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PREFACE' 

D-..iring the years 19!i-1 i:o 195 7, the aut ors engaged 
in ethnographic and historic resi:::arch on the Shos~one 
:md Bannock Indians under the sponsorshi;:, ·ot the Lands 
Division of the Department of Justice in connection with 
one of a number of suits brought by Indian tribes for 
compensation for territory lost to the advancing fron­
tier. The a'ction was brought jointly by the Shoshone 
Indians of Wyoming, Idaho, Utah, a.nd Nevada, a,,d the 
Bannock of Idaho: it excluded the Shoshonean r::p eaker8 
of California, and the Bannock remained separate lrom 
the &uit . brought by their • colinguists, th:e No:::thcrn Pai­
ute or Oregon and Idaho. 

Most anthropologists <".re aware of the etlmographic 
issues involved in the · Indian . lands claims cases, for 
the profession has had r,n aciive role in tllem.. Of cen­
tral importance. _of · course, is the question of the ex­
tent of terraory u.si:?d · and occupied by the tribe in liti­
gation. ·Other basic problems include the determination 
of th<~ nature and composition of t_he groups involved, 
the rhythm oi their seasonal · activity, their political 
identity, ancl the act_ual time at which they ·occupied . 
and used 1.hc terrain. Beyon.d· these s·pecifically anthro'­
pcil~;gica.l considc.rations, other prcfes£ionals have had 
an equally' important role in delivering expert testimony 
ln the cases, a~d we wish only to note in passing that. 
historians, land appraisers, attorneys, 2.nd ethers have 
ha.d much to db with their ouko.me. 

The extent of the territory in question and the com­
plc:dty of the historical period in point, that preceding 
the treaties of 1863 and 1868, required considerable 
research. We spent the summer of 1954 on the Sho­
Ehone rese·rvations at Wind River, Wyoming, Fo~t Hall, 
Idaho. and Duck Valley, N!?vada. Some six weeks each 
were spent at Wind River and Fort Hall and a week at 
Duck Valley. A+. each of these places we spoke to· the 
oldest iI}formants ·avaiJ able. Salvage ethnography of this 
type is gem:rally nn unrewarding and unsatisfying task, 
and it was complic&ted in this investigation by the fact 
that -we were asking our informants to recall histoz·i'cal 
material thRt is often ill p.,;-eserved in the oral tradition. 
Thus; an old Indian may well remember some custom 
cpnnected with war or ceremony that he had either ex- ' 
perienced or that had been told to him by an older per­
son. But he would be less likely to recall the exact 
places v:here game could be found, the trails used, the 
organization and composition of the group that p 1.1rsued 
the game, and so forth. This is especially true of the 
buffalo-hunting Shoshone, for any inforrnan~ who actual-
ly took part in -a hunt as a mature indiYidual would have 
been in his late seventies, at least, at the ti!~e of our re-

.. ,..-search. And uiformant$ did not, of course, distinguish 
·· clearly between pre- and post-reservation times. Only 

careful cross-checking would reveal whether tho:: indivi­
due.i was speaking of the 18601s or the 1890 1s. As might 
be expected, it v:as virtually impossible to determine 
whether the da:ia supposedly valid for the 18;i0 1 s was 

· true ·of the preceding decade or the one before that, and 
any student of Plains and Basin-Platea~ hisior:, recog­
nizes that such historical continuity cannot !)e assumed. 

Because of' these limitations on the rel:"':) i.li-1.y of 
informants, most of our_ work was b:1 nece:::s :::.- ;:;a sed 
on ethnoh:.storic research. Every attem;:it w;is :ni.ide to 
examine the most important literature on the c:.r,:, .;. ar:d 
period. The total number of sources scr,Jtir!:u.d fa :· i:x­
ceeded the bibliography at ·the end of this ~ ; 0:106:·:.;.ph, 
for many of them contained data that were a: b est 
scanty and superficial and at worst tota l.l j" false . De­
spite our best efforts to appro:<:imate a11 adec:.:ate hi.s­
torical criticism, some of the data presented wen~ 

- found in works that can . be u~;ed only v,ith gre at c;;.u­
tion. Alexander Ross, for example, has reported ~rnich 
material of doubtful authentidty, and one rr.a:.- lab::,r 
long and hard in the accounts of Jim Beckwo:..r.h to 
separate fact from a delightful tendency to nake the 
story exciting and his ovm personage more impressive. 
It is a wry commeutary ·on the veracity of the. :noun­
tain men that John Coulter's account of Yellowstone 
Park was long laughed at by his ovm peers as being 
simply an addition to a snowballing folklol·e of the fur 
country. Among other dubious sources, we can add W. 
T. Hamilton· an.d the Irving account of Car,t.ain Bonne­
ville's adventures. The problem of criticisrr. becomes 
particularly diffic·ult di'1ring the fur period frc,n about 
1810 to 1840 owing to the paucity of sources a·.-2.ilable 
for cross-checking particular da.ta. Bonnevil:.e and Ross 
are especially rich i~ information, most of which can-

. not be ~asily verifiE:d. The choice became 0::1.e of dis­
missing them altogether or using them. We elected to 
use them, but we have attempted restra.int in cra·:ring . 
'any important conclusions from them. 

The monograph follows sui.Jstantiaily the report sub-
, mitted to the Indian Claims Commission. It has beer~ 

edited. and we have also shifted emphasis a: certain 
points to our own ·special · interests. These ;.::e cca­
cerned with the relations be~ween the soc~al groups of 
the Basin and those of the Plains and the irr..p2ct o! 
the ecology of either region upon the sor.ial structures 
of the native population. A few qualificatior...s should 
be noted. The limit~tions imposed . °by our as3ig-nrnent 
and by time did not allow the collection oi ;.:.s full a 
range of material on social structure as ·.,..o·J.ld be 
wished. Also, we have excluded any discu.ssion of the 
Shoshone of Nevada, for our field work there was fa~· 
too brief. Our one v:eek at Duck Valley o:uy served to 
reinforce our opinion of the truly masterful ethnography 
represented by Steward's "Basin-Plat~au Aboriginal 
Sociopolitical Groups,n and we could add litt!e to his 

.work. 
Finally, we wish to acknowledge our indeotedness 

to the Board of Editors of the University of California 
Publications in Anthropological Records fo:- their valu­
able comments and to our ma.'1y friends on ti:.e reser­
vations visited for their friendship and coopera!ion. 
We have also profited greatly from discu~s:.cms with 
Drs. Sven Liljeblad, Ake Hultkranz, ::nd. J~:an 
Steward. This work owes much of whateY-::!" merit 
it may be found to have, and none of its short­
comings, to all these people. 

Rober- F. ~\!t:!'"ph~­
Yolanca .\·:•1rphy 
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SHOSHONE-BANNOCK 
SUBSISTENCE · AND -SOCIETY 

BY 

ROBERT F. and_ YOLANDA MURPHY 

I. THE NORTHERN AND EASTERN SHOSHONE 

The Rocky ~fountain range -;.ras not an insuperable 
obstacle to communication bet-Neen the Indian tribes 
east and west of the Continem.al Divide. The Arapaho, 
Cheyenne, Crow, Bla.ckfoot, a..'1d other peoples of the 
Plains often c:-ossed the rang-e for purposes of hunt­
ing, warfare, and trade. And the tribes of the Basin­
Plateau regio::i also traversed the spine of the conti- . 
nent with much the same end5 in mind. But their 
needs were n:ore urgent, for in the late historic peri­
od the wester:1 part of the Great Plains of North 

· America constituted the last reserv~ of the bison, the 
game staple of the Indian population of the western 
slope of the Rockies. Thus was est ablished the pattern 
of transmonta:ie buffalo hunti.r::.g, - fir~t reported by 
Lewis and Clark and studied !.atterly by many anthro­
pologists_ The present voluJne represents a further 
contribu:ion to .this research. 

