavation at Carnegie HI I I f s the best exposed rock sequence, and 
Its windward orientation accentuates bedding as wel I as numerous 
sedimentary structures. It can be subdivided Into four sedimentary 
subunits from the base of the hi I I upward: (1) dark gray Arikaree 
sandstone of the Harrison Formation, restricted to the base of the 
two main hills, and forming al I of North Ridge where It contains 
Carnegie Quarry A and the Agate Ash; (2) stream-deposited I lght 
gray to buff-white Arikaree sandstone of the Upper Harrison beds, 
about 30 feet thfck, llefng on an. irregular eroded Harrison surface, 
and containing the bone bed at Its base; (3) about 20 feet of 
apparently massive I lght gray to I ight orange interchannel sandstone 
of the Upper Harrison with evidence of soil development; (4) a 1-2 
foot thick fine-grained limestone Cmlcrite), brilliant white In 
tone, capping Carnegie HI I I, and locally termed the Agate Limestone 
{Hunt, 1978). 

Here, stacked one on top of the other, we see Upper Harrison 
depositional environments that at one time In the Miocene must have 
existed side-by-side in lateral relationship: ephemeral stream, 
overlain by interchannel deposits, capped by an ephemeral lake. The 
bone bed, then, was part and parcel of the Upper Harrison 
environments most commonly encountered in the region, and Is not 
found In a rare or atypical depositional setting. We cannot blame 
the mass grave on an atypical depositional environment • 

Since the depositional setting does not seem to be unusual, wa 
can turn to the mammals. Are such concentrations of mammal bones 
commonly found in ephemeral stream deposits in the region? The 
answer Is no; such accumulations on the scale and magnitude of Agate 
are exceptlonal. Harper Quarry, located In the Upper Harrison beds 
about 20 mlles northwest of Agate (Niobrara Canyon, Fig. 2.l), 
contains a concentration of mammal bones in what has been judged to 
be a cut-off stream channel segment, or peripheral floodplaln pool 
Csee Hunt, 1978). Bones are disarticulated, their surfaces often 
abraded by stream activity, and broken by predators and scavengers. 
They seem to have been aligned by stream currents. Isolated teeth 
and bone fragments are common, making up about 40% of the initial 
sample from the quarry~ these are the logical end-products of 
skeletal destruction by environmental agencies, demonstrating that 
many bones were not quickly buried but remained exposed on the land 
surface for a time. Teeth from the quarry, whether stl I I in jaws or 
isolated in the sediment, are most often from old or very young 
individuals, and include few adults In their prime. Al I evidence at 
Harper Quarry points to an attritionai bone accumulation preserved 
within or near an ephemeral stream enYlronment. 

A second example of the Upper Harrison mammal fauna within an 
ephemeral stream channel system Is found at Spoon Butte CFig. 2.1) 
astride the Nebraska-Wyoming state boundary. These rocks and their 
mammalian fossl Is have recently been studied by Robert Skolnick and 
James Vanderhl I I, graduate students at the University of Nebraska. 
At Spoon Butte, the Upper Harr I son beds f I I I a I arge pa I eova I I ey 
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about one-half mt le wide which has been dtssected by late Cenozoic 
erosion to reveal the valley's prof I le and rts contained sediments 
In much detai I. A wide varlety of mlcroenvlronments are 
represented: ephemeral streams, ponds, volcanic ash beds, floodplain 
deposits, dlatomaceous earths, and channel floor lag gravels. In 
this broad spectrum of sedimentary environments, greater than that 
found at Agate or Harper Quarry, we have not yet found a 
concentrated mass of bones of few species of the Agate type. Bones 
on the contrary are generally disarticulated, scattered, broken and 
gnawed by scavengers, wlth surfaces often cracked and checked 
through weathering on the land surface. Just as at Harper Quarry, 
consld•rable wear on teeth, or the lack of It, shows that most 
mammals are very young or old; prfme adults are not common. Again, 
this ts an attritfonal bone assemblage, the flotsam of dally life In 
a wide shallow ephemeral valley meandering eastward across the platn 
from the nearby western hi I Is of the Hartv I I I e Up 11 ft. 

The Spoon Butte and Harper Quarry bone samples exempl lfy the 
typlcal bone residue of Upper Harrrlson ephemeral streams. The 
great number of bones packed in at Agate, and their Jack of 
diversity CAgate mammals are nearly al I rhinoceros, cha I icothere, 
and entelodont) contrast sharply with the more spat I ally dispersed 
and taxonomically diverse bone samples found In Upper Harrison 
ephemeral streams elsewhere In the region. Agate Is distinctive not 
only in the great number of bones found there, but also In fts lack 
of mammal Jan species dfversfty. 

We can Tncrease our Insight Into the problem by looking more 
closely at the Agate bone bed Itself. 

2.5. Oclgin of the Agate bone bed 

The origin of the bone bed in the main hi I Is at Agate has never 
been carefully investigated. The most obvtous features of the bone 
bed are by now well known, and this Information, largely acquired 
during the early excavations, led to a number of hypotheses CTable 
1> on the origin of the bone deposft. Most were inlttal ly proposed 
prior to the end of lntenslve excavation at Carnegie HI 11 In 1923,, 
and so were based on the firsthand field observations of the 
paleontologtsts who had exposed the bone bed. Thus these hypotheses 
must be taken seriously, for these men saw aspects of the bone layer 
that no recent tnvestlgator can fully appreciate. 

On the other hand,, these early investigators were not fncltned 
by training to observe and col tect certain kinds of data on 
sediments and fossl Is that today are known to be extremely useful In 
reconstructing the origin of such a deposit. Nevertheless, some 
information of this type can be gleaned from their field notes and 
maps, and combined with our recent work, so that a pre I Im I nary 
reconstruction can be made. It Is this ftrst attempt that appears 
here In this report. A more thorough study based on field data is 
in progress which, when completed,, should al low the various 
hypotheses on the origin of the bone bed to be properly evaluated. 
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Table 1. Hypotheses on the origin of the Agate bone bed. 1906 - 1980 

a. Peterson 1906 lacustrlne Origin 
b • Peterson 1909 Drowning at RJver Ford 
c • Holland t9t4 Attrltlonal Deaths at Floodplain Pool 
d • Matthew 1923 Floodplain Pool with Quicksand 
e. AFBA* 1964 Great Flood or Qulcksand 
f • Schultz 1966 Great Flood or Quicksand 
g. Macdonald 1980 Drought 

*Agate Fossl I Beds Association 

There is no concensus Jn the scientific or popular I lterature 
on the origin of the Agate bone bed. Early scenarios that attempted 
to explafn the bone bed failed to distinguish observation from 
Interpretation, and did not discriminate among questions of time, 
process, and sequence. To decide the bone bed's origin, It Is 
useful to know: Cf} the amount of time lnvolved In formation of the 
bone bed; (2) the processCes) responsible for the bone bed and its 
enclosing sediments; (3) the sequence of events prior to, during, 
and fol lowing the formation of the bone deposit • 

The resolution of time, process, and sequence Is at the heart 
of al I paleoecologlca! analysts (fig. 2.3>. They are truly separate· 
issues, since a process can act continuously or ep!sodlcal ly ln 
time, and at different rates. In addition, two or more processes 
can produce a different end result by occurring In a dlfferent 
sequence over time. 

The tools avaf lab le to the paleontologist to solve these 
problems are the study of pattern In sediments and fossi Is, and the 
measurement of geologic time using radiometric methods. 
Immediately, we can say that events of very brief duration In human 
terms, on the order of minutes, hours, and days, cannot be resolved 
using modern methods of radiometric dating. Such smal I time 
Increments are beyond the current resolving power of geochronology. 
If analysis of sediments at sJtes such as Agate indicates that the 
deposit could have been formed by events of very short duratlon, we 
wi I I not be able to resolve such a smal I amount of time with present 
methods. We can only point out that such a poss I bl I lty exists. 

The study of pattern Jn the analysis of sediments and fossl Is 
ls an exercrse rn analogy. We reason from pattern to process by 
making the assumption that patterns observed in the rock record are 
the result of processes that have been occurring throughout the 
latter part of Earth history. Modern sediment patterns are studied 
to determine the modern processes that created these patterns. When 

. we find the same patterns In the ancient rock record, we Infer a 
slml lar process, and thereby arrive at an understanding of how the 
ancient situation developed. This method can even result In some 
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Fig. 2.3. The history of a mammal Ian death assemblage 
ts patterned by three variables: time, post-mortem 
processes, and the sequence In which such processes act 
on the death assemblage. Here one of many possible 
scenarios ls diagrammed to show the relationship of 
these variables to the resulting bone accumulation 
preserved through a burial event. A migratory 
rhinoceros herd loses a portton of its members to a 
death event (e.g., lack of food, disease, sudden death 
by drowning>. The carcasses are subjected to the 
taphonomic processes of decay, transport# scavenging 
and weathering. Over time, the mass of carcasses Is 
reduced to some degree by these processes, soft tissues 
are lost in greater proportion relative to hard 
tissues, and the death assemblage Is actually spatially 
displaced. If the processes occur in another sequence# 
ff they operate over a different amount of_ time, or If 
other processes are Involved, the nature of the bone 
accumulation derived from the death assemblage wi I I 
differ. Evidence acquired th~ough observatton of 
fossil and sediment patterns is used to reconstruct the 
history of death assemblages. Such reconstructive 
efforts attempt to separate the effects of time, 
process, and sequence in a bone deposit • 
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greatly different from Harper Quarry. Moreover, University Quarry 
apparently is not the only such deposit in the main hi I ts: the North 
Excavation on Carnegie Hf I I appears to have many of the same 
characteristics. although the records and fossl Is that survive today 
are not as satisfactory as those for University Quarry. 

On the other hand, the densely bone-packed •Diceratherlum bed' 
and American Museum ch.al lcothere sr~e located In the Southwest 
Excavation at Carnegie Ht I I tel I a different story. Many bones are 
relatively fresh and unabraded; al I ages are represented Jn the 
deposit., including prime adults. DTverstty rs low as it Is In al I 
quarries on the two main hi I Is (rhinoceros and cha I lcothere make up 
99% of al I material), but here the low diversity rs emphasized due 
to the greater number of bones/sq.ft. relatfve to the other 
quarries. W.D. Matthew (1923) calculated bone densities averaging 
about 100 elements/sq.ft. for the bone-packed American Museum 
exhibit slab removed from the Southwest Excavation tn 1919, and 
estimated an average bone density for the Southwest Excavation In 
its entirety of 40 bones/sq.ft. Evidence of predator-scavenger 
activity, whl le known, Is poorly documented. The evidence for 
associated and articulated skeletons here Is the highest of al I the 
quarri•& Cfn the two main hf I Is) -- often field correspondence 
suggests that associations of bones would be found tn the laboratory 
when the field blocks were prepared. Matthew (1923) wrote: "[The 
bones] are seldom articulated, but most of the bones of a single 
skeleton I ie near together, although some parts may be found at a 
I lttle distance." Most important, however, are the firm statements 
by Matthew and H. F. Osborn of the American Museum that many of the 
individuals of the chalicothere sample from the north end of the 
quarry represent associated individuals. This Moropus sample, 
limited to a smal I area of the Southwest Excavation, could represent 
a local population swiftly kl I led by catastrophe, and not an 
attrftional bone accumulation. 

There is., then, a demonstrable lack of homogeneity to the 
pattern of bones In the quarries of the. two main hi I ls. It is 
possible that the bone bed does not represent a single death event, 
but results from multiple events. Fol !owing the death event(s), 
various processes act In a particular sequence over some unknown 
amount of time. The number and sequence of pre-burial processes 
place their Identifying stamp upon the bones, but this stamp ls not 
always so clear that discrlmlnatlon of one process from another Is 
easl ly achieved. Figure 2.3 dlagrammatical ly portrays the 
relationship between time, process, and sequence In the case of a 
sing le death event that befal Is a mammal populatlon during an annual 
migration. The diagram conveys the potentially complex history of 
such a death assemblage, via the processes that Influence It prior 
to burial. In reconstructing the history of death assemblages In 
the fossil record, it ts necessary to observe sediments and fossl Is, 
and, despite their Incompleteness, infer process, sequence, and 
time. From this evidence, a I imited number of scenarios I lke Figure 
2.3 can be constructed. From these scenarios, one can be chosen as 
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most probable. Or several can be Indicated as best expressing the 
present degree of uncertainty on the origin of the bone deposit. At 
Agate, some of the quarries contain a mixture of attritlonal 
skeletal debris of apparent long exposure to the Miocene 
environment, and other sltes show less processed dense Jack-strawed 
bone piles recording what may be a catastrophic event(s) that wiped 
out populations of cha/lcothere and rhlnoceros. A detal led study of 
the bone bed Is now in progress to obtain the information needed to 
adequately construct scenarios in agreement with the known evidence 
from fossl Is and sediments. Let us turn to the sediment pattern and 
try to gain tnslght from a different quarter. 

2.5.2. Sediment pattern in the Agate bone bed 

The depositional environments represented on the monument by 
Upper Harrison rocks are ephemeral stream channel and floodplain. 
widespread ephemeral lakes, and flat tnterchannel plains. Because 
the Agate quarries on Carnegie and University hllls are restricted 
to the channel sediments, we know that the bones reached their f lnal 
resting place In a stream environment. The channel sediments Jn the 
two ma In h 111 s at the I eve I of the bone bed and for a few· feet above 
It show horlzontal stratification, accompanied by convoluted bedding 
and low angle cross stratlf Jcatlon, which are common In some modern 
ephemeral streams. 

Although margins of these local channels are found In the two 
main hi I Is (and are mentioned Tn the early field correspondence), 
ephemeral stream deposits have a much wider dlstrlbutlon In the 
monument area. They fl I I a wide shallow paleoval ley whose southern 
margin has been identified about 1.75 ml le to the south (Vicars and 
Breyer. 1981). The nature of this valley margin also suggests that 
it belonged to an ephemeral stream: a vertical shallow stream bank 
of partially I ithtf ied dark gray Harrison sandstone stands adjacent 
to plies of small to large angular blocks that have fallen from the 
bank Into the stream as the bank was undercut. The angular blocks, 
Jumbled together as unsorted debris, Indicate local bank col lapse. 
Such poorly llthifled blocks could not survive in a perennial 
stream, but only In seasonally arid ephemeral drainages. In fact, 
such bank collapse blocks can be seen today In draws within the 
monument boundaries only a short distance away. 

It Is wel I known that ephemeral streams undergo sediment 
transport primarl ly at times of Intense seasonal ralnfal I, with 
stream flow occurring as flash floods often of considerable volume. 
These flood deposits are characterlzed by a variety of bedforms. In 
modern flood sediments of Bijou Creek, Colorado, McKee and his 
co-workers (1967) found a high percentage of horizontally stratif led 
sediments, some unlts with convoluted bedding, and a more limited 
volume of cross-bedded deposits, these last occurrlng at times of 
waning flow or at the periphery of the deposit. Vicars and Breyer 
(1981) Identified horizontally laminated sands with convoluted 



• 

• 

• 

32 

bedding rn the 5 foot-thick sandstone that Includes the Agate bone 
bed, and Indicated an ephemeral stream origin for this rock unit at 
Carnegie HI I I and elsewhere on the monument. On the other hand, 
Williams (1971>, In a study of flood deposfts produced by modern 
sand-bed ephemeral streams of central Australia, found that over 60$ 
of these deposits exhibited trough cross-stratlf fcatlon produced by 
mfgratlng large and smal I scale ripples. Again, Vicars and Breyer 
(1981) observed that most channel sediments of the Upper Harrison 
paleoval ley at Agate show shallow wide trough cross-stratlflcatron, 
produced In a sandy braided stream. However, modern ephemeral 
stream sedlments are not wel I studied. There remains much to be 
learned about the range of bedforms found In modern ephemeral 
streams, and what dictates the Internal structure of the sediments. 
Although an ephemeral sandy braided stream valley now seems to us a 
good contender among various hypotheses, we remain open to new 
evidence as detaf led study of the quarry sediments continues. 

If ephemeral stream processes could be reponslble for the 
sediment pattern In the quarries, let us next ask how much time Is 
Involved. First, there are no radlometrlcal ly-datable ash beds In 
the sediments of the main ht I Is other than the Agata Ash (see 
Section 3.1.1>, so the accumulation time of these rocks cannot be 
directly measured by radiometric dating. About 5 feet above the 
base of the bone bed, a local fossil soil Cpaleosol) Is developed on 
both Unlversfty and Carnegfe hi I Is. This same paleosol ts found to 
the south at Beardog HI I I where the large carnivore burrows found 
there are Intrusive through rt. It shows that a period of time long 
enough to produce a moderately-developed sor I horizon fnterrupted 
the depositional process within the ephemeral stream channel, which 
at Carnegfe Hi 11 includes 30 feet of stream deposits. Thus, 
although the upper 25 feet of stream deposits at Carnegie and 
University hi I Is are very I lkely ephemeral stream sediments, these 
higher beds have noth(ng to do with the development of the bone bed 
Itself, since they are separated from rt by the paleosol. Now If we 
examine the upper 25 feet closely, we find evidence of bloturbatlon 
Cprlmarf ly plant roots and smal I Invertebrate burrows) at many 
levels (e.g., Vicars and Breyer, 1981, Fig. 11). Each bioturbated 
level indfcates a halt In sediment accumulation and the passage of 
suff lcfent time for vegetatfon to develop on this surface. These 
bioturbated stream deposits and the soi I horizon flve feet above the 
bone bed conflrm that considerable time could be Involved Jn the 
deposition of the entire 30 feet of channel sedfments in the two 
ma I n h I I l s. 

The 5 foot thick bed containing ~he bone layer at Its base 
requires more detailed study than we have given It at present. 
Untt I this Is completed, we can only summarize some of the features 
of the bed that pattern It: Cl) Its mfneralogy and texture are no 
different than the channel sediments above rt -- a fine to very 
f ine-gratned sandstone made up of about equal parts of volcanlc 
glass, feldspar, and quartz; Vicars and Breyer (1981) demonstrated 
that Upper Harrison stream ?edtments In the Agate area are low tn 



• 

• 

• 

33 

sift and clay (11%-17%>, whereas interchannel deposits have as much 
as 39%; (2) although primary bedding has been obscured over much of 
the bed by bioturbatlon, there Is evidence throughout of horizontal 
stratification and convoluted bedding -- If this Is true, this would 
seem to rule out W. D. Matthew's view (1923) that the bone bed Is a 
quicksand deposit, for In a quicksand, the regularly bedded 
horizontal layers would be largely destroyed Caddltlonal evidence 
that argues against the quicksand hypothesis Is the existence of a 
'double bone layer' on the north side of Carnegie HI f I (see Sections 
3.3.6, 3.3.8); (3) convoluted bedding Is most common In the 5 foot 
thick bed relative to the overlying stream deposits at Carnegie HI I I 
and University HI 11 -- Col I inson and Thompson (1982) state that 
"Convolution Involves plastlc deformation of partially liquefied 
sediment soon after deposition •••• The main use of convolute 
lamination Is as evidence of rapid deposition."; (4) the bone bed 
Itself Is In some places 1 to 2 feet thick, and steeply Inclined 
bones often vertically span at least one foot (or more) of the bed 
in highly unstable orientations; -- these orientations show that 
many bones must have been supported by sediment at the time they 
came to rest In the bone bed, and so at least 1-2 feet of the 5 foot 
thick bed was deposited rapidly at one time. 

Turning to the floor of the bone bed, there Is abundant field 
data and even photographic evidence that the surface was very 
Irregular In places. This was reported by Pepperberg In University 
Quarry (and can be seen today by the casual visitor), by Barner and 
Thomson in the North Excavation, and by Thomson In the 1920 
extension of the Southwest Excavation. Photographs as wel I as 
Pepperberg's data show that these lrregularltles are often steep 
sided grooves Incised Into the sandstone which can be fl I led with 
bones. As far as we can te I I, they range from a few Inches to up to 
about 1.5 foot deep, and several feet In width. We know that the 
Harrison sandstone forming the floor of the bone bed was about as 
wel I I Ith If led at the time the bone bed came Into existence as 
today, for we often f Ind I Ith If Jed pieces of the sandstone In basal 
lag conglomerates Jn the lmmeJlate area. Thus It took stream energy 
to cut these grooves; they were probably not Incised by a single 
flood event. 

If we draw on observations of the bone bed made by Peterson, It 
seems that the channel floor lrregularltles were probably present 
long before the formation of the bone bed was completed. Peterson 
and others noticed that the base of the bone bed often contained 
bone fragments worn to the shape of a pebble, and that such material 
was generally restricted to that level ·in the deposit. Harper 
Quarry also contained such worn bone pebbles. They represent a bone 
gravel that forms as a channel floor lag of long duration, and 
Indicates a period In which the channels were probably starved of 
sediment. Only bone was of suff lclent density and particle size, 
after breakdown and weathering, to form gravel-sized clasts that 
remained as bedload. 
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Having looked at smal I scale rrregularftfes of the bone bed 
floor, let us consider the channel floor geometry on a somewhat 
larger scale. In July 1983, we surveyed _the base of the bone bed In 
the varfous quarries, and graphed the resulting data to determine 
Its degree of topographic relief. A profile, roughly normal to the 
channel axis, places the Southwest Excavation with Its less damaged 
and seemlngly associated bones on one side of a low topographic rise 
of a few feet; and on the other side of thls rlse, we flnd the more 
damaged and worn bone accumulations of the North Excavation and 
University Quarry. 

About 8 feet of topographic rel let occur along the transect 
beglnnfng at University Quarry on the northeast, and extending to 
the southwest into the Southwest Excavation on Carnegfe Ht I I. The 
bone bed at Universfty Quarry marks the lowest point of the prof! le. 
The bone layer seems to rise toward Carnegie HI I I where ft Is about 
5 to 6 feet higher In the North Excavation on the north side of 
Carnegie Hil I. Thls is a rise of 1 .7 feet/100 ft. between the 
adjacent bone beds on the two hll Is. Contfnulng to the southwest, 
the highest point of the prof I le Is reached at Carnegie Quarry 2 
<Northwest Excavatfon of Carnegie HI II) where the bone bed floor Is 
8 feet higher than the floor at University Quarry. Thfs Is a rise 
of about 1.8 feet/100 ft., nearly fdentical to our first 
calculation. However, over the last leg of the prof I le between the 
Northwest and Southwest Excavations on Carnegie HI I I, the bone bed· 
descends about 4 feet Jn 120 feet. It is possible then that the 
Southwest Excavatlon with rts assocfated chalfcothere skeletons and 
numerous rhfnoceroses Is separated by a low topographic rise from 
the apparent attrftlonal assemblages of the north side of Carnegie 
Hi I I and University HI I I. Such evidence must be looked at 
carefully, since the rocks In the Agate hi I Is have been structurally 
deformed fol I owing Early Miocene trme. However, the ti It or dtp of 
the Agate hills Is to the northwest by only a few degrees at most; 
our transect was taken from northeast to southwest along strike of 
the Miocene beds, and so should not be affected by the local 
structural deformation to any significant degree. 

Finally, both Charles Barner and Bl I I Thomson of the American 
Museum reported a double bone layer In the North Excavation on 
Carnegie HI I I. This Is so frequently mentioned by Thomson rn 
1917-19 that he must have been conf ldent of lts existence. Although 
two levels of bones within the five foot thick sed·lmentation unit 
below the local paleosol does not have to lndfcate that the two 
layers are separated by appreciable time, It Is a possibl lity that 
must be considered. This was the only quarry where such a 'double 
layer' was described. 

Although there Is much more to learn about the sediments In the 
Agate hi I Is, for the moment we can summarlze the evidence at hand, 
and formulate a preliminary Interpretation. Analysis of the 
geometry of the Agate paleoval ley, Its Inf I I I of sedimentation 
units, and their primary sedJmentary structures and bedforms 
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suggests that the bone bed I Tes within a sandy braided ephemeral 
stream environment. Stream flow was probably episodic, and 
concentrated at times of seasonal ralnfal I. However, the amount of 
time necessary to deposit the 30 feet of stream-laid sediments Tn 
the two main hf I Is fs uncertafn, but the presence of many rooted and 
burrowed horizons fn these sediments Indicates that appreciable time 
could be Involved. Significantly, the 5 foot thick sedimentation 
unit containing the bone bed is bounded by an erosional 
disconformity below and a paleosol above. Sha I low, narrow, 
steep-sided channels or grooves cut Into wel 1-Tlthifled bedrock. and 
a lag deposit of rounded bone pebbles and debrrs, characterize the 
dlsconformlty, indicating that slgnif lcant time ls represented at 
this horizon; considerable time must also be involved rn the 
development of the paleosol. Nonetheless, the lntervenfng 5 feet of 
sedfment between the paleosol and the dlsconformlty could have been 
rapldly deposltea, on the basis of primary sedimentary structures 
seen within the bed, such as convoluted bedding and horizontal 
stratification, a conclusion also supported by numerous unstable 
bone orlentatrons wlthfn this bed In certain parts of the bone 
deposit. Five feet of sediment can be deposited Jn a sing le 
present-day flood event fn ephemeral streams 1n semiarid regions 
<McKee and others, 1967), although we do not know that to be true at 
Agate. To best understand the bone bed, subsequent studies wt I I 
focus on this 5 foot thick sedimentation unit above the 
dlsconformlty and below the local paleosol. 

2.5.3. Agate scenario; 1984 

Scenarios are Interpretive reconstructions. Let us use the 
evidence and observations In the preceding discussion of sediment 
and fossf I patterns to create a probable scenario for the Agate bone 
deposit. We can combine analysts of our three variables Cttme, 
process, sequence) to produce a range of possible scenarios, and 
then, against this background, briefly evaluate the principal early 
hypotheses on the origin of the Agate bone bed. 

Time remains an entgma; we cannot be certain how long the bone 
bed took to form. However. we can recognf ze time as either 
represented tn the quarries by a continuous record of sediments or 
by an Interrupted or episodic record. When the lowest five feet of 
the channel sediments In the quarries are examined, ·there Is no 
evidence of a prolonged break In deposition untl I the paleosol level 
Is reached f Tve feet above the base of the bone bed. The lack of 
homogeneity of the bone pattern in the various quarries, yet the 
occurrence of the bones In a bed of sediment with very stmt lar 
features on both hills, Indicate that multiple sedimentary processes 
are not required to produce the 5 foot stratum that Includes the 
bone layer at Its base. The sed(ment burying the bone bed could 
have been continuously deposited at one time, and the evtdent 
slml larlty ln this f Ive foot bed among the various quarries Jn Its 
primary features suggests that It was the result of a single event. 
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The presence of convoluted beddlng, and the unstable Incl I nations of 
many bones, (ndlcates that the sediment was probably rapidly 
depostted. We are actually fnferrlng something about time from 
sediment pattern; the homogenefty of the bone bed In terms of Its 
fnternal structure and thickness beneath the paleosol show that a 
single process could be responstble. The slmplest Interpretation Is 
that a process acting through a sfngle event produced the observed 
sediment pattern. 

If the sediment pattern Is homogeneous, causing us to Invoke no 
more than a single sedimentation event, then sequence Is no longer 
an Issue since we are deal Ing with only one deposttlonal epfsode. 
But the heterogeneity of the bone bed rtself tel Is us that muitlple 
processes acting over ttme may have been responsible for the 
dlstinctfve fossl I patterns that we observe in the different 
quarries. In essence, the burial of the bone bed may represent a 
single event, but the history of the death assemblage prior to 
burial could be varied, resulting In processed versus unprocessed 
portions of the bed. 

The subsequent discussion {Section 3) of the various Agate 
quarries· on Carnegie and Unlversity hi I Is reveals that the northern 
<University Quarry, North Excavation) and southern <South 
ExcavatLon> sites are characterized by scattered and fragmented bone 
concentrations. Densely-packed, more complete bones are found In 
the Southwest Excavation, which Is located between the northern and 
southern quarries. If the bones were transported to this place by a 
single event, such as a flood, and Immediately burled by stream 
sediments, these patterns of density and completeness of Individual 
elements would have to have been established and maintained by 
stream processes prTor to burl al. Frag~ented and abraded bones 
would have been segregated from fresh, generally Intact bones. 
Since densfty and sfze of many broken fragments would be the same as 
Intact bones, thfs seems uni lkely, and we are forced to reconsider 
the view that the bones were deposited In the bone bed through a 
sfngle deposftlonal event. 

However, we can consider an alternatlve view: let us sti II 
assume that the sediments were deposlted at one time as a single 
burial event, but let the varfables be Cl) the amount of time and 
C2> degree of bone processing that have occurred prfor to the burial 
event. In the first case, let us imagine that bone aggregations In 
the various quarries have arrlved at these sltes at different times, 
and not In a single event, such as a ~lood. Those assemblages whlch 
have been present at the site for the greatest amount of time wi I I 
be most susceptible to environmental processing (e.g., scavenging, 
weathering, tramp I fng). Recently arrived bone aggregates, on the 
other hand, wi l I be least I lkely to undergo such progressive 
destruction by processing, and could remain largely Intact except 
for dfsarticulatlon of bones. In the second case, the degree of 
bone processing might differ throughout a large mass of carcasses 
due to selective nonrandom scavengtng concentrated primarl ly at the 
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more easl ly accessible margins of a bone aggregation relative to the 
center. Clearly, this spatial var I ab I I lty In bone processing wl I I 
be superimposed on the varlabl llty due to time alone, and the 
Identification of that part of total bone attrition caused by one or 
the other of these variables wl I I be very dlfflcult to discern. 
Therefore, when the resultant fossl I bone bed Is exposed to view by 
the paleontologist, the bone deposit wl I I reflect the aggregate sum 
of time spent at the site as wel I as selective processing, prior to 
the synchronous burial event. 

It becomes apparent that we may not be able to work out the 
exact sequence of events that produced a given bone assemblage, 
other than to say that certain processes must have been Involved. 
In the case of the Agate bone bed, the evidence Is In accord with a 
single burial event, but we cannot discriminate between processed 
and unprocessed areas of the bone bed In terms of the relative 
contribution of selective processing versus the amount of time the 
bone assemblage was vulnerable to processing. At Agate, the 
acceptable hypothesis must take into consideration the slmi larity of 
the sediments enclosing the bone bed, but at the same time al low the 
diverse fossl I patterns found In the quarries. At present, several 
such hypotheses are In agreement with the known evidence. 

In attempting to arrive at an hypothesis on the origin of the 
bone bed, the evidence itself prlmarl ly acts to restrict our 
reasoning on a number of points: (1) the sediments enclosing the 
bones probably were deposited after. some or al I of the bone bed was 
present at the site; C2) the processed nature of the bone 
assemblage In University Quarry, and probably also those from the 
North and South Excavations on Carnegie Hi I I, could have been the 
product of cl lmatlc weathering, scavenging, and stream transport 
over a long period of time -- ft wi I I be difficult to reach an 
accurate estimate of the time Involved in these more fragmented 
parts of the bone bed; C3) the dense Intact bones of the Southwest 
Excavation are less processed than other parts of the bone bed, and 
according to early students of the deposit, sti I I maintain 
significant parts of lndlvldu~I skeletons In near life association 
-- the attrltlonal processCes) that operated on other parts of the 
bone bed are not as evident. 

A number of scenarios can flt this evidence: C1) the bone bed 
was developed at the site over a brief time Interval, perhaps a 
single season, but the margins of the bone mass were. vulnerable to 
predators, scavengers, and other destructive agencies whereas 
lnaccesstble parts of the bone mass remained largely Intact; (2) 
the older parts of the bone bed are rep~esented by the more 
processed bone assemblages, whereas the less damaged bone deposits 
are more recently arrived at the site -- the degree of fragmentation 
and scattering of bones Is dlrectly proportional to the time spent 
at the site; (3} some combination of (1} and (2) has occurred to 
produce a highly complex bone bed. 
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To choose between these ts presently premature. Addltlonal 
evidence Is needed to determine the relatlve contribution of time 
versus selectlve processing In creating the bone bed as we see It 
today. Field investigation wl I I add concrete observations that can 
help resolve these issues. What we can see at the present time rs 
that the sediments enclosing the bone bed are homogeneous but the 
bone bed Itself Is not. The most useful observations wt I I Include a 
close study of the various parts of the bone bed In different 
quarries, a rigorous examtnatton. of the 5 foot thick mass of 
sediment that occupies the base of the stream channel and extends 
upward to the paleosol (and Includes the bone bed at Its base>, and 
lnvestlgatton of the poss I bl I lty that parts of the bone bed are 
separated In time. Of particular Interest wl II be the spatial 
relationship of attrltlonal bone concentrations such as the North 
Excavation to the better preserved bone bed of the Southwest 
Excavation on Carnegie Ht I I. 

We can set the stage for the search for new evidence by 
evaluating the earlier hypotheses on the origin of the bone bed. 
What do they have In common? How do they differ? Is the evidence 
clearly set do~n, and rs Interpretation carefully distinguished from 
observation? 

• A. Peterson's Lacustrlne Hypothesis 

• 

In 1906, shortly after his discovery of the bone bed, Peterson 
argued that the sediments enclosing the bones formed In a lake, 
based on his Identification of "laminated structure" everywhere In 
the bed, which he identified "sometimes at one or two ml les dfstant 
from the quarry." At the time, Peterson was not aware that he had 
confused the bone bed with the Agate Ash (see Sectfon 3.1.1). The 
ash is laminated in outcrop, and Is widespread over the monument 
(see Map K>, but the bone bed is found only fn the Agate hl·I Is. 
Because of this error in correlation, the lake hypothesis is no 
longer valld. 

B. Peterson's River Ford Hypothesis 

In 1909, after the conclusion of the major excavations by the 
Carnegie Museum fn the main Agate hi I Is, Peterson argued that the 
bone bed was deposited Tn a stream. His best evidence was 
threefold: the bones were "often closely packed rn frregular 
channels and pockets", "the surfaces of the bones are sometimes 
highly polished and worn, and there a~e numerous fragments of bones 
which are worn down to the shape of a pebble." He elaborated 
further, "In the quarry located on University HI I I there are 
distinct evidences of narrow and rather shallow channels, which were 
separated by sandbars of greater or lesser dimensions. The bone 
layer of this quarry is thus, Irregularly separated, although 
confined to one general level throughout portions of the base of the 
hi I I." This Is the sum of the evidence presented. Peterson 
fol lowed these observations with his scenario: "It seems reasonable 
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to suppose that In the Immediate vlcfnity of the Agate Sprfng Foss! I 
Quarrfes the ancient fauna of the region found a favorite crossing 
of this stream. The remains of the unfortunate animals which 
attempted to ford the rfver under unfavorable circumstances furnish 
the records which the collector .ls fortunate In securing •••• " 

lmpl lclt In Peterson's scenario Ts death by drownfng. But 
whether this Involved mass drownlng In a flash flood or seasonally 
swol Jen river, or simple attrTttonal mortality by selective drowning 
of the old and weak at the ford, ls not exp I lcitly stated. At the 
time he wrote this, the large chalicothere sample of the Southwest 
Excavation had not yet been discovered. His viewpoint Is based on 
the excavation of the predominantly rhinoceros-packed bone bed of 
ca~negle Quarry 1, where the bones are largely fntact, 
disarticulated, and generally of one species. He evidently 
visual fzes the carcasses carried from the ford to their resting 
place In the stream bed by currents, fol lowed by their 
dlsartlculatlon, and sediment burial, but does not describe ln 
detal I how this took place. The Issues are left unresolved. 

C. Ho! land's Att~!tional f foodplalo ~ool Hypothesis 

As In most scenarios of the time, Ho! land presents a few points 
of evidence, then from them launches a rather elaborate scenario on 
the orlgfn of the deposit. His observations Include: Cl) bones are 
prlmari ly disarticulated; (2) rare articulated vertebrae with 
attached ribs, and articulated I lmbs occur; (3) many bones In the 
quarry are unabraded, but some are worn, particularly those In the 
lower part of the bone bed. Holland also noted that unabraded bones 
of a single tndfvldual cha! icothere CCM 1604) were found above a 
level of abraded bones In Quarry 1. 

Holland's scenario CHol land and- Peterson, 1914) is the most 
specific In its attribution of the bone bed to gradual attrltional 
accumulatlon of animals through predation and scavenging, and In Its 
descrfptlon of the regional setting: 

"The region, at the time when the bones were deposited, 
was probably a great plain, traversed by a broad and shallow 
river, like the Platte, or the Missouri, subject at times to 
overflows. It was a region of flat alluvial lands, which may 
In the summers have been In part dried, leaving here and there 
pools of water to which the animals of the region resorted, as 
fn South Afrlca at the present time herds of ungulates resort 
to such places. Any one who Is faml I Jar with the writings of 
C. J. Anderson and Gordon Cumming -can picture to himself the 
conditions. At these pools the beasts, which roamed over the 
wide plain, came to drink, and here they died, as the result 
of age, or as they fel I under the teeth and claws of carnfvora 
•••• After a period of summer drought or after the cold of 
winter, which must ltkewlse then, as It does now, have led to 
the death of multitudes of creatures, the rivers rose as the 
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result of rains, or melting snows, and the waters swept the 
dried carcasses of the dead and sometimes those of animals, 
which, unable to escape from the floods, were drowned, Into 
places where they were destined to lie •••• n 
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If Holland's hypothesis rs correct, the bone bed should reflect 
the attrltlonal processes that created It. lndlvldual bones would 
show the marks of predation and scavengfng, and the death assemblage 
would Include many of the old, the very young, and the weak. 
However, Hal land Invokes two processes in the production of his bone 
bed: (1) attrltfonal mortal lty at waterholes; (2) catastrophic death 
by drowning In floods. Despite his emphasis on death at the pools, 
his mention of drowning In flood waters al lows him to explain fntact 
carcasses such as the challcothere CCM 1604). He relnforces this 
multiple causal tty by quletly acknowledging Peterson's river ford 
hypothesis -- "It may also have been, as suggested by Mr. Peterson, 
that at this particular point there wa3 a ford, or crossing of the 
rlver, much resorted to by mlgratlng herds of anlmals, and here 
many, especially younger anlmals, were mfred In quicksands, and 
drowned." 

His vlewpofnt probably was much Influenced by Peterson's field 
evidence and discussions, and Peterson's earlier publlshed remarks 
on the orlgfn of the bone bed. This can be documented rn reference 
to the mentfon of quicksand, for correspondence Indicates that 
Peterson first noted the Idea In 1908, yet did not make published 
mention of rt. However, It Is fair to say that the core of 
Holland's hypothesis Involved death by attrition at pools as a 
prlmary contrfbutor of carcasses to the bone bed, with secondary 
Input from stream ford deaths, and so differs from Peterson's 1909 
concept. But surprisingly, when dlscusslng stream ford deaths, 
Holland argues for the deaths of young mammals in qulcksands, and 
not by drowning In swift water. 

Holland's scenario Includes for the first tlme to my knowledge 
the concept of herd migration as the lmpl !cit reason behind the 
fordfng of streams, and the mass drownings that might accompany such 
events. Because of the occurrence of the bones within an ephemeral 
stream system, catastrophic death by drowning Is an event that could 
contribute to the Agate bone bed. Such events are wel I documented 
for wl ldebeest In the Serengetf ecosystem of East Africa during 
their annual migrations rn search of adequate forage <Schaf ler, 
1972, 1973; Maddock, 1979; Slnclalr, 1979, Chap. 4), and are not as 
unusual as one at first might thlnk. Even the attrltlonal bone 
residues In some quarries In the two main hi I Is could derive from 
this same process, but are simply farther along the path to total 
skeletal destruction than the largely intact bones of the Southwest 
Excavation. One could argue that such a scenario Is more probable 
than Holland's, because his dual origin (waterhole, river ford) 
should yfeld a greater diversity of specles In the attrltlonal bone 
assemblages derlved from the waterholes than In the catastrophic 
bone assemblage derived by drowning at a ford. Instead, we flnd the 
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same three mammal species In al I quarries. Yet, conf lrmed 
attrltlonal bone deposits In Upper Harrison ephemeral streams 
elsewhere In the region do exhibit greater species diversity than 
the Agate bone bed. 

D. Matthew's Floodplaln Pool with Quicksand Hypothesis 
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In 1923, after the concluslon of work by the American Museum In 
the Agate quarries, Matthew penned a semlpopular account of the 
Agate excavations. Because of H.F. Osborn's failure to publish his 
Agate cha I lcothere study, Matthew's narrative emerges as the 
principal account of the Agate work by an American Museum 
paleontologist. His observations deal with the Southwest 
Excavatlon: (1) the bones are densely packed In a layer 6" to 20" 
thick; (2) articulated bones are seldom found, but "most of the 
bones of a single skeleton I le near together, although some parts 
may be found at a I lttle distance;" (3) most bones belong to only 
three species of mammals; (4) the smal I rhinoceros ls most abundant 
and "has been found everywhere In the bone layer;" (5) a sample of 
17 lndlvlduals of the challcothere Moropus was localized at the 
north end of the quarry; (6) bones of other mammals that occur Jn 
the quarries are rare, and when found, are always waterworn; (7) 
based on an estimate of 40 bones/sq.ft., 4100 sq.ft. In the 
Southwest Excavation yielded 164,000 rhinoceros bones which, at 
about 200 bones/lndlvldual, Indicates 820 Menoceras • 

Matthew's scenario begins wlth a regional overview, as did 
Ho I land, then becomes quite specif le In his explanatlon of the bone 
bed. Qulcksand ls central to Matthew's hypothesis: 

"The formation [containlng the bone bed] Is a rather soft 
sandstone of I lght gray color, made by the accumulated 
f loodplaln sediments of a river that flowed eastward across 
the plains, for then as now the region was one of open country 
and grassy savannas. It Is believed that the accumulation of 
bones was formed In an eddy Jn the old river channel at a tlme 
when the valley was not so deeply cut out as It ls now and 
when the river flowed at the higher level. A pool would be 
formed at this eddy, wlth quicksands at Its bottom, and many 
of the anlmals that came to drlnk at the pool In dry seasons 
would be trapped and burled by the qulcksand. The covering of 
sand would serve to protect the bones from decay and prevent 
them from belng rolled or waterworn by the current, or from 
being crushed and broken up by the tramp I Jng of animals that 
came there to drink. But sand of this kind ls always moving 
and shifting <whence rts name of Q!Jlck) and with It the burled 
bones would be shifted around, disarticulated, and dlsplaced, 
so that when f lnal ly burled deeper by later sedlments of the 
rlver valley, they would be preserved as they ~re found here, 
complete and almost undamaged, yet al I separate and 
dlssocfated." 
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Matthew's quicksand theory £1923) seems lmplauslble prlmarl ly 
due to the absence of any mammals other than cha I tcothere, 
entelodont, and rhinoceros In the quarries. Matthew was aware that 
this was a problem with the quicksand theory, and he candldly 
admitted It as a 'curious I Imitation.• A further objection Is the 
presence of rel let bedding (Vicars and Breyer, 1981, Fig. 2) In the 
5 foot thick bone bed below the paleosol In the two main hll Is, and 
the existence of a 'double bone layer' ln the North Excavation (see 
Sections 3.3.6 - 3.3.8) on Carnegie Hf II. We can be certain that 
the attrltlonal debris In University Quarry Is not a quicksand 
deposit, and this probably applies to the North Excavation on 
Carnegie Hf II with Its two bone layers separated by about three 
vertical feet. But the situation is not as clear at the Southwest 
Excavation, and this Is the quarry Matthew used to formulate his 
hypothesis. Could ft be a quicksand marginal to attrltfonal stream 
channel accumulations? 
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Certain aspects of the bone bed Jn the Southwest Excavation are 
suggestive of a hfghly fluidized sand (quicksand): (1) convoluted 
bedding and grain size (very fine sand); (2) polished bone surfaces; 
(3) dlsartlculatlon of bones yet proxfmfty of parts of lndtvtdual 
skeletons; (4) proxlmlty of many lndlvlduals of the chalicothere 
sample at, the north end of the quarry; (5) absence of any pronounced 
Indication of scavenging or breakage of bones. It Is easy to see 
why Matthew might arrive at quicksand as the crftfcal factor In 
formation· of the deposit. looking carefully at the evfdence, 
however, one realizes that the bones, not sediments, are the primary 
influence In hts thinking; In fact, as noted earlier, the rellct 
beddfng in the bone bed argues against a quicksand. Perhaps we 
should ask which of the preceding observations on fossl I bones could 
only have been produced by or are only in accord with a quicksand 
deposft, or, if these observations can be accounted for by some 
other present-day process? 

Let us f lrst reduce Matthew's observations to a few essential 
summary points: Cl> bones of lndfvlduals are somehow kept together 
untl I ffnal burfal; (2) bones acquire a surface polish during their 
time In unconsolldated sediment; (3) It must be posslble to keep 
together a part of a population of over 15 challcotheres of al I 
sizes; C4} post-mortem weathering and scavenging must have been 
minimal. 

The dtsartlculated condition of the bones, yet their near 
association In lndlvldual skeletons rn the bone bed (Matthew, 1923), 
could be explained from observations of modern mass deaths of 
wl ldebeest In East Africa. Schaller tel ls us that when ungulates of 
the size of the smal I Agate rhinoceros die In the dry season In the 
northern extension of the Serengeti, he could walk up to skeletons 
encased In their sun-baked leather-tough hides and, kicking these 
carcasses, make the bones Inside rattle. Flood Ing fol lowing the dry 
season wil I plck up these bone groups within each hide, and maintain 
the association of each lndlvldual 's skeleton, as Jt carries them 
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downstream to a burlal slte wlthln the stream channel. In a recent 
f I Im (Year of the WI ldebeest> made by Alan Root on the Serengeti 
wl ldebeest, the cameras actually recorded this very event, and the 
sequence ended with footage of a pl le of hide-bound wildebeest 
carcasses which would be swiftly entombed en masse should a mass of 
sediment suddenly Inundate them at this ttme In the stream channel· 

So It ls posslble to bring together and transport long-dead 
carcasses by stream processes and stl I J maintain skeletal 
associations. This rs best accompl !shed Jn semiarid to arid 
environments where drying out of the carcasses wl I I occur. Such 
carcasses also may remain largely free of scavenging. Schaf ler 
C1973, pp. 214-215) writes: 

"Many wildebeest died around Kogat~nde In the 1967 dry 
season. We found 46 carcasses there with the skeletons stt I I 
articulated and encased by dry skin, Indicating that no large 
predators had fed on them." 
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"Every year many wildebeest drown when herds cross 
rivers. Lions scavenge only a few of these. For example, 62 
wl ldebeest drowned tn one pool near Seronera Tn June, 1967, 
seven more died there tn June, 1968, and 63 In Aprl I 1969, yet 
none were eaten by lions." 

Thus It Is possible that the bones of the Southwest Excavation 
represent masses of carcasses of small rhinoceros and cha I lcothere 
that died of drowning and/or malnutrltlon and disease, as do 
ungulates today In East Africa. Stream processes then produced the 
final aggregation, but may be the actual cause of death of only some 
individuals. 

Serengeti wl ldebeest provide many useful insights Into the 
origin of the Agate bone bed. They are smal I antelope of about the 
same body sfze as the smal I rhJno M~noceras. WI ldebeest congregate 
In herds; large numbers of rhinoceros found In quarries near 
Bridgeport, Nebraska, Guernsey, Wyoming, and Agate suggest herding 
behavior In Menoceras as wel I. WI ldebeest feed on grasses, and so 
must fol low the growth of grasses as their seasonal abundance varies 
in different parts of the ecosystem. During the wet season, when 
grass Is growfng, they occupy the open plains west of the rift 
valley uplifts. As the dry season commences, they migrate westward 
down the Serengett wedge (the clastlc sediments underlying the 
Serengeti plains also have a sfgnlf lcant volcanlclastlc component, 
derived from rift volcanoes, and so are slml Jar to ash-rich 
sediments of the Great Plains •wedge') Into wooded grassland, and 
then slowly north toward the Kenyan border where food Is aval labie. 
WTth the first rains, they return to the south, and durrng this 
journey of over 750,000 mlgratlng animals, they cross flooded 
streams and rivers as a matter of course. Schaller and other 
authors document the death by drowning of hundreds of wl ldebeest at 
these crossings; such events would kl I I adults In theJr prime as 
wel I as calves and older antmals. lnterestingly, Schaller observed 
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that the proportion of males ts hfgh In these drownings, because 
males act as leaders and are disproportionately common at the front 
of the herd. After examlnrng al I the major col lectlons of Menoceras 
skul Is and Jaws from the Southwest Excavation In various museums In 
the Untted States, I was struck by the large numbers of males 
present. An accurate count Is df fffcult to make, due to the 
frequent absence of the sex-spectffc Incisors In lower jaws, and the 
loss of the rostrum rn skul Is (which supports the horn bosses found 
only In males), but rt remains an Intriguing possibility that many 
males occur at Agate due to preferential sampling of a 
male-dominated vanguard. 

E. Peterson's Commentary of 1923 

In 1923, Peterson pub I Tshed a brief paper on the Carnegie 
Museum exhibition slab of rhinoceros bones taken from the Southwest 
Excavation on Carnegie HI I I tn 1908. Although he did not speculate 
at length on the origin of the bone bed, his remarks Indicate his 
continued support for a stream setting for the deposit. However, 
this publlcatlon marks Peterson's most detal led recounting of the 
evtdence observed by him at the bone bed, and, coming after most 
work at the quarries had ceased, it Is the most complete statement 
In existence by one of the principal f leld men Involved at the srte: 

1 • 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 

the bones form Jn places a sol ld pavement 
skeletons are usually more or less dlsarticulated 
some partially articulated skeletons were observed -- one of 
these was found between layers of disarticulated bones 
abraded bones are concentrated near the base of the bed 
most material Is unabraded 
the thinner parts of the bone bed have prlmarl ly fragmented 
and more scattered bones, Jn a wet I sorted sand matrix --
the bones are probably we! I mtneral I zed and are blue In 
color 

7. the thicker parts of the bone bed have dense Intact masses 
of bones. some partially articulated, In a matrix of sand 
and carbonate -- the bones are not as wel I mineral I zed 
and are ITghter In tone 

Peterson concluded his remarks without elaborating on the 
origin of the deposit: "The shallow portions of the bone layer of 
these quarries have the appearance ot the sediments of swifter 
f lowlng channels. whf le the heavier beds would represent deeper or 
more sluggish movement of the stream." It is unfortunate that 
Peterson and Albert Thomson, the two men who were probably most 
fami llar with the quarries through prolonged excavation, did not 
write tn more depth on their view of fhe origin of the bone bed. 
Much of the firsthand observation of value In the quarries we owe to 
these two men • 
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F. Commentary by Agate Foss[ I Beds Association 

In 1964, a short pub! I cation was produced by the Assoclatfon to 
promote the desfgnatlon of the bone bed at Agate as a national 
monument. In an unattributed section of the pamphlet on the 
geologic history of the region, an anonymous author presents his 
scenario: 

"Weathering and erosion of the upl lfted Rockfes during 
the late Oligocene and early Miocene resulted In a rapid 
Increase of sedimentary deposits upon the Great Plalns. 
Because of Increased gradient, the streams flowed swifter than 
before, and carried more and coarser sediments. Great floods 
took place, at which time many animals no doubt were trapped 
in rapidly rising waters and their carcasses swept downstream 
to be deposited at a bend of a river or other places where the 
waters were slackened. Then river sediments covered the 
remafns. This process was repeated, In some cases several 
times at the same place, untl I layer upon .layer of animal 
remains were sealed beneath the earth's surface •••• Others 
be! leve differently, one theory being that the animals became 
trapped In quicksand when coming to the river to drink and 
sank Into an ancient quagmire. In any event, the conditions 
that brought about the large concentrations of animal remains 
within a relatively short period of time must have been 
unusual lndeed.n 

Much In this statement Is now known to be inaccurate: (1) the 
bulk of late Oligocene and early Miocene sedfments are not derived 
from the adjacent uplifts but from distant volcanic terrains; (2) 
there ls no evidence of Increased stream gradients, and the local 
stream sedfments do not include markedly coarser sediments -- the 
Agate bone bed Itself Is made up pr I marl ly of very f lne grained 
sand; (3) the conditions that produced the bone concentration at 
Agate may have not been unusual at al I; for example, flood events 
may have regularly drowned herd ungulates as documented today on the 
Serengeti plalns -- Jn fact, the Joint occurrence at the site of 
both a major sedimentation event and the bone accumulation at a 
particular point In time Is more I lkely the unusual event, and thus 
responsible for the existence of the bone bed. 