· The Rocky Mountains are rraversible by horse in 
all sections. In Montana, the passes are only 5,000 
to 7,000 feet in eleva~ion, ~d the Indians crossed 
over the same routes followed today by highways. The 
Wyoming Roc:.::ies similarly p:-esented no serious prob­
lem to co.:nac.ic peoples. Altbough the Yellowstone Park 
area posed some difficU:ty for travel, a more souther­
ly route led over South Pass at a gentle gr:adient only 

,,_·7,550 feet in '3..ltitude. That t~e mountain's were no 
great challenge is illustrated by the fact that Indians 
traveling ~rorn Green River to Wind River often pre­
ferred to take more direct routes through passes over 
10,000 feet hlgh rather than ro follow the · more circui­
tous trail over South Pa.ss. Farther south, the Colo­
rado ·Rockies a!ld their passes are far more -lofty, but 
even these high ranges did not totally prevent travel. 
None of these areas, oi course, could be traversed in 
the win!er. "When the snow left the high country in late 
spri..."lg a..--id _ early summer, however, the mountains were 
not only aven:.ies of travel, but they were also hunting 
grounds. None of the buffalo hunters relied completely 
on that animal for food, and the high mountain parks 
abounded in elk, bighorn sheep, moose, and deer. 
Streams were iished, berries were gathered along 
the_ir banks, and roots were dug· in the surrounding 
hills. For the tribes living on their flanks, the moun­
tains af:ordei:i an important source of subsistence. 

If the Rock:.., Mountains did not effectively isolate 
Plains societies from those of the Basin-Plateau, dif­
ferences in e::ivironment certainly did. Plains economy 
was based upon two animals, the horse and the buffalo, 
both of which depended on suificient grass for forage. 
The ho~se d~:.:used nort.hward along both sides of the 
mountair.s, 2.!ld the richest herds were probably found 
among the P lateau tribes and not in the Plains (cf. 
Ewers, 1955 , p. 28). The greatest herds of buffalo 
were found e a st of the Conti nental Divide, however, 
although smaller and more scattered herds roamed 
the region:; of higher e!.evation and rainfall, immedi-

ately west of the Rockies, until about 1840. Thus, al­
though the standard image of "Plains culture" is de­
rived from the short-grass country east of the Divide, 
the tribes living west of the mountains were also 
mounted and also had access to buffalo. Their varying 
involvement in this subsistence pursuit and its asso­
ciated technology, combined with the diffusion of other 
items of culture, resulted in what · Kroeber has called 
"a late Plains overlay" of culture in the area (Kroeber, 
1939, p. 52). 

The spread _ of Plains culture into the Basin-Plateau 
area has been described by Wissler, Lowie, . and others, 
the emphasis usually being upon traits of material cul­
ture. Less research has been devoted to the impact 
of equestrian life and the pursuit of the buffalo on the 
social _ structure of the people of the lntermountain 
area. This is in itself surprising, for a great deal of 
conjecture has revolved around. just this question, but 
in the course of research ·upon the societies of the· 
Plains proper. Such inquiry has often attempted to 
compare Plains societies of the horse period with those 
of the pre-horse era, revealed through archaeology and 
ethnohistory. In .this volume, we attempt to . approach 
the problem through both ethnohistory and a type of 
controlled comparison. That is, using the mounted, 
buffalo-hunting Shoshone and Bannock as our example, 
we will relate their social and ·economic life not only 
to the Plains, but to the Basin-Plateau area to the 
west and to their unmounted colinguists who resided 
there. In this way, we may. analyze similarities and 
differences and attempt to answer the question of 
whether certain basic. social modifications, did inde~d 
follow from the buffalo hunt. 

The Indian inhabitants of western Wyoming and south­
eas_tern Idaho, the subjects of this study, have their 
closest linguistic affinities with the peoples to the ·west. 
The languages of this area are well known and we need 
only briefly recapitulate their relationships. Those peo­
ples of the Basin-Plateau area known in the ethnogra­
phic literature as Shoshone, Gosiute, Northern Paiute, 
Bannock, Ute, and Southern Paiute all belong to the 
Ute-Aztecan linguistic stock and are thus related to 
the Hopi and Aztec to the south and tlie· Comanche of 
the southern Plains. Within this larger grouping a 
number of subfamilies have been identified. Those with 
which this report is concerned are the Shoshone-Co­
manche and Mono-Bannock. The Shoshone-speaking 
peoples of the Basin-Plateau area include the Northern, 
Eastern, and Western Shoshone and the Gosiute, all 
of whom speak mutually intelligible dialects. The area 
occupied by this population extends from the Missouri 
waters on the east to beyond Austin, Ne -a<la, .:;~--. tl:~ 
west, and from the Sawtooth Mountains of Idaho to 
southern California. There are no sharp linguistic di­
visions within this vast region, and phonemic shifts 
are gradual throughout its extent. The Mono-Bannock 
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a ·v1sion comprehends the speakers of Northern Paiute 
Lving in the _ region east of the _ Sierra Nevada from 
Owens Lake, ·California, to northeastern Oregon and 
the Bannock Indians of southeastern Idaho, who stem 
direct ly from the eastern Oregon Paiute. 

Despite the continuity of language between the Sho­
shone and Bannock of Wyoming and Idaho and the 
s imple Basin people to the west, it has long been, ob­
vious that the first two were culturally marginal to 
the Plains. Wissler listed the Northern and Eastern 
Shoshone and the Bannock among the Plains tribes, 
but he excluded them irom his category of groups 
typical of the area and described them as "intermedi­
ate" (Wissler, 1920, pp. 19-20). Kroeber, however, 
was more- aware of the historical recency of Plains 
culture and described the Idaho Bannock and Shoshone 
and the Wind River (Eastern) Shoshone as forming 
"marginal subareas" of the Basin (Kroeber, 1939, p. 
53). As such, they are included in his Intermediate 
and bterniountai.n Areas. ·Kroeber noted specifically 
of the Eastern Shoshone (p. 80): 

These people, in turn, live in an area which 
belongs to the Rocky Mountains physiographically, 
·.vi:h the Basin vegetationally: it is sagebrush, not 
grassland. Wind River culture must have been of 
pretty pure Basin type until the horse came in and 
they began to take on an overlay of Plains culture. 
It -.vas about this time, apparently, that the Co­
mc.I1che moved sou-th from them. 

Shimkin, who made an intensive study of the Eastern 
Shoshone of the Wind River Reservation, is inclined 
to emphasize their Plains affiliation (19472;, p. 245): 

Wind River Shoshone culture has been essential­
ly that of the Plains for a good two hundred years; . 
pioneer ethnographers have vastly overemphasized 
the Basin affiliations. 

Assuming that this 200-year period dates approximate­
ly from .the time of Shimkin's field work in 1937-1938, 
this would extend the Plains cultural position of the 
Shoshone back to the time at which the Blac•kfoot were · 
just acqt:iring horses, a period in which the use of 
the horse bad yet to r ·each the tribes ~orth and east 
of the :Missouri River (Haines, 1938, pp. 433-435). Al-: 
though Shimkin rightly states (1939) that the Shoshone 
were among the earliest mounted buffalo hunters of 
the northern Plains, it is most questionable whether 
one can speak of a "Plains culture" at that time, in 

· the · sense that the term has been used in culture area 
classifications. It would seem that the resolution of 
this problem- depends . upon · the questions of the degree 
of stability of . Plains culture and of the extent to which 
it i s autochthonous to the Plains. 

Implicit in the discussions above is the attempt to 
a.scertain wheth~r the buffalo-hunting Shoshon·e were 
one thing or another-as if the alternatives constituted 
in themselves homogeneous units-or how much their 
culni.re was a blend. Hultkrantz has taken a rather 
difierent approac h to the problem in his statement 
(1 949, p . 157): . 

The conclusion is that the culture of the Wind 
River Shoshoni exhibits a strange conflicting situa­
tion. It belongs neither to the foodgatherers of the 
west nor to the hunting cultures of the east-it is 
something sui generis. To ascribe it to anyone of 

its bordering cultures is to lose the dynamic aspect 
of the cultural evolution of the tribe. 