G. Schultz's Great Flood Hypothesis 

In 1966, Jn a popular article on the Agate Natlonal Monument, 
C. B. Schultz speculated on the origin pf the bone bed: 

"The sands, sf Its, and clays were washed Into the area 
from the eroding ancestral Rocky Mountafns to the west. Many 
of the sediments represent f loodplaln deposits, some of which 
must have been quite distant from the streams. It probably 
was a prairie land and perhaps treeless, except for the wooded 
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areas along the streams and Jn the lower areas of the shallow 
valleys. There must have been great herds of anlmals to be 
seen In al I directions. The rhinoceros ••• was undoubtedly 
the most common since the remains of this animal were 
encountered most frequently during excavation In the 
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quarries •••• [Next fol lows mention of Matthew's wel I-known 
estimate of 16,000 rhinos In the quarries on Carnegie Hf I I.] 
It Ts difficult to Imagine how so many animals died In one 
place. Perhaps there was a great flood and tens of thousands 
of anJmals were drowned. Thefr carcasses were then carried 
downstream and deposited at bends of rf vers and also scattered 
along the floodplains. The remains must have been qulckly 
covered because of the completeness of so many of the 
preserved fosst Is. There Is also some evfdence suggesting 
that th~ anlmals perfshed fn quicksand rather than a flood." 

This scenarfo Is extremely sfml lnr to the preceding account In 
the Agate Foss! I Beds Assoclatfon pamphlet, and both were possJb!y 
written by Schultz. Agafn, a critique of this scenario would 
emphasize the need to dlstlngulsh prtmary evidence from 
tnterpretatfon. It would stress the derfvatlon of sediments not 
from the Rocky Mountalns but from distant volcanlc sources, 
emphasize the fact that true f !oodplain sediments are not common and 
are restricted to the rare ephemeral stream val lays of the region, 
and dlspute the belief that because a species Is most abundant in a 
fossl I deposit, it was also most abundant In Its I ife environment •. 
In truth, these smal I rhinoceroses are quite rare in other ephemeral 
stream sediments in the region, and the great number of fndivrduals 
found at Agate Is atyp1cal. Finally, the bel lef that tens of 
thousands of animals drowned Is Improbable, based on the proportion 
of modern ungulates which have died by drownfng relative to the 
total population count In modern environments such as the Serengeti 
ecosystem. 

Deaths by drowning In the most abundant Serengeti antelope, the 
wl ldebeest, whose modern popu!atron attains one-half to one ml l I Ion 
Individuals In the Serengeti ecosystem, reaches only several hundred 
Individuals at one death event (Schaller, 1972, p.215,235; 1973., 
p.31,36; Sfnclalr, 1979, p.96). The maximum number reported In 
these accounts ts more than 3000 animals that drowned during lake 
crossings tn 1973 (Sinclair, 1979), but in this Instance these were 
entirely calves. To drown 20,000 or more ungulates of al I ages In 
one flood would be nearly Impossible In any modern environmental 
setting. 

Despite these numbers, the total· effect on the population of 
such mortal lty events ts neg I igible, as Sinclair (1979) states: 
"Despite the high losses on some of these occasions, drowntng forms 
a smal I proportion of the total annual mortal tty and, hence, has an 
insignificant effect on the populatton." Sinclair's work suggests a 
strong relatlonshlp between the amount of food available per 
individual and mortal tty in the dry season. Such death through 
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malnutrltlon and starvation seems a more reasonable source of large 
accumulations of ungulate carcasses Jn plafns environments of the 
Serengeti type. 

H. Macdonald's Drought H¥pothests 

In 1980, Macdonald proposed that a prolonged drought created 
the mass of carcasses at Agate. His polnts of evidence are as 
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fol lows: (1) "The vast numbers of rhino skeletons preserved at 
Carnegie HI I I and University Hi I I provide paleontologfcal evidence 
that the drought must have lasted for several years;" (2) the 
rhfnceroses died In the drought "by the hundreds, and thousands. 
Mixed with the carcasses ••• were other victims, occasional 
challcotherest giant plgst oreodons. cats and dogs, and a variety of 
equally thirsty smaller animals;" C3) the bones occur as "a 
gigantic mass of Jackstraws, ••• pl led In a tangled mat 30 
centimeters <12 Jnches> thick, covering an unknown number of 
hectares ••• they were moved far enough to get thoroughly jumbled, 
but not far enough to be badly broken or much eroded by the action 
of water." 

Macdonald's scenario ls speculative, and emphasizes these 
points: (1) fluctuations In food supply result In fluctuating 
population numbers, thus at times of limited resources, an Ima ls wi I I 
die In large numbers from lack of food; (2) the fossi ! evidence 
Indicates a prolonged drought occurred at Agate; (3) the river In 
the vicinity of Agate ceased to flow, leaving only a few pools 
standing In the floodplain, which were used by the smal I rhinoceros 
and other mammals; the standing pools and others dug by the expiring 
animals proved Inadequate to sustain these populations and many 
died; (4) later rains fl f f~d the dry river bed, and swept the rhino 
carcasses "and lesser numbeGs of the bones of other animals" 
downstream for "a few hundred meters at the most", where they came 
to rest in "some sort of backwater or river lake -- possibly a great 
meander, or an oxbow lake;" (4) "The mass of bones was soon burled 
by the sands and sf Its dropped by the reborn river, and by 
wind-carried debris swept off the parched land." 

There Is no unequivocal evidence for drought provided by the 
skeletons In the Agate bone bed. The number of animals alone ls not 
sufflclent to prove this, since we know from recent ecological 
studies of the Serengeti ungulates that mass drownings, lack of 
suff lclent food proportional to the standing population, and 
malnutrition/disease also could produce such mass deaths. It is 
poss Ible to have normal ralnfal f and grass growth, for example, and 
If the present population exceeds their. food resources, to have mass 
death through lack of food. To Invoke drought here Is to go beyond 
the aval lab le evidence. 

It Is not true that mixed with the bones of rhinoceros, 
challcothere, and entelodont are the remains of "oreodons, cats and 
dogs" rn these quarries. The survey of the sites undertaken here 
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wl I I show that oreodonts and can Ids are represented by only a few 
very rare watarworn bones, and are surely attrltlonal specimens of 
much different orJgln than the main mass of rhino bones, as Matthew 
(1923) pointed out. Cats have never been found In the Agate bone 
bed or In any of the depositional environments of the Upper Harrison 
In the regton. The quarries also have not produced "a variety of 
equally thtrsty smaller animals;" In fact, the fauna Is 
distinguished by its lack of species diversity. 

Macdonald ls not aware that some bones In the quarries show 
much abrasion, yet other parts of the bone bed show very I lttle. 
Hf s claim that the bones did not move more than a few hundred 
meters, whf le possible, Is not favored by present evldence over a 
number of other speculative statements that could be made about the 
distance these skeletons were transported. It Is possible that the 
attritlonal bone accumulation In University Quarry includes bone 
transported over distances much greater than a few hundred meters, 
but It ls dtff icult to distinguish bona that has been abraded during 
travel over a long distance from bone that has been abraded without 
transport, for example as bedload materlal confined to a pothole or 
depression In the channel bed. At Agate, with fts deep grooves and 
channels, reported by the early excavators of the bone bed, thfs 
latter possibility ts far from Improbable. I have observed a number 
of bones In various museums which are strongly abraded on one side 
but not on the other, suggesting to me a long term stable 
orientation of the bone tn a groove or hole. Periodic oscl I lat ton 
of the bone In such a confined depression abrades only the side In 
contact with the sandy bed, yet actual transport distance is 
nonexistent. 

The same problem that faced Matthew in arguing for death In 
qufcksand plagues Macdonald in his argument for drought as the 
primary cause of death. There ls presently no known evidence from 
the bone bed that points dfrectly to drought or to quicksand rn 
opposition to other forms of mass death. Moreover, the presence of 
only three species of mammals In the bone bed Is difficult to 
explain in both the qurcksand and drought hypotheses, because these 
are nonserectlve agencies that should ki I I any animal that comes 
within their sphere of Influence. 

Our studies of the kinds of toss! I mammals found fn other 
Upper Harrison stream deposits in the region help to explain the low 
species diversity In the Agate bone bed. In thesa ephemeral stream 
deposits, we find that particular mammals are nearly always found: 
cha! icothere, entelodont. a large bear-I Ike amphicyonld carnivore; 
less frequently, 3-toed horses. If we look at their skeletal 
anatomy, we see lndfcations that these mammals probably required 
brushy cover of the kind that might be found along the stream 
courses. They would not have fared wel I In open country. For 
example, the teeth of chalicotheres suggest a browsing diet, and the 
skeletal structure of their feet Indicates I lttle rapid locomotor 
faci I ity; the large bear-I ike carnivore would have possessed a 
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rambllng gait like a modern black bear (Hunt, 1972, Ysengrlnfa), and 
was not a swift open country runner; the feet of entelodonts are not 
as advanced as those of ruminant artlodactyls, lacking keeled ridges 
on the bones of the feet for eff lcient fore-aft motion; entelodont 
teeth indfcate not a diet of open-country grasses but succulent 
plants, roots and tubers, browse, and perhaps carrion, which these 
mammals might easily encounter along stream margins. 

Against this background, the smal I rhinoceros seems 
Incongruous, for it has developed moderately high crowned teeth that 
could be effective In grazing, has a skeleton that suggests an 
efficient long-I imbed runner, and apparently existed In herds. It 
is not the type of animal to be found in the brushy vegetation along 
ephemeral waterways, but seems a creature of the open plains. Yet 
its Incongruity Is the very element that suggests a plausible 
scenario. 

If the Artkaree tableland In early Miocene time was subject to 
seasonal climate, and Menoceras herds migrated north and south over 
the plains east of the mountain upl lfts to fol low the seasonally 
avatlable vegetation, ft Is only when they crossed swollen streams 
In the wet season that their •fossi I lzatfon potential' would be 
particularly good. At other times of the year, they would form part 
of the open plains attrltlonal accumulation, and Indeed, such 
Menoceras fossils In the form of slogle !ndlylduals are encountered 
lo the interchannel facles of the Upper Harrison. If these 
rhinoceros herds, however, suffered mass drownings on occasion when 
crossing flooded streams, we would expect to find them entombed with 
the regular inhabitants of these ephemeral stream valleys, such as 
cha I icotheres and entelodonts. At Agate, challcothere and 
entelodont, the common Inhabitants of the stream valleys east of the 
uplifts, are buried together with a great mass of plains rhinoceros. 
An unknown death event led to the accumulation of many rhinoceros 
carcasses; thts death event sampled these mammals f n great numbers, 
a situation that seems probable only when the herds were In 
proximity to the ephemeral drainages of the region. Whether the 
rhinos were near the stream because of mlgratron or simply because 
of their need for water we do not know. But their burial together 
with only specfes that are common tn other ephemeral stream deposits 
of the Upper Harrison beds In the region suggests a death event 
directly related to the stream setting. Thus, stream floods seem a 
reasonable choice at present as the primary cause of death of large 
numbers of mammals of a slngle species, and also are probably 
responsible (as a series of periodic seasonal ly-restrlcted flood 
events) for the eventual concentration of bones at the site. As 
field work at the Agate quarries conttnues, new evidence will 
undoubtedly modify and eventually clarify this pre I lminary scenario, 
and contribute to a better understanding of the origin of the bone 
bed !n the main Agate hi I Is • 
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3. THE EARLY EXCAVATIONS AT AGATE 

3.1. Qonfllct and Comp~titlon: 1904 - 1.2..Q..6. 

The f lrst five field seasons of 1904 through 1908 were the time 
of greatest interest and activity at Agate. Field parties from 
major museums and universities vigorously competed for an 
opportunity to excavate at key sites In the ma In h 11 Is. A deta I I ed 
correspondence among the Cook family, Peterson and HoJ land at the 
Carnegie Museum, Barbour at the University of Nebraska, and Osborn 
and Matthew at the American Museum, records the historic development 
of access to the various sites. This correspondence, supplemented 
by field diaries, notes, and maps, ls brought together here to 
decipher the sequence of events surrounding the competition for 
Agate's fossl I reserves. 

Personal and institutional ambitions thinly df sguised under the 
rubric of scientific priority and propriety guide the actors in this 
paleontological drama. Almost Inadvertently, the Cook family 
prolongs the play by bringing more actors on the stage: Peterson Is 
hardly on the ground Jn early 1905, when Harold Cook Tnvltes Barbour 
to avall himself of part of this fossil bonanza. Later, Jn 1906, 
James Cook encourages H. F. Osborn to excavate at Agate, a step that 
precipitated dlrect conf I let between the Amerfcan and Carnegie 
paleontologists. One of James Cook's letters records his desire to 
see the great quarries worked out Jn hls i lfetlme. From Cook's 
perspective, the bringing of severa1 instltutlons Toto the Agate 
fossi I bed was an honest attempt to achieve what to him must have 
seemed a senslble goal, the sharing of these paleontologlcal riches 
among a variety of museums. But the ambitions of the competing 
scientists thwarted so slmple a plan, and resulted In a complex 
Interplay of events that dispersed the fossl Is and critical field 
data to the col lectlons and records of diverse instfTutlons, much of 
it not to be carefully compared and analyzed untf I the present day. 

The principal excavations are summarlzed in Appendix A. For 
each site, the fol lowing lnformatlon Is provided: 

(1) year of excavation 
(2) expedltion leader and lnstltutional affiliation 
(3) location and geographlc extent of excavation 
(4) I I sting of fossi Is from the site 
(5) present location of fossl Is from the site 
(6) methods employed in excavation of fossf Is 

The Information In Appendlx A !s further amp I If ied below Cpp. 
51-153), where a fuller account of the historical development of 
these excavations is provided In order to adequately document the 
scientific history of the national monument • 
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3.1.1. 1904 Excavation 

In 1904, O. A. Peterson and his assistants, T. F. Olcott .and A. 
A. Dodd, were the only party to work the main Agate hi I Is. 
Peterson's Initial discovery of the bones has been discussed In 
Section 1.1 and wi 11 not be rev rewed here. 

Querry A 

The only site to be worked in .1904 was Quarry A CF!g. 3.1) of 
the Carnegie Museum, today a 25' x 37' southwest-facing shallow 
depression ltttered with bone fragments that are scattered over the 
approximately 900 square feet of surface. Quarry A Is situated at 
the north end of a low ridge extending northwest from University 
HI 11: the ridge Is separated from University HI 11 by a grassed 
saddle about 400 feet In northwest to southeast extent. I have 
named the low ridge contarnfng the old site of Quarry A the North 
Ridge, so that each of the four topographic hfghs Tn which quarries 
were excavated at the main Agate hi I Is wt I I have an Identifying 
name: Carnegte Hi 11, Unlyerslty HI 11, Beardog Hi 11, North Ridge (see 
Map A). 

No early photographs of Quarry A show a close view of the site 
or active excavations by f leld workers. However, several distant 
views of the quarry were published by Peterson {1909, Fig. 24; 1910, 
Fig. 1). When compared with the later mlsorfented map by W. J. 
Hofland Cthis report, Map C; Holland and Peterson, 1914, Fig. 1, 
site A>, and the more accurate map of Harold Cook (see Map B, this 
report), both of which show the location of Quarry A, there can be 
no doubt that the site was situated at the north end of North Ridge. 
My f Jeld study of North Ridge Indicates the presence of only a 
single area where any bone fragments occur on the surface of the 
ground; this area wJth its dense concentration of fragmentary bone 
has been Inferred to be the location of Quarry A CFlg. 3.2). It Is 
thls area that rs mapped as Quarry A on Map A. 

At least one other paleontologfst later excavated at 
other than Peterson and his men. F. B. Loomis of Amherst 
worked the site, but no record survives today In the form 
notes or plainly marked fossJ Is In the Amherst col lectlon. 
museum with fossils that are certainly from Quarry A Is the 
Museum In Pittsburgh, and only Peterson In his pub I I cations 
on his work at the site. 

Quarry A, 
College 
of f leld 

The only 
Carnegie 
comments 

Six kinds of mammals are known from Quarry A, based on fossf Is 
in the Carnegie col lectlons. Over 95% oJ the bones belong to 
rhlnocerotTds, but an equld, a camel Id, an entelodont, and an 
oreodont are each represented fn the fauna by a single bone. No 
carnivores are known. The rhinoceroses are represented by two 
species: (1) the small running rhinoceros, Menoceras, which Is the 
common rhlno In the main Agate hi I Is; (2) the larger heavy-bodied 
rhinoceros, Dfcerathertum nlobrarense, whlch Is very rare In the 
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main hi I ls. Here In Quarry A, the situation Is reversed, for 
Menoceras Is quite rare, whl le true D!ceratherlum makes up most of 
the bones from the quarry, Incl ud Ing a superb sku II CCM t 27 t> that 
served as Peterson's type specimen. 
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Although I could ffnd no challcothere bones from Quarry A 
during my survey of the Carnegie Museum col lectlon, a f leld label In 
Peterson's hand notes nvarlous foot bones" of the cha I lcothere 
Moropus CCM 1914) found at Quarry A on August 8, 1904. The word 
"cancelled" has been written across thfs ffeld label, but no reason 
for thls Is given. Thus the status of challcothere fn the quarry Is 
uncertain. 

The minimum number of lndlvlduals of Dlceratherlym nlobrarense 
that are present In Quarry A, based on the bones that can be 
certainly attributed to the quarry, Is three adults and one 
juvenl le. This Is based on 3 left metettarsals of adults, and on 
rare remains of a Juvenl le Clncludfng a right lower jaw and 2 
femora). No more than one Jndlvldual of Menoceras Is Jndlcated by a 
partial rostrum, lower jaw, and 2 femora of an old male. About 33 
additional bones, an adult upper and lower jaw, and 2 Juvenl le lower 
jaws could also have been found In Quarry A, but there ls no data 
marked on these bones to conf lrm this. A number of these bones show 
a I !ght orange patina seen on many Quarry A fossl ls, but I have not 
Included them in the count to determine a minimum number of 
lndlvlduals. All of these uncertainly al located bones belong to 
true Plceratber!um. If these bones were added to the bones 
def tnttely known to come from Quarry A, they Increase the number of 
adult Piceratherjum to four, and the number of juvenl les to two, so 
the total number of lndlvlduals contributing to the Quarry A 
rhinoceros sample need not be large. 

Thus, based on the Carnegie Museum Quarry A sample, the 
skeletons of 11 mammals could account for the known remains: 7 
rhinoceros (4 adult Ojceratherlum, 2 juvenl le Dlceratberlum, 1 adult 
Menoceras), 1 equid, 1 camel Id, l oreodont, and 1 entelodont. 
Mammals represented by a single bone In the quarry probably never 
were present as partial or complete skeletons. These are Isolated 
bones left after the scattering of the skeleton by taphonomlc 
processes. Because of the many bones of true Plceratherfum, it 
would be useful to know the environment of deposition of Quarry A, 
but such a study has not yet been completed. 

The Agate Ash 

Immediately south of Quarry A on North Ridge are two outcrops 
of white calcareous ash (see Map A) that, If traced 100 feet north 
to the quarry, would directly over I le It. These ash outcrops belong 
to a slngle ash bed that occurs both north and south of the Niobrara 
River within monument boundaries, and has been cal led Informally the 
Agate Ash by Skinner et al. (1977, p. 291). The Agate Ash was dated 
by the potassium-argon method using the mineral blotlte, yielding a 



• 

• 

•• 

Proparty of 
Aiate Fossil Beds Nationa~ M.om1me~ 

Fig. 3.t. Carnegie HI I I (far right), University Hi I I 
(center), and North Ridge Cleft), looklng east, 
photographed In 1912 by Albert Thomson. Arrow 
indicates the location of CarnegJe Quarry A, the f lrst 
excavation opened In the Agate hil Is in 1904 • 
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Fig. 3.2. Quarry A of the Carnegie Museum, at the 
north end of North Ridge, photographed In .1975, look Ing 
north to the national monument headquarters (upper 
left) across the valley of the Niobrara River. Bone 
fragments cover the ground surface at the north end of 
the depression, marking the presumed location of the 
first of O.A. Peterson's Agate quarries. Peterson was 
brought to this site by Harold Cook In early August 
1904 • 
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Fig. 3.3. The Agate Ash, a lamlnated white water-lard 
vftrlc tuff, occurs within the Harrison Fqrmatlon 
throughout the eastern part of the natlonal monument. 
A particularly thick outcrop of the ash (Indicated by 
arrow) Is exposed on the north side of the Niobrara 
Rlver valley on the road leadtng to monument 
headquarters from Nebraska highway 29. A sample taken 
from this outcrop has been dated by the potassium-argon 
method at 21.3 ml I lion years by University of 
California-Berkeley geologists Tn 1964. 
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Fig. 3.4. The Agate Ash Carrow marks south outcrop> as 
exposed on North Ridge (see Map A> with tne NJobrara 
River and monument headquarters In the distance to the 
north • 
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within the Harrison Formation. CThe main Agate quarries In 
University and Carnegie hi tis occur In the base of the Upper 
Harrison beds.> There Is no evidence that they occur 30' 
stratigraphical ly above the Agate Ash; in fact, mappfng of the area 
(Map K) demonstrated that no outcrop of the Agate Ash occurs In 
proxJmlty to either Stenomylus Quarry or Syndyoceras Quarry. At 
present, I belfeve on the basis of the stratigraphic posttJon of 
these two quarries within the Harrison Formation that Stenomylus 
Quarry probably occurs below the ash, and Syndyoceras Quarry occurs 
44 to 64 feet below the Harrison-Upper Harrf son contact, thus almost 
surely below the ash. 

3.1.2. 1205 Excavations 

Only two parties worked Tn the main Agate hf lls during the 
ffeld season of 1905. The Carnegie Museum arrfved first, working 
from Aprl I through early October (Oct. 4 Is the latest dated f leld 
label), opening Carnegie Museum Quarries 1 and 3. The Unlverslty of 
Nebraska arrlved Jn mid-July and left Agate on August 31st, opening 
only one excavation, the University Quarry on UnlversJty HI I I. 

Peterson and Barbour, although In charge of the Carnegre and 
Nebraska crews, were absent from the sites much of the f teld season • 

Caroegje Quarry 

The Carnegie party arrived at Agate In Aprt I, and Included 
Peterson and T.F. Olcott. Peterson (1909, p. 73) described their 
new effort: 

"Early In the spring of 1905 the writer accompanied by 
Mr. T. F. Olcott resumed work Jn quarry No. 1 •••• Mr. Cook 
impel led by curiosity had already started In the previous fat I 
to excavate In quarry No. 1 •••• but after earnest entreaty by 
letter to await the coming of more expert help desisted from 
his work. Many pf !es of fragments were found on the edge of 
the opening which had been dug out by Mr. Cook. These 
fragments were carefully gathered and packed before the 
commencement of systematic excavations. The work being fa!rly 
started, Mr. Olcott was left in charge of the quarry. whf le I 
returned to Ptttsburgh In order to attend to other duties rn 
the museum. Thus was started one of the most Important fossl I 
quarries ever found In North America. 

"When I again returned to the f leld later In the season. 
Mr. 0 I cott was st i I I engaged In the same hi 11, wh I I e Professor 
E. H. Barbour ••• had been rnvited by Mr. Cook to open a 
quarry In the adjoining hlll •••• Much material had been 
uncovered In quarry No. 1 among which the most Important were 
bones of Moropus, many Individuals of [Meooceras] and an 
unusually wel I preserved. and pretty nearly articulated 

I 
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skeleton of a gfgantic Entelodont [Otnobyus] •••• One hind 
limb and most of the parts of the skeleton anterior to the 
pelvls were recovered. The pelvis, the lumbar vertebrae, and 
perhaps also one hind lfmb were unfortunately dug out by Mr. 
Cook and those assisting him and only portions of four 
vertebrae and the pubic symphysls of the pelvis were recovered 
from the fragments left on the edge of the quarry." 

Olcott worked from Apr I l untl I July In Quarry t on Carnegie Hi 11. 
Peterson In the company of A. J. Hermann apparently arrived at Agate 
In the latter part of July: the earliest field label listing 
Peterson as collector In mid-summer Is dated July 28. In 1906, in 
his paper on the work at Quarry t, Peterson described his field crew 
of 1905: 

"From the llne of Mr. Cook's exploration the excavations 
and work were carried on by Mr. T. F. Olcott from Aprrl untt I 
July, when the writer accompanied by Or. J. A. Hermann again 
Joined the party, and contrnued work with it during the 
remainder of the season of 1905. Toward the latter part of 
the season Mr. W.H. Utterback also Joined us ····" 

Peterson (1906, p. 488f, Plate 21) pub I I shed a good description 
of the extent and location of Quarry 1, and also a plan map of the 
blocks of fossil material taken from the site, Including detal led 
placement of Important specimens such as the large entelodont CCM 
1594): 

"During the season of 1905 the party uncovered an area of 
45 x 20 feet rn the quarry. This area was plotted out In 
squares f Ive feet In dimension, and a diagram [see Map DJ was 
made representing this arrangement. The bones are found 
mostly disarticulated, much mixed, and thickly distributed 
through this layer of sandstone. It was soon discovered that 
the most Intel I I gent way in which to secure this tangled mass 
of material was to take out blocks of sandstone which contain 
the fossl ls. On the diagram the more Important specimens are 
always Indicated, as are the areas In the quarry where the 
bones are less abundant, and the numbers correspond to every 
package." 

By comparison of Peterson's 1905 map of Quarry 1 with his field 
notes and box list Ca listing of fossi Is contained wlthln each large 
box shipped by rat I to the museum at the end of the fie Id season>, 
the fol lowing summary of the kinds of ma~mals and their distribution 
Jn the quarry was comp I led. 

Four kinds of mammals were reported: Cl) chaltcothere, (2) 
rhinoceros, (3) entelodont, (4) carnivore • 

In Map D~ the Carnegie Quarry 1 of 1905 ls divided Into three 
areas: Cook's excavation of 1904, Olcott's excavation, and the 
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final excavation by the entire Carnegie party (Peterson, Hermann, 
Olcott, and probably Utterback). Thfs entire area produced numerous 
Menoceras bones, a nearly articulated Dlnobyus skeleton CCM 1594) 
now mounted at the Carnegie Museum, and part of the skeleton of a 
large Moropus(CM 1604). The entelodont and challcothere skeletons 
are found with many of the bones little removed from their IJfe 
relationships. lnltially, prior to Cook's unfortunate uprooting of 
the hfnd quarters, the entelodont was probably a nearly complete 
skeleton, and was found In a single location at the edge of th~ 
quarry. On the other hand, the challcothere was found prfmarl ly in 
two areas at the site; the skul I, jaws and fore quarters were 
separated from the hind end. 

Peterson observed that disarticulated bones of the rhinoceros 
Menoceras made up the bulk of the deposit In the 1905 quarry. There 
were at least 16-17 lndfvldual Menoceras present, based on a count 
of confirmed skul Is In Peterson's 1905 field notebook. However, 
Peterson (1906) later reported 50 to 60 skul Is from the season's 
work fn the quarry. A few rare fragments of carnivores from Quarry 
1 are f fsted In Peterson's 1905 notes but are not specifically 
fdentlfled. Fossf Is were removed from about 475 square feet of 
workfng surface In 1905. 

The fossl Is excavated by the Carnegie party In 1905 represent 
the most southern sample from the main hi I Is for which we have 
information on bone orientation and distribution. The American 
Museum Quarry of 1923 rs farther south (see Map A, South 
Excavation>, but no data on bone df strlbutlon at that site has 
survived. The 1905 Carnegie Quarry 1 has certain features rn common 
with other sites In the main hi I Is: (1) predominance of rhino, with 
most skeletons disarticulated; (2) rhino, cha I lcothere, and 
entelodont the common species, with other mammals represented only 
by rare and fragmentary bones; (3) tendency for some chalfcothere 
and entelodont to be partially articulated or to have the bones 
closely associated In the deposit; C4) some bones Jn the lower part 
of the bone bed heavl ly worn and abraded, whl le other bones are 
untouched by abrasion. Regrettably, although he mapped the pattern 
of his fossl I blocks In the quarry, Peterson dfd not photograph or 
map the bones themselves within the blocks during laboratory 
preparation of the material. Only Block 90, a large slab with many 
rhfnoceros bones, was later i I lustrated In his quarry map of 1909 ln 
any detal I, and this accompanied rather detal led mapping of the 
entelodont CCM 1594) and cha I lcothere CCM 1604). But although 
rhinoceros bone must have made up most of the remaining blocks from 
the quarry, no record of the kind and ~rlentatlon of these bones 
apparently was ever made. 

The only photographs of the 1905 Carnegie excavation appear In 
Peterson's first pub I I shed study of the quarry Csee Peterson, 1906, 
Figs. t, 2, 3) • 

I 
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Ftg. 3.5. West face of University HI I I sketched by 
Leon Pepperberg during the 1905 excavatJo~ of 
University Quarry. Pepperberg lndtcated the area In 
the quarry worked by each member of the f leld party • 
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Flg. 3.6. (A) Hefght of face of University Quarry at 
end of 1905 excavation (north end of quarry at left); 
CB) Area of floor of University Quarry at end of 1905 
excavation {scale ln both A and B Jn feet>; CC) 
Thickness of bone layer In Un1versfty Quarry as plotted 
at end of 1905 excavation (scale In Inches). Quarry 
area worked by each man Indicated by his lnTtlal: M, 
Ml Iler; l, lee; P, Pepperberg; S, Steckelberg. Plot of 
bone layer thickness was presumably taken perpendfcular 
to quarry face, but this rs not certainly stated In 
Pepperberg's f Teld notes. 
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Universtty Quarry 

In May 1905, Harold Cook notified E. H. Barbour of the 
University of Nebraska of the great toss! I discovery at Agate, 
encouraging him to develop his own site. By the end of June, 
Barbour had not been able to find time to visit Agate. But between 
June 29 and July 9, he made a brief vrsrt to the Cook ranch to 
estimate the value of excavations. Undoubtedly Impressed by what he 
had seen, Barbour on his return to Lincoln Immediately wrote Harold 
Cook that he was coming to open a site for the university, and on 
July 13th, Barbour and four men left Lincoln for Agate. The 1905 
party included Leon J. Pepperberg, Montrose L. Lee, John H. Mi I lee, 
and WT I I lam O.J. Steckelberg. They reached Agate on July 17th, and 
began the first excavation Tnto the west face of Unlverslty Hiii (as 
Barbour named it) on July 20th. Foss I Is found In 1905 by the 
University of Nebraska party were all glven the suffix 20-7-05 In 
reference to thls starting date. 

Pepperberg served as leader In Barbour's absence, keeping a 
fairly detal Jed fleld diary that remains the best record of the 1905 
expedition (the diary Is preserved in the Unlverslty of Nebraska 
State Museum archives). Pepperberg was careful to I I lustrate the 
quarry floor plan, the depth of the bone layer, the areas where the 
dlfferent crew members were asslgned, and a general sketch of the 
west slde of the hill (see Figs. 3.5-3.6). 

On July 20th, the day that d1gg1ng began, Pepperberg wrote: 
"Stripped 50 feet In bone layer •••• This quarry Is No. 20-7-05 
.••• Q. 20-7-05 Is divided equally to L, P, S, M, [last lnltlal of 
each of the crew] and specimens so marked." Barbour left for 
Lincoln the next day (July 21) and did not return untl I July 27th. 
Olcott and Peterson visited the Nebraska party during the f lrst week 
of their work at University HI I I. On July 30th, Barbour left Agate 
and returned to Lincoln, and apparently dld not return the remainder 
of the f leld season. The Pepperberg party left Agate on August 
31st, ending the f leld season for Nebraska. 

In summarizing the 1905 work, Pepperberg wrote In his diary: 
"The work was continued as per directions un~I I the close of the 
season, a great number of bones being taken out In a short space of 
time. Our quarry was not rich In skul Is, that Ts, as far as we have 
developed It. The few skul Is taken out were In bad condTtJon. Toe 
bones, scapulas, vertebrae, rTbs, etc. were plentltu~ as were also 
sol ltary teeth." 

Quarry dTmenslons as left In 1905 at the end of the season were 
mapped by Pepperberg Tn his diagrams (see Figs. 3.6A, 3.68). The 
quarry was 108 feet long with an average width of 15 feet. The 
working face of the quarry when excavation had halted was from 6 
Inches to 5 feet high. The bone layer thickness was from 2 Inches 
to 22 Inches In depth with an average of 8 Inches, remarkably close 
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~ to the values reported by Peterson for the Southwest Excavation on 
Carnegie Htl I. 

Bone densfty In parts of the quarry seems to have been low. On 
August 8th, Mr Iler and Steckelberg who were located at the south end 
of the quarry ran out of bones. Thls area today Is the place where 
a channel margin ascends to the south, and lndeed bones might be 
expected to thin out or become more sparsely dlstrlbuted at the 
margins of the channel. In agreement with this ts Figure 3.6C, 
showing the thickness of the bone. layer. Note that Pepperberg and 
lee had the thickest parts of the bone layer who! ly within their 
working areas, whfch were at the center and north end of the quarry, 
in the location today known to be the central part of the channel 
bed. 

Mammals found by the crew Included rhinoceros, challcothere, 
and entelodont. Examination of these fossl Is at the University of 
Nebraska State Museum confirms that they represent Menoceras, 
Moropus, and Dinghyus. The total amount of material found In 1905 
is difficult to determine: no summary of the bones was made by 
either Barbour or Pepperberg. The bones, however, represent the 
same mammals as found by Peterson at Carnegie HI I I, but were more 
fragmented and scattered. 

~ Carnegie Quarr¥ l 

• 

Quarry 3 ls perhaps the most unusual of the Agate Quarries 
located in the main hi I Is. The quarry CF lg. 3.7) Is unique ln 
producing only the bones of carnivorous mammals, prlmarl ly the large 
amphicyonld beardog Daphoenodon superbus. Nearly complete skeletons 
of Daphoenodoo were found by Peterson In Quarry 3, but only very 
rare bone fragments of herbivores have ever been found at the site. 
This abundance of fossl I carnivore remafns stands in marked contrast 
to the principal quarries at Carnegie and Unlverstty hllls where 
carnivores are very scarce, and the bone deposit is made up of bones 
of herbivorous rhinoceros, challcothere, and entelodont. 

The problem was solved in September 1981 when Hunt and Kaufman 
of the University of Nebraska State Museum reopened Quarry 3. They 
found that Peterson and his party had unknowingly begun the 
excavation of a carnivore den complex made up of many large burrows. 
The burrows contained the bones of carnivores that .had died and then 
been entombed by later sediment lnf iux Into the burrow mouths (Hunt, 
Xue, and Kaufman, 1983). Exploration of Quarry 3 by the University 
of Nebraska party continued during the·f feld season of 1982, and 
resulted Jn the discovery of carnivore skeletons within some of the 
burrows, leaving no doubt as to the nature of the site. 

Once we realized that Quarry 3 had penetrated an Early Miocene 
carnivore den complex, every effort was made to exactly locate 
Peterson's site and establish Its extent. Unfortunately, Peterson 
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Fig. 3.7. Beardog Hi I I, Agate Natfonal Monument, 
looking southeast from the top of Carnegie HI I I at the 
location of O.A. Peterson's Quarry 3 of th• Carnegie 
Museum (arrow). The photograph was taken In 1971 ten 
years before the quarry was relocated by a University 
of Nebraska ffe!d party In September 1981. At this 
place, an Early Miocene den complex produced the 
remains of two species of amphlcyonf d carnivores, a 
mustel Id, and a smal I canJd, at one time al I apparent 
residents of these burrows. The Quarry 3 dens are the 
oldest known mammal burrows that contained the skeletal 
remains of large carnivores. 
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left no photographs or unpubltshed notes desptte a search of 
archives at the Carnegie Museum In Pittsburgh. However, through 
published records and careful field work, rt has been possfble to 
relocate Quarry 3, and learn somethfng of its early history. 
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Quarry 3 was apparently discovered In 1904 at the same ttme as 
the Tnitlal discovery of the bones at Carnegte and University hi I Is. 
Peterson {1910) descrlbed the discovery In a major sclentlf lc paper 
on the carnivores he had found at the site: 

"While prospectfng in the layer of fossil bones, whtch is 
exposed around 'Carnegre Hill' and 'University Hill' in the 
Miocene formation on the upper Niobrara River In Sloux County, 
Nebraska, with a view to opening additional quarries, 
[Peterson's footnote: No quarries except quarry A had at that 
time (1904) been opened rn these hf its.] the writer, assisted 
by Messrs. T. F. Olcott and A. A. Dodd, was extremely 
fortunate in flndlng In what Is now cal led Quarry No. 3 
various remarns of carntvora ····" 

The only photographic record of the locatlon of Quarry 3 
provfded by Peterson was a published ftgure (Peterson, 1910, Fig. 1) 
marked wfth the number 3 on the west side of Beardog Hi 11. In 1981 
we began test excavations on the west side of the hi 11 ln an attempt 
to relocate the site. Two test trenches were placed Tn the 
southwest corner of the hi I I, each extending about 10 feet directly 
north into the side of the hi l I at the level of the strati graph Tc 
contact between the Harrtson Formatton and Upper Harrison beds. No 
bone or evidence of earlier dtggtng was found. Moving about 20 feet 
northwest of these trenches, we began to remove the surface sol I 
above the bedrock at the place where a partial humerus of 
Daphpenodon had been found in 1971 during an earl ler reconnaissance 
of the Quarry 3 area <Hunt, 1972, Fig. 3). After passing the sof I 
through screens at the site, we found a number of fragmentary 
amphfcyonld bones. One of these bones, the proximal end of a tlbf a 
CUNSM 10-81), was later fitted perfectly to a smal I bone fragment 
that had been collected by Peterson's party in 1905 at Quarry 3. 
Once the location of Quarry 3 had been establ I shed, we continued to 
remove the surface sol I to the level of the bedrock, but did not 
disturb the bedrock surface. The burrows were revealed Tntrudlng 
Into the bedrock as the soi I was gradually removed durTng the 
1981-1982 excavations. 

Desplte Peterson's statement that Quarry 3 was discovered In 
1904, there Is no record of any fossf Is from the sJte bearing that 
date. The greater part, If not all_ of his col lectlon was secured 
In the field season of 1905. We find evidence of this In Peterson's 
I I sting of the contents of boxes sent to the Carnegie Museum in 
1905: 

"Bx. 17. Large block containing carnivore skeletons of at 
least two lndTviduals and may be enough to effect a ful I 
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relief restoration of the animal. A package of fragments 
which go with this specimen ls In box 22. The specimen was 
not found In the Agate Spring quarry, but on the same strike 
(level) and only 100 yds. to the southeast of the quarry." 

This entry dlrectly corresponds to Peterson's pub I !shed remarks 
C1910, p. 206) on the discovery of the female type specimen of 
Dapboenodon superbus, and the smaller Juvenl le male that was found 
with her In Quarry 3: 
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"In the quarry designated as No. 3 ••• , there were found from 
five to nine Individuals of Dapboeoodon superbus, of which No. 
1589 Is practically a complete skeleton. The latter was found 
lmbedded together with another Individual of the same species 
not fully adult [CM 1589a]. The soft sandstone In which the 
two were found was taken out In a large block and transported 
to the Museum. On examination rt was found that the adult 
Individual was partly articulated " 

So here Is proof that the female holotype lndlvldual of Dapboenodon 
was collected as a partly articulated skeleton In 1905 together in 
the same sandstone block as the male Juvenl le CM t589a. 

Two other species of carnivores were found in Quarry 3 by 
Peterson Jn addition to the sample of Dapboenodon. An upper and 
lower Jaw of a smal I can Id were named by Peterson "Nothocyon" 
annectens, today referred to the smal I raccoon-I Ike dog Phlaocyon. 
A lower jaw and partial skeleton of a smal I mustelfd carnivore were 
cal led by Peterson Parollgobunfs slmpl lcldeos. Proof that the 
mustel id and can id were definitely found in Quarry 3 Is derived from 
fleld labels and Peterson's publ I shed remarks. 

Appendix C presents a summary of known information on the 
amphicyonlds, canld, and mustelfd collected by Peterson and his 
party In Quarry 3. With regard to Pblaocyon annectens, Peterson 
(1910, p. 206) wrote: 

"Besides the type of Nothocyon aonectens Peterson and another 
srnal I carnivore [CM 2389, skeleton of Paro!Igobunts 
slmpllc!dens] described later In thts paper there was I ittle 
else found in Quarry No. 3 except remains of Daphoenodon 
superbus." 

As further confirmation that the type specimen of Phlaocyon 
annectens came from Quarry 3, Peterson (1907, p. 53) wrote: 

"The specimen was found associated wtth the type of Amphlcyoo 
superbus ••• near the Agate Spring Foss I I Quarry, In Sioux 
County, Nebraska." 

We do not know whether the canfd came from the same sandstone block 
as the type of Daphoenodon, or whether Tt came only from Quarry 3, 
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but use of the term 'associated' Is usually rndJcatlve of a very 
close spatlal relatlonshlp. 
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In contrast to the smal I can Id, fie Id labels and Peterson's 
(1910, p. 269) pub I I shed comments leave no doubt that the mustel Id 
Parollgpbunls slmp!Icldens was found fn Quarry 3. In fact, a phrase 
written on a f leld label suggests that the mustel Id also might have 
been closely associated with the type of Daphoenodon superbus: 

"Note= Fragments found In talus below where type of 6mpbicyon 
5uperbus was found." 

In addftlon to the canld and mustel Id, a few ungulate bone 
fragments apparently were found by Peterson In Quarry 3, lndlcated 
by a slngle f leld label in his handwriting: 

"Department No. 1589e ••• Ungulates ••• Quarry No. 3 ••• 
Collector O.A. Peterson ••• Various foot bones and sternebrae 
found In the talus below where the type of Amph!cyon was 
found." 

It ls not clear who among the Carnegie men excavated the 
carnivores at Quarry 3 In 1905; we assume that Peterson, Olcott, 
Hermann, and possibly Utterback performed the work In both quarries 
1 and 3. Most of the field labels are In Peterson's own hand, and 
Box 17, which con~alned the female type of Dapboenodon as wel I as 
the Juvenl le male, was the first box completed after Peterson's 
return to the field in mfd-summer. Peterson returned to Agate the 
last week In July, at least by July 27th, for Pepperberg of the 
Nebraska party noted a vJsft by Peterson and his wife to the 
University of Nebraska Quarry on that day. Thus ft seems that 
Peterson began the excavation of Quarry 3 upon his return to the 
fie Id In late July 1905, and probably personally supervised this 
work through the remainder of the f leld season. That no photographs 
or quarry diagrams of the excavation have been found Is especfal ly 
unfortunate In light of the recent discovery of the dens at the 
site. 

By July 1962, we had cleared an area of about 600 square feet 
at Quarry 3, exposing a bedrock surface that could about equal the 
quarry extent developed by Peterson's party In 1905. This area 
extends 6 meters northeast-southwest by 9 meters 
northwest-southeast# or about 20 by 30 feet. The burrows 
distributed over the bedrock surface within this area al I could have 
been at least partly excavated by the Carnegie group: slope erosion 
prior to development of the 4-6 Jnch-thJck sol I on the bedrock also 
could explain the exposure of these burrows. So we must be cautious 
In attributing the bedrock surface entirely to earl lee excavators, 
partlcularly since we have not observed any concentration of pick 
gouges or grooves. Peterson's men would have used picks, shovels, 
and hand tools to carry out their work, much as we do today, and 
these tools often leave marks Jn soft sandstone that can survive for 
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many years. 

Certain puzzl Ing questions about Quarry 3 remain unanswered: 
why dfd Peterson's crew somehow leave at least two amphfcyonfd 
skeletons and numerous other carnfvore bones fn place In burrows at 
Quarry 3, and why did none of the Carnegfe party leave any wrftten 
record that they were aware of the burrow system? This seems 
unusual when one consfders the detal led mappf ng of blocks rn Quarry 
1 by Peterson. Perhaps the urgency of carryf ng on the work at 
Carnegie Hi I I In Quarry 1 diverted the fr attention from the beardogs 
and dens of Quarry 3. From 1905 unti I 1981, no record of any other 
excavators at Quarry 3 has been found. 

3.1.3. 1906 Excavations 

Two principal field parties worked the Agate quarries In 1906. 
The Carnegie Museum was represented by W. H. Utterback, who not only 
worked In Carnegie Quarry 1, but also opened a second site, Carnegie 
Quarry 2, on the northwest corner of Carnegie HI I I (Northwest 
Excavation, see Map A). On University Hi I I, a Unlversfty of 
Nebraska party carried on work In their quarry, under th~ largely 
absentee direction of E. H. Barbour • 

Carnegie Quarry 1 

The Carnegie Museum began work In the spring of 1906, long 
before the University of Nebraska group began their work fn 
mid-July. Utterback had much experience col feet Ing dinosaurs for 
the museum, and much preferred that type of work. Why he was 
assigned to Agate, and why Peterson remained In the museum during 
this field season fs not entfrefy clear, but the arrangement 
eventual fy led to conflict between the museum and Utterback, and 
f!nally to his resignation !n 1908. Utterback's work at Carnegie 
Hi I I Is discussed fn the monograph on the Agate challcotheres 
(Holland and Peterson, 1914), not In entirely complimentary terms: 

"In the spring of the year 1906 Mr. W.H. Utterback ••• 
was sent to the local !ty with special Instructions to continue 
the work of uncovering the fossl I-bearing stratum at the point 
where the Investigations made by Mr. Peterson and himself In 
the preceding year had led to the recovery of the jaws and 
cervlcals of the large specimen of Moropus. The search was · 
rewarded by the recovery of the greater part of the skeleton. 
These remains were found at the spot designated In the map as 
•Quarry No. 1' on the western face [actually the southwest 
face - Holland's sketch map was misorlented] of what Professor 
Barbour ••• has designated as •Carnegie Hit I·' Before, 
however, attacking the task of recovering the remains of this 
specimen [CM 1604], Mr. Utterback made extensive excavations 
on the northern face [actua I I y the northwest corner] of the 

' 
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Fig. 3.8. Carnegie Museum camp of W.H. Utterback, 
during Carnegie Hf I I excavations of 1906, located on 
the north side of the Niobrara River north.of the main 
Agate hll Is near the present monument headquarters •. 
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Fig. 3.9. Carnegfe Quarry 1 In the Southwest 
Excavatfon CCarnegJe HI I I) during W.H. Utterback's 1906 
excavation. View toward southeast and Beardog Hi I I; 
Utterback Is second from left. AwnTng marks work area 
toward south end of the Southwest Excavation Csee Map 
D). 
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hi I I at the point designated ••• 'Quarry No. 2. 1 Here he 
found a great many bones belonging to the genus Moropus In a 
dfsartrculated condition mlngled wlth the remalns of other 
genera •••• 
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"In the spring of ••• 1908 Mr. o~ A. Peterson returned to 
[Quarry 1], being earnestly requested to make every effort to 
secure a complete skul I of Moropus. With the assistance of 
••• able workmen he strlpped the western side of the butte on 
which the work of the Carnegie Museum had already been carried 
on during the three preceding years, beginning near the point 
ln Quarry No. 1 where Mr. Utterback had ceased operations. 
Although f indlng an abundance of the fossi I remains of other 
mammals, Mr. Peterson only recovered a few scattered fragments 
of Moropus. He was on the point of despairing of success In 
his quest, when, as a last resort, he gave Instructions to the 
workmen to enter the side of the hi! I at the place where Mr. 
Utterback had recovered the most of the remalns of the large 
specimen taken up In the fal I of 1905 and In the summer of 
1906. Mr. Utterback had reported that he had gone Into the 
side of the hi I I at this spot far enough to satisfy himself 
that the bone-bearing stratum, to use his expressfon, had 
'played out,' and to al I appearances hls report was 
correct •••• The men digging under the direction of Mr. 
Peterson had only gone about two feet Into the side of the 
rock when to the great delight of al I parties a nearly 
complete cranium CNo. 2103 ••• ) of a huge Moropus was 
discovered. The specimen ••• was the mo$t perfect cranium of 
a challcothere anlmal which had thus far been found •••• That 
It Is the cranium of the large specimen the remainder of the 
skeleton of which had been recovered In the fall of 1905 and 
the summer of 1906 does not admit a particle of doubt. The 
mandible found by Mr. Peterson In the fal I of 1905 exactly 
fits the cranium discovered In September, 1908. Had Mr. 
Utterback not reached hls conclusion as to the barrenness of 
the rock so hast I ly he would have had the pleasure and honor 
of securing the skull of the animal for the recovery of much 
of tbe remains of which In 1906 we are Indebted to him." 

The labored prose of th Ts account of the Mocopus skul I 
dTscovery surely belongs to Hof land, who Inadvertently makes evident 
the tensrons that existed among the Carnegie staff fol I owing 
Hatcher's death. Hatcher appears to have served as a buffer between 
the paleontologlcal staff and Holland's tendency to control al I 
aspects of staff endeavor. With Hatcher gone, Holland was unwt I I Ing 
to appoint a successor, and unable to al low the field men a degree 
of Independence In the fr declslon-makfng. Gradually frustratfons 
but It up, and vJgor and efficiency In the fie Id work diminished. 

From Quarry 1 fn 1906, Utterback recovered 21 boxes of fossi Is, 
most bones belonging to the rhinoceros Menocecas, as wel I as the 
·Important skeleton of the large challcothere Mocopus CCM 1604) 
mentioned In the above narrative. By comparison of Utterback's box 
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list of 1906 with Peterson's plan map of Quarry 1 pub I rshed fn 1909, 
It Is possible to determine the excavatron area worked fn 1906, as 
wel I as rts relatlonshJp to the areas developed In 1905 and t908 
CMap Ol. Block numbers are recorded on both the plan map and'ln the 
box list, and when plotted on Peterson's map, describe the work 
area. 

The 1906 excavation encompassed about 200 square feet of quarry 
floor. A west extension of about 100 square feet was developed to 
the north of Olcott's excavatron of 1905, and this area produced 
chiefly bones of Menoceras. It rs separated by a few feet from the 
east extension, also of about too square feet, that contained the 
greater part of the challcothere skeleton CCM 1604). 

Utterback left no field notes, nor were photographs of the 1906 
f leld work located rn the Carnegie archives. However, E. H. Barbour 
fortunately phot~graphed both Quarry 1 and Quarry 2 In 1906, as wel I 
as the Carnegie Museum f leld camp CFlg. 3.8) north of the Niobrara 
River CsJtuated at the place where monument headquarters Is 
presently located). A stngle photograph CUNSM No. 3-19-8-06E.H.B.> 
Indicates that Utterback's Quarry t work was carried out as plotted 
In Map D. Barbour's photograph CFlg. 3.9) shows the awnrng above 
the work area placed toward the southeast end.of the quarry fn the 
general area indfcated on the Peterson (1909, Pl. 54) map • 

Foss I Is found by Utterback fn Quarry 1 Include numerous bones 
of the rhinoceros Menoceras, the skeleton of the large challcothere 
Moropus (CM 1604), a few other rare challcothere bones. al I 
referrable to Moropus, and possibly the maxi I la of a slng!e 
fndividual of Parahlppus {CM 1598). The horse ts doubtfully from 
the quarry as one field label for the specfmen reads "Agate Spr. 
Quar. No. 2~, and yet the same label bears the Accession No. 3082 
which Ts the number for Quarry t. 

Utterback's col lectlon from Quarry 1 ts mafntafned at the 
Carnegie Museum, Pittsburgh; some correspondence between museum 
personnel and Utterback f s also present Jn the CarnegJe archives, 
but nothing deal Ing specf flcal ly with the work of 1906 Is aval I able. 

It is possible that carnivores are represented by amphicyonTd 
metapodlals <CM 1599) In Utterback's 1906 Quarry 1. The field label 
for this number reads: "Amphlcyon ••• Sept. 1906 1 Department No. 
1599, Agate Spr. Quarry Sioux Co., Neb., Collector, W. H. Utterback, 
metapodlals." Although the deslgnatron 'Agate Sprrn·g Quarry' could 
also mean the specimen came from Quarry 2, the Parahfppus maxJI la 
mentioned earlier, numbered CM 1598. car.rles an accession number 
Indicating Quarry l, suggesting that the two numbers 1598 and 1599 
might have been collected together at about the same time • 
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Carnegie Quarry 2 

Quarry 2 Is located on the northwest corner of Carnegie HI I I; 
the old Carnegie quarry Is nearly Identical In Its dimensions to the 
present Northwest Excavation (see Map A>. Today the quarry floor Is 
about 75 feet long and ranges from 10 to 25 feet In width. Although 
no written record of the Quarry 2 excavation survives, Holland and 
Peterson (1914) Imply that work at Carnegie HI I I began at Quarry 1, 
Quarry 2 then was opened, and the season concluded wlth a return to 
Quarry 1. This Is also suggested by the box numbers which begrn in 
Quarry 1, then shift to Quarry 2, then return again to Quarry t. We 
know that Utterback had begun work In Quarry 2 by June 1-0th, based 
on a comment by Harold Cook in a letter to Pepperberg of that date: 

"The bones which Mr. Utterback Is taking out are simply great. 
He has opened a new quarry on the sf de of the hi JI next to the 
University quarry." 

When you stand at Quarry 2, you can see University Quarry on 
University HI I I to the northeast, and Quarry A on North Ridge to the 
northwest. When standing at Quarry l, University Quarry cannot be 
seen. This strongly suggests that Quarry 2 is the Northwest 

•

Excavation on Carnegie HI II, but proof Is provided by the following 
photographic evidence. 

Only two photographs survlve of Quarry 2 taken at the time of 
Utterback's excavation In 1906. Both were taken by Barbour on 
August 27, 1906 CUNSM Nos. 5-27-8-06 and 6-27-8-06). Comparison of 
these two photos <Figs. 3.10A,B) with the present quarry shows that 
the site Is nearly fdentlcal In dimensions to the original quarry, 
and has been hardly disturbed at al I during the Intervening years. 
Figure 3.10A looks almost dfrectly south, and shows the widest part 
of the cut at the south end of the quarry. Figure 3.108 looks 
northeast toward University Quarry and shows the narrowing of the 
quarry cut toward the north end of the site. Section numbers appear 
Jn these photos painted on the wal Is of the quarry, which suggests 
that a map may have been made to record the positions of bones as 
they were removed. These section numbers Increase from south to 
north, Indicating that digging probably began at the south end of 
the quarry and progressed to the north and east. The quarry floor 
Is clean In these photographs, and the wal Is of the quarry are 
nearly In the same positions as one f Inds them today: thus the 
excavation was probably finished at the time the pictures were 
taken, so rt seems llkely that work In Quarry 2 concluded by the end 
of August 1906. 

Foss I I mammals found In Quarry 2 in 1906 are prlmarl ly bones of 
the challcothere Moropus. Field labels In the archfves of the 

•
Carnegie Museum for the year 1906 almost al I pertain to Quarry 2. 
Using these labels, the llst of animals found In the quarry was 
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comprled as Appendix 0. Although this llstfng Is probably not 
complete, It grves an Idea of the relative proportion of the 
different kinds of animals found. In addition to chalfcotheres, 
Quarry 2 has produced bones of Menoceras, an amphlcyonld carnivore 
CCM 1824, an astragalus), a small moschld or hypertragulid 'deer' 
CCM 1826, astragalus), a non-stenomylfne camel CCM 1825, 
astragalus>, an entelodont <CM 1827, rncrsor), and a long-shanked 
eagle CCM 1828, tarsometatarsus). 

Bones fn the quarry are scattered and disarticulated (Hof land 
and Peterson, 1914, p. 192): 
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"[In Quarry 2, Utterback] found a great many bones belonging 
to ••• Moropus In a dlsartfculated condition mingled with the 
remains of other genera. Although these bones were scattered, 
they have proved of great value •••• n 

An attempt to estimate the minimum number of lndtvlduals of Moropus 
present In Quarry 2 can be based on the number of scapulae and lower 
jaws. The presence of seven left scapulae rangf ng Jn size from 
smal I through medium to large Indicate definite size variation, and 
at least seven Individuals. However, the lower jaws Indicate an 
even larger number of Individuals In the quarry, and, base~ on the 
eruption stage of the teeth, also tel I us the age structure of the 
sample. On the basts of these jaws, a minimum number of thirteen 
challcotheres Is present, Including at least 8 indfviduals In which 
the last lower molar CM3) either Is unerupted, or If eruptfng, Is 
str I I unworn. Nine cha I fcotheres of this sample could be termed 
young or middle-aged, two can be cal led old, and only one aged 
individual Is present. One specfmen rs Indeterminate. These data 
wl I I be discussed In a subsequent study on the taphonomy of the bone 
deposits rn the various quarries. 

Foss I Is from Utterback's work Jn Quarry 2 are housed at the 
Carnegie Museum, Pittsburgh; unfortunately, no quarry maps or 
diagrams seem to have survived that record the orrgrnal placement of 
these fossi Is at the site. 

The ful I extent of Quarry 2 Is revealed In two photographs 
taken in 1907 and in 1911 by Albert (Bi 11) Thomson of the American 
Museum during work by their party at Carnegie Hi I I. Quarry 2 is 
essentially untouched since Barbour's photographs of 1906, 
correspondrng In its extent to today's cut. Thomson.'s photographs 
appear In this report as Figure 3.10C (1907, AMNH No. 1090/18333), 
and Figure 3.11 (1911, AMNH No. 1408/18~19). 

Quarry A <North Ridge} 

The only evidence that Quarry A might have been worked rn 1906 
Is found In a discussion of the fossl I collecting history at Agate 
by Margaret C. Cook, published In 1964 In a brochure advocating the 
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Fig. 3.10. CA) Carnegie Quarry 2 durfng excavation by 
W.H. Utterback in 1906, showing Utterback .(second from 
right) at the south and of the quarry; CB> Carnegie 
Quarry 2 during excavation by W.H. Utterback In 1906',,. 
showing north end of quarry, wfth University Hi 11 In 
background; {C) Albert Thomson's photograph of 
Carnegie Quarry 2 as It appeared In 1907, about one 
year after Utterback 1 s excavation. Note section 
numbers on the quarry wall presumably used by the 
Carnegie party to map their fossl I discoveries. 
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Fig. 3.11. Carnegie Quarry 2 (Northwest Excavation) In 
1911 about five years after the end of Ut~erback 1 s 
excavation at the srte; no extension of the site has 
taken place. This photograph of the west side of 
Carnegie Hi I I was made by Albert Thomson. Arrows 
Indicate the northern and southern llmrts of Quarry 2; 
these boundaries are unchanged today • 
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• creation of the national monument: 

"In 1906, Professor f. B. Loomis of Amherst College, an early, 
able and active paleontologist, joined the collectors with a 
good-sized party of advanced students. They collected In a 
smal I hi I I which turned out to be a comparatively minor 
deposit, which Loomis cal led Amherst Point." 

Loomis himself left no field notes of his work at Agate. Despite a 
careful search in the paleontologlcal col lectlons at Amherst, and In 
the college I ibrary where photographs and memorabi I la of Loomis are 
kept, I could not locate any detal led Information on his several 
years at Agate. That he did excavate Jn Quarry A, which seems the 
most likely srte fitting the descrlptJon of 'Amherst Point', Is 
proven by a note written by.Peterson In the Carnegie Museum box I ist 
Of 1908: 

"Bx. 5. Blk. 8 contatns various Dicerathere bones. Many 
packages from sect. 18 ••. and a lower jaw found, In quarry A, 
In a block of rock on the dump left by Dr. Loomis." 

However, the year that Loomis worked Quarry A Is uncertain. 
Since Peterson's Box 5 would have been collected early In the 1908 
season, It is unlikely Loomis dug there In 1908. Very likely, 

• 
Loomls worked Quarry A in either 1906 or 1907. Fortunately, one of 
Loomis's men, C. K. Blanchard, who was a member of hls 1908 party at 
Agate, was located In 1979 by Dr. Margery Coombs of the Unlverslty 
of Massachusetts. Dr. Coombs was able to obtain copies of Mr. 
Blanchard's f leld diaries and photographs of the 1908 expedltion, 
and to questfon him about the work and locations of quarries. 
Blanchard's diary of the Agate work largely conf Jrms the f leld diary 
cf R. S. Lui I of Yale Csee sect Ion 3.1 .5 on 1908 Yale work at 
Agate). Blanchard establlshed that no excavation on the North Ridge 
by the Amherst men took place In 1908, but he did no~ know detal Is 
of 1907 work, or If a 1906 excavatfon had occurred. Interestingly. 
Blanchard had never heard of 'Amherst Point'. 

That Amherst Point really ts the same place as Peterson's 
Quarry A Is suggested by J. R. Macdonald In 1980, writing on the 
excavations at Agate: 

"In 1906 F. B. Loomis of Amherst College, Massachusetts, began 
to collect at Amherst Point, northwest of the two main hf I Is 

n . . . . 
The only fossl I-producing site northwest of the two main hi I Is ts 
Quarry A. This comment by Macdonald coupled with Peterson's note of 
1908 establ !shes Loomis as an excavator In Quarry A. Noone, 
however, seems to have real I zed that Quarry A and Amherst Point are 
the same site, and fossl Is from Amherst Point that Loomis may have 

•
collected are unmarked In the Amherst paleontologfcal col lectfon. 
The only fossl Is that today can be certainly attributed to Quarry A 
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are those collected by Peterson tn the Carnegie Museum. This f s 
unfortunate since we now know that Quarry A ls stratlgraphlcally 
lower than the main Agate quarries. The mafn Agate quarries In the 
base of Carnegie and Unlversfty hf I Is are found Jn the Upper 
Harrison beds. Quarry A occurs, along with Stenomylus Quarry to the 
east, Jn the Harrison Formatfon. Hopefully, in the future It wll I 
be possible to fdentf fy specrmens that Loomf s collected, so that the 
sparse fauna of Quarry A can be supplemented. 

E.S. Riggs and the Fleld Museum 

The Field Museum under the dlrectf on of Elmer Rfggs made an 
attempt to work rn the Agate hf I Is fn 1906 but were not successful. 
Thef r presence tn the area may have spurred Barbour In Lincoln to 
get into the ffeld and begin work at University Quarry In 1906. On 
June 30, 1906, Harold Cook wrote to Barbour as fol lows: 

"The party from the Field Columbian Museum ls at Harrfson now, 
and expects to be out here In the next few days. The party Is 
In charge of Mr. Riggs, ••• and Mr. Olcott who was with the 
Carnegie last year Is with them. Of course, Mr. Olcott knows 
where to look around here, so I don't think you can come out 
too soon. The Kansas University expects to be here in a short 
time, also, so the country wl I I be pretty wel I scoured, I 
expect." 

One can wel I rmagine Barbour's reaction: In two weeks, the Nebraska 
party was at Agate ready to begin work In their quarry. 

Riggs and his men did not excavate Jn the Agate hf I Is, however; 
the reason why appears f n a letter to John Adams from James Cook on 
September 1, 1906. Beyond explalntng Riggs's fate, the letter 
provides insight Into Cook's perspective on ambrtfous and 
contentious bone-diggers: 

"Friend Adams: 
Your letter of August 22nd received. I know of your 

relative Prof. H. F. Osborn very wel I. And I would be glad to 
have him come to my home at any time and look at the tossl I 
beds about here. As to his working here, I can only say that 
these 'Bone hunters' I Ike the old time cow men claim to have 
•range rights' and the first one to work In a .quarry claims 
the earth about that spot for a certain number of ml les or 
leagues, I don't know which. Dr. Holland of the Carnegie 
Museum at Pittsburgh has had a party at work here for three 
seasons, and l caught ---- for Inviting Prof. Barbour of the 
state university of Nebr to come and get a few bones. Prof 
Riggs of the Fleld Museum of Chicago was hare for a couple of 
weeks and was very desirous of doing a I fttle work, but Dr • 
Holland objected, so he left. There Is a lot of material 
here, and the Carnegie Museum has secured a vast amount of 
good stuff." 
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So In 1906 Riggs sought good stuff elsewhere, and Indeed did quite 
wel 1. Riggs and Olcott collected In the upper Arikaree rocks to the 
north and west of Agate, and discovered the holotypes of the 
carnivores fromartes and Zodlolestes, both found wfthfn the he! real 
rodent burrows cal led 'devl I's corkscrews'. Since the discovery of 
these two Individuals In 1906, the former a mustelfd, the latter a 
procyonld, no other carnivores have ever been found wlthrn the 
corkscrew burrows of the region, despite examlnatfon of hundreds of 
these rodent burrow fll Is and discovery of many specrmens of the 
rodent Palaeocastor within them. The f leld association of this 
rodent, believed responsible for digging the burrows, and one of the 
carnivores Is recorded by Rfggs (1942, p. 71): 

"The holotype [of fromartes] ••• was collected by Mr. T. F. 
Olcott, who was a member of a Museum expedltlon to Nebraska 
and Wyoming in 1906. An Interesting feature of the occurrence 
was that It was found rn assocratlon with the jaws of a 
species of Palaeocastor and embedded In the body of a 
horlzontal branch of a Da!mooe!Ix In situ. The two specimens 
were recorded by the collector as 'carnivore and rodent.' 
When the col lectlon was being prepared tn the laboratory, the 
rodent was recognlzed and the section of the corkscrew with 
fts contents was labeled 'fragmentary rodent' and returned to 
storage. Many years afterward the carnivore was recognized 
and prepared." 

Riggs was able to slml larly document the occurrence of the procyonld 
Zodlo!estes in a corkscrew burrow <Riggs, 1942, p. 100): 

fl[Zodlolestes dalmone!Ixensls] was named for the peculiar 
splral form Da!mooellx, In whlch the holotype of this specres 
was found embedded. The skeleton was found col led about Tn a 
llfellke position at the middle of the splral. Clearly this 
spiral form was, at the time the animal entered, an opening In 
the sand Jn which the anrmal found harborage ····" 

Many years earlier, Riggs (1909) had rmpllcated a burrow origin 
for the corkscrews, supporting Peterson's observations of the summer 
of 1904, and noted evldence that had been collected on his 
expedltlon of 1906: 

"[I have] found remains of five different specles of animals 
associated with the Daemonellx splrals, viz., skul Is and 
skeletons of Steneof lber [=Palaeocast0 r], skeletons of two 
genera of carnlvora, a Jaw of Merycbyus, and parts of the 
skeleton of Oxydactylus. The last was partly without and 
partly wlthln the splrals and the parts within had apparently 
been absorbed or eaten away. The other fossl Is lay completely 
within the spirals. Photographs of one of the carnivore 
skeletons [Zodlolestes] [lndlcate that] the anlmal appeared to 
be col led up tn a natural position, as though resting upon a 
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bed of sand within the cavity. It was concluded that at some 
stage of their formatTon these spf rals had been open holes 

n 
' .... 

Curfously. the discoverer of the corkscrews. Barbour of Nebraska. 
never adopted the rodent burrow hypothesis. But. stimulated by 
Harold Cook, he brought together his ffeld party. and came to Agate 
In July 1906 to work Unfversfty Quarry for his second season at the 
site. 

Unfyerslty Quarry 
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In 1906. Barbour and his party returned to University Quarry 
(Fig. 3.12) to continue the work of the 1905 season. He did not 
begin early rn the season as Utterback did. but came to Agate only 
In mid-July. Barbour seemed to require the continua! persuasion and 
urgJngs of Harold Cook. 

Barbour had entertained Harold Cook In Lincoln In the fal I of 
1905. and suppl fed him wJth tools. mounted specimens, and general 
encouragement. Cook. then just 19 years old. returned Barbour's 
gestures by col lectlng for him, and by advising him of others' 
interest ln the fossi Is at Agate. Barbour replied to Harold Cook's 
urgJngs to take to the field with characteristic vlgor, and what 
might be called a muted sense of panic In a letter of June 17th~ 

"Whatever you do~ stand by the state university ff you 
can? Please do not pass anything out to other beggars tf you 
can possibly save the good things for us. Just think, Holland 
has the magnificent sum of four hundred thousand dollars a 
year for such work. It is said there wl I I soon be two 
thousand a day for the work Jn hf s hand. Just think of us 
competing against such odds? 

"Help us In every way you can. When wlll ft be agreeable 
to you to have us come agaln to resume work In that quarry 
which promises so wel I? I am hurrying matters along so as to 
get off soon now. I am to have a fellow [E. F. Schramm, 
later to become chairman of the Geology Department, University 
of Nebraska] from the University of Oklahoma appotnted a 
Fellow ln my department. He rs a very promising man and I 
hope to have him take charge of the work when I am not at 
Agate myself •••• I would Ilka to visit the old bone bed soon. 
Expect to have consfderably more time to spend there than I 
had last year •••• n 

"I asked the Regents to appoint you an assistant and wl I I 
report to you In the morning what action was taken In the 
matter. It Is a recognltton that wf 11 do you no harm. I am 
told they acted favorably but they have not notf fled me as yet 
so I do not know just what was ~one. Would It suit you to 
have us come the latter part of this month or the ffrst part 
of next month? ••• Have I made It plain that we are ready to 
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Fig. 3.12. Unfverslty Quarry at Unrversfty Hi I I during 
the 1906 excavation by the University of Nebraska under 
the direction of E.H. Barbour • 
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give you a stipend? ••• Pepperberg wi I I go to Sarpy County to 
work on materfal for an advanced degree. l do not yet know 
how my party wf l I be made up. Think two or three men wi I I be 
enough for advantageous work though It Is not at al I unlikely 
If I stay long at this quarry that we may have one or two more 
In order to work extra fast. Do you know of any plug team we 
can buy? I believe that one horse and a light wagon would do 
for the men In camp. I may need another team to drive to the 
little badlands and beyond. I must not fall Into the hands of 
that shark at Crawford this year." 

Cook replled on June 30th, warning of the Field Museum party 
already present fn Sfoux County, and of Kansas University who were 
anticipated fn a short time. He then informed Barbour of the 
Impending arrfva! of an American Museum party: 

"The Amerrcan Museum Is also making plans to work here, and 
would not be surprised If the Carnegie Museum had something to 
do with It. There Is a relationship between some of the 
people In them, you know. I would not be surprised Jf the 
American came out very soon, as my Grandmother Just saw Mr. 
Peterson and he said so. I wl 11 hold myself as a 
representative of the Uni. [sic] tt I I you come, so as to hold 
specimens for you." 

.The Idea of a relatlonshtp between the American and Carnegie museums 
probably stems from an awareness of Peterson's earlter employment by 
Osborn. In fact, as we wl I I see shortly, the appearance of the 
American Museum at Agate had no connection with Carnegie personnel, 
but occurred via Osborn's relatrve, John Adams, who served as 
liaison between James Cook and Osborn. James Cook encouraged 
Osborn's entrance at Agate_ and this took place In spite of the 
Carnegre staff's attempt to marntaln the hi I ls as thelr exclusive 
preserve. However_ Barbour fosters Harold Cook's Interpretation Jn 
his reply of July 2nd to Cook: 

• 

"You are right about It, we ought to be on the ground as 
soon as posslble.... It Is too bad that those who have such 
large sums should skin the state of Its best things. You wtll 
remember our talks last summer. I am perfectly sure that they 
wt I I trade the quarry of the Carnegie crowd to the American 
Museum. I am sorry that It cannot come back to you, f n wh lch 
event the state would eventually secure the splendfd materfal 
which Is going to the eastern colleges. If there Is any 
peddl Ing to be done, your father or yourself ought to be the 
one considered. It was yours first· and ft ought to be yours 
to pass along and not theirs. I haven't a shadow of a doubt 
that they have agreed to a successor without reference to you 
or your wfshes, but this may not be so. Having been there and 
havfng had possession so long, they wl I I naturally come to 
consfder rt thefrs by rfght • 

"However they are fair men and If they knew that It was 
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your wtsh that rt should not be traded to others they would 
respect your wishes •••• Can we brfbe you Into letting us have 
some or al I your tlme th ls summer. We are ready to pay for 
It. I hope we may be able to accomplfsh a good deal thls 
season. Next year we must begin to mount some of the 
skeletons for the new museum. Wei I, I hope they wf I I not 
squat on any of the claims whlch you have staked out for us. 
We are getting plcks sharpened etc., tents ready, and wt I I 
make a f lylng start soon." 

The f lylng start was made on July 13th when the Morr I I I 
Geologlcal Expedltlon left Llncoln for Agate. The party In addition 
to Barbour Included E. F. Schramm (in charge), P.R. Butler, and 
Edwfn J. Davis (Fig. 3.13). Fossl Is found Tn 1906 by the party were 
given the sufffx 20-7-06. A I Jst of the bones found by each 
collector was kept In Barbour's f teld book of 1906-1908 CUnlverstty 
of Nebraska State Museum archives), and this lfst Is reproduced In 
this report as Appendtx E. lnftlal ly in the field book, an arable 
number was appended as a prefix tf the spectmen was collected by 
Schramm, a roman numeral If collected by Butler, and a letter If 
collected by Davis. Later, arable numbers were asstgned as a prefix 
to al I specimens, thus: Schramm, Jl-51; Davis, #52-92; Butler, 
193-121. 

For the ftrst time at Unfversfty Quarry, a detaf fed map (Map I) 
of the bones In the quarry was made. Sfmllarly, In 1908 a companion· 
map was produced. Together, these two maps show the extent of the 
excavation and the df strrbutlon of bones during the Nebraska 
quarrying of 1906 and 1908, and from thfs map CMap I), bone 
orfentatlon and distribution data ls taken. The 1906-1908 maps also 
show the placement of the Intact slabs and blocks that were taken 
from the quarry: these show bone distribution tn situ. Only two 
quarries Jn the Agate quarry complex were so mapped: University 
Quarry on University HI I I, and the Southwest Excavation (Jncludlng 
the earl ler Carnegfe Quarry 1, and the later cha!Tcothere quarry of 
the American Museum) on Carnegie Ht I I. 

Two kinds of mammals were common at Unlversity Quarry Tn 1906. 
Of the 122 bones recorded In the 1906 field diary, 76 belong to 
rhinoceros CMenQcecas), 36 to cha I lcothere CMoropus), 2 to 
entelodont (Qlnohyus>, and 8 are unldentlfled. These bones 
represent a minimum number of 4 cha! lcotheres, 5 rhinos, and one 
entelodont. Probably only certain bones were recorded rn the fleld 
dlary, pr I marl ly the larger or more Important elements, srnce Items 
such as podlals and Isolated teeth which might be expected to be 
common are vary few. · 

Bones are scattered and dfsartrculated. Map I shows very few 
close associations of skeletal parts. However, the quarry map does 
Indicate a groupfng of rhinoceros bones toward the north end of the 

·wast bone bed, succeeded to the south by a grouping of challcothere 
bones. These groupf ngs appear to be NW to SE trending bands of bone 
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Fig. 3.13. Camp of the Unfversfty of Nebraska party In 
1906, James Cook ranch, Niobrara River val_ley, Sioux 
County, Nebraska • 
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Fig. 3.14. CA) University Quarry, University HJ I I, Jn 
1906, lookfng toward the southeast end of the quarry 
(slab I at center of quarry); CB> Unlverilty Quarry In 
1906, looking toward the northwest end of the quarry, 
E.F. Schramm tn foreground, working out slab I I • 
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(Appendix GJ, with rhino bones forming a northern band, and 
challcothere elements making up a more southerly band. 

Dimensions of the 1906 excavation can be determined by 
restoration of the quarry floor plan, using Barbour's quarry maps. 
Map I has been complied from four separate maps found tn Barbour's 
1906-08 fleld book. These four maps are accurately assembled using 
a fifth map from Barbour's field book. The fifth map Includes key 
features that permit the accurate registration of the four detal led 
maps at a scale of 1/4 Inch = 1 foot. By carefully measuring 
distances between key points on the fJfth map, ft has been posslble 
to accurately assemble the four deter led maps to achieve a 
reconstruction of the quarry for the years 1906 and 1908. 

The detal led maps In Barbour's 1906 fteld book show the quarry 
was dlvfded Into sections each 5 feet In length that were marked on 
the quarry wal Is. In 1906 the bone-producfng zone of the quarry 
extends from the west edge of section 2 to the west edge of section 
12. Thus the actf vely worked quarry length must have been about 50 
feet. Wldth of the quarry varled from a few feet to about 16 feet 
CFlgs. 3.14A,B>. 
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Two slabs were removed from University Quarry tn 1906 (see Map 
i). Slab I was smal I, 3 feet 4 Inches by 2 feet 9 Inches; contarned 
Isolated bones, and was sent to Yale University by Barbour. A 
sketch of the slab <Barbour's f leld book, 1906, UNSM archives) shows 
the rear half of a rhino skul I, a rhino lower Jaw, and three I lmb 
bones: these were drawn to orient the block at a later time, and 
probably al I bones on the slab were not shown. I could not locate 
this slab at Yale Jn October 1983, and bel feve that It has been 
taken apart. 

Slab I I, measuring about 6 feet by 3 feet, was larger, and 
survives as one of two slabs from Unlversrty Quarry st1 I I In the 
possession of the Nebraska State Museum. Bone orientation and 
densfty of these two surviving slabs ls much like that seen Jn Slab 
I I I collected later tn 1908 (bnd destroyed tn a museum f tre tn March 
1912). A photograph of Slab I I I CFlg. 3.15) published by Barbour 
(1909) Illustrates the ortentatton and dlstrlbutfon of bones fn the 
quarry. Thfs bone slab demonstrates a moderately dense 
concentration of Isolated bones spread over the surface of the slab, 
of about equal density In al I areas. Density Is not as great as the 
large exhibit slabs at the Carnegie Museum and American Museum 
removed from Quarry 1 by Peterson and Thomson. Her~ fn Slab I I I we 
can see sediment as matrix between bones, wfth occasional 
bone-on-bone contacts. The density of bones Is about 17 bones/sq. 
ft. (10 square feet sampled, with a range of 15 to 25 bones/sq. ft.) 
on the average. Many of these bones are smal I, or are smal I 
fragments of larger bones. The most common elements on the slab are 
llmb bones, podlals, Isolated teeth, ribs, vertebrae, and numerous 
bone fragments. One can ldentffy remarns of rhfnoceros, 
cha I tcothere, and entelodont, conf lrmlng lnformatfon reported by 
Barbour. The density, distribution, and size of bones and bone 
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fragments on the slab suggests, from rts posftfon In the quarry (see 
Map I), that much of the quarry floor probably Included numerous 
fragmented and smaller bones such as pod I a ls and Isolated teeth. 
These ff I led In the areas between the larger and more desired 
skul Is, Jaws, and lfmb bones that were drawn by the Nebraska party 
on their quarry map (see Map I). 

Fossils removed from University Quarry In 1906 are preserved In 
the col lectlons of the University of Nebraska State Museum In 
Lincoln. 

In 1906, we have the first good sample of photographs of work 
in one of the Agate quarries: Barbour took 23 photographs, of which 
20 survive. Of these 20, 12 show work in University Quarry, one 
shows Carnegie Quarry 1, two I I lustrate Carnegfe Quarry 2, and 5 
show camp scenes. By examination of the photographs of University 
Quarry under a microscope, the stakes driven Into the wal Is to mark 
the sections of the quarry can be seen and read. This allows 
Barbour's maps from his 1906 field book to be placed accurately 
relative to the modern quarry. On Map A, the westwardly protruding 
outcrop toward the north end of the quarry, named herein 'Barbour's 
Point', marks the north end of University Quarry and the position of 
Barbour's first section stake. This stake can be seen on UNSM No. 
8-27-8-06. C'Barbour's Point' ls shown in UNSM paleontology 
photograph Nos. 8-27-8-06 and 5-t9-8-06) • 

North Excayation 

The scTenttffc I lterature on the Agate quarries gives no 
Indication that any work was done on the north face of Carnegie HI I I 
prior to 1907. Previously, there has been no reason to think 
otherwise. However, during study of the Barbour photographs of 1906 
In the Unrversrty of Nebraska State Museum archives, photograph No. 
14-27-8-06 <Fig. 3.16), Intended to depict P.R. Butler working In 
Unlversfty Quarry, also shows on the distant north slope of Carnegie 
Ht I I a smal I but df sttnct test excavation In the area where the 
American Museum quarry of 1907 was to be located. Since this 
photograph was taken near the end of the 1906 f teld season, and 
because the test pit ts smal I, tt confirms that no slgnlffcant 
digging was done on the north slope of Carnegie HI I I prior to 1907. 
The test pit was probably placed by Utterback or Loomis fn 1906, who 
then went on to other work. 

Utterback Is the llkely excavator, based on Cl> Holland and 
Peterson's (1914, p. 192> statement th~t Utterback was the f lrst to 
open an excavatton on the north slope (which they erroneously 
bel leved to be the east slope; compare Maps A and C tn th ts report>; 
(2) Carnegie Museum No. 1443 - thrs number, capttoned ?Moropus In 
the Carnegie card catalogue, Includes bones col fected by Peterson In 
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Fig. 3.15. Representative slab of bones of Early 
Miocene rhinoceros, entelodont, and chaltcothere found 
in University Quarry, Unlverslty HI I I In 1908 CS lab I I I 
of E.H. Barbour). Bones are scattered and In some 
cases fragmented, with a density of about 15 to 25 
bones/sq.ft. Smal I Isolated compact bones are common, 
Indicating complete dlsartrculatlon of strongly 
I lgament-bound parts of the skeleton such as the 
backbone, foot, wrlst and ankle. Such slabs are 
typical of the attrlttonal bone debris found In this 
quarry during 1906 and 1908 excavations (see Map I) by 
the University of Nebraska. 
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1905. The description reads, "Surface fragments of vertebrae, etc. 
from the N.E. exposure of the largest hi I I [Carnegie HI I I] In which 
the quarry Is located and which was Intended to be opened In the 
season of 1906 for further Investigation." It seems I lkely that 
Utterback did open the northeast pocket In 1906. 

Included under CM 1443 are numerous bones of Moropus, rare 
D!nohyus teeth and phalanges, and an uncommon find - the proximal 
metapodlal of a true DlceratherTum. 

3.1.4. 1907 Excavations 
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Neither the Carnegie Museum nor the University of Nebraska sent 
parties to Agate In 1907. The University Quarry and Carnegie 
quarries lay dormant untl I the major work of 1908. However, the 
first signif lcant excavation Into the north slope of Carnegie HJ I I 
was undertaken In the f leld season of 1907 by the American Museum of 
Natural History, New York, under the able direction of Albert 1 81I1 1 

Thomson, the American Museum's great f leld collector of the early 
20th century. The year 1907 marks the entrance of the American 
Museum Into the Agate quarries. A series of letters among H.F. 
Osborn, his relative John Adams, Bl I I Thomson, and James Cook, 
describe the sequence of events leading to the beginning of American 
Museum work at Agate, and I I lustrate Cook's wl I I lngness to have 
Osborn's men develop a quarry site. 

North Excayatlon 

The Initial work at this site Is closely tied to the first 
appearance of the American Museum f leld party, Jed by Thomson., In 
the Agate quarries. Field work had not gone wel I tor Thomson and 
his brother-tn-law and tel low paleontologist Paul Mi lier Jn June and 
July 1907. On departing Rapid City, South Dakota, on the first day., 
Thomson was thrown from the wagon, landing on and both dislocating 
and breaking bones fn his right hand. A month later Thomson wrote 
Osborn that "I can scarcely use an awl or pick yet and even bothers 
me to write." In addition. by mid-July, Thomson and Ml lier were 
having llttle luck finding fosst Is, despite steady prospecting of 
the 'Lower Rosebud' beds from the area north of Porcupine postoff Ice 
to Medlclne Root Creek Jn southwest South Dakota. Ml I ler's queasy 
stomach and the lack of bones left hlm depressed. 

The opportunity for the American Museum to work at Agate came 
through a chance meeting of James Cook and H.F. Osborn's relative. 
John Adams, who was at that time a rancher near Potter, Nebraska. 
According to Harold Cook, the two men met Jn Omaha at a livestock 
association meeting. where Adams mentioned Osborn's Interest fn the 
Agate fossils (Cook, 1968, p. 188). This account does not 
correspond to the tone of letters that passed back and forth between 
Adams and Cook: these suggest that the fetters were the means of 
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the Initial approach to Cook by Osborn via Adams. Adams first 
approached Cook for Osborn on August 22, 1906, whl le summer f Ief d 
work was st! I I going on In the Agate hi I Is. Cook rep I led to Adams 
on September tst as fol lows: 
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"Your letter of August 22nd received - I know of your 
relative Prof. H. F. Osborn very wel I. And J would be glad 
to have htm come to my home at any time and look at the fossl I 
beds about here -" (remainder of thls letter appears In 
section 3.1.3 under E.S. Riggs and the Field Museum>. 

Adams Immediately wrote Osborn on September 7, 1906: 

"Herewith please find enclosed a letter from Mr. Cook In 
reference to the Agate Quarries. It would seem that Cook Is 
agreeable to a change but that the parties now working there 
have or seem to have some claims. The accuracy of their 
assumed rights you wi I I know more about than I do." 

By early summer of 1907, Osborn had sent Adams a letter to be 
forwarded to James Cook, and Cook rep I led to Adams on June 6, 1907: 

"My dear Adams, 
Have read the letter you enclosed written by Prof. 

Osborn. And I would be pleased to have you write the 
Professor that It wl I I give me great pleasure to have him come 
out here and look over our 'old bones'. Dr. Holland of the 
Carnegie Museum has no one here this spring, and our state 
university has no funds for the work here In the quarry. Al I 
partfes that have worked here col lectlng fossi Is have done so 
by my Invltatfon so none of them have prJor rights In my 
estimation. I discovered the quarry and I take great lnterest 
In having this great deposit of bones worked out whl le I am 
I lving. My friend, Mr. Peterson, collector for the Carnegie 
Museum, that ha~ been working here Is having trouble with Dr. 
Holland and Is about to quit him I am told. If Prof. Osborn 
wl II write me, or better stl I I, come and see me, I wf ff do al I 
In my power to assist him to secure some of the materraf here. 

Adams then extricated himself from these dealings, and asked Osborn 
to carry on the negotiations f n a letter of July 29th: 

"My dear Falrf leld, 
Replyfng to yours of July 22 In reference to Mr. Cook's 

quarry, wl I I say that from the tenor of his letter which I 
forwarded to you I gathered that he would be pleased to have 
you work the quarry and was prepared to make any satisfactory 
arrangements with you to that effect, so I should think rt 
would be more desirable and far more satisfactory to Mr. Cook 
hfmself if you took this matter up personally with hlm. If 
undertaken by me it would necessitate greater delay, and I am 
totally uninformed as to what further negotiations would be 
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desired. In fact I rather think Mr. Cook anticipated your 
communrcatfng with hlm after hJs letter to me." 
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Osborn sensed opportunfty, and probably spurred on by the fa! lure of 
the 1907 American Museum expedition to the South Dakota Rosebud 
beds, he wrote Thomson on July 29th: 

"Dear Thomson: 
I have ••• secured an Invitation from Mr. James H. Cook 

of the Agate Stock Farm for us to work tn the Agate Spring 
Quarry. Harrison, Nebraska. I enclose you his letter. I have 
corresponded with Dr. Holland and Mr. Peterson In the matter 
and told them that I thought of working In the quarry this 
season. Peterson gtves his approval, but Or. Holland, as 
might be expected, speaks of leasing the quarry. They have 
all the bones they can possibly work up Jn three or four years 
and there ls no reason why we, having received this 
Invitation, should not accept It. f am writing to Mr. Cook 
today. I would f fke to have you write to Mr. Cook telling him 
you have heard from me and that you hope to be out later In 
the season - a very courteous letter. Also report to me how 
long It wl I I take you to move Jn there In case ft proves wise 
to make a change of base." 

The next day (July 30, 1907), Osborn wrote personally to Cook for 
the f lrst time: 

"My dear Sir: 
l have Just received a letter from my uncle and ~ood 

friend Mr. John Adams of Potter, encloslng your very kind 
letter of June 6th Inviting me to come out to look over your 
1 old bone' quarry. I greatly appreciate the Invitation and I 
hope It will be posslble for me to come out personally. I 
have just written to my representative in the tretd, Mr. 
Albert Thomson, a first rate fellow, who ts accompanted by two 
or three others, enclosing your letter, and have directed hfm 
to write to you. 

I Informed Dr. Holland of your Invitation and Mr. 
Peterson. Dr. Holland speaks of negotiating for a lease of 
the quarry from you. I trust that thls wlll not materfallze, 
at least before we have a chance to secure some of your 'old 
bones' for our museum. The Carnegie Museum and the Nebraska 
Museum have both taken out larger quantltles than they can 
work up Jn several years, so that I feel that I am not 
infrfngTng on anyone's sclentlfrc rights In accepting your 
f nvltatron." · 

By the 10th of August, Thomson st! I I had I lttle to show for a 
summer's work, and, discouraged, he wrote to W.D. Matthew at the 
American Museum: 

"My dear Or. Matthew: 
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Wei I Dr. I am sorry to say that we have not met with any 
success as yet. We found some very promising looking 
exposures but barren •••• Now I am at a loss. I don't know 
just which way to pul I from here. But Agate Spring Quarry fs 
In my mind, and there fs only one reason why I don't like to 
go there. I am afraid Dr. H. would make some unpleasant 
remark. Though it would be some pleasure to f Ind a few good 
bones once more. 

There rs one satisfaction, that fs the next party that 
comes out here to search the Rosebud beds for fossl ls In the 
country we have covered this summer wf I I not meet with any 
success. 

78 

Mr. Gregory and Anderson arrived here last evening •••• 
So now we have a good strong party and al I we need ts fossi Is. 

I am sorry we have not found anything yet. But when the 
bones are not here we can not get them.n 

On August 9th, Cook continues to encourage Osborn: 

"Dear Dr. Osborn, 
Should your Mr. Thomson show up here I wl I I try to do 

anything I can for him. I have not, and do not expect to 
lease to Or. Holland any fosst I quarries I may happ~n to have 
on my place. There seems to be quite an amount of •Qtd Bones• 
about here. I think my son has found during the past two 
months several undescr!bed Beasties. I would be much pleased 
to entertain you at my ranch home should you care to come and 
Investigate the bone sltuatlori here." 

On August 13th, Osborn orders the move to Agate, in an attempt to 
remedy the poor results of the field season In South Dakota: 

"Dear Thomson: 
I enclose the second letter from Mr~ Cook and copy of my 

reply, which shows that we shal I receive the warmest 
hosp Ital lty from hfm, and he does not recognize any 
proprietary interests of Dr. Holland; however, thf s last 
matter need not be mentioned to htm or anyone else. 

I have felt al I along extremely doubtful about your trip 
toward the east, but I had relied on Or. Matthew's judgment 
which ls usually so good. We may at least feel that we have 
done our duty In exploring those barren valleys, but we have 
made a very bad start in the way of collections for the 
season. However, I hope that we shal I make a ·very strong 
f lnlsh through Mr. Cook's cooperatron. 

The season Is so late now that I think ft wise for you to 
move dfrectly to the Agate Stock Farm. making any notes on the 
way which you think are of Importance for future work, but not 
delaying. Then look the ground over thoroughly with reference 
to clearing on a large scale, such as that suggested by Dr • 
Loomis, copy of whose letter was sent to you. My own opln!on 
ls that we have a sure thing In this quarry just [as] we had 
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Wei I Or. I am sorry to say that we have not met with any 
success as yet. We found some very promlslng looking 
exposures but barren •••• Now I am at a loss. I don't know 
Just which way to pul I from here. But Agate Spring Quarry Is 
In my mind, and there rs only one reason why I don't Ilka to 
go there. I am afraid Dr. H. would make some unpleasant 
remark. Though tt would be some pleasure to find a few good 
bones once more. 

There Is one satisfaction, that Is the next party that 
comes out here to search the. Rosebud beds for fossl Is fn the 
country we have covered this summer wt I I not meet with any 
success. 

Mr. Gregory and Anderson arrived here last evening •••• 
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So now we have a good strong party and all we need Js fosslls. 
I am sorry we have not found anything yet. But when the 

bones are not here we can not get them." 

On August 9th, Cook continues to encourage Osborn: 

"Dear Dr. Osborn, 
Should your Mr. Thomson show up here I wl I I try to do 

anything I can for him. I have not, and do not expect to 
lease to Dr.Holland any fossll quarries I may happen to have 
on my place. There seems to be quite an amount of 'Old Bones' 
about here. I think my son has found during the past two 
months several undescrrbed Beasties. I would be much pleased 
to entertain you at my ranch home should you care to come and 
rnvestlgate the bone sf tuatfon here." 

On August 13th, Osborn orders the move to Agate, In an attempt to 
remedy the poor results of the ffeld season Tn South Dakota: 

"Dear Thomson: 
I enclose the second letter from Mr~ Cook and copy of my 

reply, which shows that we shal I receive the warmest 
hospital tty from hlm, and he does not recognize any 
proprletary Interests of Dr. Holland; however, thf s last 
matter need not be mentioned to hlm or anyone else. 

I have felt al I along extremely doubtful about your trip 
toward the east, but I had relied on Dr. Matthew's judgment 
which Is usually so good. We may at least feel that we have 
done our duty In explorlng those barren valleys. but we have 
made a very bad start rn the way of col lectloris for the 
season. However, I hope that we sha I I make a very strong 
ffnlsh through Mr. Cook's cooperation. 

The season ts so late now that I think It wise for you to 
move dlrectly to the Agate Stock Farm, making any notes on the 
way which you thrnk are of Importance for future work, but not 
delaying. Then look the ground over thoroughly with reference 
to clearing on a large scale, such as that suggested by Dr • 
Loomis. copy of whose letter was sent to you. My own opln!on 
Is that we have a sure thfng In this quarry Just [as] we had 
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In the Bone Cabin [Osborn refers to the Bone Cabin Quarry, a 
successful dinosaur site In Wyoming], and we have a good 
friend In the owner, and we had better attack It In a 
thoroughly systematic manner." 

Thomson quickly rep I fed to Osborn from Porcupine, South Dakota, on 
Aug. 17th: 

nMy dear Professor Osborn, 
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We are on our way to Agate Spring Quarry and hope to 
arrive there some time before Sept. 1st •••• I am delighted 
that we have an opportunity to work that quarry, It would be a 
pity to let that chance sllp •••• I hope we may be able to 
make a grand haul at Agate Spring." 

More open with Matthew than with Osborn, Thomson writes Matthew on 
the same day: 

"Mr dear Dr. Matthew: 
So now we are on our way to Agate Spring Quarry. With 

the party we have I think that Is the best plan as we can 
surely find somethfng there, besides I hope we may be able to 
open up that quarry for some good work for next spring. Our 
museum needs some of that materfal badly and whl le we have 
such a grand opportunity to get It, It seems a pity to not 
take advantage of It. Dr. H. seems to have queered himself 
with Mr. Cook." 

On August 23rd, Osborn cautions Thomson further: 

"I was very glad ••• to learn that you are on the Journey 
to the Agate Spring Quarry. You wl 11 have to handle the 
matter dlplomatlcal ly. Dr. Holland Informed me that Mr. Cook 
intended to reserve for him that portion of the Quarry where 
the Carnegie Museum had worked. You wl I I have to talk this 
matter over with Mr. Cook conf ldential ly. Do not mention rt 
to the men, as I especTal ly desire that there should be no 
gossip about this matter. In short, do whatever Mr. Cook 
advises you to do," 

Thomson reached Agate on August 25th, but refrained from any 
work at the Agate quarries untT I James Cook returned to the ranch. 
On Sunday, September tst, Cook took Thomson to the ma.Jn hll Is and 
assigned hlm a work area. A sketch of the quarries In the maTn 
hills, drawn In 1907 by Thomson himself, leaves no doubt that the 
f lrst American Museum quarry was on the north side of Carnegie HI I J 
CFlg. 3.17): 

"My dear Or. Matthew: 
We arrived here last Sunday [August 25] afternoon. We 

did not stop much along the road as we were anxious to get 
here where the bones grow In bunches. 
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Mr. Cook was away last week and asked us not to disturb 
anyth Ing at the quarry unt I I h Is return. So yesterday he went 
with us down to the quarry and showed us where we can begin 
our work. Mr. Cook Is a very fine man and takes great 
tnterest In our work. Hts son Mr. Harold Cook Is a very 
enthusfasttc bone digger and says he wll I show us some 
prospects as soon as he has a little spare time. Now I think 
It no more than right to pay htm pretty well for his prospects 
to give him encouragement to keep an eye open for the A.M.N.H. 
In the future. 

I think It would be a wtse plan for both yourself and 
Prof. Osborn to come out here as soon as possible. That 
quarry rs a great sfght and f s probably the only one Jn 
America. There are bones enough here to supply a great many 
museums and I do not see why we can not make some arrangement 
to get that great bone bed divided In some way. Say for the 
A.M.N.H. to work one half whJ le Carnegie works the other. Mr. 
Cook Is very anxfous to see some museum take hold and work out 
the whole thtng, and I think he favors our museum. Dr. H. 
seems to have queered himself by gettlng on his •war horse'. 
Had I known he would make a muss I would have moved on ln the 
Rosebud takfng chances on a fal lure. But as we are here we 
shal I flnlsh the season, and thlngs may calm down so we can 
get a chance at the quarry# but our time Is so short that we 
can not do much more than clear space for next year." 

And to Osborn on the same day, Thomson provided sJml Jar Information, 
but specif lea I ly mentioned the location of the first American Museum 
excavation at the close of his letter: 

"My dear Prof. Osborn: 
We arrived here last Sunday afternoon and had a short 

talk with Mr. Cook. As he was golng away on Monday morning to 
be absent for a few days he asked us ~ot to disturb anythlng 
at the quarry untl I his return. So yesterday he took us down 
to the quarry which Is I dare say the greatest deposJt of 
fossl I bones Tn Amer lea~ bones enough to supply many museums. 

Mr. Cook Is a very f lne man and very anxious to have the 
quarry worked systematically •••• Am very sorry to hear that 
Dr. Holland Is up In arms about us coming here. But as cold 
weather Is coming on Jt Is to be hoped that he may cool down 
sufficiently to come to some reasonable agreement. As there 
are more bones there than the Carnegie Museum could possfbly 
f Jnd room for or work out In the next twenty years. 

Mr. Cook has given us permission to work on the north 
slope of the hf I I and I hope we have luck enough to open up a 
good quarry." 

Thomson's sketch CFlg. 3.17) of the 1907 American Museum quarry 
indicates the relatfonshfp of the site to the other quarries opened 
earl !er In the main hi I Is. However, the sketch only places the 
quarry on the north side of Carnegie HJ I I, without establ lshlng an 
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Fig. 3.17. Albert Thomson's sketch of the location of 
the various Agate quarries at the time of arrival of 
the American Museum party !n 1907. Un Ivers Tty Hi I I 
(left) and Carnegre Ht I I Crlght) are seen lookrng 
southeast. Thomson Identified Barbour's Quarry 
<Unrverslty Quarry>. Carnegle Quarry 1 and 2, and a 
place on the northeast corner of Carnegie HJ I I "where 
Mr. Cook says we may work." This spot became the 
American Museum Quarry of 1907. Thomson'~ practical 
approach to the bone layer ls evident In his caption 
appended to this diagram in his notes: "The dotted line 
shows where cut can be made around the hi I I. About 25 
or 30 feet down to the bone layer. Excavating can be 
done with team and scraper. Powder [blast!ngj can also 
be used to an advantage. The whole hi I I can be removed 
for I think less than $10,000." The plan was never 
carried out, proving too ambitious an undertaking for 
the American Museum workers. 
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Fig. 3.16. Unlversfty Quarry In 1906 durfng work by 
the University of Nebraska field crew. The men use 
typical hand tools. such as hammer and chl.sel, awls, 
brushes. picks. brooms, and shovels to expose and 
remove the fossl Is. methods that have changed I lttle 
today. The photograph, probably taken on August 27th. 
looks to the south, revealing a smal I test excavation 
(see arrow) on the northeast corner of Carnegie HI I I 
that preceded the American Museum Quarry of 1907 In the 
same location. This test pit was probably dug by 
either W.H. Utterback of the Carnegie Museum or F.B. 
Loomis of Amherst College durlng the 1906 field season. 
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exact location. Fortunately, Thomson was an excel lent photographer. 
His pictures document much of the work at Agate from 1907 through 
1923. Figures 3.18 to 3.21, taken by Thomson, Illustrate the exact 
location of the American Museum Quarry of 1907. The quarry entered 
the northeast corner of Carnegie HI I I {see Map A> at the same place 
as the smaf I test excavation seen In Barbour's photograph of 1906 
(Fig. 3.16). The history of the excavation at the northeast corner 
of the hi 11 is descrlbed in Ho! land and Peterson (1914), and 
mentions that both Utterback and Loomis could have been responsible 
for the pre I lm!nary test hole that preceded the larger American 
Museum quarry: 

"During the spring and early summer of 1907 Mr. W. H. 
Utterback ••• continued the work of excavation which he had 
carried on in the previous year, and also made an opening on 
the eastern face [slc - Holland's east face Is actually the 
north face] of Carnegie HI I I. Toward the close of the season 
he left the quarries In order to complete the excavation of 
one of the Ceratopsfa ••• in Converse County, Wyoming, and was 
cal led home by the death of his father, after which time his 
connection with the Carnegie Museum terminated. 