He thus sees the eastern Shoshone as synthesizers and 
transformers of cultural material derived from both 
eastern and western sources; their culture is a blend 
of the two, but it is not a simple compound of them. 
The present work does not attempt to answer the ques­
tion of the relation of the content of the culture of the 
equestrian Shoshone to that of peoples to the east and 
west but will focus attention upon social structure. 
And it will do this, not through a consideration of out­
side influences upon the Shoshone, but by analysis of 
theii:- social institutions and the relationship of them 
to economic life. · 

Our note on the length of involvement of the Sho­
shone in Plains Indian culture leads us to inquire 
briefly into the time depth of this culture and it s re­
lation to the expansion of the American frontier .. Al­
though it is quite probable that certain cultural traits 
and social institutions characteristic of later Plains 
life had antecedents in the pre-equestrian period, the 
possession_ of herds of horses was the basis of later 
patterns of amalgamation and incipient stratificatioq. 
It also had much to ·do with the Intensification· of war­
fare. The horse, according to Haines (19S8), spread 
from the Spanish Southwest to more n!Jrtherly areas 
along both sides of the Rocky Mountains. Its diffusion 
along the western slope of the range was presumably 
the m_ore rapid, ~d Ha,ine~ · gives evidence indicating 
that the Shoshone had horses about 1690 to 1700, at 
which time · the animal was ·found no farther north than 
the Arkansas-Oklahoma border in the Plains (ibid., p. 
43 5). From this Shoshone center, the use · of the horse 
spread north to the Columbia River, the Plateau, and 
the northern plains. It followed an independent route 
north from Texas to the Missouri River and ·the fringe 
of the woodlands. 

Their early acquisition of the horse may have al­
lowed the Shoshone to penetrate the northern plains 
as far as Saskatchewan in the early eighteenth century, 

· for David Thompson's journals tell of warfare between 
the Blackfoot and Shoshone in that region at some time 
in the 1720's or early l 7301s (Tyrell, · 1916, pp. 328 ff.). 
The northerly extension of the Shoshone in the early 
horse period, and perhaps before, has been discussed 
and generally accepted by many students of the area 
(cf. Wissler, 1910, p. 17; Shim.kin,_ 1939, p. 22; Ewers, 
1955, pp. 16-17; Hultkrantz·, 1958, p. 150). There i s 
little information on Shoshone population movements 
between this date and the, journey of Lewis and Clark. 
In 1742 the de la Verendrye brothers undertook an 
expedition into the northern plains of the United States 
and reported_ upon the ferocity of _ a peopie known· ti;, 
them as the "Gens du Serpent," presumably the Snake, 
or Shoshone. De la Verendrye wrote of these people 
(Margry, 1888, p. 601): 

No nation is their friend. We are told that in 
1741 they entire1y laid waste to seventeen villag~s, 
killed all the men and old women, made slaves of 
the young women and traded them to the sea for 
horses and merchandise. 

The Gens du Serpent are not precisely located, but 
the explorers- were told by the "Gens de Chevaux" 
that they lie in the path to the western sea. Later, 
a "Gens d 1A:rc" chief invited them to join in an ex­
pedition against the Gens du Serpent on "the slopes 
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of the great mountains that are near the sea" (p. 603). 
They la:er found an abandoned enemy village near the 
m ounta~, but re turned without further contact. Shim­
kin believes that this ·village was in the Black Hills 
(Shim.kin, 1939, p . 22). but the journals are most hazy 
on geog:-a:;:,hy . The previously cited information from 
the Ge~s d' Arc chief s ~ggest s that the group was lo- . 
cat ed fa.:-ther west, in t.:ie vicinity of the Rocky Moun­
ta:.ns. h must be re m embered, however, that there 
has been. considerable c ontention among historians, 
not only over the rou .e of the de la Verendrye bro­
the rs, b'.lt over the ide ntification of the Gens du Ser­
pent . L. J. Burpee has :.eviewed (1927, pp. 13-23) 
various ·conflicting interpretations of the journals, and 
the matter can hardly be considered settled. 

By th.is period, the B l ackfoot and other northern 
tribes were already arn::ed wiih guns (see Ewers, 1955, 
p. 16; Haines, 1938, p. 4-35), obtained through com­
merce with the French and English traders of Canada. 
They had also become mounted, and it may be sur­
mised that the Shoshone lost their equestrian advan­
tage at almost the same time that their enemies ac­
qci.red g-..ms. Thus the Shoshone retreat from the 
Ca_"1.adiac plains may' -;,;ell have begun before 1750, as 
Thorr.pson's narrative ind eed suggests (Tyrrell, 1916, 
pp. 334 f:.). The process was certainly complete by 
180 5, wh en Lewis and C lark iound the Lemhi River 
Shoshone hiding in t he fastnesses west of the Bitter­
root Rar:..ge and lamen~ .g th~ir loss of t he _Missouri 
River bciialo country to better--armed groups. The 
Shoshone , once masters of the northern Plains, had 

tfal:.en upon bad times. They complained to the ex­
\plo:::-ers :hat they were forced to reside on the waters 

· \Of :he Columbia· Riv e:::- from the middle of May · to the 
fir st of September for i e ar of the Blackfoot, who had 
dri -...ec ttem out of t he buffalo cou,.'1try with firea.rms 
_(~e wis a:id Cl~rk, 190.;-os, 2:373). Thei_r forays into 
the Mi ssouri drainage were made only in strength 
wit h other Shoshone a:id their Flathead allies (2: 3 74). 
The Sh9shone apparen:ly were able to u tilize areas of 
Mo~ta.:ia adjacent to the Bitterroot Range, · fo~ signs · 
of t hei r :-oot-ciggin.g ac tivities were seen on the 
Bea verhe ad River (2:329-334). This pattern of trans­
mont ane .buffalo hunting described by Lewis and Clark 
rem.ain e<:! essentially 'Cle same until its final end after 
the establishment. of the reservation, and will be • de­
scribed :.n detail later in this work. 

I: is possible now to discern three periods in this 
early phase of Shoshone history. The first, the foot­
goi::lg pe:-iod, is unknown, and little .can be inferred 
of Shoshone location a.rid movements. The second peri­
od is c haracterized by the acquisition of the_ horse, 
and we ;1;ould conj e c t ure · h at a good de.al of .territorial 
expa.,s io:, took plac e after that time. The Comanche 
di f:e r en::ated from the main Shoshone group at the 
b e,ginn:ng of the eight eerr:h century. Although the Co­
m anc he maintained c orr_r:;:rnnic a tion with their northern 
co:i.ngu.i s:s, the terr itori e s o f the two groups were not 
co::: igt:.o·.1 5 by the end o: the century, and their his­
tor:e s :·oL.owed separa te courses. The extension of the 
Shoshor:e into t he norJiern P lains may possibly have 
pre-::atec t he ac quisition o f the horse , for it seems 
qu.: : e !~e:y that they oc c upie d fairly extensive areas 
eas : of : :ie R ock ie s in the fo otgoing peri od. But , on 
the o: he :- hand, it s e e m s unlikely that in the period 
im:::ied ia: ely preceding 17 0 0 , t he most probable date 
fo r : he a cquisition o f tha horse, they extended from 
the .-\.r ka:i.sas River on tne south to the Bow River in 
Saska:che wan. Thi s wo·.!ld be espec ially unlike ly if 

later distribution of Shoshone-speakers in the Basin.­
Piateau was substantially the same ih. the earlier peri­
od also. · We would conjecture, then, that equestrian 
life gave the Shoshone the mobility to extend into the 
Canadian buffalo grounds but that they were pushed 
back beyond the divide well before 1800. As Shimkin 
has noted, the ravages of smallpox and the resulting· 
peclin~ of population probably contributed to their ter­
ritorial shrinkage (Shimkin, 1939, p. 22). 

By 1810, the early explorations of Thompson, Lewis 
and Clark, and others bore fruit in the commercial 
exploitation of the far Northwest. The fur trade had 
already reached the Plains and the Rockies in Canada, 
and a fierce competition was being waged by the Hud­
son's. Bay Fur Company and the North West Company 
for the patronage of the Indians there. The British 
interests pushed southward from Canada, and in 1809 

. David Thompson established North West Company. trad­
ing posts on Pend Oreille Lake at the mouth of the 
Clark Fork River and another farther up that stream 
within the borders of present-day Montana~ . At the 
same time, American traders were pushing westward, 
and Andrew Henry crossed the Continental Divide to 
locate his trading post on Henry's Fork of the Snake · 
River in 1810. Also, John Jacob Astor's Pacific . Fur 
Company established the ill-fated Astoria post at the 
mouth of the Columbia River in 1811. Although this 
particular American enterprise foundered, Manuel 
Lisa, -the g~iding spirit.of the Miss<>uri .Fur Company, 
penetrated the Missouri River country and founded a 
post on the Yellowstone River at the mouth of the •Big 
Horn in 1807. From this point his trappers spread 
into the near-by mountain country. The most famous · 
of these mountain men was John Colter, who trapped 
the country of the Blackfoot and Crow and discovered 
Yellowstone Park. · 

The northern Plains and Rockies had thus been 
entered and partially e~plored by 1812, and increasing 
numbers of trappers poured into the new Louisiana 
Purchase and the lands beyond. Astor stepped into the 
territory of the Missouri Fur Company after · Lis·a•s . 
death in 1820, and in 1822 the Western Division of 

'his American Fur Company was established. Fort 
Uniqn was built on the upp_er Missouri to serve as the 
headquarters of As tor's mountain realm. and steam­
boats served the post after 1832. A decade before 
this date, the Rocky Mount~in Fur Company was es­
tablished, and in the following year, · 1823, the com­
pany's trappers began to exploit intensively the drain­
ages of the Wind Rive:r and the upper Snake and Green 

·rivers. The Rocky . Mountain Company established a 
new pattern of trading. Eschewing the rigid and hier­
archical · organi~ation of the British companies, it re­
lied mainly upon the services of free trappers, who 
gathered once a year at agreed places to meet the 
company's supply trains. These gatherings, the fa­
mous trappers' rendezvous, were held in the summer 

· at various places in Shoshone country-Pierre's Hole, 
Cache Valley, or the Green River. 

The trappers of the Rocky Mountain Company and 
later of the American Fur Company invested every 
fastness of the Shoshone hunting grounds in relentless 
pursuit of the beaver, the vital ingredient of the gentle­
man I s top hat. The intense traffic in the Shoshone re­
gion was abetted by the penetration c~ !h~ Snake River 
drainage by Donald McKenzie of the North West C uu4 
pany, beginning in 1818, and later by Peter Skene 
Ogden, under the auspices of the Hudson's Bay Com­
pany. The climax of fur trapping came in the middle · 
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of the cecade of the 1830' s, for at the peak of activity 
the commerce collapsed. Competition between the var­
ious trading companies had been· ruinous, the streams 
had been thoroughly trapped out, and the beaver hat 
went out of fashion. By 1840, the fur trade in the 
northwest part of the United States was substantially 
ended. 

During the period 1810-1840 the Shoshone and their 
neighbors lost the isolation they had formerly enjoyed 
and came into close contact with the whites. The latter 
were of a different type than those with whom the In­
dians lat er had to deal. They lived off the land, but 
at the same time they did not dispossess the Indians 
fr9m their hunting grounds. Although there were spo­
radic clashes between the trappers and Shoshone and 
Bannock groups, relations were largely amicable. The 
trappers married Indian- women and lived for varying 
periods with Indian bands. And both found a common 
enemy in the Blackfoot. The Indians also traded with 
the ·whites and through them obtained firearms, iron 
utensils, and other commodities, including the raw 
liquor of the frontier. But the American companies 
apparemly did not attempt to utilize Indian labor to 
the same extent as did the British companies. The 
bclk of :he fur yield was garnered by the free trap­
per.s and not by Indians . . The Shospone traded some 
small animal furs and buffalo robes to the whites; 
but they also sold meat, horses, and other commodi­
ties. They never became fur trappers in the same 
co□p-ete way as did_ the nor~hern Algonkian and Atha-
paskan peoples. · · 

After the decline of the fur trade, the Shoshone did 
not retu:-n to their pristine state of isolation. In the 
early 18-10' s, shortly after the debacle of the beaver 
trade, a strong surge of immigration from the. States 
to Oregon began. The road to Oregon followed trails 
well ma:ked by the trappers. It ascended the Platte 
and North Platte rivers and thence to the South Pass 
via the Sweetwater. · From South Pass the trail went 
do71I1 to Fort Bridger, established in 1843, and then 
turned to the northwest and Fort Hall on the Snake 
River. The California branch of the trail bent south­
west before reaching Fort Hall and descended the 
Humboldt River. The initial trickle of emigration 
grew into a great stream, and after the discovery of 
gold b California the Oregon Trail became a great 
highway to the west. 

Busy though the trail was, the emigrants had but 
a single purpose. This was to cross the "Great Ameri­
can Desert," or the Plains, and reach the promised 
la.'1ds of the Pacifi~ Coast. Except for the immediate 
environs of the emigrant road, the mountain country 
co:-itained iewer whites than during the previous dec­
ade. This situation soon changed. In 1847 ~h.e Mormon 
migration reached the Salt Lake Valley, and during 
the following years Mormons settled adjacent areas 
of Wyo:ning and Idaho. Miners poured into the Sweet­
water River country of Wyoming in the 1860 1s and in 
1869 Fort Stambaugh was established at South Pass to 
protect them and the emigrant road. This route, how­
ever, had already seen its greatest days, for the 
Central Pacific Railroad was completed in the same 
year. 

The Wild West was substantially ended by this date, 
and :he Shoshone signed treaties in 1868 which gave 
those of Wyoming the Wind River Reservation and 
those of Idaho the Fort Hall Reservation. Sedentariza­
tion of these buffalo-hunting nomads was completed 
during the 1870 1s, by which time the region was being 

seUled b y white ranchers and their Texas herds. Short­
ly after 1880, the buffalo herds had been almost com­
pletely exterminated, and so also had Plains Indian 
life. 

The era from 1700 to 1880 was thus one of great 
change for the Shoshone. We recapitulate its princi­
pal periods. 

1. The pre-horse period extended until approxi­
mately 1700. 

2. The early equestrian period, from 1700 to 1750 
was distinguished by the expansion of Shoshone-speak­
ing peoples into the Canadian plains to the north and 
southward toward Texas, where they became known 
as Comanche. 

3. After 1750, the northern tribes, especially the 
Blackfoot, acquired the horse and firearms and drove 
the Shoshone south and west, where they retreated 
beyond the Continental Divide, in contiguity with those 
Shoshone who had remained in the Great · Basin. By 
this time, the Comanche had become differentiated · 
from their northern colinguists. 

4. The fur period began about 1810, and from this 
time, Shoshone history became inextricably connected 
with that of the · American frontiers. Although the game 
supply declined during thi·s epoch, the Shoshone were 
not dispossessed from their hunting groun~s and con­
tinued substantially the same subsistence cycle. 

5. The year 1840 saw the end of the fur trade and 
the beginning of westward emigration. As will be seen, 
the buffalo herds west of the Divide had disappeared· 
by this date, and the Shoshone were increasingly forced 
to seek winter supplies on the Missouri waters. 

6. The Shoshone signed treaties in 1868 in which 
they were forced to accept reser~~tion life. At about 
this time, gold miners entered the Sweetwater country, 
and the transconti.nental railroad was· co~pleted. The 
following d~cade s.aw the end of the buffalo in the west 
and the introduction of open-range cattle grazing. Sho­
shon·e history then ·became merged with the history of 
the American West. 

During the periods of the fur trade and early emi­
gration increasing amounts of information on Shosho- . 
nean and Mono-Bannock speakers became available. 
Political organization among these peoples was charac­
teristically amorphous, and the early diarists and 
chroniclers had little basis for distinguishing subgroups 
in this vast region. With the exception of the Paiute­
Shoshone split. ianguage differences ·gave no firm basis 
for differentiation, and even this major division of the 
Uto-Aztecan stock was commonly not recognized. Ac­
cordingly, travelers classified the Indians of the re­
gion · on the basis of their most · obvious characteristic, 
whether or not they possessed horses a..'ld hunted buf­
falo . Alexander R.oss observed ~1924, pp. 239-240): 

The great Snake nation may be divided into three 
divisions, namely, the Shirry-dikas, or dog-eaters; 
the War-are-ree-kas, or fish-eaters; and the Ban­
at-tees, or rol:>bers; but as a nation they all go by 
the general appellation of Sho-sho-nes, or Snakes. 
The word Sho-sho-nes means, in the Snal<e language, 
"inland." The Snakes, on the west side of the Rocky 
Mountains, are what the Sioux are on the east side-the 
most numerous and powerful in the country. The Shirry­
dikas are the real Sho-sho-nes, and live in the plains, 
hunting the buffalo. They are generally slender, but 
tall, well-made, rich in horses, good warriors, well 
dressed, clean in their camps, and in their personal 
appearance· bold a~d .independent. 
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T::e War-are-ree-.kas are very numerous, but 
neit::er united nor :ormidable. They live chiefly 
by ::shi.ng, and are to be found all along. the rivers, 
iakes, and water-poo_s throughout the country. They 
2-.!"e :::::.ore corpulen , slovenly, and indolent than the 
~1ir::-:.·-di.ka.s. Badly armed and badly clothed, they 
selc:0 :::1 go to war. Dirty in their camp, in their 
dre.s.5, and in their persons, they differed so far 
in t..ceir general hab:ts from the Shirry-dikas that · 
.bey appe&red as if they had been people belonging 
to ~other country. These are the defenceless 
·;,ye'" .::hes whom the Black:eet and Piegans from 
beyo:ld the mountains generally make war upon. 
The.se foreign mercenaries carry off the scalps 
_a.::id · women of the defenseless War-are-ree.:kas and 
the corses of the Shirry-dikas, but are never for­
midable nor bold enough to attack the latter in fair 
and open combat. 