"After Mr. Utterback had left the spot a party from the 
American Museum of Natural History entered the excavation made 
on the eastern sfde [actually north side] of Carnegie Hiii, in 
which Professor F. B. Loomis of Amherst College had also done 
some excavating ····" 

On Ho! land's topographic map of the main Agate hi I Is (Map C, this 
report; Holland and Peterson, 1914, Fig. 1), this quarry Is shown by 
the number 3, and the caption reads, "openings made by F. B. Loomis 
and subsequently worked by a party from the A.M.N.H." 

Thomson's photographs of 1907 prove that the major excavation 
at the northeast corner of Carnegie Ht I I was the work of the 
American Museum. Figures 3.18-3.21 show a distant view of the 
quarry, and three close views with A. E. Anderson at work. Finally, 
in Thomson's photograph of the main hi I Is (Fig. 3.18), one has a 
view that nearly duplicates his own field sketch (Fig. 3.17). The 
north slope of Carnegie Hill ls entirely untouched except for the 
American Museum site at the northeast corner. 

The sequence of excavators at the site remains unclear. 
Holland's narrative, quoted above, suggests that the lnitlal opening 
was made by Utterback In 1907, who then was fol lowed by Loomis, with 
the American Museum party working the site last. We are handicapped 
In demonstrating this by the faf lure of· Loomis to leave any diaries 
or records of his 1906-07 work In the main hf I Is at Agate, and by 
seeming contradictions in Holland's narrative. 

First, a test excavation had already occurred at the northeast 
corner of Carnegie Hi I I by August 1906, proven by Barbour's 
photograph (Fig. 3.16). Second, Cook writing to John Adams mentioned 
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that Holland had no one Jn the Agate quarries Jn the spring of 1907. 
Third, the Carnegie Museum Annual Report of 1908 states that 
Utterback went directly to Wyoming to work on the ceratopslan 
dinosaur In early spring of 1907, then returned to the east because 
of his father's death. No mention Is made of any work at Agate. 
Fina I ly, I have not been able to locate fossJ Is or field labels at 
the Carnegie Museum for any work at Agate in 1907. 

Thus, Ho! land's statement placing Utterback at Agate In sprlng 
1907 rs probably an error. We can be certain that the ff rst test 
excavation was made on the north slope of Carnegie HI I I at the 
northeast corner In the summer of 1906. It was most likely dug by 
either Loomls or Utterback. I think It most probable that this 1906 
pit CFlg. 3.16) was the work of Utterback, then next worked by 
Loomis In either 1906 or 1907, and ff nal ly turned fnto a large 
excavation by the American Museum In 1907. Unfortunately, the 
Amherst College Museum has no fossl Is or records of Loomis's work 
definitely attributable to this site. 

The only fosst Is that can be certainly assigned to the 
northeast excavation of 1906-07 are a few bones In the American 
Museum, and the group of fossl Is mentioned earl fer under Carnegie 
Museum No. 1443 CMoropus, Djoohyus, true Dicerather!um). Much more 
must have been found, but these bones probably have been 
Incorporated In the larger Agate col lectlons of various museums 
wfthout ldentiflcatlon of their site of orfgln on Carnegie Hi I I. 

From Thomson's photographs (figs. 3.19-3.21>, the 1907 American 
Museum site Ts not very large (see also Map A>. The quarry was 
probably about 50 feet long and about 15 feet wide. It does not 
seem to have produced a large number of fossl Is, nor any fossl Is of 
unusual sfgnlficance. Al I fossl I remains known to date belong to 
the typfcal mammals of the Agate quarrfes In the main hi I Is: 
challcothere, entelodont, rhinoceros. A photograph by Thomson <Fig. 
3.22) of the 1907 quarry floor ls the only evidence of bone 
drstrlbutlon at the site. It shows a smal I pocket of bones, with 
many lndlvldual elements jumbled together, but there Ts no evldence 
of a bone pavement Jrke those known from the Southwest Excavation on 
the opposite side of Carnegie Hi I I. The pocket seems to be found Jn 
a topographic low In the channel, possibly In one of the Incised 
grooves or local channel scours reported In these quarries • 
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Fig. 3.16. University Quarry In 1906 during work by 
the University of Nebraska field crew. The men use 
typical hand tools, such as hammer and chisel, awls, 
brushes, picks, brooms, and shovels to expose and 
remove the fossl Is, methods that have changed I lttle 
today. The photograph, probably taken on August 27th, 
looks to the south, reveal Ing a smal I test excavation 
(see arrow) on the northeast corner of Carnegie HI I I 
that preceded the American Museum Quarry of 1907 In the 
same location. This test pit was probably dug by 
either W.H. Utterback of the Carnegie Museum or F.B. 
Loomis of Amhersi" College during the 1906 field season. 
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Fig. 3.18. The American Museum Quarry of 1907 (at 
arrow>, shown on the north slope of Carnegie HI I I (view 
looking southeast>, was the first site In .the Agate 
hi I Is dug by the American Museum, New York. Work was 
under the direction of Albert Thomson; only a small 
quarry was opened since work was begun late In the 
fie Id season of 1907. University Hi I I (on left> with 
University Quarry, and Carnegie HI I I (on right) with 
Carnegle Quarry 2, are the two main Agate hi I Is In 
which quarrylng was carried on from 1905 through 1923 
by varlous lnstltutlons. 
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Fig. 3.19. The Amerrcan Museum Quarry of 1907, looking 
south, at the northeast corner of Carnegie HI I I. This 
quarry was placed at the same location as ·the test pft 
dug fn 1906 In Ffgure 3.16 • 
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Fig. 3.20. 
southeast 

Amertcan Museum Quarry of 1907~ looking 
(photograph taken In 1907 by Albert Thomson). 
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Fig. 3.21. American Museum Quarry of 1907, looking 
southwest (photograph taken rn 1907 by Albert Thomson), 
A.E. Anderson at work • 
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Fig. 3.22. Smal I pocket of disarticulated mammal bones 
found In the American Museum Quarry of 1907 at the 
northeast corner of Carnegte HI I I. This ts the only 
known photograph of the quarry bone bed In 1907. If 
this photograph by Thomson Is representative, the bone 
bed here apparently Is not as thick and densely packed 
as In parts of the Southwest Excavation on the opposite 
side of the hi I 1. Bones appear to be abs~nt from the 
quarry floor around the pocket, and the pocket Itself 
seems to be a topographically. low area within the 
quarry. The hand awl, hammer, chisels, and brushes are 
the common hand tools used In excavation of the bones • 
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Early sclentlf lc Interest In Agate cl !maxed with the field 
season of 1908. Not only did the Carnegie Museum and University of 
Nebraska return, but Amherst College and Yale University also became 
Involved. In the f leld during the actual work of col lectlng, 
relations between the parties were generally cordial, but behind the 
scene, the pace of Intrigue was brisk. H. F. Osborn held the 
American Museum out of the quarries In the main hills, yet remained 
a strong competitor through careful cultivation of the Cook family. 
Tensions between Osborn and Holland of Carnegie bullt during this 
time, accentuated by the discovery Jn 1908 that the Cooks In fact 
did not own the land on which the ma Jn hi I ls were situated. Holland 
considered an attempt to lease or lay claim to the hf I Is, but gave 
up In the end, allowing Harold Cook to fl le on the land. So 
discouraging was the disagreement among these parties that the 
Carnegie Museum withdrew from the main hll Is after the season of 
1908, giving up their quarries <Carnegie Quarries 1 and 2) on 
Carnegie HJ I I. 

The withdrawal of the Carnegie Museum from the main hi I Is 
opened the way for Osborn and Thomson to Implement thef r plan to 
open the main quarry now abandoned by the Carnegie Museum. Under 
Thomson's leadership, the American Museum began a prolonged program 
of quarrying on Carnegie HI I I that yielded the great challcothere 
sample from the Southwest Excavation. But a bonus was also to 
accrue to the Arnerlcan Museum field men by chance alone; In 1908, 
during the time the American Museum dfd not work In the main hll Is, 
W. D. Matthew and Harold Cook explored the country about 20 ml les 
south of Agate on the hfgh divide between the Niobrara and North 
Platte rivers. There they discovered the famed Sheep Creek and 
Snake Creek beds, rich In fossl I mammals of the late~ Miocene. The 
Agate quarries and the Sheep Creek-Snake Creek beds formed the focus 
of American Museum work from 1908 to the late 1920s. A strong 
relatlonshlp between the Cook faml ly and the museum developed, and 
persisted for many years. In 1910, Harold Cook married Eleanor 
Barbour, the daughter of E. H. Barbour of Nebraska, and from that 
time, the Cook faml ly carried on their Interest Jn fossils through 
Interaction with the University of Nebraska State Museum and the 
American Museum person·nel. 

Strong prior Interest In the 1908 field season was already 
evident In the fal I of 1907 when both Osborn and Holland made 
personal visits to Agate to discuss work with the Cook faml ly. The 
flavor of this period emerges from letters of James Cook to Osborn. 
In September 1907 Osborn made his first.visit to Agate. It was 
undoubtedly cordial, although the details of their working agreement 
on the quarries are not set down In these letters. Holland came to 
Agate after Osborn, and In a letter of November 4, 1907, James Cook 
relates the event to Osborn: 

"A short time after you left here Dr. Holland of 
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Pittsburgh, Pa. arrived at Agate. He remained wfth us for a 
few days and I went over the bone hr I I sltuatron pretty 
thoroughly with him. r told him rt would give me great 
pleasure (f you and he could get together and make 
arrangements for securing the material In th~ 'Bone HI I I' upon 
which you have both had partfes at work. You wrl I no doubt 
hear from him If you have not already done so, In regard to 
the matter." 

On the same day, Cook also wrote Thomson with more detaf I on 
Holland's visit: 

"Since you left we have had the honor of entertaining at 
Agate Dr W. J. Holland •••• He was here for several days and 
was greatly Interested In the quarry hfs collectors had opened 
at the bone hll Is. I went over the whole sftuatfon with him, 
and told hfm It would give me great pleasure If he and Dr. 
Osborn could get together and work In harmony In securfng the 
material that I happened to discover at the bone hi II. Of 
course he was not prepared for such a suggestion, and I could 
see that he was somewhat shocked when he discovered that work 
had been done upon the opposite side of the hi I I [the Amerrcan 
Museum Quarry of 1907 on the northeast corner of Carnegfe 
HI I I]. However he said that he thought that he and Dr. Osborn 
would be able to make arrangements so there would be no 
conflfct. I am most anxious that thrs can be done, for I 
found out while Dr. Ho! land was here that at heart he Is a 
totally different man than what I supposed him to be. He came 
'right down to earth' In his vtstt to us, and we all as a 
famfly enjoyed hts stay •••• " 

Osborn, In his reply to Cook, naturally agreed that he would 
prefer some trrendly resolution of the problem as wel I. Clearly, 
thfs was an fnopportune time for the matter of ownership of the 
Agate quarries to arise, but during Osborn's and Hof land's visits, 
Cook must have brought up this Issue, Indicated fn a later letter to 
Osborn of December 9th: 

"The books you so kindly sent to my son Harold and myself 
arrived whl le I was away on a trfp to Omaha and Lincoln, hence 
the delay fn my not writing you sooner and thanking you tor 
your most generous gift •••• While In Lincoln I met Dr. 
Barbour and hts fr Tend Mr. Morr! 11, the gentl_eman that has 
furnTshed the funds for Dr. Barbour and hfs assistants that 
has enabled them to do a I lttle bone hunting for the Nebraska 
Unlversfty during the past few years. These gentlemen both 
stated that they expected to continue work on the quarry they 
have opened at the bone hi I Is. I told them that I would be 
delfghted to see them, as well as yourself and Or. Holland, 
push the work of securing the material contained In those 
hil Is. I also told them what I told you and Dr.Holland as to 
the chance of those hills being outside of the lands that I 
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actually own and that I thought inasmuch as the lands about 
here are rapidly being fl led upon that something should be 
done at once in the way of an accurate survey. And If found 
to be on public domain, measures taken to secure title to the 
bone hi I ls, placing script upon them If necessary. Mr. 
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Morr I I I at once suggested that he bring an engineer from 
Llncoln and make the survey and secure the land, but i told 
him that f wanted the three Institutions now Interested In the 
hi I Is to secure the tit le to them If a tit le ls needed. I 
sha 11 wr lte to Dr. Ho I I and today te I 11 ng h Im what I have just 
written you, and I hope that you and Dr. Hor land and Or. 
Barbour can get together In the work of securing those hi I Is 
for yourselves. In case you should secure tltle to the hills, 
and saw flt to al low me to use the grass upon them and 
sometimes take a peep at the work In the quarries, I would be 
content." 

Aware of the probable difficulty of working with Holland In such an 
arrangement, but conf fdent that he could Interact with Barbour, 
Osborn wrote Cook on December 14th suggesting that Nebraska be 
al lowed to purchase the quarry land: 

"I am greatly Interested ln what you say regarding the 
ownership of land on the quarry. I thlnk It ls most 
appropriate and desirable, If It proves by survey that the 
quarry ls not within your lines, that the University of 
Nebraska people arrange to take up the land. They belong to 
the State, they are resident, and both Mr. Morr! I I and 
Professor Barbour would, r am sure, take a llberal view of the 
prosecution of scientlf lc work there. A triple ownership does 
not seem to me practicable or necessary. I wt I I write to 
Professor Barbour Immediately." 

However, by early spring of 1908, It was clear such a plan was 
unacceptable to Holland at the Carnegie Museum. His irritation at 
having to share the Agate hi I Is with other competing Institutions by 
now was evident, to him a situation brought on by Harold Cook's 
solJcltatlon of Barbour, and James Cook's enthusiastic welcome of 
Osborn's approach through John Adams. In point of fact, neither 
Peterson nor Holland steadl ly cultivated the Cooks as did Barbour 
and Osborn, and as a consequence, the rapport between them foundered 
through neglect. At the same time, the relatlonshfp between Hoi land 
and Peterson grew worse, strained since J. B. Hatche('s death In 
1904. James Cook described Holland's attitude to Osborn on March 
31, 1908; by now, Holland had openly expressed h1s dissatlsfactJon 
with the situation at Agate, and Cook had moved to take the matter 
Into his own hands: 

"My dear Or. Osborn: 
I have run against a snag and I wrfte to let you know 

that Dr. Holland has wrJtten me that If other Institutions are 
to be al lowed to work at the bone hi I Is he wl I I quit the fie Id 
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at a great loss. He was anxious to buy or lease the quarry so 
that he might exclude al I others from working there, but f do 
not wish to either lease or set I to him. I tried very hard 
last year to have all of the three Institutions that have 
worked on the two bone ht I Is to work together ln harmony In 
the Interest of science fn thfs locality as the amount of 
material and the labor required to secure It ls so great. It 
now seems as though my efforts along the I Ines of harmony have 
been a fal lure, and I do not know what ls the right thlng to 
do. As I told you when you visited the quarry, I was not sure 
of my I Ines taking In bone hl I Is. And I tried to get those 
Interested In working there to help me make an accurate 
survey, and If the hi I Is were found to be outside my holdings, 
to take steps at once to secure them by script. No action 
being taken and al I of the vacant lands about here being 
rapidly ft led upon by homesteaders [the Kinkaid Act of 1904 
had made homesteading of western Nebraska a popular option], 
had a survey made and now I am sure that no one wi I I secure 
those bone hi I Is that I would not want there. Dr. Holland 
sat Is for Germany on the 7th of Apr! I. Would you care to 
fntervlew hlm before he leaves relatfve to your working 
together here? I received a letter from Mr. Thomson recently 
relative to havlng some strlpplng done on the place you worked 
last season but f could not answer his questions untl I I know 
to a certainty that It Is now my misfortune to be compel led to 
choose between those It has been my prlvl lege to meet and have 
a kindly feel Ing for among the men of science that are now 
carrying on the work. My great Jnterest Jn having the quarry 
that I had the good fortune to discover thoroughly explored 
during my llfetlme has I fear gotten me Jnto trouble." 

Osborn rep I led to Cook on Aprf I 8, 1908: 

"Your letter of March 31st was very tlmely since It 
reached me just before Dr. Holland's departure for Germany. 
spent an evening with him talking over the matter. I find 
that the Interest which t have shown Jn the quarry has served 
to revive his Interest so that he now desires to work this 
season at least, on a large scale, and I bel leve has already 
sent out Mr. Utterback to begin the work. I wl II commit to 
Dr. Matthew who Is going out a ful I statement of the 
conversatJon whfch I had with Dr. Holland as I do not I Ike to 
put rt Jn writing. I came to the conclusion that It would be 
wiser since he Is actively renewing work for us not to attempt 
to work this year on the same hi I I. As you know there are al I 
kinds of people Jn this world, some who are easy to deal with 
and some who are not •••• The plan I now propose If agreeable 
to you Js this: to have Dr. Matthew and Mr. Thomson go out and 
form a party wlth Harold. to do general prospecting In the 
region." 

The result of Osborn's plan turned out wel I for the museum: Matthew 
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and Cook discovered the Sheep Creek-Snake Creek beds that summer, 
and opened In them a productive group of localities that today 
continue to produce numerous later Miocene fossl Is. In addition, 
the Amerlcan Museum group opened a new quarry which Harold Cook had 
discovered ln the fal I of 1907. Th ls site, now cal led the American 
Museum-Cook Quarry (Hunt, 1972>, ·I Jes outside the natfonal monument 
boundarfes and produced In t908 a mammal fauna <challcothere, 
rhinoceros, horse, amphlcyonld carnivore> apparently equivalent to 
the Agate fauna of the maln hf I Is. By worklng In the region and by 
sustalnlng relatlons with the Cook faml ly, Osborn and Matthew 
succeeded In maintaining a presence In Sioux County, wisely waiting 
tor Hof land to relax hls grip on the slte at Carnegle HI I I. 

Despite Holland's Intentions, the f leld season did not begin 
we! I for the Carnegie Museum. Holland sent Utterback to Harrison, 
Nebraska, to make preparations for the work at Agate In the spring 
of 1908. After reaching Harrison, Utterback decided to quit the 
museum, and, during the latter half of Apr! I 1908, described his 
reasons ln a colorful series of letters to Douglas Stewart, the 
museum's assistant df rector: 

"My dear Mr. Stewart, 
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Having disposed of our entire outfit the past season It 
was necessary to replace them this year. Had everything In 
readiness to leave for the quarry today, when I received the 
enclosed letter from Mr. Cook [no copy of Cook's letter 
survives] •••• As he has gone to Lincoln and wl I I not return 
for some time, I do not feel at I iberty to camp upon his place 
until I have seen hfm. ff Mr. Peterson contemplates comfng to 
Neb perhaps It might be wel I to delay starting untl I this 
matter ls settled. Should Cook place such restrfctlons upon 
us that we cannot work the quarry, then Peterson could take 
the outf lt we have. Horses are very expensive and to get up 
another outfit wit I cost considerable." 

"My dear Utterback: 
From the correspondence between Mr. Cook and Dr. Ho11and 

ft seems there was a perfect understanding about the 
contJnuance of work Jn this quarry wlthout any lnterference 
from outside parties. l think that Mr. Cook's note to you was 
simply a deslre to talk thlngs over with you before you 
started work, and do not thlnk he reallzed he was delaylng the 
work by requesting this. If I were you I would treat It In 
this manner, and would start work upon the quarry as soon as 
possible. 

Peterson does not expect to start out west untl I some 
tlme later than this, probably not untl I July. r think you 
had better go ahead wlth your work and slmply take rt for 
granted that Mr. Cook ls going to stick to hls first 
understanding with us. Should any objection be made by Mr. 
Cook, telegraph me, and we wll J make further arrangements. In 
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the meantime, push on the work as ff nothing had happened." 

Utterback sent a brfef note on Aprl I 17th. restgnfng from the 
museum, and on April 20th explatned hrs action to Stewart: 
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n1 have decided to give up the fossl I busfness for al I 
time •••• In reply to yours of 16th fnst wlf I say that I had 
fully declded not to commence work upon Agate quarry when I 
last wrote you. Perhaps In the future when Dr. Holland gets a 
collector to work as hard and faithful tn the Interests of the 
Museum as I have endeavored to do, he wl I I not al low any one 
person to use him for his own personal glorification. 

After helplng Mr. Peterson out upon this quarry In 1905 
when the season was almost closed, with nothing to show for 
his summer's work, they planned to have me go back wfth 
Peterson Jn 1906 and do al I the hard labor whlle he acted the 
role of gentleman. It was only when I threatened to throw up 
my position that they agreed to allow me to work the quarry 
alone and unmolested. Material that I worked so hard to 
collect and work out In the laboratory has been put away whl le 
other material more recently worked out has been mounted and 
put upon exhibition. 

No, Mr. Stewart, Peterson has preached, written, and 
boasted o·f Agate quarry to Dr. Holland untl I he persuaded him 
to send old Bl I I out to do the hard dirty work. and he to 
fol low a couple of months later. Or. Ho! land has not kept his 
word or promises with me since the death of Mr. Hatcher, and I 
have lost al I respect for him. He promised me most faithfully 
to al low me to continue work upon dinosaurs, both In the f leld 
and laboratory, and we know how wel I he has kept his word. 
Again the ltfe of a collector Is hel I, without belng subject 
to restrlctfons from such bombastic windbags as J. H. Cook. 
When I have to get down and •toady' to each and every whim of 
such damn fools as he. It rs trme to step down and out. Mr. 
Stewart, I sincerely regret that this should occur under your 
administration, as I should be more than pleased to give Or. 
Holland just a few parting words •••• ~ 

And so Utterback departed from the Agate scene. From today's point 
of vfew, the lack of any f leld notes, or maps of his effort of 1906, 
remains an unfortunate consequence of his assignment to a task In 
which he had no strong Interest. Peterson was immediately detaf led 
to go to Agate to supervise the 1908 field work. This was to be the 
major season of f feld excavation; one has to respect Peterson's 
abllltles when, In retrospect, we see what he accomplished. 
Peterson entered the f leld without opportunity for thorough 
preparation In May 1908, and from the start, had to surmount 
unexpected problems. However, as this report later fndlcates, this 
field season eventually proved to be the most successful for the 
CarnegTe Museum at Agate. The largest col lectlon of fossl Is of any 
prTor f leld season was secured by Peterson rn 1908. In the latter 
part of May, Peterson wrote Stewart at the museum of his 
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dlfffcultfes: · 

"Since writing you [on May 12th] I have discovered that 
Utterback bought a balky team which Is absolutely useless for 
our purposes and must be gotten rid of In some manner •••• I 
f Ind that horses are very expensive Jn this part of the 
country on account of the great Influx of new settlers. 
$300.00 rs a common prtce for a faf rly good team. 

I thought I had al I the arrangements completed wtth Mr. 
Cook as we both went over the ground together which was my 
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f lrst move after I arrived here. Now I f Ind ~hat after buying 
the posts for the horse pasture, and part of the lumber for a 
shanty which I expected to buf Id tn order to be more 
conveniently situated to our work, I had to abandon both since 
Mr. Cook apparently changed his mtnd In the deslgnatron of the 
ground for the pasture, which I regard as Inadequate as there 
wl I I not, In my Judgement, be feed enough for our stock during 
the summer and consequently a useless expense. I also now 
f Ind that he wants me to but Id the shanty on our 40 of the 
section of land recently taken by his friend which would 
necessitate the carrying of water a long distance from the 
river or digging a wel I. I got disgusted as I am not In the 
line of making Improvements on other peopies' claims. I have 
made satisfactory arrangements with a party CMr. ·Harris) and 
am now camped comfortably [at the T4 Ranch] ••• about a mt le 
and a quarter from the quarry. I told Mr. Cook that this move 
on my part Ts only temporary as Dr. Holland and himself can 
take up the matter of greater expenditures Jn connection with 
this quarry when he returns from Europe. This seems to 
satisfy him and ( wl l I be In shape to start operations In the 
quarry on next Monday. 

I begln to get quite 
was here to carry out hf s 
apparently discussed •• ~. 
interests of the museum." 

Carnegie Quarry l 

out of patience and wish Or. Ho(land 
great plans which he and Cook 
WI I I do the best I can for the 

By June 1st, Peterson's men had reopened Quarry t (Figs. 3.23, 
3.24). By the end of the 1908 fleld season, the quarry reached 120 
feet In length, 15-25 feet In wldth (Figs. 3.25-3.27). The quarry 
was extended In both directions (see Map 0), as described by 
Peterson to Stewart: 

"We have started cuts on both. sides of the old quarry No. 
!, where the best material was obtained, and are plugging away 
the best we can wfth the present force. I am tn hopes we may 
be able to get down to the bone-stratum In a week or ten days. 
If we f fnd bones as abundant as In the old cut we wl I I be 
quite busy for a time taking out bones, but If the bones are 
scattered and we are obi tged to cut further fnto the hi II In 
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the old cut, we have a proposition whfch r~quf res more men and 
greater expense, or a long Job with small result wtth the 
present force •••• I understand that the Am. Museum outfit are 
still campfng at Cooks and apparently doing nothing, whtch ls 
qutte amuslng and quite curtous to me." 

Peterson's letter to Stewart from the fteld on June 7, t908, ts his 
last of which we have a record for the fJeld season. He contlnues 
to discuss his problems wt th Holland: 

n1 am naturally very sorry that Dr. Holland Ctf you have 
the funds to do tt with) does not see the Importance of 
gettlng through with this work here this year. I, somehow, 
thlnk that we wf I I not work here another season unless greater 
concessions are given to parties who own the land. Personally 
I do not care now, rt Hof land sees fJt for me to have one man 
or more, the result wf I I of course be accordfngly. By havtng 
two or three men, as has been decided, ft f s naturally less 
for me to manage, and really It Is more expensive fn the end, 
for the museum. It was the Interest of the Institution I had 
in mind when I proposed to get enough help here this year to 
make a thorough overhauling of these bone hf I Is. 

If you care you may tel I Dr. Holland that I have opened a 
section on each side of the old quarry No. 1 and wf I I be In 
shape to report on what success we have Jn f lndlng matertal 
here In the near future." 

Peterson was aware that thfs mfght be the last season for the museum 
fn the fr quarry at Carnegie HJ I I. His prophetic remark seems to 
show hfs sense of the problems that beset Holland In his deallngs 
wfth Cook. Indeed, the quarrylng of 1908 was the last major 
excavation by the Carnegie Museum Jn the main hi I Is. Perhaps only 
another tleld paleontologJst can comprehend Peterson's trlals 
throughout this period from his discovery of the quarries In 1904 to 
his departure from Quarry 1 fn 1908. Continua I ly pressed by Holland 
since Hatcher's death, capable yet not permitted to run the 
operation as he saw flt, his frustrations must at times have seemed 
unbearable. Yet as a measure of the man, tn the years to come, he 
produced the most comprehensive and numerous accounts of the Agate 
mammals which today are the major reference sources on the quarries 
and fauna (Peterson, 1906, 1907, 1909, 1910, 1920). 

The 1908 work Tn Quarry 1 was mapped by Peterson, and pub I I shed 
In his monograph on the entelodont Dlnohyus Tn 1909. Thls map 
(Peterson, 1909, Pl. 54) has been modt~led for this report, based on 
lnformatlon In field labels and box lists, and ls the base for Map D 
which shows the sequence of excavations by Carnegie Museum parties 
In Quarry 1 from 1904 to 1908. Using these same Carnegie Museum 
box lists and field labels, lt Is also posslble to assemble a 
diagram <Map E) showing the principal types of mammals found ln 
various areas of Quarry 1 from 1904 - 1908. Map E has been complied 
by first examlnlng the box llst of fossi Is for a given year. The 
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Fig. 3.23. O.A. Peterson {far left) and hts men In 
1908 at Carnegie Quarry 1 on Carnegie HT I I (photograph 
by E.H. Barbour). Note section numbers on the quarry 
wa I I • 
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Fig. 3.24. Peterson and his men at work in 1908 In the 
north half of Carnegte Quarry 1 (Peterson ls at far 
left seated by box) • 
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Fig. 3.25. Comparf son of the restricted extent CB) of 
Carnegie Quarry 1 as photographed In 1907 by Albert 
Thomson wtth the enlarged Carnegfe Museum excavation of 
1908 CA) under Peterson's direction. The quarry was 
extended to both northwest and southeast In 1908, the 
f tnal season of excavatlon by the Carnegle men at 
Carnegie Hi I I • 
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Fig. 3.26. Carnegie Quarry 1 (Southwest Excavation) In 
1907 prior to Its extension the fol lowing year by the 
Carnegie field party. This photograph by·Albert 
Thomson shows the south end of the quarry that produ~ed 
a large cha I !cothere CCM1604>. on which Ho I land and 
Peterson (1914) based their chaltcothere monograph. 
The large wood box (also in Figs. 3.258, 3.27) to the 
left marks the north end of the quarry, stl I I a smal I 
excavation In 1907 • 
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Fig. 3.27. Carnegie Quarry t (Southwest Excavation) In 
1907 prior to Its extension the fol I owing year by the 
Carnegie f leld party. Section numbers on ·the quarry 
wal I al low this photograph to be compared with 
Peterson's quarry maps (see s~ctlon numbers on Maps D,E 
In this report). Wood box at left marks the north end 
of the quarry • 
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ltst customarl ly gives the f!eld block numbers shipped In each box, 
and also often lists the contents of each block Ce.g., Peterson's 
handwrttten notes of 1908 read "Bx. 8 -- Blk. 7 contains Dlcerathere 
[=Menoceras] bones almost exclusively."> Because Peterson mapped 
the location of Carnegie blocks collected from 1904 to 1908 on his 
map of 1909, It Is posstble to accurately locate the contents of 
many blocks In the quarry. By this method, the mammal content of 81 
of 106 blocks could be reasonably determlned. From this pattern 
(Map E), It has been posstble to reconstruct the distribution of 
mammal bones In the quarry. 

Three principal kinds of mammals are present In Quarry 1: 
Menoceras, Dlnohyus, Moropus. The central part of the quarry CMap 
E, Sections 7-16) Is almost entirely dominated by blocks containing 
the rhinoceros Menoceras. Occasional bones of other mammals occur; 
for example, a rostrum and parttal lower Jaw of a Juventle DJnobyus 
CCM 2137, 2137A) are found among rhinoceros bones In Section 12, and 
other scattered entelodont bones are noted by Peterson, but the bulk 
of the material Is clearly the smal I rhinoceros. From Sections 14 
and 15 comes the large exhibit slab <Block 70), weighing nearly two 
tons, removed Intact to the Carnegie Museum in 1908, which contains 
almost nothing but Meooceras bones (Peterson, 1923). 

Whereas the central part of Quarry 1 contained mostly 
rhinoceros, the areas to the northwest and southeast of center 
produced rhinoceros mixed with bones of cha I lcothere and entelodont. 
In Map E, the northwest end of the quarry Included Isolated bones of 
entelodont and cha I lcothere scattered among the more abundant 
rhinoceros elements <Sections 17-21>. 

Toward the southeast end of the quarry In Sections 1-6, the 
bones of Menoceras are abundant. In fact, here Peterson reported 
the discovery of his best rhinoceros skeletal mater I al. But tn 
addition, nearly complete skeletons of a large cha I lcothere CCM 
1604) and an entelodont CCM 1594) were found. The discovery of both 
skeletons Is discussed In Holland and Petersonts (1914> monograph on 
the challcotheres of Agate: CM 1604 was almost entirely excavated by 
Utterback In 1906 but the skul I dfd not turn up untl I 1908 when 
Peterson's party located It, completfng the skeleton; the large 
entelodont was the animal unfortunately damaged by Cook's zeal In 
1904 whl le exploring the newly discovered site prior to Peterson's 
return to Agate. 

Most strfklng about these two skeletons Is that (1) they are 
both partially articulated and almost complete; C2) only one animal 
of each kind seems to have been present in this part of the quarry 
(however, rare scattered challcothere and entelodont bones occur); 
C3) some bones of each animal seem to have been transported from 
west to east before final burlal. The pelvfs and hind limbs of the 
challcothere were found fn Sections 5-6 where the bones appear to 
tral I off to the east (Map E): both hind legs are directed toward 
the east, and 1-2 feet directly east of the distal end of these I lmb 
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bones are scattered foot bones. Ten feet east of these foot bones 
Is the remainder of the skeleton Including the skul t, Jaws, 
forelimb, ribs, and vertebrae. With regard to the entelodont, some 
bones appear to have been transported a short dJstance eastward from 
the main part of the skeleton. 

Througnout Quarry t, scattered, Isolated, and often fragmented 
bones of other kinds of mammals Cequld, camel ids, oreodont, large 
dfcerathere rhfnoceros, carnivore, bird, turtle) were found 
<Appendix F>, and are lndfcated on Map E when their locatlon ls 
known. The actual number of these bones ls probably greater than 
lndfcated In this survey. Such bones might often have been 
overlooked, especfally since they are usually smaJI, broken, and 
often worn, and many of the f Jeld men unexperlenced. 

It was poss.Jble to lndlcate skul Is of Menoceras found In 
Sections 1 to 10 on Map E, because Peterson often noted the number 
of skul Is Jn a block, and also mapped a number of skul Is In his 
quarry dJagram. Map E does not show al I rhino skul Is found by 
Peterson and his men In the quarry, but does provfde an Idea of 
thef r dlstrTbution In the southeast half of the quarry where the 
best data are aval lab le. Here the rhinoceros skul Is are widely 
scattered throughout the area, and are not concentrated Jn one or a 
few places. In the southeast half of the quarry CSectlons 1-9, 1A, 
2A), where the most complete count was made, the locatlon of 51 
Menoceras skul Is can be conf lrmed. Fifteen additional Menoceras 
skul Is can be located In the quarry's northwestern half (Sections 
10-21), where the total count wl I I probably never be known slnce a 
number of skul Is went unrecorded In this part of the quarry. One 
then might estimate that about 75 to 100 Menoceras skul Is were 
present In Carnegie Quarry 1 In the excavated area worked from 1904 
through 1908. In 1920, Peterson would place the count at about 200. 

Carnegie Museum f le!d records also document the occurrence 
In Quarry 1 of occasional partially articulated skeletons of 
Menoceras. These Include a series of vertebrae, a partial limb, 
lower jaws with a string of vertebrae, a partial foot. Partial 
articulations are probably more common In the quarry than realized, 
since the col rectors comment that such articulations often are first 
noticed when a block of fossl Is Is brought to the laboratory and 
prepared. 

The fossl Is removed from Quarry 1 Jn 1908 are maintained by the 
Carnegie Museum, Pittsburgh. Many fossl Is from the excavation were 
used as exchange specimens by the muse~m, going to other academic 
lnstltutTons In North America and Europe. In addition, Peterson's 
preparation notes show that some blocks were prepared by local 
schoolchildren and many bones destroyed or lost. At this time, much 
of the material was regarded as dup! lcate stock-In-trade, and not as 
a population sample of an extinct rhinoceros. 

Photographs of Carnegle Quarry 1 as It existed durTng the 1908 



• 

• 

• 

93 

f leld season are few. Peterson left none In the Carnegie Museum 
archtves; a few negatives may show the 1908 work, but lack def tnlte 
Identification, and cannot be certainly attributed to this year. 
Fortunately, E. H. Barbour photographed both the excavation and 
Peterson's party (figs. 3.23, 3.24, 3.25A). The condition of the 
Carnegie quarry at the start of the 1908 f leld season can be seen In 
photographs taken by Bl I I Thomson In 1907; these show the dormant 
Carnegie site during the 1907 season prior to the resumption ~f work 
In 1906. Thomson's plctu~es Indicate that the quarry In 1907 
Included only Sections 1 to 9 and was not a large cut (Fig. 3.258, 
Maps D, E>. Section numbers marked on the quarry wal Is are legible 
In the photographs. So we can be certain that the northwestern half 
of the quarry (Sections 10-21> was first developed In 1908, as were 
the extreme southeastern sections designated 1A, ZA Cup to 4A). 

In summarizing the field work of 1908, Peterson wrote In his 
annual report that "In the beginning of the month of May, I was 
detat led to take charge of the f leld expedition which had been sent 
to the Agate Spring Fosstl Quarries •••• The work rn these quarries 
was carried on very nearly the entire season. The material secured 
Is for the most part [Menoceras] cooki~ although much important 
mater I al of Dioobyus ho! land I and Moropus elntus was also secured In 
quarry No. ·1. Slxty boxes of material were collected from this 
quarry." 

Before returning to Pittsburgh~ Peterson excavated briefly rn 
Stenomylus Quarry, discovered In 1907 by Loom Ts of Amherst College, 
about 1 3/4 ml le east and slfghtly south of the main Agate hi I Is. 
Durlng the 1908 f leld season, Lui I of Yale, Loomis of Amherst, and 
Thomson of the American Museum also worked the site. A dispute 
arose over Peterson's choice of a work area which, Thomson believed, 
Infringed on the American Museum quarry. Peterson felt that no 
breach of proper f leld procedure had taken place. He summarized his 
1908 work In the'quarry, "The last part of the season a new and 
Interesting quarry was opened In the general nefghborhood of the 
Agate Spring Quarries which yielded very fine material. Efght 
skeletons, more or less articulated, of a smal I species of camel 
were found. Many Tndlvlduals which were disarticulated were also 
secured from this quarry and al I the material was packed In ten 
boxes." Peterson would return In 1909 for a flnal period of work at 
Stenomylus Quarry, but the major excavations of the Carnegie Museum 
had come to a close, as Peterson himself had earl rer predicted. The 
star of the American Museum was now In Its ascendance. Osborn's 
tactful planning had fully supplanted Holland's more aggressive 
attempt to secure Agate for the Carnegie. Museum. 

Uniyersity Quarry 

Encouraged by the support of the Cook faml ly, Barbour worked 
his quarry In University HI I I In 1908~ his last major effort In the 
main Agate hi I Is CFlg. 3.28). Through financial backing of the 
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Ltncoln banker, Charles Morrt I I, the party left Lrncoln for 
Marsland, Nebraska, on June 30, 1908. Barbour's men tncluded J. A. 
Bumstead, Leigh Krake, Edwin Davis, and --- Van Orsdel (Fig. 3.29). 
The party began work at the quarry tn early July, dynamtttng the 
thtck rock overburden above the bone layer (Fig. 3.30). Results of 
the blastfng appear tn photographs dated July 14, so major 
excavation does not seem to have begun untr I mtd-July CF lg. 
3.31A,B>. Work In the quarry conttnued untl I the end of August: the 
closing of the quarry was photographed on August 28-29 CFlgs. 3.32, 
3.33), and other photographs show the crew at the slte as late as 
September 6. By the second week of September, the party had 
returned to Lincoln, taktng with them tour tons of matertal from the 
quarry. E. H. Barbour, usually Immaculately atttred In the formal 
dress of the day, appears In several rare photographs In fteld 
clothes CFTg. 3.34), Jabortng tn the quarry, and f leld records 
Indicate that many spectmens were personally worked out by hJm. 

Dimensions of the 1908 excavation are shown In Map I. In 1908, 
the University of Nebraska party extended their fnftfal excavatJon 
of 1906 lnto the hf I I by about 15 feet, wlth a north to south 
workfng length of 50 to 60 feet. The 1908 excavation was offset to 
the south relative to the 1906 quarry, so that the total north-south 
length of the two excavations on Map I measures 75 to 80 'feet. The 
Initial 1905 excavation by Pepperberg's crew was about 108 feet 
long, thus the quarry length In 1906-1908 appears to have narrowed 
In the north-south df rectlon. However, in 1905 Pepperberg apparently 
measured the length of the quarry p~ral lel to the sf de of the hi I I 
In a northwest-southeast dtrectlon. Today the present quarry Is 
almost exactly 108 feet long CMap A> when measured para I lei to the 
face of the hi I I, suggesting that Indeed Pepperberg did take his 
quarry length along a NW-SE transect (his quarry map does not gfve 
an oriented direction). If one measures length of the 
bone-producing area on Map H for the 1906-1908 excavations along a 
NW-SE transect approximately para I lei to the side of the hi I I, the 
quarry length would measure about 80 feet <Figs. 3.35, 3.36). 

Bone dlstrfbutlon Jn the quarry fs also shown on Map I, 
comp! led from Barbour's quarry diagrams. Because he mapped many 
lndivlduaf bones as we! I as blocks, rt rs poss Ible to obtain a 
reasonably accurate overview of bone dfstrfbutron. Here for the 
first time In any of the Agate quarries we can learn something of 
the channel topography and Its relationship to bone distribution and 
orientation. Bones from both 1906 and 1908 are best considered 
together. They occur tn two I fnear groups, a prfnclpal NW-SE 
aligned band of bones extending from Section 4 to 12, where rt Ts 
joined by a smaller N-S al Jgned band found fn Sectlons 6 to 11. The 
two bands appear to come together In Section 12 where they join to 
form a common stream of bone, passing to the southeast between two 
topographic highs within the channel. My field observations of the 
quarry Indicate that a NW to SE-trending channel ls tnclsed Into the 
Harrfson Fm. at this point on University HI I I. Bones that I have 
examined ln the University of Nebraska col factions from th ls deposit 
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are usually rounded and worn, evidence of f luvfal abrasfon. 

The bones taken from the quarry In 1905 were not uniformly 
distributed over the excavated surface, but rather were concentrated 
toward the north end of the site. Pepperberg recorded ln his field 
diary on August 8th that nsteck and Jack run out of bones -- find a 
few more by strippfng through hard stone." In Figure 3.6, 
Steckelberg and Jack Ml Iler worked the south end of the quarry where 
we now see from the pattern of bone distribution (Map I) that the 
margin of the channel should be fo~nd. Bones fn 1905 should have 
been concentrated In Sections 1-8 at the north end of the site where 
the NW-SE trending bone stream emerges from the side of University 
Hi I I. This was the area worked by Lee and Pepperberg, and Indeed 
these men found the densest bone concentrations and the deepest bone 
pockets (Figs. 3.5, 3.6}. So the 1905 excavation results are ln 
accord with the bone pattern mapped In 1906 - 1908. 

University Quarry tapped an ancfent stream channel accumulation 
of bones burled rn f lne grained sandstone. The bones show abundant 
evidence of f luvtal abrasion, and gnawing and breakage by 
predators/scavengers. Bones demonstrate preferred al lgnments wlthln 
the channel (Appendix G). These orientations were the result of 
stream currents of sufficient energy to allgn some of the larger 
bones known from the site (e.g., ltmb elements of cha I fcotheres} • 
Here ln this quarry the fossf Is cannot be exclusively the product of 
a catastrophic event, instantaneously preserved In a mass grave of 
sandstone. The University Quarry bone bed Is unequivocally the 
result of events of longer duration, Involving skeletal 
dfsart!culatJon, scavenging, weathering, and transport, which sort 
and process bones over a period of ttme <Fig. 3.37>. 

Just as Jn the other quarries In the main hf I Is, the smal I 
rhfnoceros CMenoceras), chalfcothere CMoropus), and entelodont 
CDjnobyus) are the most common mammals found at University Quarry. 
Map I indicates that the western portion of the quarry excavated In 
1906 produced prlmarr ly rhinoceros and cha I lcothere. These bones 
make up the NW-SE trendlng bone stream mentioned earl fer. A few 
Isolated entelodont bones were found In this part of the quarry, but 
they are rare. However, the eastern portion of the quarry excavated 
In 1908 fncluded, In addition to rhinoceros and challcothere, many 
bones of entelodont. Some of these entelodont bones are scattered 
within the N-S trending bone stream of Sections 6-11, but most bones 
are concentrated fn the channel between the two topographic highs at 
the southeast corner of the quarry (Sections 12-15). Much of this 
mass of entelodont bone belongs to a single large lndlvldual CUNSM 
1150, UNSM field 125-20-7-08), today the best preserved skeleton of 
Dlnobyus known CFlg. 3.38). No articulated or seml-artlculated 
mammals were found ln the quarry except for the large entelodont. 
Parts of skeletons occur Jn which a few bones are In llfe 
relatfonshfp, Indicating I lgament and other connective tissue held 
them together, but these are not common. 
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Other mammals are as scarce at University Quarry as In the 
quarries on Carnegie Hf I I. Rare and often worn bona fragments of 
equfds, camel, and carnivores have been found. Carnivore remains 
are chiefly Isolated bones of beardogs CAmphlcyonldae); two of the 
f I rst bones found at Un Ivers I ty HI t I In t 904 by Peterson when he 
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f lrst explored the hi I Is belonged to the beardogs paphoenodon and 
Ysengrlnia (Hunt, 1972). Two bones of the hind foot of the 
prtmttlve dfglttgrade ursld Cephalogale have also been discovered 
among fossl Is collected at Unfverslty Quarry. These few carnivore 
fragments occur In University Quarry In about the proportion one 
would expect If the ratio of carnivore to herbivore bones were to 
approximate the carnivore/herbivore ratio In modern mammal faunas. 
These are the fragmentary remains of carnivores that, through normal 
attrltlonal processes, have worked their way Into the University 
Hiii channel. 

Six bone slabs were removed from the site In 1906-1908. Slabs 
I and I I were discussed earl ler as part of the 1906 work. Slabs I I I 
through VI were collected In 1908. The largest of these was Slab 
II I, about 4 by 6.5 feet, whlch was destroyed In a museum fire on 
March 6, 1912. Bone density In Slab I I I ranges from 15 to 25 
bones/square foot <seep. 73), averaging about 17 bones/square foot. 
Figure 3.15 Is the only photograph of a slab from Unfverslty Quarry 
that has survived; this photograph confirms Barbour's cl aim that 
Slab II I Included the three common Agate mammals. Slab IV measured 
about 5.25 by 2 feet and contained mostly rhinoceros. Slab V 
survfves only as a sketch In Barbour's 1906-1908 fteld book where It 
comprises a mass of lntermrxed vertebrae, ribs, and a scapula -- on 
the basis of size and morphology, these appear to be prlmarJ ly 
Dloohyus bones belonging to the large skeleton rn Sections t2-t5. 
Slab VI also has not survived Intact: It Included many cha I lcothere 
bones, possibly some rhinoceros and entelodont; Barbour Indicates 
that this slab was taken from an area with much Moropus material. 

One of the classtc tales of Agate turns on the southernmost 
fosst Is diagrammed In the quarry In Sections 15-16. A large block 
labeled 'Slab Y' was removed by Hugh Gibb of Yale and taken to New 
Haven, where upon being prepared, It was found to contain the femur 

1and tibia of a large entelodont. The remainder of this skeleton 
CUNSM 1150) had gone to the Nebraska State Museum. The Yale team 
and the Nebraska men had each Inadvertently removed part of the same 
entelodont while working near each other to University Quarry. In 
November 1914, the limb and a few other bones were. returned to 
Llncoln, and the skeleton restored. 

The col lectton from Unfverstty Q~arry ts parttcularly Important 
tn reconstructing the orlgfn of the Agate bone bed because Barbour 
mapped the posttlon of many lndf vtdual bones, numbered them, and 
Indicated theJr orfentatton In the depostt. To this mapping, he 
added the topographic high points within the quarry which help to 
Interpret the pattern of bone distribution. We know that such 
topography existed In other quarries (North Excavation, Figs. 3.22, 
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Fig. 3.28. Bone diggers' camp north of the Agate hi I Is 
and Niobrara River Jn 1908# located near the present 
monument headquarters (view looking north>". FTeld 
partfes from Yale, Amherst, the American Museum, and 
the University of Nebraska were photographed here by 
Albert Thomson. The UnJverslty of Nebraska's tents are 
to the rlght of Utterback's 1906 wood shack, the Yale 
tents are Immediately in front of the shack. and 
Amherst's camp Is to the left. The 3 tents of the 
American Museum party are In the left foreground. Ht I l 
Tn center background ts easl ly recognized today as a 
landmark. 
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Fig. 3.29. University of Nebraska f leld crew of 1908: 
from left to right, front: Davis and Krake; rear: 
Bumstead and Van Orsdel. Section numbers ·a-10 appear 
on University Quarry wal I behind the men • 
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Fig. 3.30. Blasttng tn University Quarry rn 1908 to 
remove rock overburden above the bone bed. In all 
quarries, blasting was preceded by drilling to place 
dynamrte charges which would displace rock but not 
damage the bone bed. To accompl lsh this, Agate f !eld 
crews became highly skl I led In drl I ling technique • 
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Fig. 3.31. CA> Orr 11 tng the rock overburden tn 
University Quarry prior to blasting In 1908, looking 
north. A 2-horse team and scraper slml lar to the one 
shown here were used In al I quarries to remove rock 
after blasting. When the scraper approached the bone 
bed, the men turned to hand tools to avoid damage to 
the bones; CB> Rock rubble resulting from blasting rn 
Unlversrty Quarry Jn July 1908 • 
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Fig. 3.32. {A) Closing of University Quarry In late 
August 1908~ with North Rfdge fn middle distance to 
northwest. Two rectangular bone slabs I I• on the 
quarry floor (center), ready for crating; (8) 
University Quarry in early SeP.tember 1908 at end of 
f feld season, looking northwest. Bone slabs and crated 
fossl Is were transported by team and wagon to the 
raf I road depot at Andrews, Nebraska. for shipment to 
Llncoln • 
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Fig. 3.33. West side of Untversrty Hi 11 In September 
1908, showing the extent of University Quarry at the 
close of excavation by the Unlverstty of Nebraska party 
under Barbour's direction. Today the quarry Is nearly 
ldentlcal Jn Its dimensions to the 1908 cut. Bones are 
found at the base of an fnclsed stream channel which 
can be seen In cross-section on the west face of the 
hi I I. The horse and wagon mark about the deepest point 
in the channel, the base rising to the south (right> • 
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Fig. 3.34. Hugh GTbb Cleft) and E.H. Barbour (rfght) 
crosstng the log bridge over the Niobrara River between 
camp and the quarries In the main hi I Is, on August 24, 
1908 • 
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Ff g. 3.35. 
f feld work 

Unrverstty Quarry 
of 1908. 

from the south during the 
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Flg. 3.36. 
University 
was draped 

University Quarry under excavation by the 
of Nebraska party In August 1908. Scaffold 
with canvas to protect the men·trom the sun. 
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Fig. 3.37. Working floor of Unlverslty Quarry's south 
end Tn August 1908. showTng the level of the bone bed, 
and the area that produced the nearly com~lete 
entelodont skeleton (see Map I). Pelvis In foreground. 
other bones leading to skul I (25-V) In background, 
looklng north. The south end of the quarry was worked 
cooperatlvely by both Nebraska and Yale parties • 
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Fig. 3.38. Edwin Davis of the University of Nebraska 
working on the large block (25-V) contafnlng the skul I 
of the entelodont Dlnohyus at the south end of 
University Quarry fn August 1908. On exhibit today at 
the University of Nebraska State Museum, this specimen 
CUNSM 1150) ls the most complete and best preserved 
entelodont to come from the Agate quarries • 
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3.64; Southwest Excavation, American Museum cha I lcothere quarry, 
Fig. 3.67) on Carnegie HI I I, and so probably Is a common feature of 
the environment of deposition. In his discussion of the origin of 
the Agate bone bed fol lowing the 1908 field season, Peterson (1909, 
p. 75-76) set down his observations made at Unlverslty Quarry after 
the departure of the Nebraska workers. Barbour had mapped the 
location of topographic highs of reddish sandstone entirely lacking 
In fossl Is In plan view ln hls f leld notes, but never pub I I shed this 
Information. Peterson (1909, Fig. 28) did pub I !sh his observatlons 
of the same topographic highs mapped by Barbour, and presented this 
as a cross-section running para I lei to the long axis of University 
Quarry CF!g. 3.39). 

Peterson's cross-section (Fig. 3.39) establ I shes the val Jdlty 
of Barbour's map CMap I), and together the map and figure provide a 
very good reconstruction of the nature of the quarry floor. The 
fol lowfng points can be confirmed: Cl) the two topographic highs 
shown In Sections 11-12 and 14-15 of the quarry; (2) the presence 
of a major channel margin at the south end of the quarry where the 
bone layer ends Cthls prominent channel margin can be observed at 
University HI I I today, where It continues to rise to the south untl I 
the southern edge of the hi I I makes further observation Impossible); 
(3) the concentration of bones densely packed In narrow channels and 
localized pockets; (4) a maximum topographic relief of about 2-3 
feet between the base of the bone-f I I led channels and the top of 
adjacent intra-channel highs. 

Initially, Peterson C1906) bel leved that the Agate bone bed 
formed In a lacustrlne depositional environment, but In 1909 he 
argued for a stream setting for the bone bed, and his reasons flt 
wel I with the accumulated data of this study: 

"The origin of the deposit Jn which the fossl I bones of 
these quarries are found Is most likely a stream deposit. In 
support of this view may be cited the fact that the parting 
plane underneath the layer carrying the bones Is a few shades 
darker Jn color than the layer rtself, and the bones are often 
closely packed Jn lrregular channels and pockets, which vary 
In thickness from two or three to eighteen or twenty Inches (8 
to 50 cm.). The surfaces of the bones are sometimes highly 
polished and worn, and there are numerous fragments of bones 
which are worn down to the shape of a pebble. These 
conditions could have been brought about ~n no ·other way than 
by the action of water In motion. There was here most I Jkely 
a stream of considerable magnitude, Instead of a lake, as was 
suggested by the writer [rn 1906]. The fossf I-bearing bed has 
al I the appearance of a stream the bottom of which was covered 
by quick-sands. In the quarry located on University HI I I ••• 
there are distinct evidences of narrow and rather shallow 
channels, which were separated by sandbars of greater or 
lesser dfmenslons. The bone layer of this quarry Is thus 
Irregularly separated, although conf lned to one general level 
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throughout portfons of the base of the hl1 I." 

The observations made by Barbour and Peterson at Unlverstty 
HI I I clearly define the nature of the surface on which the bones 
were deposited. A prfmary stream channel possessed a floor cut by 
smaller Irregular lfnear subchannels which often fl lled wlth bone 
debris. The bone-ff I led grooves are independently confirmed by 
Pepperberg's mapping fn the quarry CFlg. 3.6C) Jn 1905. At Carnegie 
Ht I I, photographs of the North Excavation and the Southwest 
Excavation during work by the American Museum tn 1907 and 1920, 
respectively, also suggest such I I near grooves ft lied with mammal 
bone. But ft seems surprising that Peterson or Thomson did not map 
or better describe such features rn the quarries on Carnegie Hill. 

Fossf Is from Unrverstty Quarry are maintained In the 
col lectrons of the University Of Nebraska State Museum, Lf ncoln. 
Archives of the museum contain the f feld notebooks of E. H. Barbour 
(1906-1908} and L. J. Pepperberg (1905) which record the details of 
the excavations. 

Yale Un!yerstty Excayatlon 

In 1908, R. S. Lui I, Professor of Geology at Yale, and his head 
preparator, Hugh Gibb, Journeyed to Agate to take part fn the work · 
at the Agate hi I Is CFlg. 3.40). They left New Haven on June 12th to 
join F. B. Loomis and his party at Amherst, leavtng Amherst the 
same day by train on the trip west. On June 14th, they reached 
Lincoln and were met by Barbour who escorted the party through the 
State Museum, with Its Agate col lectlon. Lui I In hfs Journal 
remarks on the smaJ I protoceratld antelope Syndyoceras and Barbour's 
skul I of Mocopus from Unlverstty Quarry. About 11 PM Loomis and 
Lull left Lfncoln by trafn for western Nebraska, reaching the town 
of Crawford the next mornrng. Lui I recorded his lnltlal meeting 
with the Cooks on June 15th In Crawford: 

"Awoke In the western part of Nebraska on the high 
plafns, very few trees and ffne cattle. Should have reached 
Crawford about 8:30 AM but at Al I Janee one of the express cars 
ran two wheels of the forward truck off the track crackfng a 
wheel and necessitating the removal of the car which delayed 
us al I the more. Arrived fn Crawford. Went to the Gate City 
Hotel, a pretty poor place but the best In town. After dinner 
we ••• met Mr. Cook and Harold of the Agate Spring ranch. 
Loomis and I had a long talk with· Mr. Cook after supper. He 
showed us the df ff lcultles ln the way of our comfng to Agate 
Spring Barbour quarry but we hope It may be smoothed over." 

The next day Lui I traveled to Lusk, Wyoming, with the Amherst 
men and Harold Cook, Lui I develop Ing an fmmedfate llkJng for the 20 
year old rancher. On June 17th, operating as a joJnt Yale-Amherst 
party (figs. 3.41, 3.42>, Loomis and Lui I purchased an outfit from a 
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v./:<! F>illars cf pinkish sandstone absolutely barren of fossil• 

C) Hardt light colored concre.t\ons 

Fig. 3.39. O.A. Peterson's north-south cross-section 
of Unlversfty Quarry In 1908. showing the Irregular 
topography of the quarry floor; bones f JI I- the low 
areas. Note the channel margin rJsJng to the south, 
observable today on the west side of Untverstty HJ I l. 
Compare this cross-section with plan view of Map I • 
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ranch near town, and on their return to Lusk to shoe the horses, 
Lui I wrote: "They brought tn a murdered man who had Just been found 
about two ml !es out -- had been shot In the head. A lurid town." 
Leaving town the same day, the party traveled south from ranch to 
ranch, f lnal ly makrng their permanent camp at Muddy Creek In the 
Hartvf I le Upl tft. For about one month <June 19-July 13), the 
Yale-Amherst party collected fossl Is from the ArTkaree rocks of the 
Hartvr I le Up Ifft and the tableland to the east In Goshen and 
Niobrara counties In Wyoming. On July 13th, Lui I records the 
journey to Agate in his ffeld journal: 
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"We rose at f Ive, broke camp and pulled out at 7:15 AM on 
the long tral I to Agate •••• we progressed along the valley of 
the Rawhrde creek untl I we arrived at the Crawford [not the 
Nebraska town] ranch at noon, a distance of some 15 mt las. 
From there we drove due east across the rol I Ing praf rle 
covered with the finest cattle 010 brand, some 8000 of which 
belong to Crawford. We were to make Bush's ranch but the way 
was very long and about six we arrived at a dfsmantled 
wtndml I I where we camped. We had no drinking water but there 
was a muddy pond for the stock. I fired two shots at a great 
gray wolf but only to see him run." 

On July t4th, Lui I reaches Agate, and gains access to the bone 
hills: 

"We broke camp early ••• and very soon came to Bush's 
over the dtvfde. From here we drove for a way on the high 
plain but soon came to a draw down which we drove to the 
Niobrara River •••• We camped here for dfnner 1 then drove on 
to Cook's ranch •••• Mrs. Barbour and daughter were there but 
not the Messrs Cook •••• Dr. Barbour saw us for a moment as 
he was cal led east and offered us a share of his quarry beyond 
where his boys have strf pped.n 

Lui I recorded his Agate f leld work In a dally journal, and 
these entries show that the Yale party worked both on University 
HJ I I and at the Stenomylus Quarry of Amherst College. The complete 
text of the journal dlscussfng the work at Agate can be found rn the 
Peabody Museum archives, Yale Unfverslty, New Haven. Lui l's fleld 
journal remains the only written account of the Yale excavatlon at 
Agate tn 1908, and f s an entertatnfng, unpretentious, even humorous 
account, unusual In its candor for a field dfary of that time. 

On July 15th, the party dug some prospect holes at University 
Quarry but located no bones. The next d~y, Lui I and GJbb discovered 
that Barbour's bon~ layer contrnued Into their portion of the 
quarry. Blast1ng on July-17th removed much rock overburden from the 
srte. On July 18th, "by dint of strenuous efforts we cleaned up a 

• 

goodly portion of our area f lndlng protrudfng bone fn two places on 
the bone layer floor. Sent off one very eff (cfent 3 sttck blast so 
that we removed a huge heap of rock." Excavatfon on July 20th was 
not productive, only fragmented bone appearing. By July 22nd, the 
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working floor of the Yale quarry was cleared of the dynamited rock 
using horse and scraper: "After lunch we started to work and the 
first shovel stroke laid bare an upper Jaw of rhinoceros right under 
where our stone pi le [the dynamited rubble] had been. I then 
proceeded with care and laid bare the f lnest kind of a bone bed 
fairly teeming with bone." 

This concentration of bone was located at the south end of 
University Quarry, almost certainly restricted to Sections 15, 16, 
and 17. Possibly the work would have extended north as far as 
Sections 13-14 on the west side of the quarry, and as far south as 
Sections 18 to 20 (Peterson [1909, Fig. 28] Indicates that 
University Quarry Included 20 sections, each five feet long, whereas 
Barbour's field notes show only 16 sections, Including no record of 
the four southern Sections 17-20. Accordf ng to Peterson, Sections 
17-20 would have been largely barren of bone, so Barbour probably 
did not think It necessary to plot them.). The bone layer In 
Sections 16-17 depleted In Peterson's cross-section of University 
Quarry (Fig. 3.39) Is almost surely the area worked by Lui I and 
Gibb. 

The relationship of the Lui I-Gibb excavation to Barbour's 
detailed quarry map (Map I) was not recorded by either Barbour or 
Lui I. The best evidence as to the placement of the Yale excavation 
Is from three sources: Cl) Barbour's quarry map CMap I); (2) Lui l's 
Agate Journal of 1908; (3) Peterson's (1909) cross-section of 
University Quarry. Barbour's map shows that Yale worked at the 
south end of University Quarry because several slabs and other bones 
from the south end are listed In Barbour's notes as having been 
excavated by Gibb, and the division of the large entelodont occurred 
at the south end of the quarry In the same area. Lui l's Journal 
notes that the Yale men were to work fn the area "beyond where his 
boys have stripped"; In al I photographs of University Quarry, the 
north terminus Is the same -- a west-protruding mass of rock capped 
by hard calclum carbonate-cemented ledges. The only work area 
aval lab le to lull was at the south end of the quarry. Furthermore, 
the eventual playing out of the bones, mentioned by Lui I, Tndlcates 
that Lui I reached the channel margin where the bone bed ended. 
Finally, Peterson's cross-section plainly shows one wel I-defined 
lens of the bone layer in Sections 16-17 that Is not shown on 
Barbour's map of his excavation; this lens Is to the south of the 
area worked by Nebraska at the extreme southern end of the quarry. 
It Is the most probable site of Yale's effort. 

Bones of the smal I rhinoceros Menoceras and the cha I lcothere 
Moropus are reported by Lui I to have come from the excavatlon. Lui 1 
worked dally to expose and remove bones from July 23rd through 29th, 
noticing that many of the Menoceras bones belonged to Juvenl le 
Individuals. Part of the quarry floor was taken out as large 
blocks, the largest of which appears to be slab #77. Slab #77 
according to Lui I contained Juvenl le rhinoceros bones. A sketch of 
these blocks In position In the quarry was Included In Lui l's 
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Fig. 3.40. R.S. Lull Cleft) and Hugh Gfbb (rtght) 
outside their tents In the Niobrara valley at Agate In 
1908. The Yale men worked the south end of University 
Q u a r r y on Un I v er s 1 t y H I I I ~ b y t he l n v I tat r· o n o f E • H • 
Barbour and the Cook family • 
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Fig. 3.41. The Amherst College party of 1908: from 
left to right, Leonard, F.B. Loomrs, Blanchard, 
WI Its le, and Parmalee. The Amherst and Yale men worked 
together In southeast Wyoming prior to reaching Agate. 
At Agate, Tn 1908, Loomis and his men excavated 
Stenomylus Quarry, while Lui (and Gibb worked In both 
University Quarry and, for a short time, In Stenomylus 
Quarry at the Invitation of Loomis • 
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Fig. 3.42. The Amherst-Yale outf It at Agate tn 1908, 
with the Amherst field party In front of their wagon. 
F.B. Loomis, Amherst leader and paleontologist, Is at 
extreme right. Team and wagon were essential to the 
transport of fossl Is and sup~lles during the early 
years of excavatton at Agate • 
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Fig. 3.43. R.S. Lui I and Hugh Gibb depart Agate on 
August 28, 1908, ending the acttve work by Yale 
University In the main hi I ls • 
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account book but unfortunately the map Is not oriented to north, nor 
ls It shown In relationship to any feature ln the quarry. One large 
Agate block remains today In storage at the Yale Peabody Museum; It 
Includes almost exclusively bones of Juvenl le rhinoceros. This 
block contained on Its surface about 42 long bones of Menoceras 
Clncludlng tnnomrnates). Of these, 2 were adult with fused 
eplphyses, 32 were juvenr le without eplphyses, 8 could not be . 
determined. When I studied this slab at Yale In 1983, no f leld or 
catalogue number could be assfgned to It, however It seems probable 
that It Is 177 on the basis of Lui I's f leld descrTptTon. 

On July 30th, Lui I's luck came to an end: "A rather 
disappointing day In the quarry as the pocket seems to be running 
out, our splendf d display of yesterday ceasing utterly. We cinched, 
tied up smal I pieces, and I drew a map of the quarry In order to 
help locate our blocks at home." During the next few days no new 
bone concentration came to light, thus on August 2nd, lull went with 

.Bf I I Thomson and F. B. Loomis to look for a good prospect at the 
Stenomylus Quarry. On August 5th, Lui I and Gibb worked their newly 
assigned area at Stenomylus Quarry. However, the evening of the 
same day, Barbour approached Lui I, who recorded the discussion In 
his journal:· "In the evening we had a talk with Barbour who wants 
us to take another slice of his quarry toward where they are 
working, ke,plng al1 bone except such as may belong to the Dlnohyus 
skeleton - a business proposition. f have decfded to let GTbb 
return there tomorrow whf le I keep on with the camel prospect." 
This note exp I a Ins the appearance of Gibb's name as a collector Jn 
Barbour's 1908 f leld I 1st of specfmens. Gibb apparently collected 
In Sections 14-15 near the east wal I of the quarry In the area where 
the large Djnohyus was scattered. 

Lui I continued In the camel quarry untl I August 18th, and Gibb 
f lnlshed his work at University Quarry at about the same tfme. 
Remaining time was spent bul Id Ing and packing boxes to shfp their 
fossl Is, and to collect some of the hel Teal rodent burrow fl I Is 
car led devil's corkscrews. On August 28th, Lull and Gibb left Agate 
(Fig. 3.43), camping that evening at Andrews. The next day they 
traveled to Lusk to retrleve belongfngs from earl fer In the summer, 
and that afternoon began the journey to New Haven. 

Foss! I mammals col fected by Lui I and Gibb are preserved fn the 
Yale Peabody Museum. Most bones have been prepared and removed from 
the f leld blocks. The largest remaining blo~k Is the slab bel feved 
to be #77. It measures about 4 by 8 feet, a~d contains ~wo 
associated pairs of juvenr le Menoceras lo·~er Jaws, two Isolated 
Juvenf le Menoceras lower Jaws, a palr of adult Moropus lower Jaws 
and a damaged palate. Scattered around these jaws on the surface of 
the block are ribs, vertebrae, podlals, metapodlals, limb bones, 

• 
phalanges, and sesamolds. If the slab Is representative, then the 
bone assemblage Is not far removed from the orlglnal skeletons, but 
Is fully disarticulated, and locally distributed. At least four 
Juvenile Menoceras can be confirmed on the basrs of lower Jaws, 
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correspond Ing to Lu I I's Journa I where In many juven 11 e rh t noceros 
were excavated. A count of al I Menoceras I lmb bones and metapodlals 
(Including lnnomlnates) on the slab shows that most are devoid of 
eplphyses. There are no obvious associations of skeletal parts 
other than the above pairs of lower Jaws. Many adult bones belong 
to cha I lcothere. 

Packing of bones on the slab Is not dense, but scattered In a 
fashion similar to Barbour's slabs from University Quarry. Steep 
Incl !nations of bones are uncommon, most bones I letng without any 
apparent lncllnatlon. Fragmented parts of skeletons occur: a 
glenold region of a skull, a partial baslcranlum, part of an 
lnnomlnate, broken long bones. Abrasion of some bone surfaces seems 
slight Clevel 1), but a number of elements show level 2 abrasion 
Cati as, astragalus). 

Much of the remaining Agate materlal stored In the Yale 
collection Is Menoceras, and some bones remain tn block or In parts 
of the original block. This material Is not densely packed In the 
blocks of matrix that have survived, but Is scattered (e.g., blocks 
78, 98A, 177, 178, 189, 191). A smal I block marked 13033,, Box 17, 
contains scattered elements Indicating In many cases level 2 
abrasion, and two bones attain level 3. Block 177 also has much 
broken and abraded bone includlng a juvenile Menoceras maxilla and a 
cha I lcothere proximal phalanx which show level 2 abrasion. Among 
the Yale fossl Is, many hlghly abraded bone fragments of smal I size 
occur. In summary, relatlve to the American Museum cha I lcothere 
quarry sample, the material excavated by Lui I and Gibb from 
University Quarry Is very scattered and much abraded, with level 2 
a bras I on not at a I I uncommon. In this respect, the Ya I e fess I Is are 
most I ike Barbour's fossl Is, Indicating that scattered and worn 
skeletal parts are the rule In University Quarry. 

The only mammal other than the smal I rhinoceros, chal lcothere, 
and entelodont In the Yale Agate sample that I observed In 1983 was 
in block 108. Block 108 has only scattered bones In matrix, and 
Includes a smal I proximal phalanx of a carnivore, the size of a 
small canld, Isolated on the block's surface. 

With the departure at the end of the f leld season of Yale, 
Amherst, the Carnegie and American museums, and the University of 
Nebraska, an lnltlal phase In the explo~atlon and development of the 
Agate quarries ended. The volume of fess! I material secured by 
these Institutions was sufficient to satisfy their Immediate goals 
(Fig. 3.44). Yale, Amherst, and Carnegie did no further 
concentrated excavation In the Agate quarries. Osborn of the 
American Museum quietly cultivated the Cook faml ly, offering Harold 
an opportunity to study paleontology In New York In the fall of 
1908. Osborn knew that the American Museum lacked a rich sample of 
the Agate mammals which already had been obtained by Nebraska and 
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Fig. 3.44. Numerous heavy slabs from the bone bed and 
boxes packed with bones were hauled from the quarries 
by horse and wagon during the major excavations of 
1905-1906 at the main Agate hi I Is, then transported· to 
the ral !road at Andrews or Marsland, and shipped east • 



• CarnegJe personnel. His patience fn planning for the rfght moment 
to begin the work was to pay substantfal dividends. 

The year 1908 marked the end of the hegemony of the Carnegie 
Museum In the main hi I ls. Hof land In hTs annual report of 1909 
concluded the Carnegfe role wfth these remarks: 

"[Carnegie Quarry t], located upon government land, but 
which last spring was entered upon by Mr. James H. Cook, has 
ylelde9 us [lately] very little beyond what we already 
possessed In abundance. The fossl Is contained In rt seem to 
represent principally species of which we now possess an 
abundant material, and It has seemed therefore wise ••• to 
order the discontinuance of work at this particular point. 
While no doubt others who come after us may obtain much 
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excel lent materfal from this remarkably rich deposit, we have 
reached the conclusion that It Is more to the prof It of the 
Museum to abandon work there than to continue It. The anlmal 
which Is most frequently encountered In this quarry Is a 
specJes of smal I rhinoceros of which we already possess 
portions of some two hundred and f lfty skeletons, and It does 
not appear desirable to add to their number." 

• 
With the Carnegie group removed from active excavation In the 

quarrtes, there was to be little future competition for the fossl I 
resources. Two f leld seasons were to pass before major excavations 
would be developed In the main hills again. 

3.2. 1909-1910: Interlude 

little paleontologlcal work occurred at Agate In 1909, and none 
took place In 1910. Peterson returned In the summer of 1909 to 
continue his work at Stenomylus Quarry begun in 1908. To the 8 
Stenomylus skeletons collected In 1908, he added complete or partfal 
skeletons of an additional 19 Individuals. Ironically, Peterson's 
work In the camel quarry prompted the Ire of Osborn In much the same 
way that Holland had been disturbed by the American Museum work on 
Carneg I e Hi 11. In October 1908, Osborn wrote James Cook: 

"You must have been surprised to hear from Mr. Thomson 
that Mr. Peterson started to do stripping of the Stenomylus 
quarry of the American Museum without asking our leave. This 
was pointed out to us by Harold, an9 after the stand taken by 
the Carnegie Museum I am surprised that they should have come 
Into our territory this way. I have written Peterson a very 
ml Id letter In the matter." 

October 6, 1908, Osborn's letter reached Peterson: 

"Thomson has referred to me your desire to work In our 
Stenomylus quarry. regr,et that I cannot extend permission 
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for this work. I should I Ike to do ft for you personally, as 
you know, but we shall certafnly continue excavations fn this 
quarry next season and clean It up thoroughly ourselves. We 
shal I then be In a position to make an exchange with the 
Carnegie Museum and other museums." 

Peterson replied In his own defense on October 13th: 

"Regarding my being represented as desiring to work In 
your Stenomylus quarry, I regard as either a misunderstanding 
or a misrepresentation. The point Is this: On leaving the 
quarry your men have not given any evldence {which ls of 
utmost Importance when more than one party Is working the same 
fleld) of ever expectlng to work the place again. During my 
absence of three or four days, I ordered my men to open the 
west face of the hi I I f fve or six feet further back, rn order 
to ascertain whether or not there Is more material In that 
portion of the hi 11. The boys went farther north, or, In on 
what Mr. Thomson claims, not having anything to guide them by; 
In fact I was myself Ignorant of the boundary of your clalm 
untl I Thomson spoke to me the evening they passed our camp. 
expressed my sorrow to Thomson that the boys had gone too far 
north and also told him that since so much work had been done 
by my men I would I Ike to go down to the bone layer and take 
out any specimens which might be found rn the cut I had 
started, If It was not objectionable. But not to continue to 
work in your quarry after I found out that you Intended to 
work there again. 

"As a matter of fact, It Is through my courtesy that your 
party was able to open that portion of the hi I I. Prof. Loomis 
told me to excavate anywhere I pleased after he and Prof. Lui I 
got through. loomfs said I was the f frst party to ask him for 
permission. I, nevertheless, took the precaution to also ask 
Prof. lull If I could continue the excavation when he got 
through, to which he agreed. 

"I have now opened the west face of the hi I I southward 
from a certain large rock, which Thomson later claimed as your 
I ine, and find that I am not able to finish taking out 
materfal thrs fall. I have consequently caused the property 
to be fenced with barbwire and have also erected proper 
signboards to indicate our Intention of working here another 
season." 

Osborn apparently asked for W. D. Matthew's opinion of 
Peterson's reply, for a memo rnitialed by Matthew vigorously defends 
the American Museum position Jn the matter: 

"This Impresses me as a pretty poor defence. It seems a 
pity under the circumstances that Peterson hasn't the grace to 
apologize and close the Incident. He practically admits al J 

that Thomson has comptarned of -- and his sole defence rs {t) 

That Loomis spoke to him' <or he to Loomis) before he spoke to 
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us about the quarry. This ts quite true, but Loomts did not 
give or Intend to give him any exclusive rights, and as soon 
as others asked him he lald out certain sections for each 
museum to work fn -- al I th Is bef lore he stopped his own work. 
Peterson started work after Loomis f lnfshed, found his own 
section rather unprofitable, and occupied Lull's sectlon by 
permlssfon. Ffndlng that unprof ltable, he occupied Thomson's 
section without permission and whl le our party was sti 11 In 
the country, the season not ended and our boxes str 11 In the 
quarry. It is perfect nonsense to talk about our being In the 
hi I I by h..Ls. courtesy. He had no prior rights to us 
whatsoever. (2) That we did not post the quarry. It has 
never been done in any fossl I quarry, as far as I know. The 
Agate Spring quarry was never posted. Would Peterson have 
thought that·we had a right at any time when he had finished 
cleaning up a cut, to go into his quarry If he left It for a 
few days without asking him whether he intended to continue 
work? (3) That he did not know the boundary stone, 
'subsequently claimed as limit by Thomson'. If he did not, he 
assuredly ought to have done so. The stone was n.o..1 
subsequently claimed but laid out by Loomis, and wel I known to 
all concerned. The real rights of course belong to the 
discoverer, old Cook, but Harold acquiesced rn Loomis's 
division as a fair and decent arrangement. if Peterson 
acknowledged and regretted his mistake, I should wish to see 
the matter kept to ourselves and forgotten. It wl I I not help 
his reputation to have the facts known outside." 

To a photograph of the Stenomylus Quarry, which showed the Amherst, 
Yale, and American Museum cuts, Matthew appended the fol lowing note: 

"Peterson's cut In our quarry was directly back of the 
large block In the centre of the photograph •••• It was ruu 
over at the edge next· to Lull 's opening, and his claim that 
the men 'encroached' on our quarry unknown to him ls quite 
impossible. They opened a new cut Jn the middle of our 
quarry. 

Matthew's righteous Indignation, Osborn's patrician certitude Jn 
f lrmly excluding Peterson from the quarry, Holland's general fat lure 
to support his man -- one wonders at Peterson's apparent patience 
and fortitude In the face of the seemingly endless Irritations 
visited upon him by events at Agate over the f Jve years he worked Jn 
the quarries. To have made such a discovery when none had 
recognized Its value, to have labored In the f leld to develop the 
site, mapping carefully blocks and bones, to have written durfng 
evenings and weekends to produce the f lrst descriptions of the 
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fossl Is, and then to have such conf l lets material Jze would have 
tried the best of men. Field paleontology was no picnic. 

The Incident, however, pro~pted a final resolution of the 
American Museum - Carnegie Museum conf I let over the quarries, taking 
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the form of a leng~hy letter from Holland to Osborn on November 9, 
1908: 
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"Mr. Peterson has handed me your letter addressed to him 
under date of November the 5th •••• I desire to say that the 
matter concerning which you wrote [rights to work rn 
Stenomylus Quarry] Is thoroughly understood both by Mr. 
Peterson and myself. I have been upon the ground and know 
every Inch of It. Your photographs are perfectly correct and 
your understanding as explalned by these photographs Is 
equally correct [Osborn had sent Peterson a photo of the 
quarry with the American museum clarm Indicated on It]. Mr. 
Peterson has enclosed with a wire fence that part of the hi I I 
upon which Messrs. Loomis and Lull have worked. This after a 
fui I and distinct understanding with them in reference to the 
whole matter. The fence stops at what Mr. Thomson deslgnated 
as the 'big rock' and leaves your opening unenclosed •••• 

ffln reference to the quarry on what Barbour has 
designated as 'Carnegie HI I I', Jn which we have been working 
slnce 1904, I desire to say to you that our work In the past 
summer has resulted, as I hoped It would, and as I think you 
already know, Jn the recovery of the missing portions of the 
great skeleton of Moropus upon which I am preparing a lengthy 
and elaborate memoir. We also succeeded In recovering a 
quantity of other material which was needed In order to 
supplement our work. I was entirely reluctant, as you wl If 
recal I, last sprTng to Invite you or anyone else to enter the 
openings which we had made at Mr. Carnegie's expense In order 
to exploit the place, bel levlng that to do so would be a 
hlghly unsclentlf lc procedure under the circumstances, which 
would possibly lead to the dispersion of bones b-elonglng to 
the same Individual. The correctness of my vtews Is confirmed 
not only by what has happened In the course of our researches 
this year, but In what happened in Professor Barbour's quarry, 
he having rnvlted Dr. Lui I to srt down beside him and go to 
work In the same opening. Barbour recovered the skul I and 
fore quarters of a f lne specimen of Dlnohyus, and Lui I 
captured the hind quarters •. The skul I and fore limbs are In 
Lincoln, Nebraska, and the hind quarters at New Haven. I do 
not think that you can approve of accidents like this. 

nNow, however, having accompl Tshed our purpose, and 
having for four years worked In this quarry, I am prepared to 
say to you off lcfal ly, as Mr. Carnegie's representative, that 
we are wll l Ing to turn over the quarry to you to proceed with 
It as you may deem best, with two reservations. FJrst, every 
foot of the workings In this local lty has been carefully 
mapped, and I shal I pub I lsh a map showing the progress from 
year to year of the excavations rn that hi I I, together with 
the approximate location of the specimens found there. I 
request you, ff you undertake this work, to continue (In the 
Interests of science) to map the same, so that additTons may 
be made and as In futu~e years the hi I I is uncovered we shat I 
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have a sort of topographlcal survey of the bone layer which 
wl I I give, better than anything else posslbly can, an Idea of 
the position of the remains which have been burled In thls 
quarry. The second condition which I feel I Ike suggesting Is 
this, that If at some future time It seems desirable for us to 
continue our work In such a way as not to interfere with work 
that you may have In hand, we may be al lowed to amicably 
proceed. 

"This quarry, as you know, was discovered by Mr. Peterson 
of our Museum. The bones which Mr. Cook discovered and to 
which Mr. Peterson was conducted were the bones contained In 
what we know as Quarry A In our Museum Catalogue, located some 
three hundred yards away from the hi I Is, and was opened up by 
Mr. Peterson on the occasion of his first visit to the spot 
and qulckly exhausted. This quarry I !es at a somewhat lower 
level than the bone stratum In the buttes which Mr. Peterson 
discovered. It was only after Mr. Peterson had cal led Mr. 
Cook's attention to the existence of the bones In the buttes 
that he recalled that some years before he had observed 
fragments of bone ln the talus and had thought at the time 
that they were the bones, as he expressed It, of 'Indians and 
horses.' These simple facts are worth remembering. 

"I hope you wl I I real lze that In everything I say and 
have done I have been animated only, first, by a desire to 
serve the best Interests of the Institution which I represent, 
the affalrs of which I control; secondly, to promote sclence; 
and thirdly, to promote a hearty feeling of good wf I I between 
the great Institution over which you preside and that which It 
Is my honor to direct." 

So much for good wi I I between great Institutions. 

W. D. Matthew penned the only surviving reaction to this letter 
ln the form of a memo: 

"The American Museum never requested nor desired to 'enter the 
openlngs which we had made at Mr. Carnegie's expense•, nor could the 
continuation of work upon Its own quarry on the Carnegie HI I I lead 
to any such results as Dr. Holland here professes to fear.... I 
have no doubt that Dr. Ho! land Is aware that Mr. Cook has no 
Intention of letting him work any more In that quarry. He does 
wisely therefore In yielding gracefully what he cannot possibly 
hold." 
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3.3. Albert Thomson and the American Museum: 1.211 - 1.22..l 

During the period from 1911 through 1923, the American Museum 
vigorously pressed the excavation of Carnegie Hi I I. Under the fleld 
leadership of Bill Thomson, the field parties not only deepened and 
extended the Southwest Excavation (Map A, Map F>, but also extended 
and further developed their ortgtnal quarry on the north side of 
Carnegie HI I I, first opened rn 1907. The outstanding discovery of 
this perJod was the great sample of cha I rcotheres from the north end 
of the Southwest Excavation, whlch Included complete or nearly 
complete skeletons of at least 17 fndlvrduals of Moropus. This 
group of Moropus remains today the most complete sample of a 
cha I lcothere population known tn the world. 

3.3.1. 1911 Excavation 

Thomson and his men were at work In the Southwest Excavation by 
mid-June 1911 CFJgs. 3.45, 3.46>. The party Included Charles 
Barner, Lewis Roberts, and Arthur Albertson. Work began at the 
south end of the quarry CFig. 3.47), then progressed to the north. 
On June 16th, Thomson described the quarry dimensions ta W. D. 
Matthew: 

"Well, we sure have a quarry opened that wf I I probably 
keep me busy untl I the snow fl les. The cut Is about 17 ft. 
deep at the. back, and a space of about 150 ft. long by 16 ft. 
wide of the bone-bearing level cleared for action. I have 
three good husky men, good workers, and am now training them 
In to dig bones, which Is rather slow as I have to watch every 
move and keep lmpresstng on them that they must go slowly and 
carefully. Am working them on one end of the quarry where the 
bones are not so thick." 

Correspondence between Thomson and Matthew was frequent, and Ts 
supplemented by Informative letters from W. K. Gregory, later to 
become a distinguished anatomist at the American Museum, but tn 
August 1911 an assistant to Thomson In the quarry. These letters 
supply some of the best Information on the nature of the bone bed In 
the Southwest Excavation, adding substantially to the earlier 
observations of O. A. Peterson. 

June 29, 1911 
"My dear Dr. Matthew: 

"Since wrJtfng you I have been carefully watching' the new 
army of bone diggers I have at work. It Is very slow as yet 
as the bones, especially vertebrae and ribs, are very 
delTcate, and the matrix very hard. 

"Now tt strtkes me to get the best results the bones 
should be carefully cleaned up right In the quarry. We have 
at present ffve very good skul Is of [Menoceras] and more or 
less skeleton material. But they were so mixed up that rt Is 
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fig. 3.45. American Museum party at work In 1911 In 
the Southwest Excavation on Carnegie Ht I I. The site 
had remained untouched sfnce the f leld season of 1908. 
Holland of the Carnegie Museum relinquished the quarry 
to Osborn of the Amerlcan Museum fn November 1908. 
Work fn 1911 was concentrated at the south end of the 
quarry cut • 
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Ftg. 3.46. The American Museum excavation of 1911 at 
Carnegie Hil I, looking north at the Southwest 
Excavation (note absence of any other quarrf es on the 
south slde of the hl I I). Resistant ledge at top of 
hi I I Ts the Agate Limestone (See Map A) • 
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Fig. 3.47. American Museum quarry of 1911 at the 
Southwest Excavation at Carnegie HI 11, looking 
northwest. Although the quarry floor was cleared to 
the north end, most of the work of the 1911 season was 
carried out at the south end where the shelter has been 
erected Csee Map F>. Here numerous rhinoceros bones 
were discovered (see Map G). The flat unexcavated 
floor at the north end of the quarry was to become the 
1 Dlceratherlum bed' that produced many exhibit slabs of 
rhinoceros bones from 1912 to 1923 • 
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Fig. 3.48. Bone distribution and orientation In 1911 
In the American Museum quarry, Southwest Excavation, 
Carnegie Hi I I. Many steeply Incl lned bones occur ln 
unstable orlentatrons In the dense bone mass • 
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really Impossible to tell which Is which. We also have a fair 
Moro~us hind I lmb. To clean up the bones here means a year's 
work In just what we have stripped. Labor Is cheaper here 
than In N. Y. Am paying these men $35.00 per month and board. 
I have to exercise patience I tel I you and I think I have two 
that are going to be fair bone diggers. 

"What do you think of making a winter camp here. And 
just clean up the bones ready for mounting. Because we surely 
would save on the freight. I don't think much of taking out 
bones, where they are mixed up, In huge slabs." 

As the summer progressed, Thomson reported In greater detal I: 

July 17, 1911 
"My dear Dr. Matthew: 

"Since writing you last I have exposed an area of bones 
of about 10 x 20 ft. There Is surely a great mass of bones, 
nearly al I [Menoceras] material. Only a very few Moropus I imb 
and foot bones, and no Dfnohyus material so far. In the space 
we have just exposed are 17 [Menoceras] skul Js. Some have 
horns and others just a sl lght bump. I take It they are male 
and female. Jaws, vertebrae, ribs and I imb bones In one great 
Jumble, a regular bone yard. We have not succeeded· In finding 
anything articulated, or that we can be positive of belonging 
together. The ribs and vertebrae are partlcularly difficult 
to save, as the matrix as far as we have gone Is extremely 
hard, but I th Ink It w l I I become somewhat softer toward the 
west end. The taking up of these bones Is a very dlff lcult 
proposltfon, as I told you in my letter before, It's 'got me 
gofng south'. I can see that If they are taken out In slabs 
(that Is, the section we have strlpped, 17 x 125 ft. or more), 
rt wl I I require no end of storage space at the museum. And 
there is no tel ling when It would al I be worked out. Working 
here during the winter, as I suggested before, would mean 
bulldlng comfortable quarters to work In, and I would also 
have to get my faml ly out here. But In the end we would have 
only such material as we could use for exhlbltlon and 
study •••• You see I have four men at work and I have to cut 
expenses al I I can, because 1. am afrald It Is a long winded 
job to get a Moropus and Dlnohyus skeleton or even a mountable 
skeleton of [Menoceras] unless It would be a composlte which 
would mean taking no end of material." 

Matthew's response was fmmedlate: 

July 20, 1911 
"My dear Albert, 

I think you wl I I want to carry out the pol icy agreed upon 
before you left, of cleaning up your material sufflclently to 
ship It with I lttle or no matrix. At present I don't see how 
we could make both ends meet for a winter camp •••• This may 
wel I mean that you wl I I not finish your cut th ts season. But 
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the cut wr I I be all rlght to work next year I should suppose -
frost wf I I not do any serious damage In one winter." 

On July 23rd, Harold Cook further Informed Matthew of progress 
In the quarry, and made a number of observations on the bone bed: 

"So far there Is not a great deal of Moropus exposed rn 
the quarry, but this may be partly due to the fact that so far 
only a few feet square have been worked out In the bone bed, 
and the rest of the section exposed, Is only exposed a few 
Inches at the top of the layer. I have noticed that the large 
bones are largely Le...L.I.. .d.Q.w..n. rn the layer. So far, one good 
femur, two tibiae, one practrcal ly complete tarsus, several 
foot bones and a pelvis (which may be Dlnohyus) rs about the 
extent of what Moropus material Is taken out •••• There are 
now over twenty fairly good skul Is of [Menoceras] exposed, 
most of them are excellently preserved, except for the 
premaxl I lae, which are nearly always absent, separated by the 
suture from the maxi I lae, not broken off. There Is enough 
good skeletal material In sight now for a few composite 
mounts, but there is dfstressrngly J lttle association that rs 
at al I certaln. The bones are as thick as would wel I be 
possible to imagine, and the layer, where ft ls now being 
worked, Is about eighteen Inches thick. It fs also very hard 
at this point, which makes slow work, but at least 75 out of 
the 100 feet stripped Is soft sand rock, and wi I I be much 
easier to work. Some of the bones In the hard white rock 
where work is now being done are quite fragl le, as though they 
had weathered before petrifaction set ln, while others are 
very hard. I suggested to Thomson that he clean up where he 
now Is working, and then go to the other end of the quarry, rt 
he wished to make a showing as to quantity of material In a 
short time, but he says he prefers to take up things clean as 
he goes." 

These Initial reports by Cook and Thomson lndlcate that the 
American Museum's eastward extension of the old Carnegie Quarry 1 
was as rich In smal I rhinoceroses as the area originally exposed by 
Peterson and his associates. The large number of skul Is suggests 
that the lndlvldual rhrnoceroses are scattered throughout the new 
excavation ln a pattern slml lac to Peterson's earlier mapping <see 
Map E>. The skeletons lack artlcul~tlon, the separated bones mixed 
together In a densely packed and thick layer about 1.5 feet thick, 
as In Peterson's earl fer descriptions (fig. 3.48). The bone bed Is 
differentially cemented by spar calcfte CCaC03) to produce very hard 
zones and soft uncemented areas, making excavation very difficult In 
the cemented zones of the quarry. 

Thomson In 1911 began the mapping of the American Museum 
extension of Carnegie Quarry 1. Each season thereafter, he added 
the newly excavated quarry floor to his earl lee map CMap F}. The 
mapping was continued from 1911 untl I 1920 when the American Museum 
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ended their effort In the Southwest Excavation on Carnegie Hr I I. On 
the basis of Thomson's work, Osborn prepared a map showing the 
American Museum excavatrons of 1911-1920. To this, he added the 
mapptng of Carnegie Quarry t whfch Peterson had generously provided. 
Thus was assembled the most complete map of the work carried out In 
the Southwest Excavation, the largest of the Agate quarries, from 
1904 through 1920. Osborn did not pub I !sh this map, for he 1ntended 
It to appear with hfs study of the large challcothere sample, which 
was never completed. The map, modtfied to clarify the distribution 
of toss! I mammals In the Southwest Excavation, Is reproduced here 
for the tlrst trme as Map G. Photographs from the Amerlcan Museum 
work of 1911-1920 confirm Tts accuracy. 

W. K. Gregory, a young asslstant to Thomson ln 1911, described 
the quarry and Its fossi I mammals In a letter to Osborn on August 
6th: 

"This Is my first Sunday In Agate this season and It 
offers an opportunity to tel I you how we are getting on. 
Thomson has divided the too toot openlng In the hl II Jnto 11 
nine foot sectlons. Section 1, already cleaned up, yielded 
[Menoceras] and some Moropus. In section 2 some 25 
[Menoceras] skul Is now I le uncovered after several weeks work 
-- ming led In great confusion with lower jaws, vertebrae, 
rfbsp I lmb bones. Practically no associations occur Tn this 
sectfon. Mocopus llmb parts [are] scattered at Intervals. No 
trace of Dinohyus. 

"Data for estimating our chances for good ~oropus remains 
are as fol lows: Cl) MorQpus has been found In our section to 
the right [southeast end of quarry], In the Carnegie Quarry to 
the left [Carnegie Qu. 2], and In our old quarry on the other 
side of the hi I I. It ts rare In section 2. Ten nine foot 
sections rematn to be cleared and Harold [Cook] has found 
parts of Moropus near the surface In some of these. C2> 
[Moropus] has also been found rn abundance In the Nebraska 
Untverslty quarry but Ts said to be rare everywhere else. As 
the country has been searched for years by Harold as wel I as 
by Matthew and Thomson, Loomis, Riggs, and others, we al I 
think it lnadvlsable to do any more prospecting untl I after 
sections 3 to 11 have been explored. 

"The great problem Is to get sections 3 to tt cleared 
this season. The remains are packed In so thlckly that 
progress has hitherto been very slow, especially wfth green 
men. Harold has been unwt I I Ing to see even lnferlor material 
sacrificed and as he Is the owner of the quarry Thomson has 
had to respect his wishes as far ·as posslble. But we think 
that some of the material should be sacrlf Iced. It Is 
hopeless to try for a composite skeleton of [Menoceras] rn the 
sections already openedp for the remains are packed In In the 
greatest confusion, wlthout association, and represent both 
sexes and several reputed species. But Harold has now 
consented to our taking out the skul Is and better mater I al and 
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sacrificing the rest, so that progress from now on wr II be 
faster.n 
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On August 9th, Thomson wrote Matthew, reporting Jnformatfon 
slml lar to that communicated by Gregory, but adding observations on 
the topography of the quarry floor: 

nMoropus and Dinohyus are a scarce article yet but hope 
to be able to get some before the season rs over. Am 1n hopes 
of running on to some In a few days as the bone layer has 
taken a sl fght downward dJp to what promises to be a large 
pocket. We are making better progress now as we are through 
that awfully hard layer and not trying to save anythJng but 
skulls and jaws and associated material." 

Thomson and Gregory make plain that the American Museum sample from 
Agate Is biased toward skul Is, Jaws, and associated material. In 
any attempt at reconstruction of the rhJnoceros population burled In 
the quarry, only the skul Is and Jaws could be used to derive such an 
estimate. Also, the existence of varied topography of the quarry 
floor suggests channels and pockets llke those already shown to 
exist In University Quarry. 

On August 25th, W. K. Gregory again described progress In the 
quarry to Matthew: 

"The TOO ft.·cut In the hi I I has uncovered an area that 
Is packed with many hundreds of bones, set In very thickly and 
at every angle. Of the eleven 9 ft. sections (each about T8 
ft. from edge to wall), three have been entirely cleaned up 
and the fourth Ts now under way. The rhlnoceros rs stl I I so 
abundant that wherever you begin to work four or five skul Is 
wl 11 soon appear within arm's length, generally tangled badly 
with other bones, but with no associations of any importance. 
Limb bones and odd pieces of Dlnohyus and Moropus occur at 
Intervals and this morning a fine lower Jaw of Dtnohyus 
appeared. Thomson knows well that the big fellows are the 
only things that wl I I pay for the expedition, but although It 
Is very probable that they are to be found In this quarry, It 
may be difficult to bag them this season. If after many 
[Menoceras] skul Is were taken out, the order should be given 
to slash the rhinoceros and 'sal I after' the big fellows, they 
would doubtless appear much faster. But without express 
orders, Thomson would naturally be very lath to sacrifice fine 
material, however abundant. Ev~n If such sacrlffce were 
deemed advisable from the Museum's viewpoint, Thomson would 
stl I I have to reckon with the owner of the quarry, who has 
very decided vlews against slashing good bones. Harold's 
understanding ls that after the Museum has selected what It 
wants for exhibition etc., he ts to have the duplicate 
material, and he hopes to acquire a large series of 
[Menoceras] skul Is which he can exchange for mater I al to bur Id 
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up his own museum with. Thomson and I deem It advisable to do 
everything we can to please the Cooks, who have been most 
generous to the Museum. 

"Progress toward securing the prizes has therefore been 
slow. It has not seemed advisable to prospect for them any 
further, for, apart from the country having been pretty 
thoroughly worked over, wlth very I lttle Moropus or Dloohyus 
found except In these two hi I ls, the Indications al I point 
toward their being st! I I there. Also Thomson's men requlre 
constant supervision, because It would tax even sktlled 
preparators to extrlcate the bones from the tangle in which 
they are found. As It ls, we have to sacrifice ribs and odd 
vertebrae etc., or we should never get anywhere. 

"I don't think that so far we have even secured materials 
for a satisfactory composite skeleton of [Menoceras], for the· 
skulls show very pronounced differences (perhaps specific) and 
there are ~ertalnly not enough vertebrae taken out to select a 
series from. However after Harold has determined the species 
It ought to be worth something to have such a large series for 
the study of lndlvldual and other variation (more than fifty 
skul Is have been taken up or are being taken up>." 

Gregory's letter conflrms or clarTf les a number of Important 
points: {1) the quarry sections are nfne feet In length; (2) by 
the end of August 1911, only four of the 11 sectfons cleared by 
Thomson have been worked; (3) the bones exhibit pronounced 
Incl !nations from the horfzontal, and are not flat-lying as at 
Unlversfty Quarry on University HI 11; (4) skul Is are not 
concentrated In one spot, but are scattered throughout the 
excavation and are abundant, thus this area of the quarry Is slml lar 
Jn Its pattern of skul I dlstributfon to the pattern ln the adjacent 
Carnegie Quarry 1 {see Map E); (5) the bones are dtsarttculated; 
(6) entelodont and cha I lcothere are present but rare Jn this section 
of the quarry; (7) ribs, vertebrae, and other bones were being 
destroyed to acquire skul Is, jaws, and the more preferred mater la!. 

Matthew replied on August 29th to Harold Cook, making clear the 
Museum's goal at Agate: 

"I am 11 v Ing In hopes that the quarry w I I I turn up some 
good Moropus material before long -- but we wt I I have to take 
our tuck as It comes, and I am counting on your permission to 
continue the work another year If we fal I to find tt this 
season. Dlnohyus Is of course a gamble. The certainty of a 
really fine sertes of [MenocerasJ equal to the great sertes of 
skulls which are used In differentiating modern specfes, Is of 
the greatest sclentlf le value, although it wT I I not help our 
exhibition series I Ike these other beasts would. 

·"As to the question of Individual variation, It Is 
undoubtedly very wTde In certain races, and Is said to be 
especially wide In large species. Skulls and skeletons are 
much more variable than teeth. I do not see any Inherent 
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lmprobabl llty In a number of al I led species coming together to 
a single watering place, where their bones would be preserved, 
although It would not be I lkefy that they would herd together. 
I should be Incl lned to take the evldence as It stands when 
you have al I your material together, wfthout prejudice either 
for or against the making of new species. Where you are 
deallng wlth fragmentary materlal or an lnsufficlent number of 
specimens, I think It ls better to lean to the conservative 
side, strongly In proportion to the fnadequacy of the· data. 
But here, I think your data are really adequate for once In a 
lifetime, and undue conservation Is as out of place as the 
opposite tendency." 

So It was chalicotheres that the Amerfcan Museum most wanted 
from the quarry. Their wish would eventually be fulfil led beyond 
al I expectations, but In the Interim, the sample of rhinoceros 
became the focus of the work, and at the same time, the best measure 
of variation In an extinct rhinoceros population. Variation would 
be estimated from the skul Is and Jaws, other material often 
sacrificed. Matthew concurred In this, writing Thomson to this 
effect In late August: 

. "I am glad to hear you are getting so f lne a series of 
[Meooceras] skul Is, and think you are quite right not to 
attempt to get the skeleton materf als from a packed mass of 
mlscel laneous bones. There ls every probabl 1 lty that you 
wl I I, before finishing, obtaln some associated or partly 
associated [Menoceras] at a point where the bones are not 
packed so close." 

In early September, the men had good fortune In the quarry, 
finally discovering a skull and jaws of Olnohyus CFlg. 3.49). This 
entelodont was marked on Osborn's map of the quarry (Map G), and was 
given the American Museum No. 15866. As Map G shows, this 
entelodont was found only about 18 feet north and sl lghtly east of 
the Carnegie Museum Dioohyus skeleton CCM 1594). Harold Cook wrote 
Matthew on September 2nd with the news: "Thomson has a splendtd 
skull, jaws, atlas, axis, humerus, scapula, radio-ulna, etc. of 
Dinohyusl I think his chances for an associated skeleton are 
excel lent! It ls not quite as large as the Carnegie or Nebraska 
specimens, but I take It to be a female. It Is beautifully 
preserved, so far as exposed.n 

Little mentton ls made by Cook, Gregory, or Thomson of any 
other mammals In the quarry other than rhinoceros, entelodont, and 
chaltcothere. Thomson's field book of 1911 ltsts 28 skulls, 26 
lower jaws and mlscellaneous postcranlal bones of Menoceras, the 
skull and Jaws of Dlnobyus, and some Moropus limb material. 
However, In the same letter In which he announced the discovery of 
Dlnobyus, Cook alludes to the discovery of other mammals: nrhere are 
some other Immense carnivores In the quarry whlch scrap has been 
found of, but none ••• much larger than 6oropbagus or Dinocyon." If 
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Fig. 3.49. The skul I and lower jaws of Djnohyus CAMNH 
15866) found by the Amerfcan Museum party Jn 1911 In 
the Southwest Excavation (see Map G for location of 
this entelodont In the quarry) • 



• 

• 

• 

11 5 

true, this statement would mean the discovery of carnivores of wolf 
to bear size, documented by rare isolated bones and teeth, but 
because Cook lnltlal ly Identified some entelodont teeth as large 
carntvores, we cannot be certatn of these f Inds. 