.J16.>-T~e Baa-at-tees, or mountain Snakes, live a 
prec.&tory and wande:-ing liie in the .recesses .of the 
mou.:::ai..,s, and · are to be found in small bands or 
sing~e wig-.vams among the caverns and rocks. They 
are :ooked upon by :.."1-ie real Sho-sho-nes themselves 
as O'"'itla·.vs, their band against every man, and 
every Lla__"l's hand against . them. They live chiefly 
by p lunder. Friends and foes are alike to them. 
The_:;- gene:.ally frequent the northern frontiers, and 
othe::- mou..-..tainous parts of the country. In summer 
tbey go a:most nake-d, but during winter they clothe 
~~er.:...;elves with the skins of rabbits, wolves, and 
o-;:he::- animals. 

Ros.s's :,Ban-at-tees!!! undoubtedly include the people 
now t~:-rned the Nor~11e:-n Paiute of Oregon: this seems 
co::1:: r:r::ed by his place:nent of the western !imits or° :­
the ·1 Sr:..2...~es" at the we stern end of the Blue Mountain 
R.ar.ge :.., Oregon. The loose inclusion of the Oregon 
Korthe::-.:i Paiute as Sna.kes results in · some obscurity . 
in the 2a:-ly sources. They are frequently (a11d on 
valid l:..:iguis-:ic grounds} lumped with the Bannock, as 
was d c-:e by Ross. It f.s noteworthy that contemporary 
Fo:t Hall iP..lormants still speak. of the Oregon Paiute 
a.s Ba.2:1ocks. 

The . distinction betwe~n mounted and unmounted 
p--e-oples ccnti::mes in Zenas Leonard's journal (1934~ 
p. 8 0 ): 

T~e Snake Indians. or as some call them, the Sho­
sho:::i e, w~re 0nce a power'ful nation, possessing a 
g:o:ri ous hunting grot.:...11d on the east side of the [Rocky] 
rno ·.:...-itair:?.3; but they, like t.l:le Flatheads, have been 
alrr;. ::>st annihilated by the revengeful Blackfeet, who, 
betr . .g s pplied v.i:h ~· rearms, were enabled to defeat 
a __ ::-.dian opposition. The:r nation had been entirely 

· bro:•:e.:-i up and scatte::-ed throughout all -this wild re- . 
g ic:-.. The Shoshonies are a branch of the once power­
f~: .S::ake :ribe , as are also the more abject and for­
!o:::--.::. ::::--ibe oi Shuckers, or, more generally termed, 
D:g- g: ers a.nd R0ot-e.2.:ers, who keep in the most re­
tir,= ::l rece:;;s e s o" the mountains and streams, sub­
sis::.:1g 0"1 the most unwho .. esome food, and living the 
rr.o:· like animals o: a.ny race of beings. 

R u~sell a. so comn:ented :hat half the Shoshone live 
in 12.!' 5~ villages anc: hunt buffalo, while the other 
ha~f :!'avel !11 r.mali groups of two to ten families, 
have =~·.,, horses. anc .. ive on roots, fish, seeds, and 
berries {R'..lssell, 1955, p . g3)_ Wilkes follows this 
same c:cho!omy (18.;5. 4: -Hl-472): 

The Snakes, or Shoshones, are widely scattered 
tribes, and some even assert that they are of the 
same race as the C_omanches, whose separation is 
said to be remembered by the Snakes: it has been 
ascertained, in confirmation of this opinion, that 
they both speak the same language. The hunters 
report that the proper country of the Snakes is to 
the east of Youta Lake and north of the Snake or 
Lewis River; but they are found in many detached 
places. The largest band is located near Fort Boise 
on the Snake River, to the north of the Bonacks. 
The Snakes have horses and firearms, and derive 
their subsistence bo:h from the chase and from 
fishing. There are other bands of them, to the 
north of the Bonacks, who have no horses, and 
live on acorns and roots, their only arms being 
bows and arrows. In consequence of the mode of 
gaining their subsistence, they are called Diggers 
and are looked upon with great contempt. 

Wilkes further commented (p. 4 73) that there had been 
a general north-to-south tribal pressure in which the_ 
Blackfoot had occupied former Shoshone lands: "the 
country now in possession of the Snakes, belonged to 
t}J.e Bonacks, who have been driven to the Sandy Desert." 

Father De· Smet reported that the 11Shoshonees or 
Root-diggers" .had a population .of 10.,000, divided into 
"several parties" (De Smet, 1906, 27:163). The mis­
sionary claimed they were called Snakes because they · 
burrowed into the earth and lived on roots, and com­
mented (ibid.): 

They would have no other food if some hunting 
parties did not occasionally pass beyond the moun­
tains· in pursuit of the buffalo,· while a part of the­
tribe proceeds along the banks of the Salmon River, 
to make provision for the winter, at the season 
when the fish come up from the sea. 

Albert Gallatin described the various Shoshone popu­
lations and their orbits in 1848, as follows (Hale, 
18118, p. 18): 

Shoshonees or Snake Indians . bou_nded north 
by Sahaptins, west by the Waiila.tpu, Lutuami; and 
Palaiks; . extend eastwardly east of the Ro~ky Moun­
tains. · •.. The country of the Shoshonees proper 
is east of Snake River. The Western Shoshonees, 
or Wihinasht, live west of it; and between them 
and the Shoshonees proper, another branch of the 
same family, called Ponasht or Bonnaks, occupy 

.both sides of the Snake Riyer and the valley of its 
tributary, the Owyhee. The Eastern Shoshonees are 
at war with the Blackfeet and the Opsarokas. The 
most northern of these have no horses, live on 
acorns and roots, are called diggers, 2nd consid..: 
ered by our hunters the most miserable of the 
Indians. 

Gallatin's division i::; the first, to our knowledge, to 
apply the terms Eastern and Western Shoshone. 

In Schoolcraft' s Archives of Aboriginal Knowledge 
the Shoshone are described in terms consistent with 
previously published material (1860, 1: 1913): 

The various tribes and bands of Indians of the 
Rocl-..-y Mountahs, south of latitude 43°, who are 
known under this general name [Shoshonee], occup~­
the elevated area of the Utah basin. They embrace 
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all the territory of the Great South Pass between 
the Mississippi Valley and the waters of the Co­
lumbia. . .. Traces of them, in this latitude, are 
first found in ascending the Sweetwater River of 
the north fork of the Platte, or Nebraska. They 
spread over the sources of the Green River . . . 
on the summit south of the Great Wind river chain 
of mountains, and thence westward, by the BE:ar 
river valley, to and down the Snake river, or Lewis 
fork of the Columbia. Under the name of Yampa­
tick-ara, or Root-Eaters, and Bonacks, they occu­
py, with the Utahs, the vast elevated basin of the 
Great Salt Lake, extending south and west to the 
borders of New Mexico and California. . . . They 
extend down the Sa.-ap-tin or Snake River valley, to 
north of latitude 44°, but this is not the limit to 
which the nations speaking the Shoshonee language . 
in its several dialects, have spread. Ethnologically, 
the people speaking it are one of the primary stocks 
o{ the Rocky Mountain chain. . 

Other general descriptions of the Shoshonean~speak-
ing peopl_es of the Basin and Ro_cky Mountain areas . 
are found in the literature of the period, but add little 
to the foregoing accounts, which give us a picture of 
a population · sharing a common language (except t~e 
Bannock) and living in peaceful relations with one an­
other. They were roughly divided into mounted and 
unmounted populations located in the eastern and west­
ern parts of the territory, respectively. While the 
mounted people appeared to have had some degree of 
political cohesion and military effectiveness, the 11 Dig­
gers" are uniformly represented as politically atomis­
tic, impoverished, and weak in the face of their ene­
mies. 