By September 5th, Thomson told Matthew that st! I I no associated 
rhinoceros had been found. Thomson bel leved that the work should 
continue into a second field season In order to find more entelodont 
and cha I lcothere, and Matthew was In agreement. The fossi Is were 
left at Agate In Cook's care at the end of the 1911 field season. 
Preparation of many rhinoceros skul Is was completed during the 
winter by Harold Cook and an assistant. 

The sample secured by the American Museum In 1911 Included the 
skul Is of over 50 Menoceras, lower jaws, and much postcranlal 
materlal. The entelodont skul I and jaws, and isolated and 
Infrequent cha I lcothere and entelodont bones, comprised the mammals 
other than rhinoceros discovered In 1911. The bones were densely 
packed In a layer as much as 1 .5 feet thick, with no association and 
with many steeply Incl lned elements. The south end of the quarry, 
where most of the work was done, thus proves to be dominated by 
rhinoceros skeletons ln both the Carnegie and American Museum areas. 
By the end of work In 1923, it would be evident that a mass of 
rhinoceros skeletons occupied the entire southern two-thirds of the 
Southwest Excavation. 

Thomson left a f leld book at the American Museum In the 
archives of the Department of Vertebrate Paleontology entitled, 
Expeditions In charge of Albert Thomson. Hts work In the Rosebud 
beds of South Dakota (1906-07), at Agate (1908-1920), and In the 
Snake Creek beds In Sioux County (1918-1926} are represented In the 
book by f leld I lsts and Important supplementary notes. However, 
f leld diaries kept annually by Thomson during the Agate years are 
preserved In the I lbrary of the Field Museum, Chicago. From these 
records, It Is possible to confirm or establish several Important 
points. The sections Into which the quarry was divided during the 
American Museum extension of the Southwest Excavation were nine feet 
long, based on dimensions given In an original sketch by Thomson In 
the American Museum f leld book. Osborn later Indicated a length of 
8 feet for these sections ln his unpublished map of the Southwest 
Excavation, and Gregory In a letter from Agate at one time said they 
were 10 feet In length. Also, by comparison of Gregory's letter, 
which describes the areas of the quarry where work was completed, 
with Thomson's map of the quarry sections, we can establish that 
most work In 1911 took place at the south end of the new American 
Museum cut of 1911, chiefly in sections 1-5. The north end of the 
cut was scraped to the bone layer, but not excavated, and this area 
(sections 6-10) can be seen as a sl lghtly raised platform of rock In 
Figure 3.47. Thus In 1911 the working surface of the quarry was 
about 90 feet In length, 18 feet In width (see Map F>. The quarry 
retained this general configuration In 1912, except for the 
challcothere pocket cut Into the north end of the quarry that 
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produced the f lrst specimens of the great Moropus sample. 

Foss I Is from the 1911 quarry were sent to the American Museum 
where many are stl I I part of the Agate collectlon; others were 
donated, exchanged, or sold to other museums and academic 
Institutions throughout the world. 

3.3.2. 1912 Excavation 

11 6 

In 1912 and all later seasons at Agate, Thomson kept a field 
diary In which he recorded his observations fn the quarry and the 
dally progress of the work. These valuable documents only came to 
light In 1982 when they were given to the Fleld Museum In Chicago by 
Thomson's niece, El la Ml Iler Gregg CMrs. Robert E. Gregg> of · 
Boulder, Colorado. Mrs. Gregg was the daughter of the 
paleontologist Paul Ml Iler, who had married Bl I I Thomson's sister. 
These diaries have suppl led a wealth of detal led data on the 
excavation of the Amerlcan Museum challcothere quarry, the 
excavation of the north side of Carnegfe Hf I I, and the opening of 
the American Museum Quarry of 1923 (South Excavation, Map A). 

Bi I I Thomson resumed work In the Southwest Excavation at 
Carnegie HI I I In July 1912, departing New York on July 2nd, and 
arriving at Agate by stage on July 6th. Work In the quarry took 
place between July 8th and October 8th, and was carried on by 
Thomson and Charles Barner, later assisted by a Mr. Newhouse. 
Dimensions of the quarry were essentially the same as In 1911. 
Thomson apparently worked the stripped but unexcavated bone layer at 
the north end of the quarry that had been exposed In 1911 (sections 
6-11), securing some rhinoceros (fig. 3.50). But the most exciting 
discovery prompted the development of a tunnel (fig. 3.51) Into the 
quarry wal I In section 11 where the first cha I lcotheres of the great 
American Museum sample were found. 

The 1911 back wall of the quarry was not disturbed In 1912. 
Work began at the north end of the quarry. Here on July 13th, 
numerous rhinoceros were uncovered. On July 15th, a skul I and two 
I lmb bones, the first signs of Moropus, were dlscovered. During the 
rem a r n de r o f J u I y a n d I n to th e f i r ·st week o f A u g u s t , ch a I I cot h e re 
continued to turn up at the north end of the quarry. On Aug. 1st, 
Thomson wrote Matthew about the f Inds: 

"We opened the quarry at the west end where the bones are 
just as numerous, but seem to b~ In a little better state of 
preservation and In much softer matrix. Our best f Ind so far 
is some very good Moropus material be!onglng to one 
Individual, which consists of the skul I and one side of the 
lower Jaw, 6 cervlcals, 9 dorsals, 15 ribs, both scapulae, 
both humeri, both radf I, one ulna, one metapodlal, several 
carpals, and one claw. The chances are there ls more In the 
bank. I am going to have a few shots put In and try for some 
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Fig. 3.50. American Museum excavation of 1912 In the 
Southwest Excavation, Carnegie HI I I. The men worked 
the north end of the quarry cleared In 1911. The area 
beneath and south of the tent on the right Is the 
'Diceratherlum bed' which produced primarily Menoceras 
bones (the right edge of the tent Is nearly coincident 
with the north boundary of Section 6, Map F,GJ. The 
tent on the left shelters the extreme north end of the 
quarry where the f lrst bones of the large Moropus 
sample were discovered In 191-2: the excavation 
penetrated Into the quarry's east war I to produce a 
tunnel Jn which more cha I lcothere bones were found 
(figs. 3.51-3.52>. The 1912 excavation terminates at 
the short north wal I of the quarry seen behind the tent 
(left) just beyond the north boundary of Sectlon 11 
(Map F); this wal I Is Identical to the north wal I In 
1911, showing that the quarry was not extended to the 
north In 1912. 
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Fig. 3.51. Tunnel dug Tnto the quarry wal I Tn Section 
11, Southwest Excavation, Carnegfe HT I I (see Fig. 
3.50). This 1912 excavatlon produced the first bones 
of the great American Museum cha I lcothere sample 
concentrated at the north en~ of the quarry. Bone bed 
wrthfn the tunnel ls shown In Fig. 3.52 • 
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Fig. 3.52. Bones of large challcotheres In the 
American Museum tunnel of 1912 at the north end of the 
Southwest Excavation, Carnegle Hi I I. This is the only 
known photograph of the bone bed during the 1912 work, 
taken by Albert Thomson. Note the dfsartlculated 
nature of most elements and the Intermixed bones of 
rhinoceros • 
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more that may belong to this Individual. t sincerely hope I 
may draw a 'Royal Flush' as I need It badly. 
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"There are only three of us at work yet, but at the same 
time we are making better progress than we did last year. I 
am running just as economically as possible. I have repaired 
the old spring wagon and the old harness so I think they wl I I 
last this season, though It surely looks like a homesteader's 
outfit on Its last legs. An auto would certainly be a great 
thing. Auto people run from here to Denver In ten hour~. It 
would take us that many days." 

The f lrst cha I lcothere CAMNH 14377) was found close to the 
quarry wal I, but as work contrnued Thomson found It necessary to 
blast at the north end -0f the quarry In order to fol low the 
cha I lcothere remains Into the wal I. The men cleared much rock by 
blasting during the third week of August, and as excavation 
proceeded, more challcothere appeared. During this Interval, 
Newhouse qult the crew, leaving Barner and Thomson to continue the 
work. On August 21st, the second Moropus skul I (AMNH 14376) was 
found, accompanied by a humerus, two ulnae, and a rib. For the 
remainder of August, cha I lcothere bones continued to appear: on 
August 28th, Thomson wrote, "Great f Ind of Moropus ribs for 2nd 
specimen. ~orked I Ike fiends al I day." Then on September 4th, 
Thomson uncovered a truly huge and wel I-preserved Moropus skul I 
CAMNH 14375), together with a forelimb. Justifiably elated, Thomson 
wrote Matthew that evening: 

"I am having pretty fair luck this year. Since writing 
you, we have gotten another skeleton of Moropus even better 
than the first. Good skul I and jaws and, as near as I am able 
to make out, a complete vertebral column including cervlcals 
and nearly al I the ribs, both fore I lmbs, and some foot 
material. The pelvrs I take it to be ls just In sight and I 
hope the hind limbs wl I I turn up. Today we were fortunate 
enough to get a humerus, ulna and radius, and part of the foot 
of a very large Individual, and this evening just before we 
quit work the back of a very large skul I [AMNH 14375] came 
Into sight, but darkness prevented us from learning how good a 
one It ls. [MenQcecas] I have paid very I lttle attention to 
so far. 

"Granger spent Saturday and Sunday with me and we went 
over things pretty careful Jy .••• Granger thought I was doing 
wel I, going at the quarry In the way I am doing. I am 
tunneling In a llttle Instead of making a big cut. What lead 
me to tunneling was fol lowing In after the first Moropus. You 
see I have only one man now [Barner]. I had one other but he 
left when he saw a bfg pl le of dirt to move after one of our 
blasts." 

• 
At the same time, Thomson also Informed Osborn, gfvlng him more 
detal I on the composition of each cha I lcothere skeleton: 
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11 Ske I eton No. 1 [AMNH 14377] Is sku I I and jaws, both tore 
I lmbs and a few foot bones, al I the cervlcals, eleven dorsals, 
two lumbars, and nrneteen ribs. Skeleton No. 2 [AMNH 14376] 
has skul I and jaws, vertebral series complete as far as I am 
able to tell, and I think all the ribs, both fore limbs, and 
more or less of the feet, pelvis just In sight In the bank, so 
there Is some chance for hind I lmbs. Skeleton No. 3 [AMNH 
1437 5] [has] sk u 11 and fore 11 mb w I th some foot bones. I hope 
It turns out to be more complete than the first two. 
[Menoceras] I have not paid much attention to as Moropus Is 
more Important. Strange to say, Dinohyus material has hardly 
put In an appearance thus far. However, we wl 11 be busy from 
now until October taking care of what Moropus material Is In 
sight." 

Here were associated skeletons, not of rhinoceros (which would 
have been a good find In ltself), but of the long-awaited 
cha I icotheresl Nothing could have pleased Osborn more. On 
September 9th, Osborn cabled Thomson, "Letter fourth just received. 
Del lghted. Fu! I brass band playing In the· laboratory." Of course, 
Thomson recognized that the value of the challcotheres lay ln their 
exhibition potential. But more significant, and I lttle appreciated 
at the time, was the fact that these were surely the f lrst remains 
of nearly complete mammals found together In the quarry since 
Peterson's discovery of the partially artlculated cha! Jcothere and 
entelodont from 1904-1908. These cha! rcotheres could not have been 
transported in a stream over a great dtstance or for a prolonged 
period of time. These animals had something to say about the origin 
of the Agate bone bed, and their message would be suitably amp I !fled 
by the subsequent discovery of many additional Individuals near them 
Jn the quarry from 1912-1920. 

Success continued to plague Thomson. On September 9th, a 
fourth Moropus skul I [AMNH 14378] was found, and on September 25th, 
a f lfth skul I [AMNH 14379] as wel I. Throughout the month, Moropus 
bones manifested themselves at a regular rate. By the time the 
fifth skul1 was discovered, the men had experienced their first 
snow fa I I of the season, yet the work continued for two more weeks. 
Finally, on October 8th, the quarry was closed; the wagons were 
loaded three days later with the toss! Is. On October 12th, the 
wagons left Agate for Harrison, about 30 ml Jes north, which they 
reached In 6-7 hours with 2500 pounds of freight. Thomson returned 
to New York on October 20th, and was heart! ly congratulated by 
Osborn and Matthew. The fossl Is reached the museum on November 6th; 
by December 9th, the fr ve sku 11 s were .Prepared and restored, ready 
for study. 

It was a season for cha I lcotheres, Thomson himself documenting 
that I lttle In the way of rhinoceros material was collected. Once 
the Moropus was found, these skeletons became the focus of Thomson 
and Barner's work for the 1912 season. No statement about other 
mammals rn the quarry appears In Thomson's field diary or letters. 
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Only a single photograph depicts the bone layer as ft occurred Jn 
1912 CFig. 3.52): It 11 lustrates cha I lcothere bones exposed in the 
bone bed within the tunnel in section 11. The bones are not 
evidently articulated, but may be In a few Instances. A rhino skul I 
Iles near some of the large Moropus I imb bones. A large limb bone 
appears to I le on top of other smaller bones. Most bones occur at 
about the same level, are scattered, and show no evident alignment 
In the deposit. What the remainder of the quarry floor looked llke, 
we have no way of knowing. 

Needless to say, the American Museum men were anxious to return 
In 1913. Matthew dusted off the dormant idea of a museum branch 
laboratory at Agate, presumably to encourage the interest of the 
Cook family in the excavations: 

3.3.3. 

Sept. 9, 1912 
"My dear Albert: 

I am enclosing a memorandum addressed to Harold Cook, 
specifying In detai I what I understand our agreement to be, 
and what I think we ought to have for a fully adequate 
exhibition and study series from the Agate Quarry. Wi I~ you 
go over ft carefully before giving It to him and discuss Tt 
afterwards with him and Mr. Cook. I would I Ike also to have 
them understand that I have not at al I abandoned the ideas 
that we talked over In 1908, of our having a sort of branch 
laboratory at Agate and using it as a centre for our f leld 
work in the later Tertiary, if we can get the funds to carry 
It on; and that I am counting on their cooperation In such a 
plan. The Idea you remember was to bui Id a shack and drive a 
wel I If they would dispose to us of a smal I bit of land for 
the purpose, and instal I you or some other member of the staff 
there permanently, with an assistant. We could not carry out 
the plan this year but ft should be seriously consldered for 
next year." 

1913 Excavation 

Thomson returned to Agate tn 1913, his aim the continued 
excavation and recovery of more lndlvlduals of the challcothere 
Moropus for the American Museum. Leavfng New York on June 3rd, 
Thomson reached Andrews, Nebraska, on June 7th, and rode the ma! I 
auto to Agate the same day. On June 8th, he Inspected the quarry 
with Mr. Cook, and on the next day, work began by· dynamiting ·rock 
overburden In the Moropus pocket at the north end of the quarry. 

A road suitable for the museum's newly acquired automobl le was 
bu! It, lead Ing to the quarries, and clearing of the quarry with team 
and scraper was started. By June 16th, Thomson had repaired the 
shack near the bone hi I Is used as a camp headquarters, cal led by the 
men 'East Agate'. The field crew In 1913 Included Bl 11 Thomson, 
Charles Barner, and (from July 29) A. E. Anderson, with Messrs. 

' 
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Montgomery and Roberts occasionally operating the teams and 
scrapers. During the next week, the men cleared and scraped the 
quarry floor. On June 26th, Thomson and Barner cleaned up the 
quarry In the morning, and began digging for bones for the first 
time that afternoon. 

8th: 
Thomson described the lnltlal stages of work to Matthew on July 

"I should have written you some time ago but was anxious 
to get under way with the quarry work •••• The first two 
w~eks I was here we were very busy scraping away the loose 
dirt from the blg blast. I had two teams on the Job. The 
blast certainly did some execution, c!earfng away a strip 
about 10 by 50 ft. and averaged about 30 feet depth. From the 
tip of the new cut down to the bone layer ts about 40 ft. 
With the new stripping and what we did not work last year, we 
have a very large space cleared, and If luck ls wlth us we 
should get some Dlnohyus material. [Rhinoceros] material for 
a composite skeleton can be had at any time. Dlnohyus Is the 
most Important, and that Is what I am searching for. Moropus 
we have, besides I have some of the mlsslng parts for our 
large skeleton and a fair stagger toward another with a fair 
skull, also part of a skull of Dinohyus [AMNH 14442, an adult 
rostrum]. 

"During the winter Mr. Barner cleaned up about 24 
[Menoceras] skul Is and other skeletal parts, making a total of 
about 46 skulls for two winters' work at a cost of about $400 
or less than $10 each. The new excavation stands us about 
$225. 

"I have only Mr. Barner helplng me yet, another man has 
promlsed to come In a few days, but whether he'I I be of any 
use or not remains to be seen. The young man Harold had 
proved to be useless as most of them do, so I have decided not 
to waste any time looking for one, but go ahead with Mr. 
Barner •••• 

"The Auto Is certainly a time saver to a bone outfit. It 
wf I I go where a horse can, and can do It In less time, and 
carry a good load. [And to Osborn a few days later, Thomson 
wrote: "The Auto Is a great thing -- bone digging Is certalnly 
modernized In this camp -- al I we need Is an orchestra."] We 
stl I I have our team, they came in mighty handy scraping and 
saved us some money. Don't know when we can sel I them now, as 
horses are a drug on the market here Just at present." 

Dimensions of the 1913 quarry were slml lar to those of 
1911-1912 (fig. 3. 53). However, the north end of the cut was 
enlarged In the search for more cha I lcothere remains (Map f). The 
1913 excavation exten~ed the quarry about 22 feet to the northwest, 
and up to 10 feet into the quarry wal I toward the northeast. This 
extension took pf ace as the men fol lowed the cha I Tcothere bones 
along the quarry floor. There Is no doubt that Thomson simply began 
work where he had ceased the previous fal I, continuing to explore 
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Fig. 3.53. The Southwest Excavation Jn 1913 during 
quarrying by the American Museum. Location of the 
cha I lcothere quarry occurs at the north end of the cut 
(left) where the man and the top of awnTng can be seen. 
First regular use of an automobile (far right) In the 
quarry work occurred In 1913 • 
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Fig. 3.54. The Southwest Excavation In 1913, looking 
north. Work was concentrated In the cha! Tcothere 
quarry at the north end of the cut (where the awning 
and several people can be seen). The southern part of 
the cut Is dormant • 
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Fig. 3.55. The north end of the Southwest Excavation 
during work by the Amertcan Museum ln 1913. The 
cha I lcothere pocket Is present under the awning and 
continued Into the quarry wal I. The quarry flat In the 
foreground Ts the 'Dlceratherlum bed', rich in the 
bones of the smal I rhinoceros Menoceras, and has not 
yet been extensively worked • 
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Fig. 3.56. Bone bed In the challcothere pocket of the 
American Museum. north end of the Southwest Excavation, 
1913. Bones of numerous smal I rhinoceros are mrxed 
with the larger bones of the challcothere Moropus • 
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the exposed bone layer at the north end of the cut for more Moropus 
(Fig. 3.54). By the end of work In the fal I of 1913, the length of 
the quarry was about 14 sections, each 9 feet In length, giving a 
total extent of 126 feet. The length of three sections <Nos. 12-14) 
had been added to the north end In addition to the original 11 
sections of the 1911-1912 cut. The width of the quarry was 
Increased In sections 7 through 12; In sections 10-12 where the 
cha I lcothere pocket was excavated, the quarry wal I was pushed back 
12 to 18 feet. Also, to the south of the challcothere pocket, In 
sections 7 to 10, the cut was deepened, removing the 1911-1912 
quarry wal I <see Map F>, and the bone bed exposed as a flat surface 
(Fig. 3.55). 

The cleared surface south of the chat lcothere pocket Is the 
north end of the 1 Dlceratherium bed' noted on Map F. The 
1 Dlceratherlum bed' rs Osborn's name for the southern part of the 
quarry bone bed packed with skeletons of the smal I rhTnoceros 
Menoceras, prevTously called 1 Diceratherlum'(Tanner, 1969). The 
1 Dfcerathertum bed' of the American Museum was spatially continuous 
with the rhinoceros-rich area of the Carnegie Museum Quarry 1, thus 
the entire southern part of the Southwest Excavation was a jumbled 
terrain of rhinoceros skeletons. In the southern part of the 
quarry, only two significant entelodont specimens CAMNH 15866, CM 
1594) and one cha! icothere (CM 1604) skeleton were found by the 
American Museum and Carnegie parties. Almost al I other bones 
belonged to Menoceras. [Although the formal name of the small Agate 
rhinoceros Is now changed to Menoceras, I retain the term 
'Dlceratherlum' for the bone bed, because of historical precedent.] 

It ls from the southern part of the quarry, the 1 Dlceratherlum 
bed', that many North Amerlcan Institutions obtained blocks of the 
Agate bone layer. These blocks are dominated by bones of the smal I 
rhinoceros. As noted by Osborn on his map (Map F,G), many blocks 
were removed from the quarry between 1912 and 1923. In some cases, 
by means of photographs, maps, and correspondence, we can determrne 
the exact location of a block In the 'Dlceratherlum bed': for 
example, the Amerfcan Museum Agate block collected In 1919, today 
displayed In the Hal I of Mammals, was removed from section 8 near 
the old 1911-1912 quarry wal I. The Carnegle Museum Agate block 
(Block 70, Map E> was also collected from the same general area In 
Carnegie sections 14-15 In 1908. These blocks provide a flrsthand 
knowledge of the bone layer In tbfs part of the quarry. 

By the end of the t9t3 season, the pattern of bone df strlbutlon 
(Map G) In the Southwest Excavation was evident: the southe~n 9 
sections of the quarry are dominated by a mass of Menoceras bones, 
mixed with occasional Isolated bones of entelodont and challcothere; 
the north end of the quarry <sections 10-12 In 1913, eventually 
10-14 by 1920) contalned many Moropus skeletons, mixed with some 
rhinoceros. Even at the south end of the quarry (sections 2-5), 
where two partial skeletons of Dinobyus (CM 1594, AMNH 15866) and 
the single lndlvldua·I of Moropus (CM 1604) had been found, their 
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remains were surrounded by numerous rhinoceros bones. 

Thomson's photographs of the bone bed In 1913 show only the 
challcothere pocket at the north end of the quarry where their work 
was focused (Fig. 3.56). The challcothere bones are Isolated and 
jumbled together In unstable Inclinations with many rhinoceros 
bones, so it Is clear that the cha I lcotheres were mixed w!th 
Menoceras In the deposit. Al I elements of the skeleton can be 
recognized: vertebrae, ribs, llmb bones, skulls,. jaws, podials, 
girdle elements. These bones had suff lcient time after death to 
dlsartlcutate and disassociate, then become mixed with bones of 
another mammal In the sediment. No comment was provided by Thomson 
on the topography of the quarry floor, or on the barren area of the 
1913 excavation exposed by Barner In sections 13-14 at thP, nur tnw~st 

end of the cut <Map F,Gl. There Is no obvious relJef seen tn 
photographs of the site, nor any Indication of the topography of the 
base of the bone bed. 

Mammals found by the American Museum In 1913 were almost 
entirely cha I icothere and rh!noceros. The only entelodont of record 
ls marked on Osborn's map (Map G, AMNH 14442, a large adult rostrum) 
In section 12, found near the No. 6 skeleton of Moropus. Apparently 
no other entelodont remains accompanied the rostrum. One additional 
Isolated entelodont foot bone was found In 1913, mentioned by 
Thomson In a letter to Matthew, so Qioohyus was very rare. 

Moropus bones were first discovered by Thomson and Barner on 
June 27th and continued to turn up In the quarry on almost a daffy 
schedule unti I October 2nd. Thomson on several occasTons recorded 
the mixed nature of the deposit. On August 29th: "Worked at large 
Individual of Moropus -- found another lndlvldual mixed In with it 
and much rhino mater I al • 11 On September 4th: "Blocking out Moropus 
but very dlffJcult -- too much rhino material." And on September 
10th: "Pegging away at the big Moropus blocks. But rhino 
Interference causes slow progress." The density of the 
cha I icothere-rhino bone mixture In places was evident: on September 
9th, Thomson wrote, "Very dlfficult to get through for blocking. 
Too many MorQpus bones." 

On August 29th, Thomson detai fed his quarry strategy to 
Matthew: 

"Well we are Just swamped with Moropus material. I doubt 
If we wi 11 be able to get It al I out this year. It Is almost 
Impossible to save any [rhinoceros] material whl le taking out 
Moropus. If we were to take out big slabs, we would destroy 
more or less Moropus material. As I think Moropus Is vastly 
more Important than rhinos, I am not taking too much pains 
[with] rhino material, because there Ts oceans of It that has 
no Moropus mixed with It and there Is where I hope to get 
material for mounting. No Olnohyus has turned up yet, but we 
may be swamped with a pocket ful I of them some day, at least 
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Near the end of the f leld season, Thomson summarized the 
Important discoveries at the quarry: 
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"We are trying our best to get out al I Moropus material 
in sight •••• I have two large blocks plastered containing 
parts of two or three Individuals, [and] two more blocks ready 
to plaster, one containing more or less of a large Individual 
with good skul I and jaws. The other [block] contains the 
greater part of two young speclmens--about 2/3 grown. And 
another [block] which seems to be a I lttle different from the 
others, [Including] a fairly good skull, both femora, both 
tibiae and f lbulae, one or both scapulae, humeri, ulnae and 
radii, one side of pelvis, several vertebrae, many ribs and 
foot bones - this Is only what we have taken out of this 
specimen so far - hope to f Ind the greater part of it as the 
bones are beautiful. There are also two other Moropus 
specimens running In which I am fearing I may have to leave 
for next season. As for Dlnohyus, I have only a palate and 
one foot bone. The rhinoceros material Is a perfect nuisance 
where you are working on Moropus. A great deal of time ls 
lost trying to save any of it, therefore I am not paying as 
much attention to It as I should, because Moropus skeletal 
material Is surely more valuable •••• And with what material 
have this year, I am satisfied that we have the best and 
greatest variety of Moropus material In the world." 

The last large block was plastered for removal from the quarry 
on October 6th, and the next week was occupied with assembl Ing, 
packing, and wiring boxes for shipment of the fossils to New York. 
On October 15th, the quarry was closed, and the next day saw the men 
leave by automobile for Harrison, Nebraska. Thomson arrived In New 
York on October 25th, and spent much of the fal I working up 
cha I lcothere from the quarry. 

In his field notebook in the American Museum archives, Thomson 
recorded a f leld number for each of his cha I lcotheres during the 
1912 through 1920 seasons. The complete listing ls presented 
verbatim In Appendix H. In 1913, the challcotheres were asslgned 
Nos. 6 to 12. In this Instance, Thomson was unsure of the exact 
number of Individuals present In the field, and of the bone 
associations as wel I. No. 6 Included two rndlvlduars, possibly 
three; No. 7 Included the skul I and most of the skeleton of a single 
Individual; No. 8 lncluded the skull, Jaws, and skeleton of a large 
animal (some bones mixed with No. 8 were numbered 8A and were said 
to belong to No. 11); No. 9 belonged to an Individual not fully 
excavated and so much remalned In quarry; No. 10 comprised two young 
animals; No. 11 was a set of Jaws, the remainder of the skeleton 
left for the next season; No. 12 Included foot bones and some ribs, 
with the remainder left for the next season. If we take Thomson's 
count at face value, he would have discovered the remains of 9-10 



• 

• 

• 

124 

challcotheres. If added to the Nos. 1 to 5 found rn 1912, this 
would give 14-15 fndlvlduals, but Nos. 4-5 were Isolated skul Is 
which could belong to skeletons found In 1913, so the best estimate 
of total Individuals found by the end of the 1913 season was 12 to 
13 animals. 

The 1913 season seems to mark the Incept Jon of the f dea to sel I 
some of the Moropus skeletons from the quarry. Unfortunately, this 
would result In the dispersal of thts unique population to many 
instltutfons, making a comparative study dlfffcult. Matthew 
mentfons the poss lb I I tty to Thomson on August 4th: 

3.3.4. 

"Professor Osborn expects to pay you a visit and wt II 
have an Important matter to df scuss with you and Harold 
[Cook]. Dr. Orevermann of the Senckenburg Museum [Germany] Is 
very anxious to obtain a skeleton of Moropus, and of course 
under th~ terms of our agreement with Harold we have not the 
right to sel I or exchange even If other skeletons should turn 
up. Harold I know wants to have a skeleton or characteristic 
parts for his own museum, but If there should also be enough 
to supply Drevermann, we might come to some agreement wlth 
Harold about the matter. I should not feel that ft was 
altogether proper for Harold to sel I specimens col !ected at 
our expense and put the money In his pocket uncondltlonally • 
Nor do I suppose that he would wish to do so. But If a 
skeleton were sold to the Senckenberg Museum and the money 
appl led to putting up a field laboratory at Agate and 
continuing preparation work there, ••• tt would seem right to 
me. The matter Is worth thinking over rather carefully, and 
Professor Osborn and Mr. Cook wl I I no doubt agree upon some 
fair solution. We have pretty nearly al I we need of Moropus 
for exhibltlon and whl le we could use a good deal more for 
study we don't want to be hoggish about ft." 

1914 Excavation 

The goal of the 1914 f leld work on Carnegie Hi I I was to collect 
the remaining cha I lcothere skeletons that had been left at the 
quarry at the end of the 1913 season. With thfs In mind, Bl 11 
Thomson left the east by train on June 27th after spending much of 
the spring of 1914 and the previous winter preparing the Moropus 
specimens collected Jn 1913. Thomson reached Agate on July tst, a 
bro! ltng hot day that was to set the tone for the remainder of the 
f leld season. During the next few days, he examined the situation 
at the quarry and set up his camp. ~ls assistant, Charles Barner, 
visited him but was working for W. J. Slnclalr, a Princeton 
University paleontologlst who was then rn the Agate area. 

Sinclair had arrived at Agate on June 12th, In hfs words "after 
a wr Id ride across the plains In a cow-punchlng auto." He was 
controversial. not known for pol !sh or tact. He had hired both 
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Barner and A. C. Whitford to work the Snake Creek beds in early 
summer, later developing a smal I section of the Southwest Excavation 
In order to obtain a few smal I rhlnoceras slabs for Princeton. This 
smal I excavation In the DJceratherlum bed was designated as 
Princeton Locality 1002A. 

Thomson began work In the chalicothere quarry on July 6th, 
assisted by WI I I lam Stein, and by the next day had uncovered new 
Moropus material. On July 8th, the first chalicothere skull of the 
1914 season was discovered, as wel I as many other Moropus bones. 
Two days later, just prior to the entry of the party Into the ·quarry 
for the day's work, 3 tons of the cl lff above the site caved in, 
emphasizing the need to remove the overburden above the tunnels in 
which the bones occurred. Earl ter, In 1913, Osborn had cautioned 
Thomson about the height of cl !ff that was developing above the 
workmen as excavation progressed. When the debris was cleared, more 
cha I lcothere appeared, seemingly Inexhaustible, and the temperature 
reached 110 degrees as the bones were excavated. On July 13th, the 
vertebrate paleontologist E. C. Case from the University of Michigan 
visited the quarry• in 1922, Michigan would acquire a block of Agate 
bones from the bone bed In the Southwest Excavation, but at the time 
Case and an assistant were on other business. On July 14th, Thomson 
wrote Matthew of what had been accomplished: 

µThings here are runnfng along smoothly, but it ts very 
hot and dry out here this year. We are finding some more 
Moropus material. We have a skull 1 but like the rest, [It] 
has the front al I broken away, two sets of hind l lmbs and 
pelvis, some foot bones and quite a number of vertebrae and 
ribs. However, this Is only one of last year's prospects that 
we are working on yet. So I think we wi I I have al I we can do 
to get out what we had planned. Billy [Stein] works patiently 
but does not understand much about these bones yet. I wish I 
had Barner and may take him on when Sinclair gets through. At 
present Sinclair Is working down towards Marsland [Nebraska], 
but am expecting him back here any day as Harold [Cook] has 
given hfm permission to take out a rhinoceros slab, and then 
he expects to work a little In the camel [Stenomylus] 
quarry •••• Do you think there Is any possible chance of our 
working the quarry another year In case we do not get a 
Dlnohyus this season? I have not heard a word about the Agate 
Museum. The Cooks are In the best of spirits and Mr. Cook 
visits us very often - he seems to enjoy looking at the 
Moropus bones." 

Dimensions of the Southwest Excavation were only sl lghtly 
Increased in 1914. As Map F Indicates, work was restricted to the 
challcothere quarry at the north end of the cut. Tunnels were 
extended into the bank, fol lowf ng the Moropus skeletons. Two 
tunnels were dug Into the hf I I, one toward the north, and the other 
toward the south <Fig. 3.57). The north tunnel (Fig. 3.58) was the 
larger, and Included the skeletons of challcotheres Nos. 9, 9A, and 
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11 ln sections 12-13. The south tunnel CFig. 3.57, right side) 
produced challcothere No. 12 In section 10. Photographs show that 
by 1914 nearly 40 feet of rock overburden towered over the 
excavation. By the end of the 1914 season, the quarry was about 125 
feet long, and averaged about 20 feet In width. It was wldest at 
the cha I lcothere site on the north end where It attained 40 feet. 
The quarry maintained these dimensions untl I the 1920 excavation 
when the north end of the cu~ was even further expanded. 

In late July, Sinclair's party arrived at Agate and establ I shed 
a camp. On July 27th, he began to excavate slabs of rhinoceros 
bones from the Southwest Excavation with Harold Cook's 
encouragement. The exact location of Sinclair's work Is establ !shed 
by 2 photographs In his 1914 Princeton field journal. He excavated 
in the 1 Dlceratherlum bed' (Map F,G), which had been previously 
scraped down to the bone layer by Thomson, but In 1914 remained 
largely unexplored. Slnclalr contlnued work untl I August 11th, 
leaving by train on August 17th. One slab containing prlmarl ly 
Menoceras survives today, housed f n the Prlnceton Department of 
Geology, where there Is also a mounted Menoceras skeleton and 
several trays of prepared bones. 

While Sinclair dug rhinoceros, Thomson continued to uncover 
more and more Moropus, by now an embarassment of riches. On August 
4th, he described the specimens to Matthew, also fntimatlng that 
some conflict existed wlth Slnclalr's party in the quarry: 

"Things at the quarry are progresslng rapidly. Moropus 
material galore, but the beasts are maktng us tunnel now. 
Instead of two specimens of last year's prospects, [t Is the 
greater part of four individuals. We have one skul I but need 
three more which we hope to find In a day or so. Two of these 
specimens seem to be the smal lee type [at that tlme be! leved 
to be a smaller specTes by Ho! land and Peterson, but now 
regarded as females]. The tunnel work Is hard but we hope to 
get through with rt In a week or ten days. I have another of 
last year's prospects that I have not looked into yet. I am 
not paying any attention to rhino material. If I did, I'd be 
here unti I my end. No sign of Dlnohyus as yet. 

"Sinclair has taken out two or three smal I slabs of rhino 
goods, and now he is going after Daemonel Ix, just a specimen 
or two, then he's goTng to try for a Stenomylus skeleton. 

"I hope I can get through by Sept. 1st so I can get away 
from here. It is hard on my nervous system to be diplomatic. 
I am planning on getting the car away on a prospecting trip. 

"Is Professor Osborn coming out here this year, have you 
heard? I wish he would or could get out here whl le Slnclalr 
is here •••• 

"Everybody out here Is watchlng the European war mess, 
that ts a terrible thing .••• 

"By Sept. 1st we wl I I surely have al I the Moropus we 
want. So I should thTnk we could make some arrangement to get 
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Fig. 3.57. American Museum challcothere quarry tn 1914 
at the north end of the Southwest Excavation on 
Carnegie Hi I I. Two tunnels were developed that 

·fol lowed ~oropus bones into the hf I I. Note the 
primarily horizontally stratified fluvlal sediments In 
the lower part of the hi 11. · 
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Fig. 3.58. The bone bed rn the Amerfcan Museum 
cha I lcothere quarry of 1914 at Carnegie HI I I {for 
distant view, see Fig. 3.57). Many large Moropus bones 
are visible, and also a male rhinoceros skul I In 
unstable orlentatron Crear center). The bones are 
generally disarticulated> anef the larger bones are not 
steeply lncllned from the horizontal • 
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Dinohyus, without going back under the hi II. We have a space 
cleared 20 x 100 ft. which may turn up Dlnohyus but we would 
have to prospect rt al I and that means having that area of 
exposed rhinoceroses." 

On August 7th, Thomson wrote Osborn: 

"I am working just as rapidly as I know how, as I want to 
get al I the Moropus material I can whl le the getting ls good. 
We have four skeletons, more [or] less complete, two 
[skeletons] out [of the rock], but only one skul I and Jaws so 
far, though there Is a good chance for a couple more skulls. 
The specimens we are working on now are running Into the bank 
and we are tunneling after them. Two of these are quite smal I 
lndlviduals, but adult. One is as large as the one we took 
out last season if not larger. 

"One of the Moropus prospects left from last season I 
have not had time to look Into yet, but wl I I as soon as we get 
the others out. I have seen no sign of Dinohyus as yet, and 
If I put in another season searching for the beast without 
results, I'll be a flt subject for some 'Bug House'. The heat 
this season Is something terrible, from 95 to 110 degrees 
under the awning nearly every day, and my camp this year Is 
far from as comfortable as last year." 

On August 12th, after Sinclair's departure, Charles Barner and 
A. C. Whitford, who had been employed by Sinclair, went to work for· 
Thomson, giving the American Museum a four man crew. 

On August 14th, Matthew wrote Thomson, revealing that the 
pol !tics of quarry work at Agate with Sinclair might have been 
strained: 

"I am glad to hear things are going on wel I at the 
quarry. We certainly wl I I have a good supply of Moropus when 
you get through. It wl 11 be .a good thing If you can get in 
your I ittle reconnaissance trip, and doubtless w! 11 be a 
rel lef to you to get away from the quarry. If practicable It 
would be better to leave the auto over the winter at the Cooks 
If they are wl II tng to house It. If you leave It elsewhere, 
you run some risk of offending them by doing so, and that Is 
what Professor Osborn Is especially anxious to avoid. l spoke 
to him about It and he thought It would be better to keep It 
at Agate over winter even If you do risk Its being put out of 
commission. I know this comes hard on anyone who is as 
careful of his equipment as you are, but I am pretty sure that 
the Professor would rather see t~e auto destroyed than the 
Cooks seriously offended at the Museum. 

"As to Dlnohyus, I am not disappointed because I expected 
noth Ing a I ong that l I ne. But we' 1 I get It some of these days. 
I wi I I be Interested when the reports come In as to the 
victories of the Yale expeditionary force over the al I Jed 
Miocene troops. I expect they'll make a killing all right. 
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look forward to a good heart-to-heart talk with Sinclair when 
he gets back. Perhaps It wl I I clear up some things about the 
situation that I don't understand. Of one thing I am sure, 
that you have done and are doing everything that's possible to 
maintain friendly relations. and I can trust to your judgment 
to do what rs best." 

The remainder of August the party worked the quarry, continuing 
to remove many Moropus bones from the pocket. On September 1st, the 
fossl Is were packed In 14 wood boxes for shipment to New York, Stern 
and Whitford then departing. The next day, Roberts and Montgomery 
hauled the fossr Is by wagon to Harrison, completing the trip In 7 
hours. Thomson accompanied them, and left Harrison by train that 
afternoon. He reached New York on September 10th, and worked In the 
laboratory on the Moropus skeleton No. 10 (from 1913). On September 
23rd, the 1914 collection reached the museum, and Thomson began work 
on chaltcothere skul I No. 12, spending the rest of the year on the 
challcothere col lectfon. 

Mammals found In the Southwest Excavation durfng the 1914 
season Included Moropus and Menocecas. There fs no record of other 
mammals discovered by Thomson's party. Their search for a complete 
skeleton of Dinohyus remained unfulfl I led, and Osborn's desire to 
find one of these entelodonts would prompt their return to the 
quarry. Whether occasional fsolated bones of other mammals were 
found during the work in the cha I lcothere pocket Is unknown; If such 
bones were found, they went unrecognized. It is probable that with 
relatively untrafned men such as Stein and Whitford, such bones were 
overlooked, If they were present. 

Two photographs of the bone bed In the 1914 cut were taken by 
Thomson (American Museum Nos. 19515,19510), and show cha I lcothere 
bones mixed with rhinoceros material fn the north tunnel (ftg. 
3.58>. The larger heavier bones appear to I le flat on the bedding 
surface, whereas smal !er lighter elements seem to show more 
fnclfnatlon from the horizontal. Consptcuous in Figure 3.58 fs the 
skul I of a male rhinoceros In unstable Inclination, lts horn bosses 
at the highest point, and the skul I with dorsal surface up, Inclined 
downward into the sediment. This skul I could never come to rest In 
water on a flat sediment surface In this position. It was either 
worked fnto this Incl lned state by current scouring around the 
skul I, or was orlgtnal ly deposited within a mass of sediment Jn this 
position. The fact that many light and easl ly removed bones such as 
ribs and vertebrae are present along with the skul I tn the deposit 
suggests that the latter alternative ls most probable, since If 
currents worked the deposit and Inclined the skul I, many of the ribs 
and vertebrae would have been removed. 

By the end of 1914, the Amerfcan Museum had discovered most of 
the cha I lcothere sample that It was eventually to remove from the 
quarry. Most of the key specimens had been excavated and 
transported to New York. Once at the museum, It became apparent 
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that large adults, small adults, and juveniles were represented. 
The posslbl llty that this was Indeed a smal I populatlon of Moropus 
now had to be considered, and the Holland-Peterson bel lef that two 
species were present at Agate seemed less certain. 

3.3.5. 1916 Excavation 
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The automobl le brought new mobility to fleld prospecting In the 
west, and Matthew and Thomson were anxlous to take advantage of this 
situation. The American Museum party prospected widely within 
Nebraska in 1916, exploring the Niobrara valley, the Loup, Dismal 
and Calamus drainages, and the North Platte river west of the town 
of North Platte. Later Cenozoic rocks produced almost no worthwh I le 
fossl Is, despite Matthew's focus on the 1 Pf iocene' beds. The early 
summer ended as a disappointing fa! lure to find important later 
Cenozoic faunas In the region. 

Thomson had left New York on May 25th, and began prospecting 
about 40 miles northeast of Al I lance, Nebraska, along the Niobrara 
valley. A. C. Whitford and George Stol I assisted Thomson, who next 
traveled wlth him to the Broadwater-Llsco region along the North 
Platte River south of Al I lance, where only fragments of rhinoceros, 
proboscldean, and camel were found early rn June. Returning to 
Al I iance on June 6th, Thomson and hfs men continued to search the 
breaks of ~he Hay Springs - Rushvl I le area for fossl Is, f lndlng 
little of value. On June 15th, the party was joined by W. 0. 
Matthew. After col lectlng a crushed mammoth skull, Matthew and 
Thomson on June 19th took a train from Al I lance to the Seneca-Halsey 
area on the middle Loup River to prospect the region, but without 
success, returning to Al I lance on June 24th. The next day Matthew 
and Thomson traveled south to the Platte River near Bridgeport and 
worked the exposures at Court House Rock. They contfnued east to 
Oshkosh, examining exposures south of the town, and then went 
farther east to Blrdwood Creek north of Hershey and to loess beds 
near the town of North Platte, which was the easternmost point 
reached along the r!ver. By July 3rd, the party reached Sidney In 
the southwestern panhandle of the state, and contfnued on to 
Al I lance, where camp was broken for a move to Valentine on the 
NTobrara River to the east. Thomson arrived In Valentine on July 
4th, working In the area untl I July 14th, but worthwhl le fossl I 
discoveries were Infrequent. 

On July 15th, Matthew and Thomson traveled to Agate, and 
Inspected the quarry on Carnegie HI I I on July 16th. The next day, 
the men prepared Harold Cook's homestead shack <East Agate) for camp 
residence, and began work at the quarry on July 18th. 

The early work of the season was described by Matthew Jn a 
letter to Osborn on July 14th: 

"We have looked into the exposures In [northcentral 



• 

• 

• 

130 

Nebraska] with very disappointing results. The fosstllferous 
beds are mostly grassed over, and they have been pretty 
thoroughly cul led over by Professor Barbour's parties In 
prevfous years when they were better exposed •••• There 
remains now only the Rosebud country [South Dakota] to look 
Into, and unless that ylelds something, we wt I I have to give 
up the Pliocene and Upper Miocene Jn this state -- except Its 
western border [Jn sou~hern Sioux County]. 

"This result of our work Is owing to a factor that I had 
not counted on, the succession of wet seasons that has grassed 
over a II . the sandh I tr s and sandy exposures of the upper 
Tertiary and Plelstocene. It Js a surprlsfng change from the 
conditions of 1901-3 and 1905-8 as I recall them. I do not 
think we can do much with these horizons unless we find the 
formations Tn New Mexico, Texas and elsewhere better exposed. 

"Whitford and Stal I will go up Into the Rosebud country 
and work westward, whl le Thomson and I are going direct to 
Agate to take up work In the big quarry, and get out the 
material for our [rhinoceros] skeletons, and watch out for 
Dloohyus. The others wl II join us there as soon as they are 
through at Rosebud and wr I I prospect wfth the automobile from 
Agate as a base-camp, especially to the west and south, as far 
as Rawhide Buttes and the Platte. There Is a good deal of 
Lower Miocene to be looked Into, and we need more Parahippus 
and Oxydactylus especf at ly. · 

ff8arbour's party Is working near here, but the material 
they have secured thus far is worthless scrap, although 
naturally I have not told them so. Troxel I we found at 
Springview [Nebraska] working in a quarry that has 
posslbi lltfes, although he has not yet obtained anything of 
especial value. Sinclair has been working the Pawnee Creek 
beds, with very poor luck. It does not seem to be a lucky 
year for Miocene-Pl locene col lect!ng." 

Matthew then described the plan of excavation at Agate to 
Osborn on July 17th: 

"We wt I I go at the Dlceratherlum sectron already cleared 
off, with a vlew of getting associated material of 
[rhlnoceros], and with the hope of coming across Dlnohyus." 

So the 1916 Agate excavation resulted from the fal lure of the 
American Museum party to locate productive 'Pliocene' deposits In 
Nebraska. The party tel I back upon the Agate quarries for lack of 
more Important sites to work. Matthew worked with Thomson fn the 
quarry from July 18 to the end of the month, when he left for 
Lincoln. The men gradually uncovered the 'Dlceratherlum bed' 
located fn sections 3-10. As work progressed, a large area was 
excavated wherein the bones were df splayed Jn rel lef, resulting In 
the best surviving photographs of the Menoceras bone bed at the 
Southwest Excavation, taken by Thomson (American Museum Nos. 
101780,101781, Figs. 3.59, 3.60}. Bones are numerous but do not 
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Fig. 3.59. In 1916~ the Amerfcan Museum party exposed 
a large part of the 'Diceratherlum bed' In the 
Southwest Excavatfon on Carnegie Hf I I <Map G>. This 
vtew of the bone bed from the north end of the quarry, 
looking south, shows numerous Inclined bones, and ls 
one of the few survlvrng photographs that documents the 
actual bone density In this part of the quarry <see 
also Fig. 3.60) • 
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3.60. The 1916 excavation of the 'Diceratherrum 
by the American Museum, looking southeast (see 
Fig. 3.59). Note the large male Menoceras skul I 
prominent horn bosses fn the left foreground. 
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seem to be as densely packed as some exhibit slabs that were taken 
from this part of the quarry. Many unstable Incl I nations are 
apparent, and at least two skulls are steeply tl lted, with the tip 
of the nasals uppermost"' the rear of the skul I low. Bones are 
disarticulated; ribs, I lmb bones, sku I ls, jaws, vertebrae, and many 
smaller bones can be seen In the photographs. 

ln addition to rhinoceros, the party discovered additional 
challcothere In 1916. Mor:opus No. 13 was found In section 10 at the 
west end of the 'Dlceratherium bed'"' and Included a skull, some limb 
and foot bones"' pelvis and a few vertebrae. A second skeleton, 
Moropus No. 14 CAMNH 14423), was found In sections 7-8 Immediately 
east of the 'Dlceratherlum bed', and Included skull, jaws, pelvis, 
limb and foot bones, ribs, and a few vertebrae. The discovery of 
this skeleton occasioned the only extension of the quarry In 1916: 
Thomson blasted out a 5 foot deep alcove in the quarry wal I to 
acquire the speclmen (see Map F, sections 7-8). 

The flrst challcothere bones appeared on July 24th, and on 
August 10th a skul I and lower jaws of a Juvenile Dinohyus CAMNH 
22730) was discovered In section 10 at the west end of the 
'Dlceratherlum bed' (see Map G). This animal retained Its milk 
premolars and an unworn adult first molar; It remains today the best 
juvenl le entelodont skul I and jaws found in the Agate quarries • 
With this discovery, the remains of 2 Juvenl le entelodonts CAMNH 
22730, CM 2137,2137A) and 3 adults CCM 1594, AMNH 15866, 14442) had 
been found In the Southwest Excavation, but a relatively complete 
skul I and skeleton continued to elude the American Museum workers. 

By mid-August, Matthew had returned to New York, and reported 
to Osborn on his visits to museums on the return trip. Thomson was 
becoming Increasingly dlssatlsf led with the work of Whitford and 
Stol I who had been quarrying In the Snake Creek beds about 20 ml les 
south of Agate, and recommended to Matthew that they be discharged. 
Thomson Intended to assume charge of the Snake Creek excavations In 
1917, with the aim of Improving the number and qua I tty of fossl I 
mammals from those quarries. As to the work In the Southwest 
Excavation, Thomson wrote on August 18th: 

"Now about the quarry work, we have uncovered a great 
deal more rhinoceros material back toward the bank where I dug 
the prospect hole. It seems to be dipping downward tn the 
bank and that ls a fair sign that there Is somethfng large 
Inside. At least we have found ft so before. Barner Is a 
falthful worker and ls worth mor~ than the rest of my crew put 
together." 

On August 21st, Thomson began to f Ind Moropus running Into the bank, 
and new challcothere bones began to appear dally untf I August 26th 
when Thomson dynamited the bank to fol low the Moropus bones. Oebrfs 
from the blast was cleared, extendlng the cut 5 feet, and from 
August 28th untl I September 1st, Thomson records more challcothere 
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tn the quarry. On September 6th, Whitford was fired by Matthew, who 
had written him to that effect, easlng Thomson's problems In the 
field. Whitford and Stoll departed Agate on September 9th, their 
role In the work ended. 

Early In September, Tho_mson mentioned in his diary that Harold 
Cook made a diagram of the quarry (Southwest Excavation). This 
diagram has not been found, and would be an important and 
interesting addition to the presently known maps of the Carnegie and 
American museums. 

Work In the quarry continued Into September, Thomson at one 
point writing, "No progress at al I. Rhinos too thick." On September 
17th, H. F. Osborn, accompanied by E. H. Barbour, arrived for an 
Inspection of the quarries and an overview of the regional geology, 
now made posslbJe by the advent of the automobile. Osborn made 
drawings and took notes on the quarry, and on the fol low Ing day, 
toured the Snake Creek workfngs with Thomson, Barbour, and Harold 
Cook. During the next week, whl le Thomson and Barner excavated 
rhinoceroses Jn the quarry, Osborn, Barbour, and Cook explored the 
geology of the surrounding region, ranging from Scotts Bluff to 
Rawhide Creek. On September 25th, Osborn and Barbour left for the 
east, and Thomson f intshed the quarry work of 1916. The final days 
at the quarry In late September and early October produced only 
rhinoceros when the men badly wanted entelodont, and Thomson's diary 
Is replete with many entries that read, "Nothing but rhino." 
Thomson wrote Matthew on September 26th, summarizing the work: 

"We have exposed al I cleared space at the quarry and 
nothing but rhino has turned up. Prof. Osborn decided we 
should try and secure rhino material at the far end of the 
quarry where the bones are I Jght colored, also try to get out 
a good block for exhibition. The bones are Just as thick as 
ever and just as difficult to get out. So I am afraid we 
cannot do much this season •••• I think I shal I leave the 
strtpping to be done on the north side of the hi I I to Barner 
after I leave." 

This situation must have caused Thomson to place Barner at work 
on the north slope of Carnegie Hi I 1 at or near the old American 
Museum cut of 1907. On October 5th, Barner prospected the north 
side of the hi I I for the first time and found Moropus material; he 
continued thfs for 5 days, leadlng Thomson to bel leve that the north 
slope of the hi I I might have future potential. For much of the 
remainder of October, Thomson and Barner prepared their fosst Is for 
shipment to New York, and aided Harold Cook with various projects. 
The quarry was closed on October 21st, and on October 26th, Thomson 
left Agate for Harrison, departing by train that eventng • 

In a f fnal letter to Osborn on October 17th, Thomson revealed 
more detal Is of the north slope excavation, and mentioned W. O. 
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Matthew's hypothesis on the origin of the deposit: 

"We did some prospecting on the northern slope of the 
bone h I 11 and f Ind Moropus and rh ! noceros mater i a I runn l ng l n, 
only not in such quantity as In the quarry. I think It would 
be wise to prospect it more thoroughly next season, as 
possibly it may be the edge of thfs great water or bog hole, 
and we may stand a better chance of getting a more or l~ss 
complete rhinoceros skeleton." 

3.3.6 . .L2..1.I Excayatlon 

W. D. Matthew intended that Thomson and Barner work the Agate 
bone bed at Carnegie HI I I In the summer of 1917. Exciting results 
emerged fn the laboratory as a result of the preparation of the 
Moropus sample from the Southwest Excavation, and Matthew did not 
want to relinquish the quarries unti I the museum had achieved the tr 
aims. In March 1917, he wrote Harold Cook: 

"I know you wl II be pleased to hear of progress here, 
we have at last got the Moropus skeletons laid out and are 
sorting out the individuals. This is a considerable piece of 
work, as we f Ind them more widely scattered than I had 
expected. s~t we have six or seven practically complete, and 
are rapidly bul Id Ing up others. There are clearly two sizes 
present In about equal numbers, and to our surprise we f Ind 
that the large form has a broad pelvis, the smal I form a 
narrow one. This would seem to mean that the large form Is 
the female, the smal I one the male •••• 

"Our expedition plans for the summer I think you know. 
We expect to have Barner and Thomson and young [Charles] Camp, 
who Is Gregory's ablest student and has had some field 
experience, and l'I I be with the party for about six weeks or 
so. We wrl I work at the new cut rn the Agate quarry, and open 
up the Snake Creek pockets systematically." 

By June, the war had disrupted the planned f leld work, and 
Thomson remained In New York for the 1917 season. However, It was 
decided to send Charles Barner to Carnegie HI I I to conttnue work on 
the north slope, begun the previous season. Because Thomson did not 
work at Agate, no f leld diary records each day's activity at the 
site, but letters between Harold Cook, Matthew, and Osborn provide a 
summary of work. On July 21st, Cook wrote Osborn: 

"Barner Is hard at work, but ·to date has done principally 
stripping. Some splendid Moropus materlal ls showtng up where 
he Is open Ing [the hr 11, as we I I as] some other th I ngs, 
[although] he has hardly exposed the bone bed wel I as yet. 
Dr. Figgins' party from Colorado ls at work, and they are 
getting some fine rhino material out. They are f lndlng some 
good Moropus foot parts near where your Moropus came from, and 
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I suggested to him that he turn this al I over to you to see If 
any fits could be found with your skeletons." 

Barner continued hls excavation through the remainder of the 
summer, and into the fal I of 1917. Matthew remained In New York, 
not entering the f leld work. On September 9th, Cook Informed him 
further of the status of Barner's work and the excavation at 
Carnegie HI I I by the Denver Museum: 

"[Dr. Figgins and hls party] are closing work at the 
quarry now, and probably have actually left there by now. 
While they got no large Moropus material, they did get a lot 
of foot [bones] •••• As you are putting Moropus up, and many 
of these parts probably belong to animals you have there [In 
New York], It would be better to [send them to you by 
express]. They took out several large blocks, so It Is apt to 
be some time before you get al I of this material from them, as 
they wtll have to work these blocks up first." 

"Now whl le we are talking about Moropus, what do you want 
to do about the Moropus that Barner Is finding in the new cut? 
I have told him to take out what he had to whl le prospecting; 
but I recal I that Prof. Osborn said that he had al I the 
Moropus you wanted, and so I told Barner to go slow on taking 
th!s up where not necessary, and to pack for storage what he 
dld take up from the new cut •••• Now that he has' finished 
stripping on that side, he does not seem to be making much 
headway there, and does not seem to know what to do. Yo~ see, 
almost anywhere you start there, you f Ind bone. Of course we 
do not want to destroy Moropos, or anythtng of special 
tnterest or value, and If the museum does not want It 
collected, I hardly know what to tell him to do, untf I I hear 
from you. There seems to be two bone layers there tn one 
place, about three feet part, [although] I have not had time 
to see how extensive ft Is, and Barner seems to have l fttle 
tdea of It. Barner Is wt I I Ing enough, but he has a very smal I 
allowance of lnttlatlve, and cannot accompl !sh alone nearly 
what he would when with someone llke Thomson." 

It Is evident that Barner was capable of little more than clearlng 
the north slope of Carnegie HI I I for later work by more ski I led men 
ltke Thomson. Without Its experienced men In the field, the museum 
would accomplish little of value at Agate. No photographs of the 
1917 work were taken, since Thomson was not present, so we cannot 
know much of Barner's work, nor Cook's fascinating comment about two 
layers of bone on the north side of Carnegie HI I I. On September 
20th, Osborn wrote Cook, making clear the museum's remaining goal f.n 
the quarries: 

"I am Interested to know whether Barner has come on any 
remains of Dlnohyus In the new clearing. This Is the animal 
we most need In the entire Tertiary Mammal Hal I at the present 
time. 
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"The Moropus skeletons have turned out splendidly because 
they belong to separate lndlvlduals whfch have been pretty 
well sorted out. I hope we can secure some sales or exchanges 
and can make the beglnnfngs of the Agate Quarry museum 
but I ding; but these are bad tfmes for paleontology as wel I as 
al I other branches of science. Al I our f lnest young men are 
going Into the war service." 

On October 12th, Harold Cook in a letter to Osborn describes 
most fully the location of Barner's 1917 cut, and his results: 

"Barner has closed and covered the quarry for the winter, 
and he found some very large Moropus there, and certain other 
smal I things. I did not have the time to see much of his 
work, and, as he covered things as fast as he got Into the 
real bone layer, and took very little up, I do not know 
whether he found any real evidence of Dlnohyus or not. Of 
course he would not know many of the bones If he saw them, to 
tel I for sure what they were. But he did not recognize any 
good Dlnohyus leads. The bone Is abundant there, and as he 
has stripped the whole north face of the hlll, It wlll not 
take much work now by someone I Ike Thomson to determine Just 
what the leads are." 

Osborn was now anxious to sel I or exchange the cha I lcothere 
skeletons from the American Museum Moropus quarry, but the war 
prevented any demand for these fossl Is. By July 1917, Osborn wrote 
James Cook his estfmate of the number of cha I lcotheres In the 
sample: "You wl I I be de! lghted to hear that we have at last rounded 
up the Moropus skeletons and that they prov~ to be far more complete 
and remarkable than we had dared hope for. There are no less than 
17 skeletons ····" Although Matthew and Osborn decided to divide 
and distribute this superb populatfon sample of these mammals, 
Osborn did have the foresight to photograph the lndfvldual skeletons 
as they were assembled by his staff from the blocks fn the quarry. 
These photographs and measurement data gathered by Osborn In his 
unpublished manuscript on the Agate cha I lcothere sample give some 
Idea of the materlal, but which specfmens have a strong probabl I lty 
of association of bones, and which are less certarn Is not 
clartffed. Thomson's f leld map of these cha I lcotheres thus ls the 
best guide to these associations CMap H), and rt ts used In the 
taphonomlc analysis of the Southwest Excavation. 

Between the f Jeld seasons of 1917 and 1918, research on the 
American Museum cha I lcothere sampfe culminated In a draft manuscript 
by Osborn, part of It sent In February 1918 to Harold Cook for 
approval. Osborn observed In August 191-8 that al I the Moropus 
skeletons were worked out at that time, but "no one has any money at 
all; everyone ts giving h~s last dollar to the war; ••• I see no 
future prospects whatever of sales abroad. The foreign Institutions 
wl I I al I be desperately poor for years to come •••• " 
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Correspondence indicates that some Moropus must have been 
rather easTly assembled Into skeletons made up of bones of one 
Tndlvldual, and that Jn the case of others, the bones were not 
clearly assocTated, so that composfte skeletons were the result. 
Thus some Moropus, such as the Unfversfty of Nebraska mount, are In 
fact composite skeletons, and not entJrely derived from a single 
Tndlvldual, as proven by a letter of May 3, 1918, from Matthew to 
Cook: "We have been delayed longer than t had expected In completing 
the Moropus skeleton for Professor Barbour, as It has been very 
tedious to sort out the best f Jts among the odds and ends, now that 
we have completed the lndlyldual fits." 

3.3.7 • .12.1.a: Second Interlude 

Thomson's purpose Jn 1918 was to work the Snake Creek beds In 
southern SToux County. The American Museum did not excavate In the 
Agate quarries In 1918, but Thomson headquartered at 'East Agate', 
and took time to observe the work done by Charles Barner on the 
north slope of CarnegTe Hf II In 1917. Arriving at Agate on June 
29th, and In need of rest, he spent the next weeks repairing the 
museum's Ford automobl le, and look Ing over the Snake Creek deposlts. 
He made a few brief vTslts to Carnegie HT I I durTng July. On July 
1st, he assessed the work of the 1917 season for the first time In 
hTs fTeld dTary: "Went down to the quarry to look thlngs over. 
Barner left things In bad shape." Later, on July 24th~ he wrote 
Matthew In more detal I: 

"Things at the quarry are Jn fair shape - that Is, the 
new cut where Barner worked last season. The wTnd and heavy 
rains have uncovered some of the material. There seems to be 
two bone layers there, and the bones are not as thick as they 
are In the old quarry. The bones are apparently In a better 
state of preservatTon." 

By August 1st, Thomson felt ready to begin regular work In the 
Snake Creek beds, and described hTs routine to Osborn on August 9th: 

"As I am just In from my 'summer resort' on Snake Creek, 
thought I would drop you a short note on my progress etc. I 

am alone so far, camping near my work, and comTng back to 
Agate once and twice a week. I certalnly would have been out 
of luck had l not repaTred the old Ford. As yet I have not 
met wfth much success, but a great deal of sand shlftfng. The 
bones are not as plentTful as they should be and as you know 
very fragmentary." 

Thomson cleaned and repaired Cook's shack at •East Agate' In 
anticipation of the arrival of hTs wife, who joined him at Agate on 
August 10th. By mTd-month. Thomson's attention to Carnegie HT I I 
sites had been f Tmlted to prospecting the north slope of the hT I I on 
August 14th. During the remainder of the month, Thomson, assisted 
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by his wife, continued work In the Snake Creek deposits. 
Nevertheless, In a letter to Osborn on September 4th, he gives more 
detat I on Barner's cut at Carnegie HT I I, and again mentions the 
enigmatic double bone layer: 

"Things at the old Bone HI I I are about as they were two 
years ago when you saw It. The Denver Museum people last 
season took out quite a large block on the eastern end of what 
we had uncovered [probably the southeast end of the Amer1can 
Museum 'Diceratherlum bed']. The new cut made by Mr. Barner 
on the northern slope of the hi I I last year Ts quite 
extensive, about 200 ft. long by 15 or 20 ft. wide. There 
seems to be two bone layers In thls quarry as far as I can 
see. The bones are not quite as thick as they are In the old 
quarry [Southwest Excavation]. [Menoceras] Ts very much In 
evidence. Quite a number of Moropus bones showlng. But 
Dlnohyus ls stll I In the bank out of sight. I am planning on 
doing a llttle searching for him when the weather no longer 
permits me working on Snake Creek. We worked a week ln the 
Sinclalr Draw quarries where the boys worked In 1916. We had 
planned on doing a great deal of work there, but for the 
gentleman [Ashbrook] who owns that whole section. He very 
klndly Informed us he did not care to have us work there any 
more. I neither pleaded nor argued with the man, but moved 
back to the western exposures, and Intend finishing the season 
there unless the owner of that property asks us to move out, 
In which case I wl I I come here [Agate] and prospect either Jn 
the new cut on the Bone Hi I I or In the Stenomylus quarry." 

A few days earlier, Thomson mentioned to Matthew the 
posslbl llty of look Ing over the south side of Stenomylus HI I I "Jn 
search of carnivore material which I know occurs there." It Is 
posslble this Is In reference to the articulated skeleton of a large 
amphlcyonld carnivore found on the south side of Stenomylus HJ I I by 
F. B. Loomis, which he had cal led Daphoenodgn. This beardog, which 
eventually proved to be an unnamed temnocyonlne amphTcyonJd, was 
photographed during Its removal from Stenomylus HI I I. When these 
photos are al lgned with present day landmarks In the area, we find 
that this carnivore was found high on the south side of the hi I I. 
Perhaps Thomson was aware of this, and Intended to try to find more 
carnivore material In the same place. This Is of some Importance, 
because the temnocyonlne beardog found at Stenomylus HI I I by Loomis 
Is the same species as the temnocyonf ne found by our party In 1981 
at Beardog HI I I (Carnegie Quarry 3). Together, they are the only 
Individuals of this species known at the present time. 

On September 8th, Thomson did prospect Stenomylus HI I I, but 
reported no unusual discoveries. He and his wife continued to work 
In the Snake Creek beds untl I mid-September, returnlng to Agate on 
September 24th. After packlng fossl Is and preparing his camp 
equipment for storage, the Thomsons left Agate on September 27th, 
spending a month with Thomson's parents near Rapid City, South 
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Dakota, and returnfng to New York on October 25th • 

On his last foray Into the Snake Creek beds In September, 
Thomson could not start the museum's Ford for the return to Agate. 
This passage from his description of the Incident reveals Thomson as 
the quintessential field man that he surety was: 

"last Saturday night It began sleeting and raining and 
continued through the night and al I day Sunday which made 
camping very unpleasant. I worked the greater part of Sunday 
forenoon getting the Ford started. Luckily, I had gathered a 
large quantity of 'cow-chips' and had them in a dry place. So 
I drew the water out of the Ford radiator, put It Into our 
water can, and heated the water to bolling polnt, gave It to 
the Ford and began turning the crank -- a spark at last and we 
were off, al I like drowned rats but happy to think we were on 
the way to the shack. That night a kl I ling frost visited the 
whole country, so we spent yesterday drying ourselves and 
making preparations for another pul I at Snake Creek today." 

3.3.8. 1.2.1..2. Excavation 

Thomson returned to active work In the Southwest Excavation at 
Carnegie HI II In 1919. The principal achievement of the field 
season was the removal of a huge exhibit block of rhinoceros bones 
from the 1 Dlceratherlum bed' for display at the American Museum 
(Fig. 3.61). This block, which wefghed over two tons, was excavated 
from the bone bed In the quarry floor, boxed, and transported by 
wagon and team to the rat !road. The block measured 8.5 feet long by 
4.5 feet wide CFlg. 3.62). It was one of Thomson's best efforts, 
and can be seen today In the Hal I of Mammals at the American Museum 
In New York. 

Accompanied by George Olsen, Thomson reached Agate on June 
19th. During the next few days, they prepared their camp at 1 East 
Agate' near the main hi I Is, and prospected In the Southwest 
Excavation for their desired exhibition slab. On June 25th, they 
began work In the quarry on the bone bed. By July 10th, the block 
had been separated by a peripheral trench from the remainder of the 
rhinoceros-rich bone layer (Fig. 3.62). The surface of the block 
wfth Its dense bone mass was coated wtth she I lac dissolved In 
alcohol to harden it. 

After completing the fnltrar work on the rhlno slab, Thomson 
and Olsen began work on the north sf de of Carnegie HT I I Jn Barner's 
cut of 1917 (Fig. 3.63). On July 14th, they cleared and strlpped 
the old cut. The north slope was worked from mid-July untl I July 
23rd, when the men returned to plaster the large slab on the other 
side of Carnegie HI I I. The job took three days. In mld-July, 
Thomson wrote Matthew of their progress: 
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Fig. 3.61. Removal of the 1919 American Museum 
exhibition slab of Menoceras bones from the 
1 Dlceratherium bed' In the Southwest Excavation, 
Carnegie Hi 11, looking south • 
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Fig. 3.62. Albert CBI I I) Thomson of the American 
Museum at work on the 1919 rhinoceros slab at Carnegie 
HI I I (see Fig. 3.61). The slab when crated for 
shipment weighed 4500 pounds, and was transported to 
New York on a ral I road tlat car • 
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Fig. 3.63. The American Museum cut of 1919 on the 
north side of Carnegie HI I I (see Map A, North 
Excavation). This large cut was superimposed on 
Charles Barner's earl !er cut of 1917. Thomson and 
Barner both reported a double bone layer In the cut; 
and suggested that the bones were not as thick and 
densely packed as on the opposite side of the hi I I. 
The lnltlal American Museum quarry of 1907 Is at the 
extreme left end of the cut • 
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"We are making good progress fn the quarry constdering 
the beastly hot weather. It almost got the best of us. The 
thermometer up at Agate has been regtsterfng from 92 to 102 
degrees In the shade among the trees, so just Imagine what It 
must be at the quarry, even under the awning. 

"We have blocked out a very handsome slab, & 1/2 feet 
long, 4 1/2 feet wide and 15 Inches deep. I think when It Is 
ready for shipment, It will weigh about 4500 pounds. It will 
make a handsome thing for exhibition. To my mind far superior 
to any slab ever taken out of the quarry. 11 11 be on my 
nerves' edge untl I I see It safely on exhibit In the American 
Museum. I wish Professor Osborn could see It as It Is blocked 
out tn the quarry. Fifteen skul Is In sight. It will take 
some time to get It securely bound and crated. 

"We have prospected some In the quarry on the north side 
of the hll I, and I think there ts our only hope for Dlnohyus. 
It seems to me that what Moropus bones I have seen there are 
somewhat farger than Jn our old quarry [In the Southwest 
Excavation]. ThJs may be purely Imagination, but If so, there 
Is where Dlnohyus should be. 

"The other day we picked up a crocodile tooth whl le 
blockfng out our slab. I also have a lower molar of some 
creature, which resembles both Moropus and Olnohyus, which I 
picked up fn the north side quarry. Harold does not seem to 
know what It is." 

Thomson's report of a crocodl llan tooth Is as stgnlffcant as 
his later mentron of the double bone layer found In the North 
Excavatron at Carnegie Hf I 1. Crocodl llans serve as Important 
environmental Indicators, since they are restricted to climatic 
settings without prolonged and severe cold. We know of crocodl I Ian 
fossr Is fn the lower part of the Artkaree rocks In western Nebraska, 
and fn the formations close above the quarry level, suggesting that 
the ctlmate In the Early Miocene, whl le probably seasonal, did not 
Include severe winters. But a crocodr llan tooth from the quarry 
suggests that a body of water was not too dtstant from the site, and 
that the clfmate could accomodate these reptlfes. This tooth has 
not survf ved In the American Museum col lectlon to my knowledge, so 
untl I another rs forthcomfng, the record of Crocodl Ila at the bone 
bed should be considered provlsfonal. 

On July 26th, Olsen and Thomson continued their excavation of 
the north side of the hi I I. On August 5th, Thomson reported the 
discovery of Moropus jaws, ribs, ulna, radius, scapula and foot 
bones, thus possibly an associated foreJfmb. As work progressed, 
often the comments Jn Thomson's diary fndlcate little result for a 
day's labor. Bones could not have been as dense as many parts of 
the bone bed ln the Southwest Excavatron. On August 26th, after 
many days on the north slope, the men returned to work on the large 
slab. On September 4-5, the huge slab was cut from fts pedestal, 
and prepared over the next week to be turned. Thomson developed a 
rlgglng to turn the slab over, whlch was completed successfully on 
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September 11th. The underside of th~ block was fl lled wfth cement, 
and the frame braced and bolted. By September 20th, th~ slab had 
been returned to Its orlglnal position and a cover prepared. Since 
ceasing work on the north slope, the preparation of the slab had 
taken three weeks' hard and concentrated effort. 

The remainder of the season at Agate saw the prosecution of 
various mlscel laneous tasks by Olsen and Thomson, none Involving a 
focused excavation Jn the main hll Is. On October 13th, at the end 
of the f leld season, the men closed the quarry on the north slope of 
Carnegie Hi II. Fortunately, Thomson recorded his most Important 
observations on the 1919 excavation at this srte, placing these 
notes In his American Museum f(eld book: 

"Nearly two months work was done this season on the north 
st de of the Quarry HJ I I In search of Dlnohyus. Only very few 
scattered foot bones secured. Moropus and [Menoceras] appear 
but mostly waterworn material and not In such abundance as on 
the southern side of the hil I. The bottom of the north side 
quarry Is very Irregular. On the eastern end of this quarry, 
there are two distinct bone layers which come together In the 
west end of the quarry, not far from the old Utterback cut 
[Carnegie Qu. 2]. 

"We made a cut about 180 feet long, and back 8 and 10 
feet •••• Further excavation must be done with team and 
scraper." 

This passage by Thomson ls the clearest description of the 
'double bone layer' on the north slope, and Indicates where one 
would dig to expose this for study. This Is one of the most 
Interesting and scfentlfically useful revelatfons to come from 
search of the older records. A double bone layer has significant 
lmpllcatfons for the origin of the bone bed on the north slope: when 
coupled with the Irregular base to the bone bed (Fig. 3.64) reported 
by Thomson, and the waterworn condition of much of the materlal, 
there can be little doubt that the north side of the hi I I has been 
influenced by f lowlng water, and must be much I fke the deposit at 
Unfverslty HI ll. Both sites apparently differ from the dense bone 
bed of the Southwest Excavation. The Implications of these findings 
are explored in section 2.5, a discussion of the origin of the Agate 
bone bed. 

The quarry slab was taken by vehlcle to Harrison, where In 
mid-October It was loaded on a ral I road flat car for transport to 
New York. The Job was flnfshed none too soon, as the fol lowlng day 
Thomson was snowed In at Harrison. Olsen and Thomson returned the 
next day to Agate, closed their camp, and departed the quarry hi tis 
on October 27th, reaching New York In mid-November. 

The field work of 1919 was slgnlftcant, not because of the bone 
slab removed to New York, but because of Thomson's observations on 
the North Excavation at Carnegie Hi I I. We find out not only about 
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Fig. 3.64. Thomson's field photograph of the Irregular 
bottom of the bone bed on the north side of Carnegie 
Hil I (North Excavation, Map Al as exposed In 1919 • 
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Fig. 3.65. Southwest Excavation on Carnegfe HJ I I, 
showing the length of the quarry In 1920, fol lowing the 
development of a north extension by Thomson and Olsen 
of the American Museum fn their search for a complete 
entelodont skeleton. It ls at this time that the 
Southwest Excavation reached fts present dimensions. 
See Figures 3.66 to 3.68 • 
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Fig. 3.66. Teams and scrapers at work in 1920 rn the 
north end of the Southwest Excavation, durf ng the 
development of a northern extensfon to the quarry by 
the Amerrcan Museum party. The extension, once 
excavated, produced more cha l·I cot here bones m r xed w I th 
some rhfnoceros material • 
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Fig. 3.67. Looking south along the new 1920 cut CMap 
F) that produced bones of cha I rcothere and rhinoceros 
at the north end of the Southwest Excavation, Carnegte 
HI I I. A channel margin was Intersected on the right 
side of the photograph, according to Thomson's notes. 
Foss I I bone occurs over a co~slderable vertical 
distance In the new cut. Slab In distance has been 
excavated by Paul Ml Iler of the University of Chicago 
from the 'Dlcerather!um bed' In 1920 • 
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Fig. 3.68. Moropus bones mixed with remains of 
rhinoceros on the floor of the 1920 cut, north end of 
Southwest Excavation, Carnegie Ht I I. A very large male 
cha I lcothere was discovered In the cut by Thomson and 
his men • 
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the dual bone layer, but also that the quarry contained cha!lcothere 
(Including a possibly associated foreleg), the smal I rhino 
Menoceras, and scattered entelodont bones, thus the common mammals 
of the other Agate sites are present here as wel I. The toss[ Is from 
the 1919 work have been Incorporated in the American Museum Agate 
collection, but the sample has not been segregated from other Agate 
specimens. 

3.3.9. 1..22.Q Excavation 

Frustrated by the fr fa! lure to find a skeleton of the 
entelodont Dlnohyus, the American Museum party returned to Agate In 
1920 for their last major effort In the Southwest Excavation at 
Carnegie Hiii. Biii Thomson, his wife,. and George Olsen, assisted 
by several local men, undertook a long season's work extending from 
June through November. As his principal aim, Thomson extended the 
Southwest Excavation to the north, making a new cut of considerable 
size (Fig. 3.65), In the hope of coming across a complete 
entelodont, but the actual fruits of the new extension turned out to 
be more cha I lcothere. The party did not carry out any work on the 
north slope of Carnegie HI 11 this year. 

Thomson reached Agate on June 16th, headquartered at 'East 
Agate•, and began pre I iminary work rn the quarry on June 22nd. The 
remainder of June and al I of July were devoted to drl I I ing, 
blasting, and clearing the rock overburden from the new cut. Local 
men were employed with teams and scrapers (Fig. 3.66} to cut the 
outcrop down to the bone bed once the overlying rock was dynamited. 
From the time expanded, one can see that this was a major 
undertaking, accompl !shed entirely through Thomson's experJence and 
ski I I. Matthew brought Thomson's ab! I I ties to Osborn's attention, 
for Thomson dearly wished to Improve his field equipment, adding a 
new ffeld vehicle If possible. But recognition In terms of concrete 
rewards was slow in comfng. And this, despite a field effort 
carried on six days each week, In al I weather, with patience, ski 11, 
and often consummate tact and diplomacy. To W. D. Matthew In early 
July, Thomson described the state of the art: 

"Just a short note to let you know how we are progressing 
with our work at the quarry. Very slowly just at present 
owing to difficulty In getting blasting powder and dynamite, 
but hope to get a good supply In a few days. We were 
fortunate enough to have an old keg of powder on hand so we 
have been using It carefully, and breaking ourselves In on the 
'man killer'Cthe big pick). 

"The corner we are cutting· away Is twenty odd feet from 
top down to bone layer and very concretlonary. It may take us 
some time, but If we do not find a Dlnohyus, we are sure to 
find Moropus mater!al belongfng with some of our skeletons. 
am afraid we wl 11 have al I we can do in the quarry without 
attempting to do any other work this season •••• ,Our old Ford 
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Is stl I I able to travel a l Jttle but can't be depended upon 
for a long trip. The day I went over to Andrews to meet Mrs. 
Thomson I thought I'd never get there, and coming back, a rear 
wheel came off. But a wire nal I and part of an old spark plug 
-- along with some real engllsh -- patched the thing up and we 
came on to camp ····" 

Use of team and scraper e~ded on August 2nd, for the bone bed 
was coming Into view after over one month's labor. On August 3rd, 
Thomson wrote In his f leld diary: "At the quarry al I day prospecting 
but not quite onto the bones. Moropus In edge of quarry where we 
left off In 1916." 

Prospecting of the bone bed continued from early August untl I 
August 17th (Fig. 3.67). By the end of the first week, cha I lcothere 
bones were appearing at a steady rate. and on August 23rd a very 
fine Moropus skul I was discovered. By the end of August, Thomson 
recorded both Menoceras {Including a number of skulls) and Moropus 
from the new quarry extension CFlg. 3.68). 

Some bones were closely associated In the quarry. In 
mid-September, a particularly rich Moropys bone concentration was 
discovered, and at the beginning of the second week In October. a 
very large Moropus began to appear In the bone bed -- association Is 
Indicated because of Thomson's remark that "another .s..e.:t. of foot 
bones appeared.n [underf Tne - RMH] In addltfon, a photograph by 
Thomson shows close association of femora and tibia of the large 
cha! lcothere (Fig. 3.68). 

The best summary of the 1920 work was written by Thomson In his 
American Museum field book: 

"Began excavating at the northwest end of the old quarry 
where work was left off In 1914. A cut about 100 ft. by 20 
ft. was begun and worked down about 15 ft., then the cut was 
cut ln half down to bone layer which was about 15 ft. more. 
At the bone layer we came In contact with the orlglnal channel 
bed bank whTch cut off about half of our expected uncovering. 
Though just in beyond this bank a very good pocket occurred. 
Rhinoceros material principally, though a great deal of 
Moropus as wet I, which undoubtedly belongs to skeletons 
already collected In 1914. No signs of Olnohyus materlal al I 
season, but If any more occur In the hi I I, there ls reason to 
belleve It should be found In this pocket, If we keep working 
tn, though from now on we must do tunnel Ing." 

Thus the 1920 col lectlon Included both rhinoceros and 
cha I lcothere, although Thomson reported that some rhinoceros bones 
were destroyed whr le taking out cha! lcothere material. At least 3 
rhinoceros skul Is were found In the new cut, probably many more. 
Thirteen large boxes of toss! Is from this work were shipped to the 
American Museum. Whether other mammals were found Jn the new cut, 
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represented by rare Isolated bones, Is not known. 

The only other record of work In the Agate quarries In 1920 
Includes Thomson's diary entry of October 15th, late In the season, 
reading: "Prof. Barbour came down and worked on his Rhino. slab 
covering It up." Whether such a slab ever was removed from the 
quarrTes Is doubtful, since we have no record of this slab In the 
University of Nebraska col lectlon. Correspondence also notes. that 
Paul Ml Iler removed a rhlnoceros slab from the Southwest Excavation 
In 1920 for the Unfverslty of Chicago, wfth the approval of the Cook 
faml ly and the American Museum. Th ls slab was taken from the 
Dlceratherlum bed CF!g. 3. 67). 

On October 27th, Thomson and Olsen covered the bone layer Jn 
the new cut, and closed the quarry. Thomson and wife left Agate on 
November 4th, essentially ending the decade-long American Museum 
effort at Carnegie HT I I Jn the Southwest Excavation. The last of 
the great Moropus sample had been taken from the quarry, perhaps 
leavlng behind many of these unusual mammals for later generations, 
burled under tons of rock at the center of Carnegie HI I I. 

It ls remarkable that so ltttle tnformatfon on the topography 
of the quarry floor was recorded In Thomson's freld drarles and 
notebook during these years of work on Carnegie Hiii's Southwest 
Excavation. The thickness of the bone bed, and the density and 
d!strlbutJon of bones In different areas of the quarry are poorly 
known, despite several photographs of the bone bed. Of particular 
interest Is Thomson's note of the existence of a preserved channel 
margin at the north end of the quarry. Information as to the 
allgnment and steepness of this margin would be of much value In the 
Interpretation of the depostt. 

3.3.?0. l..22.l - .1222.: Focus on Snake Creek 

No excavations rn the Agate quarries were carried out In 
1921-22 by the American Museum. Realizing the potential of the 
Snake Creek dlstrfct some 20 ml les to the south of Agate, Matthew 
and Thomson devoted their f Teld efforts to these beds. 

In 1921, Thomson worked the Snake Creek quarries from late June 
through early October. About this time, two of the Moropus 
skeletons from the American Museum cha I lcothere quarry were sold to 
Harvard University, thus the division of the sample had begun. 

In 1922, Thomson reached Agate on June 7th, worked chiefly In 
the Snake Creek deposits, and departed the f feld In mid-November, 
even for him a long season. However, rn 1922 Thomson prospected the 
Agate hi I Is from time to tlme, once In the company of James Cook, 
and later In an attempt to find carnivore fossils. Flnally, at the 
end of the f leld season tn October, he became Interested In bones 
emerging from the bone bed at the south margin of Carnegie HI I I: he 
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wrote fn his fleld diary on October 10th, 
Agate Spg Qu. about 40 yds. to the east. 
surface." He explalned more fully In his 
1922: 

"Found new lead to the 
Many Moropus bones near 
f lnal field report of 
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"We also opened a new prospect about fifty yards to the 
east of the old Agate Spring Quarry, which looks very 
promising. We found the same materrar as Jn the main quarry 
but the bones are not as thickly deposited, the matrix being 
harder. At present this would be much easter to work than the 
old quarry [r.e., the Southwest Excavation], because there fs 
not so much surface to remove. The bones, being light In 
color, are beautiful and would make ffne exhlbltfon materfal. 
r am reasonably sure that a composite [Menoceras] skeleton can 
be secured. There ls also a chance for Olnohyus and 
addttlonal Moropus materlal. I think this new prospect would 
be wel I worth a season's work." 

This site became the South Excavation or American Museum Quarry of 
1923. 

Addlttonal evidence of other f feld parties at Agate In 1922 
appears ln a letter from Matthew to H. F. Osborn on July 16th, 
noting that Handel Martln of Kansas University had arrive~ at Agate, 
with the aim of obtaining a smal I block from the Agate bone bed. 
Because he had previously belonged to the American Museum staff, and 
because Martin had "worked hard under great d!ff lcultles to keep 
palaeontology al Ive at Kansas Unlverstty,n Matthew aided hfm with 
assistance and advlce. Although there Is no record of Its site of 
orfgtn, this block probably was taken from the American Museum's 
'Dlceratherlum bed' In the Southwest Excavation. 

Also, In 1922, Buettner and Hussey of the Unlverstty of 
Michigan excavated rn the Drcerathertum bed of the Southwest 
Excavation, taking a small slab of Meooceras bones, presently on 
exhlblt In the Museum of Paleontology at Ann Arbor. In thts case, a 
photograph taken durlng removal of the slab Indicates rts exact 
position In ~he quarry. 

3.3.11. 1923 Excavation 

This fteld season marked the final major excavation by the 
American Museum at the Agate hit Is. In 1923, Thomson opened the 
South Excavation on Carnegie Hi I I (Fig. 3.69), but because of only 
average results after a few weeks' effort, abandoned the sfte. On 
June 15th, Thomson began the season's work In the Snake Creek 
district south of Agate In Sioux County. Thomson's party Included 
hls wife, Carl Sorenson and his wife, and for various amounts of 
time, Glenn Jepsen, Ray Lemley, Paul Ml Iler, and occasional 
assistants. The Snake Creek - Sheep Creek quarries were worked 
steadl ly with moderate results from mld-June untl I August 4th. On 
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Fig. 3.69. The American Museum Quarry of 1923 (South 
Excavation, Map A) was the last major quarry (arrow) 
placed by this tnstftutlon In the Agate hi I Is, and 
marks the end of Albert Thomson's field effort at 
Agate • 
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the last day of July, Matthew advised Thomson that the time had come 
to move on: 

"You seem to have done pretty we 11 In the Snake 
Creek-Sheep Creek quarries •••• I thrnk you are wrse to take 
up scouting work now, espec!al ly If you can get Paul [Ml 1 ler] 
with you. We can always go back to the Upper Snake Creek for 
another try, and probably wl I I from time to time, but we very 
much need other local ttles and associated material. The Snake 
Creek-Sheep Creek fauna Is a pretty Impressive one when you 
get It all together -- about 110 species !n all -- but I think 
two months' prospecting In the Scotts Bluff - Goshen Hole 
country would show up a Jot of promising local Ttles that would 
pay to work Intensively •••• If, however, you find It 
necessary on account of Mrs. Thomson's health to stay on at 
Snake Creek or Agate, or keep a base camp there and return 
frequently to It, there ls a good deal of prospecting for 
extensions of the Snake Creek deposits that would be 
practicable wlth your car." 

By August 7th, Thomson had moved to the American Museum camp at 
'East Agate', and explored a new site about 120 yards north of the 
"old Amherst Hi I I Quarry". F. B. Loomis had earl !er located 
Stenomy!us Quarry at Amherst Hill fn 1907. About six Stenomylus 
skeletons were removed from the new quarry In 1923 by Thomson and 
Ml Iler, but only mlnor excavatron was undertaken. 

Then, on August 15th, Thomson and Ml Iler opened the South 
Excavation on Carnegfe Hl I I (figs. 3.70, 3.71). Thomson described 
the new site to Matthew In a letter from the f leld on August 19th: 

nwe have opened the old Agate Spring Quarry again where 
made a new opening last fal I. Paul [Ml Iler] agreed with me 
that there Is a good chance for Dlnohyus In this new cut, and 
whl le there Is so I lttle stripping rt would seem a pity to let 
It go and then have someone else find a Olnohyus with so 
little work right under our nose. From what we have already 
seen In this new prospect, there must be some good material, 
as there are so many Moropus bones, and signs of Dlnohyus. We 
got a complete metapodlal of a horse and a smal I carnivore 
Cmustelld?) Jaw there yesterday. Last week was the first week 
In some time that we did not have to dodge heavy showers. 
Owing to Mrs. Thomson's condition, I •ve not qufte dared to go 
on my prospecting trip, though I am stI I I hoping to find It 
possible to do so. Paul ls st! 11 with us and I am certainly 
glad to have hlm. Col lectlng with· a bunch of raw materfal Is 
not what ft Is cracked up to be, though the boys and Carl are 
very good workers and f fne fellows, the most agreeable set of 
boys ever In a bone camp. But a real Bone Digger cannot be 
turned out In one season's work." 

Thomson gave a more complete report fn hts field notes of 1923 tn 
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the American Museum: 

tt[On] August 15th we opened the Agate Spring Quarry to 
the southeast of the old cut [the Southwest Excavation] but 
where the stripping was not as heavy as the old cut. We had 
hopes of securing a Dlnohyus skeleton but after two weeks of 
very hard labor, we gave up. However, we df d find more signs 
of Ofnohyus fn this cut than at any ttme before. 

"On September tst, Carl Sorenson and I were left alone. 
The boys we had employed began work on a Otcerathertum slab 
for their colleges. Sorenson and I then set to prospecting 
the Upper Harrison beds •••• 

"Two Moropus femora were all we saved from the new cut." 

Addttfonal detat I Is provided tn Thomson's later letters on the 
Agate slte. Thomson writes on Sept. 8th: 

"We put In some time at the quarry but did not find 
Dlnohyus. though we found a few foot bones and teeth of htm -
that Is more sign of him than we have seen Jn some time. The 
bones at that end of the quarry are not very thick, but nice 
and white. The matrix is hard but chips very readily. We 
could get only two days scraping done which did not let us Jn 
very far." 

And on Sept. 23rd: 

"Our luck out here has been anything but good. can 
almost carry our summer's col lectfon In my suttcase.n 

The season's col lectton weTghed 1500 pounds. and fl I led eleven 
large boxes, but how much of thls was taken from the South 
Excavation of 1923 we do not know. The above-crted correspondence 
would leave the Impression that only two chaltcothere femora and a 
few miscellaneous other bones were saved. On October 1st, Thomson 
and Sorenson. left Agate, ending the prolonged perlod of work at 
Carnegfe Hll I by the American Museum crews under Thomson's 
direction. 

Mammals found In the South Excavation Include challcothere~ 
entelodont, horse, and carntvore. Some Menoceras bones were also 
col Jected but are not spectfical ly mentioned by Thomson. The fact 
that Thomson reported the bone bed to be less dense than the 
Southwest Excavation rs an Important observation: tt suggests that 
the dense and thick bone concentratlon found In the Southwest 
Excavatron may be confined to a limtted area of the ht I I, bracketed 
between the thinner, less dense bone beds of the North and South 
Excavations. It Is a hint that the Carnegie HI II bone bed posslbly 
has a decipherable geometry which could tel I us something of Its 
orlgln • 
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Fig. 3.70. Looking south over the American Museum 
Quarry of 1923 from the top of Carnegie HI I I. Beardog 
Hi I I appears to the left; Carnegie Quarry 3 can be seen 
on the west (right) side of the hi I I • 
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Fig. 3.71. American Museum party at work in 1923 In 
the South Excavation, looking northwest, with Carnegie 
Hi 11 in the right background. The large dump pl le Is 
stl 11 evident today at the site. Foss I Is reported by 
Albert Thomson from this site were more scattered and 
not as thickly deposited as In the nearby Southwest 
Excavation, and the quarry was soon abandoned • 
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Abundance of Foss! Is In the Agate HI I Is: Matthew's Estimate of 1923 

The year 1923 marks a watershed In the Agate story. Conclusion 
of the American Museum excavations slgnaled the end of the perJod of 
Intense interest In the Agate hi I Is; later work would be occasional 
and often on a much smaller scale. Very often, such efforts 
Involved the col lectlon of smal I rhlnoceros slabs by museums and 
unlversrtres In need of Jnterestlng exhtblt material. In the same 
year, W. D. Matthew pub I I shed a brief summary of the Agate work, Jn 
Natural History magazine, tit led "Fossl I Bones fn the Rock". Here 
he presented Jn popular terms his theory on the formation of the 
Agate bone bed: 

"The bones are In a layer from six to twenty Inches 
thick, packed closely together. They are seldom articulated, 
but most of the bones of a stng!e skeleton Ile near together, 
although some parts may be found at a I lttle distance •••• The 
formation Js a rather soft sandstone of I ight gray color, made 
by the accumulated floodplafn sediments of a river that flowed 
eastward across the plaf ns, for then as now the region was one 
of open country and grassy savannas. It is belfeved that the 
accumulation of bones was formed In an eddy tn the old river 
channel at a time when the vaf ley was not so deeply cut out as 
ft fs now and when the rfver flowed at the higher level. A 
pool would be formed at this eddy, with quicksands at Its 
bottom, and many of the animals that came to drink at the pool 
In dry seasons would be trapped and burled by the quicksand. 
The coverfng of sand would serve to protect the bones from 
decay and prevent them from being rolled or waterworn by the 
current, or from being crushed and broken up by the trampltng 
of animals that came there to drink. But sand of this kind Is 
always moving and shifting (whence Its name of quick) and with 
It the burled bones would be shJfted around, dfsartlculated, 
and displaced, so that when finally burred deeper by later 
sediments of the river valley, they would be preserved as they 
are found here, complete and almost undamaged, yet all 
separate and dissociated.• 

This f s the clearest and most strafght-forward statement of 
Matthew's quicksand theory. To it, Matthew appended an estimate of 
the number of mammals that he bel leved could be censused In the 
Agate deposit at Carnegie Hl I I: in number of Individuals, he 
calculated 100 Dinohyus, 500 Moropus, and Incredibly, 16,400 
Menoceras. He arrived at this estimate ·fn a most Interesting way. 
First, he calculated the number of bones In an adult Menoceras 
skeleton (about 200). He next estimated the density of bones per 
square foot ln the American Museum exhibit block of 1919: Ct) the 
exhibit block contained, according to Matthew, 22 skulls; (2) he 
assumed that a ful I skeletal complement of bones accompanfed each 
skull Jn the block, thus 22 skulls multfplled by about 200 bones = 
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about 4400 bones in a block having 44 square feet, thus 100 
bones/sq. tt. However, this value was bel laved by Matthew to be too 
high, so he adopted an arbitrary value of 40 bones/sq. ft. for the 
4100 square feet assigned by him to the Southwest Excavation 
(Including both the Carnegie and American Museum quarries>. Hrs 
f fnal estimate of 620 Menoceros skeletons was arrlved at by 
multlplylng 4100 square feet- by 40 bones/sq. ft. to yield a value of 
164,000 bones. 

This estimate Is probably close enough to the truth to be taken 
seriously. Although there are parts of the bone bed In the 
Southwest Excavation that are of very low bone density, or even 
barren, there are surely several hundred rhinoceros represented In 
the excavation, based on·a count of only skulls. Our preliminary 
study Indicates that the Southwest Excavation produced the highest 
bone densities ln the main hf tis, thus these estimates are at the 
upper I lmlt that should be expected rn the deposit. 

Matthew, however, errs In hts extrapolation of the estimate 
derived from the Southwest Excavation to all of Carnegie Hiii. To 
arrive at the total number of smal I rhinoceros In the Carnegie HI I I 
bone bed, Matthew embraced Thomson's estimate that only 5% of the 
bone bed In the ht I I had bean excavated. Accordingly, he multlplted 
his lnltfal 820 rhinos by 20 and arrived at his final population 
estimate of 16,400, whtch he regarded as stl II probably too low • 

This number of rhinoceroses would Indeed be a staggering value, 
for It would approach the annual standfng population of some East 
African antelope In the Serengeti ecosystem <Schei ler, 1973). 
Population estimates Jn the Serengetr ecological unit rn 1969 for 
kongonf, topl, zebra, and wl ldebeest were 18,000, 25,000, 150,000, 
and 500,000. If Matthew's estimate Js accurate, then ft would be 
evident that such an accumulatlon of Individuals could not have dfed 
at one time, but would have to represent a gradual but ldup over 
time. Reports of mass deaths In East African platns settings durtng 
the annual migration of the most abundant antelope Cwl ldebeest) are 
on the order of at most several hundred Individuals, and usually In 
the tens for a single event. For platns ungulates with smaller 
populatfon sizes, the number would be much less. So It Is Important 
to evaluate the correctness of Matthew's estimate. 

First, we know from the foregoing field records that the bone 
density In the Southwest Excavatron Is probably greater than In al I 
quarries on Carnegie and Unlversfty HI I I. There Is not much doubt 
that bone density In the Northwest Excavation was lower, and. It Is 
certainly true Jn the North Excavation and at University Quarry. 
The actual bone density must be measured by f leld quadrats In 
reopened sites on the hllls, but in the Interim, we can estimate 
that bone densities 1n the quarries were similar to University 
Quarry where blocks collected for exhibit only attain a maximum 
value of 25 bones/sq.ft., and average 15 to 17 bones/sq.ft • 
However, to use these values of from 15 to 25 bones/sq.ft. over the 
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entire quarry floor would be erroneous because some areas of the 
floor of Unf versfty Quarry are barren. Let us analyze the floor of 
Unrverslty Quarry to estrmate the average bone density of such an 
excavation. 

Bone density at Unfversfty Quarry can be estimated by 
reconstructing the pattern of bone dlstrJbutfon on the quarry floor 
from f leld maps of the site made by E. H. Barbour during the 1906 
and 1908 excavations. We can derive several useful Items of 
Information from a study of this map that help In any estimation of 
overal I bone density ln the main hi I Is: (1) the bones are not 
evenly dfstrlbuted In the quarry, either in areal distribution or 
thickness; (2) the quarry floor Is characterized by bone bed and by 
barren areas -- Matthew did not al low the existence of barren 
ground tn his estimate; (3) the pattern of bone dfstrlbutlon In 
the other quarries on Carnegie Hf I I was probably most ltke 
Untverstty Quarry, rather than lfke the very dense bone bed In the 
Southwest Excavation. 

Table 2 shows the relative amounts of the floor of University 
Quarry that were occupied by bone bed or were barren. In this 
quarry, two shat low channels containing bones come together to form 
a stngle channel that appears to pass between two low topographic 
highs on the quarry floor. Barren areas are represented by the 
topographic highs, the quarry floor lfelng between the two 
bone-fl lled channels, and smaller Isolated patches of floor. The 
estimate of barren area remains conservative, since farge areas of 
blank space on Barbour's map were not Included If they occurred 
within one of the principal bone-ff I led channels. Accordingly, the 
amount of bone bed area for University Quarry could not easlly be 
Increased, whereas the amount of barren floor couid be so Increased 
to some degree. Since we wlsh to arrive at a real f stlc estimate of 
how much barren floor might be present fn University Quarry and 
similar sites In the marn hf I Is, It Is better to underestimate the 
amount of barren ground so that the value we calculate can be 
considered as a minimum value. 

Table 2. Estfmatfon of surface area occupied 
barren ground In University Quarry; University 

1908 excavations. 

East bone bed 
West bone bed 
Confluence of the two bone beds 
TOTAL BONE BED AREA 

Barren quarry f1oor 
Barren topographic highs 
TOTAL BARREN AREA 

Total area of University Quarry 

by bone bed and by 
HI I I , during 1906 -

110 sq. ft. 
464 sq. ft. 
239 sq. ft. 
813 sq. ft. 

288 sq. ft. 
79 sq. ft. 

367 sq. ft • 

1180 sq. ft. 
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These data tell us that at least 30% of the quarry floor was 
barren ground, without bones or with concentrations so low as to be 
Insignificant In Barbour's fleld maps. The bone bed Itself probably 
averaged about 15 to 25 bones/sq.ft., based on the earl fer 
calculatlons of bone densrty· In slabs that have survived to the 
present. Using the lower value, 813 square feet of bone bed would 
yield 12,195 bones; the higher value results In 20,325 bones. If 
these bones al I belonged to Menoceras (which they do not), Matthew's 
method would suggest 60 to 100 rhinoceroses made up the deposit. 
This seems a reasonable upper llmlt to the number of Menoceras at 
University Quarry. The attrltlonal nature of the University Quarry 
bone bed would suggest that these rhinoceroses did not necessarl ly 
die at the same time. 

Now Barbour's map clearly Indicates that much of the quarry 
bone bed was not as dense as the blocks which were taken for 
exhibit, so these estimates are surely on the high side: on the 
other hand, Barbour's map probably underestimates the depth of the 
bone bed In places, and fal Is to record many of the smaller bones In 
the deposit. As such, the estimate may be about correct. 