Since a work of this type relies heavily upon iden­
. tification of peoples mentioned in .historical sources, 
it would be well to review the varying nomenclature 
applied to the Shoshone. 
1-/ Most early writers designated the Shoshonean-speak­

ing population as 11 Shoshonees 11 or "Snake Indians." The 
term "Snake" ·was generally applied indiscriminately 
to the Northern Paiute of Oregon. and to Bannock and 
Shoshone groups -in southern Idaho; Frequently only 
the mounted people were considered true "Snakes," as 
in Wilkes's statement that "the proper country of the 
Snakes is to the _east of the Yquta Lake and nort4 of 
the Snake or Lewis River; but they are found in many 
detached places" ·(Wilkes, 1845, 4:471). He goes on to 
say (p. 472) that some Snakes have no horses, but 
these he locates north of the Bannock. 

Although de la Verendrye's "Gens du Serpent" can 
only be presumed to be Shoshone, there is little doubt 

. that th_e "Snake_,, of whom Thompsqn~s Blackfoot iJ1:form:­
ar.t spoke were Shoshone. Lewis and Clark were told 
by the Indians of the Columbia River that they lived 
in fear of the "Snake Indians," but this was in refer­
ence to a tribe of the Deschutes River in cenfral Ore­
gon (Lewis and Clark, 1904-06, 3: 147). Those Indians 
whom they met on the Lemhi River in Idaho were, 
however, termed 11 Shoshonees.11 The name, "Snake," 
was rapidly applied to almost any Indians between 
South Pass and the Columbia River. In March, 1826, 
Peter Skene Ogden reported a 11 Snake 11 camp of two 
hundred on the Raft River (Ogden, 1909, 10 (4):357). 
These Indians were undoubtedly either Shoshone or 
Bannock, as their location indicates. Nathaniel Wyeth 
traveled in the Raft River country in August, 1832, 
and similarly spoke of seeing "Snakes" (Wyeth, 1899, 

p. 164). Without making any sharp distinctions between 
the Indians sighted, . Wyeth, in the same region, men­
tioned ''Diggers" (pp. 164, 167), "Pawnacks" (p. 168), 
and 11 Sohonees 11 (ibid.). In 1839, Farnham saw "a fami­
ly of Root Digger Indians" on the Snake River, near 
the mouth of Raft River (Farnham, 1843, p. 74). These 
Indians were no doubt Shoshone, but the term was also 
applied to Northern Paiute, for Ogden encountered 
"Snakes" while on a trapping expedition in the Harney 
Basin of Oregon in 1826 (Ogden, 1910, 11 (2):206), as 
did John Work six years later (Work, 1945, p. 6). The 
failure to recognize the Northern Paiute as being lin­
guistically distinct from the Shoshone continued for 
some time.x In 1854, Indian Agent Thompson reported 
from the Oregon Territory that among the Indians 
under his jurisdiction were "Sho-sho-nies," who were 
divided into three major groups: the "Mountain Snakes," 
"Bannacks," and "Diggers" (Thompson, 1855, p. 493-). 
-'. North of the present boundary of the state of Nevada, 

"Snake" and "Shoshone" or variations thereof were the 
names commonly applied to all the Indians. Frequently, 
"Snake" meant specifically Paiute and Bannock, or any 
mounted Indians, as distinguished from the footgoing 
"Diggers." From the fact that these terms were ap­
plied · to Indians in widely separated regions and· having 
different languages, it c~ (?nly be concluded that the 
nomenclature designated no particular group having 
political, cultural, or linguistic unity. 

"Snake" was but. infrequently applied to the Indians 
south of Oregon and Idaho., where the term "Shoshone" 
was more widely used. The unmounted Shoshonean­
speaking peoples of Utah and Nevada were also com­
monly referred to as "Diggers" or "Root Diggers,• a 

· name frequently given to the unmounted Shoshone. of 
Idaho. Washington Irving .referred to thos.e Indians 
seen on the Humboldt River by Walker's party in 1833 
as 11 Shoshokoes 11 (Irving, 1873, p. 384). Zenas Leonard, 
who was a member of Walker• s expedition, referred · 
to the Indians of the Humboldt River region as 11Bawn­
ack, or Shoshonies" (Leonard, 1934, p. 78), but Father 
De Smet spoke of all the unmounted people of the 
Great Basin as "Soshocos" and described their abject 
poverty (De Smet, 1905, 3:1032). In 1846, Edwin Bryant 
entered the Great Basin en route to California. Of the 
Shoshone he said: "The Shoshonees or Snakes occupy 
the country immediately · west · of the South Pass of the 
Rocky Mountains" (Bryant, 1885, p. 137). He differen­
tiated this powerful, mounted people from the "miser­

. able Digger· Indians. calling themselves Soshonees.'' 
whom he met west of Great Salt Lake (p.168). As he 
continued down the H\l.Illboldt River in Nevada, he noted; 
"All the Digger Indians of this valley claim to be Sho­
shonees" (p. 195), but despite this affirmation, he con-

. tinued to _refer to them as "Diggers!" Si1'!1ilarly, two 
Indians met by Bryant's party near Humboldt Sink in 
Northern Paiute territory were called "Digger Indians" 
(p. 211). Howard Stansbury, who explored the Great 
Salt Lake region in 1849, referred, however, . to the 
Indians west of the lake as "Shoshonees or Snake In­
dians" (Stansbury, 1852, p. 97). 

The Western Shoshone were generally called "Dig­
gers" by the emigrants who took part in the gold rush 
to California. One of them, Franklin Langworthy of 
Illinois, stated: "All the Indians along the Humboldt 
call themselves Shoshonees, but the whites call them, 
Diggers, from the fact that they burrow under ground 
in the winter" (Langworthy, 1932, p. 119). Reuben Shaw, 
another "Forty-niner ," referred to the Indian9 on the 
California road along the Humboldt as "Diggers" (Shaw, 
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19.;s, p. :.23), "Root Diggers" {p. 119), and "Humboldt 
Indians'' (p. :30). b 185~ Liei.:tena.nt E. G. Beckwith 
exp~orec the ·route o: t:1e forr:·-first parallel in search 
of a po.= sible ra.i1road route and e:1countered Gosiute, 
Wester:: Shos:.one, 2...,c ~orthern Paiute Indians. He 
refe!'re2 to a:__ of them as "D:ggers," and he apparent­
ly used :his ~erm generically for all the impoverished, 
horseless Inc:.a.ns be:ween Salt Lake City and the Sierra 
Ke\·ada :\Ioun:a:ns. _.\t Deep Creek, in Utah, he "found 
a band of twe::1,y Shoshonee bdians encamped, besides 
worr.en ar.d c:uldren. They are mounted, and contrast 
st!'iking::,.· wi:h the:.r Goshoot neighbors {Diggers) ... " 
(Beckwi:h, 1855, p. 25). Beck·.1vith classed only mounted 
Incians 2.s Shosho::e: in Butte Valley, Nevada, the in­
habitan:s of . 2. "Digger wick-e-up" fled irom the party, · 
"tc..king us fo:- Shoshonees" (p. 26). After leaving West­
er::1 Shoshone terri:ory he spoke of "Digger Indians, 
who call themseh·e_s Pa.h-Uta.ti, however" (p. 34). 

The :1ame 11 Shos!1one' became more commonly ap­
plied to the Vvestern Shoshone after they had had in­
creased cont.set w:-rh ·he ,,-.hites. The French traveler, 
Ju:es Remy. S?()~e o: them as "Shoshones, or Snakes" 
ir. 1855 (Rem:, a.'1d B::-en_chley, 1861, p. 123), and the 
British exploier·, Richard Bt.:.rton, distinguished the 
"Shosho::.e" frorr. t:1e 11 Gosh-Yuta11 (Burton, 1861, p. 
567) an-=; the '"' Pa Y •.1,a.t or l\"orthern Pa.iute, in 1860 
(p. 591). The te:cm "Shoshonee" was applied by Indian 
Agent Holeman rn the Indians of Thousand Spring Val-

ley, Nevada (Holeman, 1854, p. 443), and to those of 
the Humboldt River (p. 444)t However, on Willow Creek, 
-Utah, Agent Garland Hur( met a group of mou.nted 
Indians whom he called "Shoshonees, or Snakes proper, 
from the Green River country" (Hurt, 1856, p. 517). He 
distinguished these from the "Diggers" of the Humboldt 
River (p. 779). Thus the distinction between the mounted 
Shoshone and the unmounted people of the more arid 
regions of the Great Basin continued, despite the re­
cognition of their unity of language. This implicit re­
cognition may be found in the statement made by Brigham 
Young (1858, p. 599): 

The Shoshones are not hostile to travelers, so far 
as they inhabit this territory, except perhaps a few 
called "Snake diggers," who inhabit, as before stated, 
along the line of travel west of the settlements. 

It is possible to document almost endlessly the 
ways ih which the labels "Shoshone," "Digger/' · and 
"Snake" were applied in turn or at the same time to 
Shoshone-Comanche and Mono-Bannock speakers alike. 
Since political or social significance has frequently 
been atfributed to Indians' names-both those bestowed 
by the whites and thos~ by which the several sectors 
of the Shoshone population referred to each other-we 
will discuss this nomenclature in the context of each 
section of the following report. 

\ , 
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II. THE EASTERN SHOSHONE 

It is necessary to preface all discussions of Sho­
shone bc.i ans with a clarification of what is implied 
by the names attached to Shoshone subgroups. The 
commo~y used appellation "Wind River Shoshone" im­
pl ies no n::ore than reservation membership. Thus, we 
aiso have '" Owyhee Shoshone" and "Fort Hall Shoshone" 
(and Ba..--mock). Wind River residents of admitted de­
scen:: from other groups are also referred to as "Wind 
River peopl e," if they are on the agency rolls; They 
were , o: . course, not known by this name or. a . native 
equ i-:ale-::i in the pre-reservation period. · The names, 
"Eas:er~ Shoshones" and "Eastern Snakes," by which 
the Shoshone of Wyoming are also known in anthro- . 
pology, were first consistently applied by government 
officials d uring the 18501 s and 1860 1 s (cf. Lander, 
18 60, p. 131; Head, 1868, p. 179; Mann, 1869, p. 616). 

. Lancer also referred to the Eastern . Sho_shone as the 
11 \Vash-) -ke e band of the Snake Indians" (Lander, 1859, 
p. 66). This term came into common use after Chief 

.. Washakie rose to prominence in the eyes of the whites . 
P::-e\"iou.s to this period the Eastern Shoshone were 

called S:-iak es and Shoshones (or variations thereof), 
indisc r i :ni:lately. As has been mentioned, the only 
firm dis t inction was made according . to whether or not 
the Indians in question owned hors.es and hunted buf- · 
ialo. Al~hough Lewis and Clark never visited the Wyo­
ming 12-.ds, the tribal lists which they compiled at 
Fort :!\!~ndan before pushing west mention a group, 
said by· Clark to be "Snake," called the 11 Cas-ta-ha-na" 
or "Ger;s de Vache" (Lewis and Clark, 1904-06, 6: 102) . 
T hey we r e said to number 500 lodges having a popu­
lation of about 5,000 people . The Shoshone identity 
o f thi s p eople is ;ome what obscured by Clark's re­
po rt of an affinity between their language and_ that 
o: th~ _ E nitaree, but , on the other hand, · they were 
said to " rove on a S . E. fork of the_ Yellow Rock River 
called Big Horn, and the heads of the Loup" (ibid.).· 
The 11 Cas-t a-ha-na" are· mentioned c;i.lso during the re­
turn tri p of the expedition. Lewis and _Clark noted of 
the Big Horn River: "It is inhabited by a great num­
ber of roving Indians of the Crow Nation, the paunch 
Xat ion (a band of Crows) and the Castahanas (a band . 
o f Sn ake fo.)." The editor of the journals, Reuben 
Thwaites, identifies the latter as "Comanche." (Ibid., 
5:2 97.) 

The paucity of boundary nomenclature found in the . 
h istoric a :.. sources is continued in the ethnographic 

- data, fo r the .foocr-area terminology usecl by the N~-­
vada a:::d Idaho Shoshone is even more diffusely ap­
p lied in Wy oming. One old Nevada Shoshone woman 
r efe rr ed to the Easte rn Shoshone as Kwichundoka, 
while a n a t ive of Wi nd River referred to his people 
as G w: c hu..'1doka, slight phonetic variants of the com­
m o:1 t e ::- m meaning "Buffalo eaters." This name ap­
p ~a r s ~n Hoebel (1938, p. 413) as Kutsindika. Hoeb_e l 
a lso r e;iort s that the Id aho Shoshone r e fe rred to the 
Wyor.:. :~g people as Pohogani, "Sage Brush Home" and 
Kogoho: :., "Gut Eate rs" (ibid.). (Hoebel's terms are 
he r e a::gl:c!zed.) 

Whc. ~e ·,er names may b e applied to identify the Sho­
shone o: Wyoming, none refer to any sort of political 
group m a ~maining a stable t e rritory. As Shimkin say s 
(1 94 7~. p. ·2 46): 

The identification of the Wind River Shoshone and 
their territory is not a simple matter. It is com­
plicated by several facts. These people had no de­
veloped national or tribal sense; affiliation was 
fluid. Nor did they distinguish themselves by a 
special name. They merely knew that others called 
them . . . Sage Brushers, . . . Sage Brush Homes, 
or ... Buffalo Eating People. Furthermore, they 
felt no clear-·cut distinctions of private or tribal 
territories. 

One may speak of an eastern population of Shoshone 
Indians, but it would be inaccurate to speak of one 
Eastern Shoshone band, despite the fact that leader­
ship was better developed in Wyoming than in other 
parts of Shoshone territory . 

It is doubtful whethE!r there was any accurate esti­
mate of the Eastern Shoshone population until the post­
reservation period. Burton (1861, p. 575) cited the no 
doubt exaggerated figure of 12,000 for the population 
led by Washakie. Forney numbers the total Shoshone 
population at 4,500 in 1859 (1860~. p. 733), while Doty 
raised this to 8,650 in 1863 (1865, p. 320). The more 
reliable estimate of 1,600 Eastern Shoshone was given 
by Agent Mann in 1869 (1870, p. 715), after the estab­
lishment of the Wind River reservation. This number 
was later reduced to 1,250 in official reports (Patten, 

· 1878, p. 6-46). Kroeber has estimated the Wind River 
Shoshone population at 2,500 (1939, p. 137). These 
figures are not representative of earlier periods, for 

· the ravages of ·smallpox and other new diseases · made 
heavy inroads on the pre-treaty population, and .i.t is 
probable that the· popul~tion ·at the time of the treaty 
did not greatly exceed 1,500. 

EASTERN SHOSHONE HISTORY: 1800-1875 

. According to Shoshone tradition, the winter camps . 
of the Eastern Shoshone were in the vaUey of the 
Wind River, and their hunting territory . extend e d- north 
to_ Yellowstone Park and_ Cody a~d_ east_ to the Big 
Horn Mountains and beyond · South Pass. Little is said 
by informants of excursions west of the Continental 
Divide, although historic.al evidence suggests that . this 
was actually once their principal hunting grounds·. In 
partial support of this contention, Shimkin says (1947a, 
p. 247): 11_The historical evidence gives some weight to 
the assumption that in 1835-1840 the Shoshones were 
mostly west of the Wind River Mountains .11 He also 
notes that hostilities between the Shoshone and Crow 
resulted in the westward withdrawal of the former 
again in the 1850 1s (ibid.). In an earlier article Shim­
kin also sta ted (1938, p. 415): 

This [smallpox epidemics in the first half of the 
19th century], and prob ably the increased aggres ­
siveness of other Plains tribes with the spread of 
firearms as well, led to a recession of the Sho­
shone· and their retreat to the we;:;t in the middle 
of the nine teenth century. A final wav~ :· f exp;=m ­

sion onto the Plains came with white aid, follo ." ·• 
ing _the treaty at Fort Bridger, July 3, 1868. 