Let us apply this method of estimation to Carnegie Hi I I in an 
attempt to revise Matthew's rhinoceros count. The nucleus of 
Matthew's estimate Is his assumption that In the Southwest 
Excavatfon 4100 square feet of quarry floor yielded a denstty of 40· 
bones/sq.ft. which, at 200 bones per rhino translates to 820 
Jndfvlduals. Table 3 fndfcates the area In square feet occupfed by 
the quarries on Carnegie HI II relative to the total surveyed area of 
the hi I I Itself: 

Table 3. Calculatfon of excavated versus undisturbed areas of 
Carnegie Hll I based on 1983 Unlversfty of Nebraska field survey. 

Total area of Carnegie Hf I I 

Area of North Excavation 
Area of West Excavation 
Area of Northwest Excavation 
Area of Southwest Excavatfon 
Undisturbed area 

102,500 sq.ft. 

7,500 sq.ft. 
938 sq.ft. 

1,875 sq.ft. 
10,937 sq.ft. 
81,250 sq.ft. 

Let us revf se Matthew's estimate usfng the fol lowing 
assumptions whJch better approxtmate the nature of the bone bed as 
presently reconstructed: (1) about 30~ of the Carnegfe Ht I I bone 
bed Is probably barrenJ C2) maxfmum bone density Is about 40 
bones/sq.ft. but the total area attaining this density Is unknown; 
this area Includes the 4100 sq.ft. of the Southwest Excavation 
worked by Carnegie and American museums and extends eastward into 
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the hi I I an unknown dfstance (suggested by bone alignments) -- at a 
maximum, the area that might be equivalent In bone densfty to the 
excavated part of the SW Excavation would be four times the present 
area of the quarry or about 44,000 sq.ft Cthrs Is estimated by 
simply measuring the total area of a west to east trending strip 
passf ng through the hf I I whose north-south extent Is def tned by the 
north-south boundarJes of the Southwest Excavation); (3) the 
remainder of the hf I J probably would be characterized by densities 
of about 15-25 bones/sq.ft. Thus, 

(a) 102,500 sq.ft. x 30% = 30,750 sq.ft. are probably barren of 
fosst I bone. 

(b) 44,000 sq.ft. at a bone densfty of 40 bones/sq.ft. yield a 
value of 1,760,000 bones, divided by 200 bones per Individual, 
results tn an estimated 8800 Individuals. 

Cc) Let us presume, however, that the actual area with a bone 
density of 40 bones/sq.ft. Is only about twice that of the present 
Southwest Excavation, thus 8,000 sq.ft. at bone density of 40 
bones/sq.ft. = 320,000 bones, divided by 200 bones per Jndlvldual, 
yields 1600 Individuals. Although much smaller than Matthew's 
estimate, this stl I I Is a very large number of Menoceras • 

Cd} If 8,000 sq. ft. Is employed as an arbitrary areal 
estimate of the high density bone bed, then the remaining area of 
the hi I I with bone bed of low densrty Is 63,750 sq.ft (30,750 sq.ft. 
are barren). Using a density of 15 bones/sq.ft., we have 956,250 
bones and about 4780 Jndlvlduals. Thus, If the Carnegie Hill bone 
bed Included only rhinoceros, we might estimate that 6380 
Individuals C1600 + 4780) could be present In the deposit. This ls 
about one-thfrd of Matthew's orfglnal estimate. 

If even half this number of Menoceras are present tn Carnegfe 
Hiii, we could still remain skeptical that they are the result of a 
single catastrophic event~ Three thousand to six thousand rhinos 
are an order of magnitude greater In number than the present day 
death assemblages of the most abundant ungulate species Jn East 
Afrfca Cwl ldebeest) that result from catastrophfc events such as 
death by drowning end disease. WhLle It Is possible that many 
rhinos could die from severe drought or epidemic disease, It 
requires addltlonal evidence to advance the Idea as a plausible 
hypothesis. Determination of the age structure of the death 
assemblage tn Carnegie Hll I Is one approach that could clarify this 
problem. Such age data are being gathered at the present tlme. 

Matthew also estimated that 500 Moropus and 100 Dlnobyus also 
should be present tn the ht I I. In the case of entelodont, the 
actual record of skul Is and Jaws In both hills shows these are very 
rare. Only two relatively complete skeletons of Dlnobyus were ever 
found tn the two hf I Is, and also partial remains of a few other 
adults and juveniles. The known body count from Carnegie Hi I I ls 3 
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adults and 2 Juveniles. If we extrapolate thfs to the entire hf II 
as Matthew dfd, but condition our calculatrons by our better-founded 
assumptions, then we estimate the hf I I could hold about 19 
entelodonts. This fs about 20% of Matthews's estimate. In the case 
of challcothere, we cannot easf ly arrive at an estimate because ft 
f s probable that the distribution of Moropus Is nonrandom, 
lnf luenced by a catastrophic death event; thus the very high density 
of about 17 f ndlvlduals In 650 sq.ft. In the Southwest Excavation 
could be restrlcted to that smal I area, and very few other 
tndtvlduals might be present elsewhere tn the hf I I. When we take 
Into account the fact that the Northwest and North Excavations 
produced many scattered chalfcothere bones, we might arrive at the 
best estrmate by combining a bone count from these quarries, and 
adding to ft the 17 to 20 fndlvlduals from the Southwest Excavation. 

No record of the number and orlentatfon of bones from the North 
and Northwest Excavations was made fn the f feld, but a census taken 
In 1981 at the Carnegie Museum showed a mfnlmum number of 14-15 
lndlvlduals fn the Northwest Excavation Cbased on a count of lower 
jaws>. This totals about 31-35 challcotheres In the two quarries, 
but since most of the Southwest Excavation had few to no 
cha I lcothere bones, an extrapolation of th ls value for the entire 
h I I I Is mean l ng I ess. Because of the I arge s r ze of the bones of 
chalfcoth~re and entelodont, bone densities of 15-25 bones/sq.ft. 
are uni fkely Ctwo large char fcothere I fmb bones could fl I I two 
square feet by themselves). At least we can be certafn that about 
35 cha I lc~theres are present rn quarrtes at the west end of Carnegie 
HI I I • 

In summary, Matthew's estimates can today b~ modified. We can 
estimate that no more than about 6400 Menoceras are present rn 
Carnegle Ht I I (probably many less>, at most 19 entelodonts, and at 
least 35 chalfcotheres. 

Our understandtng of the bone bed at Carnegie HJ I I prlmarr ly 
differs from Matthew's 1923 concept In that (1) Matthew assumed that 
bones were randomly dlstrlbuted throughout the hi I I, but we now know 
this Is not llkely to be true; C2> Matthew's estimate of average 
bone density throughout the Carnegie HI I I bone bed Is surely too 
high; (3) the bone bed Includes barren areas not considered by 
Matthew, probably amounting to at least 30% of the surface area 
under conslderatlon; (4) estimates for the two larger mammals, 
Moropus elatys and Dlnobyus bol land I are too high, possfbly by about 
one order of magnJtude; (5) hls estimate of the number of 
tndlvlduals of the smal I rhinoceros Menoceras arlkarense Is probably 
three times too high, and I suspect, perhaps by one order of 
magnltude C1600 rhlnos to me ts a probable maximum number>. The 
lmpllcatlons of these data are discussed In section 2.5 of this 
report on the orlgJn of the Agate bone bed • 
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EplloguQ 

In 1924, the American Museum did not send a field party to 
western Nebraska, and Jn 1925, work centered on the Snake Creek 
district In southern Sioux County. The summer of 1925 was notable 
for Its focus on Olcott HI I I and the discovery of a tooth of 
'Hesperoplthecus' by the German professor Othenlo Abel, who visited 
the site early that summer. Thomson spent the remainder of the 
season In the Snake Creek area, working Olcott HI I I to find hominid 
bones, and col lectlng numerous water-worn mammal bone fragments 
which he mtstakenly believed to be the tools of the supposed 
primate, later shown to be a peccary. The Agate years were ended, 
and yet much remained to be learned about the main Agate hi I Is. 
their geologJcal relationships, and the nature and origin of the 
bone bed. The period of lnltlal sclentlf lc Interest was past, and 
It was to be many years before serious scientific lnqufry Into 
Agate's fossf Is would be made again • 
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APPENDIX A 

SUMMARY OF EXCAVATIONS, 1904 - 1925 

ThTs summary Is organized by quarry, and so differs from 
section 3.0 which rs organized by year of excavation. The 
excavatrons that have produced the present quarries on Carnegle, 
University, North Rtdge, and Beardog HI I Is are summarized here 
under quarry names used on Map A. In the case of Carnegie Hiii, 
these names Identify each quarry by Its geographic locatlon, and 
so avoid the Institutional bias fnherent In the many names given 
to the same quarry durtng the early years of excavation. 

Here are brought together In one place the vartous synonyms 
used for a particular quarry In the marn hi I Is. For each 
excavation, I list the year of excavation, the leader(s), 
Jnstltutlonal aff I I lat Ion of the ff eld party, extent of the 
excavation, and the kinds of fossl I mammals unearthed. These 
fossl Is are today housed In the leader's affl I late rnstltute 
unless otherwise noted. Methods employed In each excavation have 
been omitted, because al I field workers used stmlfar methods 
during this pertod, chiefly dynamite, horses and scrapers, picks 
and shovels for the heavy work of rock overburden removal, and the 
use of hand tools together with the plaster bandage technique for 
the delicate task of exposfng and removlng fossl Is from the quarry 
floor. 

Abbreviations: Me = Menoceros, Mo = Moropus, DI = Dlnobyus, De 
= Qlceratherfum, E =horse, C =camel, 0 = oreodont, D = 
deer-lfke artlodactyl, B =bf rd, T =turtle, Cr= crocodl Jfan, 
CA = mammal Ian carnrvore. 

CARNEGIE HILL (North Excavation) 

Year leader 

1905 
1906 
1906? 
1907 

Peterson 
Utterback 
Loomis 
Thomson 

Afff lfatlon Quarry 

Carnegie 
Carnegie 
Amherst 
American 

surface prospect 
test plt 
test pit 
American Museum 
Quarry of 1907, 
Quarry E of H.J. 
Cook · 

Extent 

unknown 
ca. 10'x 15' 
unknown 
ca. 15'x 50 1 

fossf Is 

Mo, D T, De 
unknown 
unknown 
?Me,?Mo 

[The 4 above sites are al I at the same place on the northeast corner of 
the hi 11.] 

1916 Thomson Amert can test p I ts . unknown Me,Mo 
1917 Barner Amert can strfpplng of 15-20'x 200 1 Me,Mo 

north side 
1919 Thomson American north slope, 10'x 180 1 Me,Mo,Dl 

North Sfde Quarry 

[From 1916-19, the American Museum developed the smal I quarry of 1907 at 
the north east corner of Car neg I e HI I I t n to a ma Jor cut th at spanned the 
ent r re north s I ope. Th ls cut ,J s st f I I Intact today and ts named here the 
North Excavation.] 
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CARNEGIE Hill (Northwest Excavatfon) 

Year Leader Affllfatfon Quarry Extent 

1906 Utterback Carnegle Carnegie Qu. 2, 10-25'x 75' 
Utterback's West 
Quarry, Quarry 0 
of H.J. Cook, 
Utterback Quarry 

159 

fossf Is 

Me,Mo,01, 
C,?E,O,B, 
CA 

[The Northwest Excavation has not been worked on a large scale since 
Utterback opened the site In 1906; the extent of today's quarry Is nearly 
identical to the cut at the end of work In 1906.] 

CARNEGIE HILL CWest Excavation) 

There Is no present record of the field party that produced th ls smal I cut 
of about 1000 sq. feet that today exists as a prominent reentrant on the 
west face of the h I I I. 

CARNEGIE HILL <Southwest Excavation) 

Year Leader A ff I 11 at l on Quarry Extent Fosslls 

1905 Peterson Carnegie Carnegie Qu. 1 , 20'x 45' Me,Mo,01, 
Quarry B of H.J. CA 
Cook 

1906 Utterback Carnegie Carnegle Qu. 1 ' 25'x 45' Me,Mo,?E, 
Utterback's South ?CA 
Quarry 

1908 Peterson Carnegle Carnegle Qu. 1 ' 25'x 120' Me,Mo,01, 
Quarry F of H.J. Oc,E,C,O, 
Cook CA,B,T,?D 

[From 1905-08, Carnegfe Quarry 1 was Peterson's main quarry at Carnegle 
HI 11, producing the greater part of the Carnegie Museum Agate col lectton. 
It had grown from a test pit to 120 foot-long cut In three seasons' work. 
The quarry was rel1nqulshed to the American Museum In November 1908.] 

1 911 

1912 

1913 
1914 

1 91 4 

Thomson 

Thomson 

Thomson 
Thomson 

Sinclair 

American 

American 

Amerlcan 
American 

Princeton 

Amerlcan Museum 
Quarry, Agate 
Spring Quarry 
Moropus Quarry, 
north end of 
American Museum 
Quarry 
Moropus Quarry 
Moropus Quarry 

*[Only north end of 
Dlceratherlum bed 
Loe a I I ty 1002A 

18'x 90' within 
36'x 125' 

18'x 15' * 

35 1 x 70' * 
20'x 15 1 and 
5'x 6' * 
quarry enlarged] 
small area 

Me,Mo,01, 
?CA 

Me,Mo 

Me,Mo,Dl 
Me,Mo 

Me 
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Year Leader Afflllatlon Quarry Extent Fosst Is 

1916 Thomson Amert can DfceratherJum bed ca. 20'x 65' Me,Mo,01 
1917 Ffgglns Denver Olceratherlum bed unknown Me,Mo 
1919 Thomson Amert can Diceratherf um bed large slab, Me,Cr 

4.5 1 x 8.5 1 

1920 Thomson American Moropus Quarry 20'x 50-100' Me,Mo 
1920 Miller University Oiceratherlum bed slab Me 

of Chicago 
1922 Martin Kansas ?Dlceratherium bed slab Me 
1922 Buettner- Michigan Dlceratherlum bed slab Me 

Hussey 

[Thomson's work for the Amerlcan Museum simply extended Carnegie Quarry 1 
Into the hi I I, and farther to the north, whf le the south boundary of the 
quarry was unaltered. The Moropus Quarry of the American Museum was 
located at the north end of the quarry, and the DJceratherlum bed at the 
midpoint and south end. The great mass of Menoceras making up the 
Dlceratherlum bed suppl led many bone slabs to field parties from 1912 to 
1923.] 

CARNEGIE HILL <South Excavation) 

Year Leeder A f fl I I at I on Quarry Extent Fosslfs 

1922 Thomson American prospect 50 yards sma 11 area Me,Mo 
east of Agate 
Spring Quarry 

1923 Thomson American American Museum so•x 70' Me,Mo,01, 
Quarry of 1923 E,CA 

[There Is no record of any excavation at thls quarry other than the 
American Museum work In 1923.] 

UNIVERSITY HILL (University Quarry) 

Ye er leader Afff llatlon Querry Extent Fossils 

1904 Peterson Carnegte surface prospect west sf de of CA 
h I II 

1905 Barbour Nebraska University Qu. 1 5 'x 108' Me,Mo,,Ol 
1906 Barbour Nebraska Unlverstty Qu. 16'x 50' Me,,Mo,01 
1908 Barbour Nebraska University Qu. 15'x 50-60' Me,Mo,01 

E,C,,CA,B 
1908 Lu I I Yale Unf versrty Qu. sma I r area at Me,Mo,or, 

south end of CA 
quarry 

[The only excavation placed In University Hf I I Is University Quarry on the 
hi I I's west side. Unfverslty Quarry has remained untouched since 1908.] 
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NORTH RIDGE <Quarry A) 

Year Leader Afff lfatfon Quarry Extent 

1904 Peterson Carnegie 

1906? Loomf s Amherst 

Quarry A of O.A. ca.25'x 37' 
Peterson, Quarry 
A of H.J. Cook 
Amherst Point unknown 

161 

Fossf ls 

Dc.,Me.,DT, 
E,C,O, 
?Mo 
unknown 

[Since the early excavatrons by Peterson and Loomis, there rs no record of 
any renewed work at Quarry A on North Ridge.] 

BEARDOG HILL <Carnegie Quarry 3) 

Year leader .Af f I I I at ton Quarry Extent Fosstls 

1904 Peterson Carnegie surface prospect west side of CA 
h I f I 

1905 Peterson Carnegie Carnegie Qu. 3 ?6'x 9' CA,herbf-
vore bone 
fragments 

1 981 Hunt Nebraska Carnegle Qu. 3 12'x 1 2' CA,C 
1982 Hunt Nebraska Carnegre Qu. 3 20'x 30 1 CA,C 

[The discovery of carnlvores Jn burrow fl I Is at th ts site fn 1981-82 
suggests that noone excavated at Quarry 3 since Tt was abandoned In 1905 
by Peterson. Little of Beardog Hi I I has been explored, except for a smal I 
area about 20 feet south of Quarry 3 where we placed two test trenches In 
1981.] 
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APPENDIX B 

Chemical Analyses of Two Samples of Glass Shards from the Agate Ash 
Within Agate Fossil Beds Natfonal Monument. Sioux County, Nebraska* 

*Data courtesy of G.A. lzett, 1968, The Miocene Troublesome 
Formatton tn Middle Park, Northwestern Colorado. Part I I. 
Petrography and Chemrstry of Ash Beds. U.S. Geological Survey 
Open-Fl le Report, p.23, tables 2,3. Chemical analyses by U.S. 
Geological Survey staff: 

Sample 74 

location: About 5-10 yds. north of the Agate-Marsland road north 
of the Niobrara River fn SW t/4, SE 1/4, SW 1/4, sec. 4, T.28N, 
R.5~W, Sioux County, Nebr. <Agate 7.5' topographic quadrangle, 
1979). Locality of Evernden et al., 1964, KA 481, 21.3 m.y. 

Sample 75 

location: About 0.6 ml le east of ranch house [ranger's residence] 
In Center, N 1/2, SE 1/4, NW t/4, sec. to, T.28N, R.55W, Sioux 
County, Nebr. (Whistle Creek NW 7.5' topographic quadrangle, 1983 
prov. ed.). On a smal I knol I north of two quarry hf I Is LUnlverslty 
and Carn_egle hllls], and about 30 feet below the level of the Agate 
quarries. Thls Is the Agate Ash on North Ridge. 

The samples were collected by G.A. lzett, N.M. Denson, and R.E. 
WI I cox. 

Si02 
Al203 
Fe203 
MgO 
CaO 
K20 
Na20 
SrO 
Rb20 
MnO 
Tl02 
Zn (ppm) 
Cl Cppm) 
F <ppm) 
U <ppm> 

Sample 74 

74.2 
12.3 

.66 

.37 

.70 
6.77 
1.33 

.010 

.020 

.04 

.09 
44 

1200 
500 

8 

Refract1ve Index: 
Color: 
Shard shape: 

Sample 75 

74.6 
1 2. 1 

.60 

.55 

.69 
6.30 
1.32 

.009 

.019 

.04 

.09 
37 

1200 
800 

7 

1.496 - 1.498 
white CN9) 
f lbrous to equent frothy shards 
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APPENDIX C 

Fossil Mammals from Carnegie Quarry 3. Beardog Hill. Agate Fossil Beds 
National Monument, collected by O.A~ Peterson and party (1904-1905> 

Carnegie 
Museum I 

1589 

1589a 

1589b 

1.589c 

1589d 

1589e 

Tax on 

Daphoenodon 
superb us 

Oaphoenodon 
superbus 

Daphoenodon 
superbus 

Daphoenodon 
superbus 

Daphoenodon 
superb us 

"Ungulates" 

Material 

Partfal 
skeleton 

Partial 
skeleton 

Many bones 
and bone 
fragments 

Left hfnd 
foot 

"Limb and 
foot bones" 

"Various 
foot bones 
and sterne
brae" 

Date 

Summer 1905 

Summer 1905 

Summer 1905 

Remarks 

Thts ts the female 
genoholotype of 
Daphoenodon shipped 
Jn Box 17 In 1905. 

This rs the 
Juvenl le male found 
Jn association with 
#1589. 

"Various bones and 
fragments found on 
the surface." 

Aug. 11. 1905 •Left hind foot* 
found close to 
where specimens Jn 
box 17 was 

Summer 1905 

Summer 1905 

found ····" 
"Left hind foot 
found ln sttu. Part 
of this specimen 
Js in the museum 
and ts I believe 
numbered."** 

"Note: These bones 
were found tn the 
talus below where 
the type of 
Amphicyon superbus 
was found. And 
part of 'the 
specimen came from 
the same block as 
the lat'ter." 

"Various foot bones 
and sternebrae 
found f n the talus 
below where 'the 
'type of Amphlcyon 
was found." 
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APPENDIX C (continued) 

1589f "Various 
bones and 
fragments" 

Summer 1905 ----------------

9645 

2389 

1602 

Carnivore 

Paroltgobunls 
slmpllcldens 

Phlaocyon 
annectens 

Bone 
fragments 

Oct. 4, 1905 "These fragments 
belong with large 
block In box 17 of 
1905 ••• the frag
ments are from the 
surface." 

Left lower jaw, 
femur, fibula, 
and foot bones 

Season 
1905 

"Note= Fragments 
found tn talus 
below where type of 
Amphlcyon superbus 
was found." 

Upper and 
lower jaws 

Aug. 19, 1905 "The specimen was 
found associated 
with the type of 
Amphlcyon superbus 
••• near the Agate 
Spring Fossil 
Quarry, In Sioux 
County, Nebraska." 
(Peterson, 1907, p. 
53) 

* The only evidence that some carnivore material was collected at 
the quarry In 1904 Is this entry which appears In Peterson's 
handwritten box list for 1905: "Bx. 22 -- One hind foot and 
fragments found by washfng dlrt, and belong wtth carnfvore 
specimen collected In 1904." Presumably the carnivore specfmen 
collected In 1904 was found at the time of the discovery of 
Quarry 3 by the Carnegie party. 

** It ls certain that the pair of artlculated skeletons collected 
In a single block of sandstone from Quarry 3 In 1905 CCM 1589 
and CM 1589a} were shipped In Box 17. Thus references to dis
covery of material close to or In association with the beardogs 
In Box 17, one of which Is the type of Dapboenodon superbus 
Carfglnally bel feved to be "Ampblcyon" by Peterson>, .indicates 
that such fossl Is come from Quarry 3 and possibly were closely 
associated with the Box 17 beardogs. 

Box 17 and later boxes were almost surely collected after 
July 27, 1905, since Peterson returned to the f leld about that 
time (based on notes In Pepperberg's field diary recording a 
visit by Peterson and his wife}; the first 16 Carnegie boxes 
were collected by T.F. Olcott alone, Box 17 being the first box 
packed fol lowing Peterson's return to the f leld In late July. 

Quoted remarks I lsted above are taken from Peterson's field 
labels at the Carnegie Museum, unless otherwise noted. 

I 
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APPENDIX D 

Fossf I mammals from Carnegie Quarry 2 (Northwest Excavation>. 
collected by W.H. Utterback In 1906 

CHALICOTHERE MOROPUS 

Mater I al Carnegie No. 

Upper teeth 

Fore I fmb, composite forefoot 
Hlndltmb, composite hlndfoot 
Lower Jaws CR-L> 
Vertebrae 
lnnomfnates (R-L) 
Skul I, disarticulated 
Upper Jaw CL>, Cy> 
Hlndfeet, 2 composite (L) 
Lower Jaws (R-L>, Cy> 
Vertebrae 
Vertebrae Cy) 
Vertebrae 
Vertebra 
Vertebra 
Vertebra 
Vertebra 
Vertebra 
Vertebrae 
Vertebrae 
Vertebrae 
Vertebrae 
Vertebrae 
Vertebrae 
Vertebra, atlas 
Vertebra. atlas 
Vertebra, atlas 
Vertebra, atlas 
Vertebra 
Scaphold, metapodlal, phalanx, vertebra 
Up per Jaws ( R-L) 
Baslcranlum, partfal 
Bastcranfum, partial 
Basfcranfum, partial 
Basfcranlum, partial 
Occlpltal condyle 
Upper Jaw CR>, <y> 
lower Jaw CL), sku 11 fragments, (y) 
Isolated teeth 
Upper Jaws CR-L) 
Upper Jaw fragments 
Upper Jaw CR), Cy} 
Lower Jaws CR-L> 
Isolated teeth , 
Upper Jaw fragment CL>, fsolated teeth 

1596 
1605 
1700 
1701 
1702/15758 
1703 
1705 
1707 
1709 

. 171 0 
17 1 1 
1712 
1713 
1714 
1715 
1716 
1717 
1718 
1719 
1720 
1721 
1722 
1723 
17 24 
1725 
1726 
1727 
1728 
1729 
1730 
1731 
1732 
1733 
1734 
1735 
1736 
1737 
1738 
1739 
1740 
1741 
17 42 
1743 
1744 
1745 
1746 

Dental Wear 
Stage 

4A or 48 

3 

4A 
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APPENDIX 0 (contlnued> 

Upper jaw CR>, partlal 
Lower jaw CR) 
Isolated teeth 
Lower Jaws CR-L) 
Lower jaws ( R-Ll 
Lower jaws C R-Ll 
Lower jaws CR-Ll 
Lower jaws CR-L> 
Lower jaws <R-L>, 
Lower jaw CL>, 
Lower Jaw ( L) 
Lower Jaws CR-L> 
Lower jaws ( R-L> 
Ribs 
Ribs 
R 1 b s 
Rfbs, sternebra 
Scapula CU, smal I 
Scapula (L), smal I 
Scapula CR>, 
Scapula CL>, smal I 
Scapula CU, 
Scapula CR>, 
Scapula CR>, large 
Scapulae CR-L), large 
Scapula CL>, medium 
Scapula CL), medium 
Scapula CL>, medium 
Scapu I ae <R-U 
Scapula CU, very large 
Humerus CU, 
Radio-ulna CR> 
U In a ( R > , p rox I ma I rad I us 
Radio-ulna CU 
Ulna CR>, proximal ulna CL) 
Radio-ulnae CR-L> 
Radius CR-U, 
Radius CR>, 
Radius CR>, 
Radio-ulna CR> 
Femur CL>, tibia CR-L> 
Femur CR) 
Femur CR-Ll, tibia CR-L) 
Tibia CR>, medium 
Tl b I a { R-U, sma I I 
Tlbla CL>, large 
lnnominate CR-U, large 
lnnomlnate CR>, fragment 
lnnomfnate CR) 
Htnd 1 lmb CR-Ll 
lllum CR>, fragment 
I I rum ( L >, t ragment 
lnnomlnate, fragment, large 

Cy> t747 
1748 
17 49 
1750 
17 51 
1752 
1753 
1754 

Cy) 1755 
(y) **1756 

17 57 
1758 

Cy> 1759 
1760 
1761 
1762 
1763 
1764 
1765 

Cy> 1766 
1767 

Cy> 1768 
Cy> 1769 

1770 
1771 
1772 
1773 
1774 
1775 
1776 

Cy> 1777 
1778 
1779 
1780 
17 81 
1782 

Cy> 1783 
Cy> 1784 
Cy> 1785 

1786 
17 87 
1788 

(y) 1789 
1790 
17 91 
1792 
17 93 
1794 
1795 
1796 

Cy> 1797 
1798 
1799 

3 

4A 
48 
3 
4C 
5 
2 

4C 
3 

----
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APPENDIX D (contrnued) 

Forefoot, composite 
Forefoot, composite 
Forefoot CR), composite 
Forefoot, composite 
Forefoot, composite 
Forefoot, composite 
Forefoot, composite 
Forefoot, composite 
Forefoot CL), partial 
Metacarpals Ill, IV 
Metacarpals, associated 
Metacarpals 
Hlndfoot CR-L), composites 
Hlndfoot CL>, composite 
Hlndfoot, composite 
Hlndfeet, 2, pos~lbly associated 
Metapodlals (R) 
Metatarsa Is ( U 
Metatarsa Is ( U 
Sk u I I fragments 
Vertebrae, caudal 

RHINOCEROS MENOCERAS 

Material 

Lower Jaw CL), 
Lower jaw ( L), 
Back of skul I, teeth, foot bones 
Lower Jaw CR), 

AMPHICYONID CARNIVORE 
Astragalus 

CAMEL ID 
Astragalus 

MOSCHID OR HYPERTRAGULID 
Astragalus 

ENTELODONT DINOHYUS 
Incisor 

EQUID PARAH!PPUS 
Upper Jaw CR>, P4-M1 

ACCIPITRID GERANOAETUS 
Tarsometatarsus 

1800 
1801 
1802 
1803 
1804 
1805 
1806 
1807 
1808 
1809 
1810 
1811 
1812 
1813 
1814 
1815 
1816 
1817 
1818 
1819 
1823 

Carnegie No. 

(y) 1820 
(y) 1821 

1822 
(y) 2462 

1824 

1825 

1826 

1827 

*1598 

1828 

Symbols: R = right, L = left, y = young fndlvldual, 
*=not certainly, from Carnegie Quarry 2 

** = sent to Lehigh University In 1955 
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• APPENDIX E 

FOSSIL MAMMALS FROM UNIVERSITY QUARRY, UNIVERSITY HILL, 1906 - 1908 

Map I I Barbour's Skeletal Element Tax on Bearing of 
Fie Id I Long Axis 

Foss 11 Mammal Bones co I lected In 1906 

1 1 radius Moro pus N61W 
2 2 ulna Moropus N68W 
3 3 radius Moropus N45W 
4 4 lower jaw Menoceras N33E 
5 5 lower jaw Menoceras N41W 
6 6 lower jaw Menoceras N12E 
7 7 scapula Menoceras N43E 
B 8 vertebra Menoceras N87E 
9 9 rib Menoceras N46W 

10 10 rib Menoceras N31W 
11 1 1 rib Menoceras N33W 
12 12 humerus Menoceras N31W 
13 13 femur Menoceras N63E 
14 1 4 lnnomlnate Menoceras 

• 15 15 ? I lmb bone N68W 
16 16 humerus Menoceras N47W 
17 17 femur Menoceras N25W 
18 18 humerus Menoceras N34W 
19 19 femur Menoceras N58W 
20 20 femur Menoceras N48W 
21 21 tfbf a Menoceras N28E 
22 22 lower jaw Moropus N78E 
23 23 sku 11 Menoceras 
24 24 vertebra Menoceras 
2.5 25 tibia Menoceras N32W 
26 26 atlas vertebra Menoceras 
27 27 partial lower jaw Menoceras N46E 
28 28 femur Menoceras N24E 
29 29 lnnomlnate Menoceras 
30 30 T nnom l nate Menoceras 
31 31 tibia, f lbula Menoceras N87E 
32 32 rt b Menoceras N90E 
33 33 vertebra Menoceras 
34 34 vertebra Menoceras 
3.5 35 vertebra, scapula, Moropus, 

ulna, rlbs, ·?Jaw Menoceras 
36 36 vertebra Menoceras N82W 
37 37 foot bones Cal Jgned) Menoceras N48W 
38 38 ulna, radius Menoceras N62W 

•• 39 39 partial innomf nate Menoceras N41W 
40 40 humerus Menoceras N30E 
41 41 I tmb bone Menoceras N18W 
42 42 humerus N14W 
43 43 I hnb bone Menoceras N42W 
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44 44 rib N44W 

• 45 45 vertebrae Menoceras 
46 46 ? 11 mb bone N16W 
47 47 partial ulna N22W 
48 48 part Jal ulna N35E 
49 49 part I al ulna N33W 
50 50 parttal radius N51W 
51 51 partial ulna N90E 
52 52a rib Moropus N35E 
53 53b rib Moropus N35E 
54 54c llmb bone Menoceras N50E 
55 55d lnnomlnate Menoceras 
56 56e humerus Moropus N23E 
57 57f-g radius, ulna Moropus N21 E 
58 58h vertebra Moropus 
59 59f lower Jaw Moropus N6W 
60 60J I tmb bone Menoceras N3E 
61 61k ?lower Jaw ?Moropus N42E 
62 621 phalanx Moropus N 
63 63m 1 lmb bone Menoceras N85E 
64 64n lower Jaw Mor opus N9W 
65 650 scapula Moropus N27W 
66 66p sku I I Menoceras 
67 67q femur Menoceras N24W 
68 68r lower jaw Menoceras N 13W 
69 69s humerus Menoceras N15W 

• 70 70t sku I I Menoceras 
7 1 71u metapodfal N15W 
72 72v metapodf al Moropus N63W 
73 73w bone fragments 
74 74x partial scapula Moropus N8E 
75 75y partial humerus Moropus N4E 
76 76z calcaneum Moropus N5W 
77 77a' femur Moropus N29W 
78 78b' vertebra Moropus N90E 
79 79c' calcaneum Moropus N 11 W 
80 80d' vertebra Moropus 
81 81e' tibia Menoceras N15E 
82 82 f' tooth Dlnohyus N15W 
83 83g' vertebra Moropus 
84 84h' sacrum Moropus 
85 85 l ' vertebra 
86 86J' lower Jaw Menoceras N23W 
87 87k' lower Jaw Menoceras N16W 
88 881' lower Jaw Menoceras N83E 
89 89m' vertebra Moropus 
90 90n' I imb bone Menoceras N t W · 
91 910' radius, ulna Menoceras N82E 
92 92p' tibia Menoceras N15E 
93 931 lower Jaw Moro pus N41W 
94 9411 lower Jaw Moropus N13W 
95 95111 axis vertebra 

• 96 961V rlb Menoceras N27W 
97 97V vertebra Moropus 
98 98VI atlas vertebra 
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• 99 99V 11 humerus ?Menoceras N54W 
100 1 OOV I I I femur Menoceras N87E 
1 01 101 IX rlb Mor opus N7E 
102 102X atlas vertebra Menoceras 
103 103XI vertebra Menoceras 
104 104X I I lower Jaw Moropus N34E 
105 105X I I I metacarpal Moropus N 11 E 
106 106XIV part I al lower Jaw N58W 
107 107XV vertebra 
108 108XVI lower Jaw Menoceras N38E 
109 109XVI I lower· jaw Moropus N24W 
11 0 110XVlll radius, ulna Moropus N33W 
1 1 1 111XIX ?bone fragment N62W 
1 1 2 112XX lower Jaw Menoceras N63W 
1 1 3 113XXI ltmb bone Menoceras N32W 
11 4 11 4XX I I ?metapodial Menoceras N29E 
1 1 5 11 5XX I I I humerus Menoceras N25W 
11 6 116XXIV part Jal lnnomlnate N74W 
117 117 xx v vertebra Menoceras 
11 8 118XX VI lower jaw Menoceras N7 4E 
11 9 11 9XX VI I tooth Dinohyus 
120 120XXVlll vertebra Menoceras 
1 2 1 121XXIX partial ulna 
122 XI Va lower Jaw ?Menoceras N5W 

• Foss 11 Mammal Bones co 11 ected In 1908 

123 1K canine tooth Dlnohyus 
124 28 tibia 
125 3K t I b I a 
126 4K tibia 
127 5K ulna 
128 6K rib 
129 7K canine tooth Dlnohyus 
130 8K tibia 
131 9K atlas vertebra 
132 1 OK canine tooth Dlnohyus 
133 11 v tibia 
134 12V f lbula 
135 13K vertebra Cs lab) 
136 148 sk u I I (slab) Menoceras 
137 15K Incisor Dtnohyus 
138 16K Incisor Dlnohyus 
139 17K vertebra 
140 1 av pelvts Moropus 
1 4 1 198 sku I I Menoceras 
142 208 femur 
143 218 femur 
144 220 calcaneum,astragalus 
145 238 tr b I a 

• 146 248 humerus 
147 25V skull, Jaws Dlnohyus 
148 268 vertebra 
149 278 vertebra 
150 288 pelvis 
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151 290 tibia 

• 152 300 femur 
153 310 atlas vertebra 
154 320 axis vertebra 
155 330 femur 
156 340 femur Moropus 
157 350 tibia 
158 360 femur Moropus 
159 378 tlbla 
160 38K femur Moropus 
161 39K ulna Moropus 
162 40K vertebra Moropus 
163 41K vertebra Moropus 
164 42K vertebra Moropus 
165 43K vertebra Moropus 
166 44K femur Moropus 
167 458 humerus 
168 468 vertebra Cs lab E> Dinohyus 
169 478 canJne tooth Dlnohyus 
170 488 femur Menoceras 
171 498 atlas vertebra Olnohyus 
172 508 tooth Olnohyus 
173 518 scapula Dlnohyus 
174 528 metapodtal 
175 530 pelvis 
176 54K cervical vertebra Moropus 

• 177 55K rJbs,scapula (slab) Moropus 
178 56K 1tlb1a 
179 57K ?tlbia 
180 586 axJs vertebra 
1 81 598 tlbia 
182 608 atlas vertebra 
183 618 tibia ~ ----
184 628 f lbula 
185 63EH vertebra 
186 64EH tibia 
187 650 radius 
188 660 humerus 
189 67EH scapula Oinohyus 
190 68EH rib 
191 69EH scapula Dinohyus 
192 70EH calcaneum 
193 71EH vertebra 
194 728 scapula Menoceras 
195 736 Jaw Menoceras 
196 748 scapula Olnohyus 
197 758 femur 

I . 
198 768 rib Cs lab) OJnohyus 
199 778 vertebra 
200 788 vertebra 
201 79EH vertebra 
202 800 vertebra (slab> 

• 203 81EH humerus 
204 82EH scapula 
205 83EH jaw 
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• 206 84EH phalanx Moropus 
207 85EH jaw, axis (slab) 
208 86K sacrum 
209 87K rib, 2 metacarpals OTnohyus 
210 888 
211 89K tibia 
212 900 pate I la Moropus 
213 910 phalanx Olnohyus 
214 920 vertebra 
215 930 canine tooth Oinohyus 
216 948 2 ribs Oinohyus 
217 958 astragalus Of nohyus 
218 968 lunar Olnohyus 
219 97EH slab 
220 98EH slab 
221 99EH vertebra (slab) 
222 100EH slab with bird bones 
223 101EH slab 
224 102K ?tibia 
225 103K tlbfa,, flbula 
226 1040 two Jaws (slab) Menoceras 
227 105K rfb 
228 106B slab 
229 107K axis vertebra 

• 230 108 slab 
231 109K humerus 
232 11 OK sku 11 Moropus 
233 1110 astragalus Moro pus 
234 1120 rib 
235 1138 jaw Menoceras 
236 11 48 fibula 
237 1158 Jaw Menoceras 
238 116EH axis vertebra Of nohyus 
239 117EH slab (to Yale) Olnohyus,, etc.----
240 11 BK humerus 
241 11 91< r I b ?Moropus 
242 1208 f lbula 
243 1218 scapula 
244 1228 scapula 
245 1231< humerus Moropus 
246 124EH scapula· Ornohyus 
247 125EH r r b 
248 126EH femur ?Oinohyus 
249 1271< ulna Moropus 
250 128Gf bb pelvis Of nohyus 
251 129Gf bb femur (Yale slab) Dlnohyus 
252 130Gtbb ttbfa (Yale'slab) Olnohyus 
253 131EH tibia Oinohyus 
254 132EH rib Dlnohyus 
255 133 

• 256 1348 phalanx Moropus 
257 1358 humerus Menoceras 
258 1361< humerus 
259 137EH rib 
260 1380 vertebra Dlnohyus 
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261 139EH radius Menoceras 

• 262 140EH rib Dlnohyus 
263 1418 slab 
264 142Glbb phalanx Dlnohyus 
265 143EH phalanx Dinohyus 
266 144EH slab Menoceras 
267 145EH slab Menoceras, 

bird bones, 
Carnlvora 

268 146EH slab(2 metatarsals) Of nohyus 
269 147EH calcaneum Dlnohyus 
270 148EH astragalus Dlnohyus 
271 1490 humerus Olnohyus 
272 1500 2nd _upper Incisor Dlnohyus 
273 151EH rib Dlnohyus 
274 152EH rtb OJnohyus 
275 153EH rib Dlnohyus 
276 154EH rfb Olnohyus 
277 1558 ulna Olnohyus 
278 156 ulna Dlnohyus 
279 156.5 humerus Moro pus 
280 157 pelvis Menoceras 
281 158 partial sku I I Moropus 

(see #110) 
282 159 pate I la (contacts Olnohyus 

tibia #131EH> 
283 160 rib Dinohyus 

• 284 1 6 1 upper Incisor Dlnohyus 
285 162 vertebrae (slab) Dlnohyus 
286 163EH slab 
287 164EH 2-3 cervical Dlnohyus 

vertebrae 
288 165B pate If a Moropus 
289 166K jaw Moropus 
290 167K Jaw Menoceras 
291 1680 metacarpal Olnohyus 
292 1690 phalanx Dlnohyus 
293 1700 scaphold Dlnohyus 
294 1710 canine tooth Olnohyus 
295 1720 canine tooth Dlnohyus 
296 173B jaw Menoceras 
297 1748 Jaw Moro pus 
298 175EH humerus Olnohyus 
299 176 phalanx Dlnohyus 
300 177 phalanx Df nohyus 
301 178EH slab 
302 1798 tibia Menoceras 
303 180K vertebra Moropus 
304 1818 radius Moropus 
305 182K rib (slab 6) Moropus 
306 183K vertebra Cs lab 6) 
307 1848 vertebra Cs lab 6) 

• 308 1858 vertebra (slab 6) 
309 1868 vertebra (slab 6) 
310 187B vertebra {slab 6) 
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• 31 1 1 88 block A 
312 189 block 8 
313 190 block c 
314 191 block D 
3 1 .5 ?192 SLAB I Cto Yale) 
316 193 SLAB I I 
317 194 SLAB IV 
318 SLAB v Dfnohyus 
319 SLAB VI 

Note: SLAB 1 I I which burned ln March 1912 apparently was not 
given a f leld number by Barbour • 

• 

• 
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APPENDIX F 

Fossil mammals from Carnegie Quarry 1 exclusive of the common taxa 
Menoceras. Moropus. and Dinohyus, 1904 - 1984 

EQUIDS 

Taxon Carnegie 
Mus. I 

Parahfppus 2202 
Parahlppus 2203 
Parahlppus? 2204 
Parahtppus 211 5 

Parahlppus 9632 
equld 1894 

OREODONTS 

Merychyus? 1902 

oreodont 2189 
Merychyus 2194 

Merychyus? 2195 

CAMELI OS 

camel id 1833 
came I l d (cf. 2189,2192, 

Stenomylus) 2196,2197, 
2195A 

came I Id C cf. 2190 
S t e n om y I u s > 

Stenomylus 2191 

HYPERTRAGULID 

Nanotragulus? 2225 

Material 

maxilla with dpl-4 
isolated molar 
premolar 
upper and lower 

cheek teeth 
upper cheek tooth 
proximal phalanx of 

lateral digit 

metapodial fragments 

phalanx 
left Ml In lower 

fragment 
Isolated tooth 

large astragalus 

teeth and podtals 

?podials 

teeth In partial 

lower left 
cheek tooth 

jaw 

jaw 

Location In quarry 
CSee Map E> 

Section t 1 
Section t 4 

Secttons 3-7 
(Olcott 1905) 

Sections 3-7 
COlcott 1905) 
Sect ton 17 
Sect Ton 10 

Sections 16-17 

Location uncertaln: 
spectmen label reads 
Quarry 1, but fteld 
label reads 1 ml le 
E of Agate Quarrles • 



176 

• APPENDIX F (continued) 

CARN I VORA 

amphlcyonld 2200 left lower Ml 
Cynelos 

amphicyonld 2201 lower Jaw fragment Section 17 
with tooth 

amphlcyonld 2199 
amphlcyonld 9631 lower teeth 
carnivore 1895 tooth & foot bone, Sections 3-7 

In association (Olcott 1905) 

BIRDS 

eagle (see 2207 talon Quarry 1 
Wetmore 1926) 

bird 1136 5 ?Quarry 1 

TURTLE 

• smal I turtle 2206 humerus Section 10 or 12 

• 
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APPENDIX G 

Alignment of mammal bones In the West Bone Bed of University Quarry, 
University Hll I, Agata Fossl I Beds National Mon~ment (1906) 

NORTH Frequency NORTH Frequency 

0 - 1 0 >>>>>> 0 - 10 >>>> 
1 1 - 20 >>>>>>>>>>- 1 1 - 20 >>>> 
21 - 30 >>>>>>>>>> 21 - 30 >>>>>> 
31 - 40 >>>>>>>> 31 - 40 >>>>>> 
41 - 50 >>>>>>>>>>> 41 - 50 >>>> 
51 - 60 >>> 51 - 60 
61 - 70 >>>>>>> 61 - 70 > 
71 - 80 > 71 - 80 >> 
81 - 90 > 81 - 90 >>>>>>>>> 

WEST EAST 

The frequency diagrams Indicate the long axis al lgnments of bones 
rrom the 1906 excavation of the west bone bed at University Quarry • 
Each symbol (>) represents the alignment of one bone. These 
alignments can range over 180 degrees of arc. Highest frequencies 
occur from North 11 to 50 degrees West, suggesttng the posstbl llty of 
a northwest-southeast al lgnment mode; the channel axis that can be 
seen on the west side of University Hi I I also appears to have a 
northwest-southeast al lgnment. The bearing of the long axis of each 
bone CN=93) was measured with a protractor on Barbour's origlnal 
field map of the bones tn the quarry, and the bearing was expressed 
In either the NW or NE quadrant • 
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APPENDIX H 

Thomson's fleld Lfst of ChaJJcotheres from the American Museum Moropus 
Quarry, Southwest Excavation, 1912-1920 

1912 

No. t. CAMNH 14377> Skull, Jaws, scapulae, humeri, ulna, radll, 
cervlcals and a few dorsals, ribs, misc. foot bones. 

No. 2. CAMNH 14376) Skul I and Jaws, nearly complete serles of 
vertebrae, cervlcals, ribs, scapulae, humerf, ulnae, rad I I, and some 
foot bones. 

No. 3. CAMNH 14375) Very large and nearly complete skul I, ulna and 
radlus, foot bones, atlas,, femur. 

No. 4. CAMNH 14378) Skull. 

No.5. CAMNH14379) Skull. 

1913 

No. 6. CAMNH 14419) Two and possibly a third Jndfvfdual, 
disarticulated and badly mixed; parts of three skul Is under this 
number. Bad condition. Two blocks and many smal I packages. 

No. 7. CAMNH 14417) Skul I and greater part of skeleton Jn very good 
state of preservation. 

No. 8. CAMNH 14416) Skul I, Jaws, and greater part of skeleton. Very 
large lndlvldual and wel I preserved. One very large block. Many 
smal I blocks and packages. 

No. 8A. CAMNH -----) Limb bones etc. found near or mixed with No. 8. 
Many of these bones probably belong with specimen No. 11 which was 
collected In 1914. 

No. 9. CAMNH -----) Jaws and I imb material, apparently very 
fnterestlng material, but not al I taken out this season. Good 
prospect. 

No. 10. CAMNH -----) Skeletal materla~ (young Individuals), 
apparently two Individuals. One large block and many smal I pasted and 
wrapped pieces. 

No. 11. CAMNH -----) 
left for next season. 

Jaws taken out. 
Good prospect. 

More material running In, but 

No. 12. CAMNH -----) Foot bones and ribs taken out. Both ulnae and 
radl l left for next season. Good prospect. 
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APPENDIX H (continued) 

1914 

This season was spent In col lectlng specimens which we had 
located In 1913. The numbers were given to them In 1913. 

17 9 

No. 9 and 9A. CAMNH -----) Skul I, jaws, and greater part of 
skeleton. This number represents at least two Individuals, one large 
and one small. 

No. 11. CAMNH -----) Two lndlvlduals, one large and one smal I. 
Greater part of the two skeletons represented, and also a third. No 
skul Is known but may be In block. 

No. 12. CAMNH -----) Skull, Jaws, and more or less of skeleton. 

1916 

No. 13. CAMNH -----> Skul I, some limb and foot bones, pelvis, and a 
few vertebrae. 

No. 14. CAMNH -----> Skul I and jaws, pelvls, llmb and foot bones, 
ribs and vert. few. (Smal I type of Moropus) • 

1920 

For convenience of record I have numbered this season's Moropus 
material No. 15 to 16 to be kept In one lot untl I prepared and 
assembled with Moropus skeletons already prepared at the Museum •••• 
The last large Moropus skeleton No. 16 consisted of nearly al I the 
ribs, hind limbs, lumbars. [Part?] of pelvis, and possibly skul I and 
jaws belong to this Individual and also a very large scapula, ulna, 
radius and humerus al I numbered 15. A few bones under No. 18 were 
found near what we called the bank and rather higher than the rest. 

This appendix is quoted directly from Albert Thomson's field notebook 
in the archives of the Department of Vertebrate Paleontology, American 
Museum of Natural History, New York • 
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BONE 
POCKET 

QUARRY A 

WEST 

QUARRY 0 

NORTH 

BONE . 

HORIZO~ 

QUARRY F 
QUARRY 

SOUTH 

UNIVERSITY 
HILL 

MAP B 

EAST 

CARNEGIE 
HILL 

Unpublished map of the Agate quarries prepared by 
Harold Cook circa 1911. Cook assfgned letter 
designations to the early excavations. The smal I size 
and J lmlted lateral extent of quarries B, E, and F 
Indicate that the sketch was made before these sites· 
were converted Into much larger quarries by the 
American Museum from 1911 to 1920 (see Appendix A). 
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MAP C 

This pub I I shed map CHol land and Peterson, 1914) of the Agate 
Quarries produced by W.J. Holland shows an approximately correct 
relatlonshfp between the various early quarries, but Is Incorrectly 
aligned with true north (see Map A>. The quarries as identified today 
are: A, Carnegie Quarry A; 1. Southwest Excavation (including 
Carnegie Quarry 1); 2, Northwest Excavation (Carnegie Quarry 2); 3, 
test excavation of 1906 that developed lnto the American Museum Quarry 
of 1907; 4, University Quarry. 

( 
\ 
l ' , I 

I 
I 

I 

Rough outline topographical nrnp of ~he Agate :;:pring T ossil Quarries d:-awn by W. J. Holbud. 

A, quarry opened by Mr. O. A. Peterson in 1!)04. B .. "Carnegie Hlll." 1 and 2, quarries opened by Carnegie 

~1useum. 3, openings made by F. B. Loomis and rnb;.{·quemly V\"Orked by a pn.rry from thr A. )1. N. H. C, 
"l'ninr>'ity Hill." 4, quarry opened by Prof. E. H. Barbour . 
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• • 
The sequence of excavations carrfed out by the Carnegie Museum 

from 1904 tnrough 1908 established the Southwest Excavation on 
Carnegie HI I I. O.A. Peterson and W.H. Utterback supervised work In 
this quarry. The site was rel lnqulshed In 1908 to the American 
Museum, and the excavation was further enlarged from 1911 to 1920 (see 
Map F) • 

20 19 lfl 
17 16 15 14 

13 12 
10 9 ll 7 6 5 4 2 
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Sequence of Excavations in Carnegie Quarry 1 U 904 - 1908) 
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