[ 300 J 
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While agreeing in part with these conclusions, .we would 
not confine the Shoshone restriction to the· territory 
west of the Continental Divide to such limited periods. 
The following data suggest, rather, that "the heart of 
this people's territory," as ·shimkin describes the Wind 
River country, did not extend west of the Wind River 
Range from at least 1800 until the reservation period 
and that the Shoshone, while frequently entering the 
Missouri River drainage, did so only for brief periods 
and usually in considerable fear of attack. 

In Washing:on Irving's account of the Astoria party, 
one of our earliest reliable sources on the Wyoming 
Shoshone, the author tells how the Shoshone were 
pushed out of the Missouri River buffalo country after 
the North West and Hudson's Bay Companies put fire­
arms in the hands of the .Blackfoot (Irving, 1890, p. 197): 

Thus by degrees the Snakes have become a scat­
tered, bro~en-spirited, impoverished people, keep­
ing about lonely rivers and mountain streams, and 
subsisting chiefly upon fish. Such of them as still 
possess horses and occasionally figure as hunters 
are called Shoshonies. 

The westward-bound Astoria party· traveled up _the Wind 
River Valley in the middle of September, 1811, without 
sighting any L"rldians {ibid., pp. 199-200}. · This was ex­
actly the time of year when, according to contempor- ­
ary informants, · the Shoshone buffalo party should have 
been gathering there. However, on the western side of 
the Wind River Range, they found "a party of Snakes 
who had come across the mowitains on their autumnal 
hu;1ting excursion to provide buffalo meat for the win­
ter" (p. 202). In September of the following year, the 
eastward-bound party under Stuart encountered a party 
of "Upsarokas, or Crows" on the Bear River, who said 
that they inte!lded to trade with the Shoshone (p. 289). 

· This Crow pa....-ty later ran of: the trappers' horses. 
Throughout their trip to· the Green River country, the 
trapping party was in contin1Jal fear of the Blackfoot 
(p. 298) .• Upon arriving on the Green River on October 
17, 1812, they met a party of about 130 "Snakes" liv- _ 
ing in some ~O "wigwams" made of pine branches 
(p. 306). The ostensibly peaceful Crow· had run off all 
but one of the horses of this camp and had stolen 
some women also. The Astori~ chronicle, ·then, · docu­
ments a situation th-at appears consistently in later 
sources: the Shoshone were usually encountered west 
of the Continental Divide and were continually on the 
def en.sive against powerful trib,es 4> the east_ and north 
that seemingly entered their hunting grounds at will. 

The activities of the early trappers in northern 
Utah and western Wyoming brought them into contact 
with a variety of Indian populations~ not all of which 
are easily ide:itifiable. This region is shown by the 
reports of the·· fur seekers to be characterized by a 
great fluidity of internal movement of Shoshone- and 
Bannock-speaking groups and by frequent entry by 
other tribes for purposes of war, trapping, and trade. 
The jou:-nal o: J. P. Beckwourth gives a vivid, although 
not who:ly re liable. account of the ebb and flow of 
populat ion in the area under consideration. While 
camped near the c:ast shore of the Great Salt Lake 
late in the year 1823, Beckwourth lost 80 horses to 
the "~c...'la.l(s fBarmocks ], a tribe inhabiting the head­
waters of the Columbia River" {Beckwourth, 1931, p. 60). 
His party pursued th.e Bannock to their village, some 
five days distant, and, after regaining part of the 
stolen herd, returned to camp to find some "Snake" 

(p. 61) (Shoshonean-speaking) Indi~s camped near by. 
He states that this group numbered 600 lodges and 
2,500 warriors. The Indians were friendly and the 
lpcale was said to have been their · winter camp (ibid.). 
Three years later, Beckwourth and · his party were 
camped near the same site (today, Farmington, Utah) 
and encountered 16 Flathead Indians. Shortly there­
after the trappers were attacked by 500 mounted 
Blackfoot Indians, who were driven off (ibid., p. 66). 
Two days later, the fur party was joined by 4,000 
Shoshone, who aided them in defeating another Black­
foot attack (pp. 70-71). (Beckwourth's population esti­
mates are probably quite exaggerated.) 

While Beckwourth's journals are poorly dated, it 
was no doubt during the late 18201s that his party was 
attacked near _Salt River in western Wyoming by a body 
of unidentified Indians who, he claims, . were 500 ·strong 
(p. 86). Shortly thereafter he fell in with friendly "Snake," 
or Shoshone, Indians. Near their camp were 185 Ban­
nock lodges, with whose occupants the hunters had 

. some· difficulties (pp. _87-88). While _in this vicinity, 
the camp of the trappers and the friendly Shoshone 
was attacked by a Blackfoot party, after which the 
trappers and Shoshone moved to the Green River (p. 
89). At the Green River camp, the combined trapp.er­
Shoshone gr<:>UP was visited by a party of Crow Indians. 
Beckwourth comments ·1hat "the Snakes and Crows were 

. extremely . amicable." Beckwourth reported further .on 
Shoshone-Crow relations (p. 108): 

At this time the Crows were incess~tly at war 
. with all the tr~bes withir} their reach, with the ex­
ception of the Snakes and the Flatheads and they 
did not escape frequent · ruptures with them [over 
horses}. 

That this -peace was extremely uneasy and manifestly 
ephemeral was clearly shown by later developments 
when the Shoshone,· accompanied by some, Ute, attacked. 
a Crow trading party, which later mustered support 
and retaliated (pp. 183-184 ). However, at an even later· 
date Beckwourth was able to report that 200 lodges of 
Shoshone. had joined forces with the Crow. ostensibly 
because of the · trading possibilities afforded by Beck.; 
wourth•s presence among the latter (p. 249). 

· · The relations between the Shoshohe and Crow dur­
ing the f820 1s apparently were not much un~ike those 
that prevailed at the time of the passages ·of the ·As:.. 
toria parties. The Crow. although not r _elentless en­
emies of the Shoshone, as were the Blackfoot, consti­
tuted a constant source of danger·. Beckwourth's jour­
nals _give evidence of amicable relations between the 
American trappers and the Shoshone, . although he de­
scribed the more bellicose Bannock as "very · bad In­
dians, and very great thieves" . (p. 87). Other sources 
document ,more ~erious difficulties with "Snake" In­
dians. Peter Skene Ogden reported in 1826 that the 
American trappers had suffered severe losses at the 
hands of the Snake Indians during the preceding three 
years (Simpson, 1931, p. 285), but these mishaps prob­
ably occurred in Idaho. · In 1824, however, Jedediah 
Smith and Fitzpatrick lost all of their horses to the 
"Snakes" on the headwaters of the Green River (Alter, 
1925, pp. 38-39; Dale, 1918, p. 91), and some members 
of Etienne Provot's trapping party were killed by 
"Snakes" in the winter of 1824-25 (Dale, 1918, p. 103). 

Little information is available from the_ eastern 
side of the Wind River Mountains during the 1820 1s. 
We do know, however, that Ashley entrusted his horses 
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to the Crow Indians on the Wind River before setting 
out for the mountains in the spring of 1824 (ibid., p. 89). 

In 1831, an .A.merican Fur Company trapper, War­
ren Angus Ferris, noted that the two main Crow bands 
were located chiefly on the Yellowstone River and its 
tributaries, but their "war parties infest the countries 
of the Eutaws, Snakes, Arrapahoes, Blackfeet, Sious, 
and Chayennes" (Ferris, 1940, p. 305). He had this to 
say of the Eastern Shoshone (p. 310): 

Of the Snakes on the plains there are probably 
about four hundred lodges, six hundred warriors, 
and eighteen hundred souls. They range in the 
plains of Green River as far as the Eut Mountains; . 
southward from the source to the outlet of Bear 
River, of the Big Lake; thence .to the mouth of 
Porto-nu! [Portneuf ], on Snake River of the Co­
lumbia. . . . . They are at war with the Eutaws, 
Crows, and Blackfeet, but rob . and steal from all 
their neighbors. 

Ferris saw few Indians in his travels through the 
Jackson Hole area in. 1832 and 1833 . . However, in 
"Jackson's Little Hole," presumably at the south end 
of Hoback Canyon, he noted~ in August, 1832, several 
large, abandoned camps, which he ·assumed were 
those of the "Grosventres of the prairies" (p. 158). 
The supposed Gros Ventre party was later seen on 
the Green River and was said to have consisted of 
500 to 600 warr.iors (pp. 158-159) . . These may well 
have been Blackfoot, for Zenas Leonard reported a 
Blackfoot attack on the upper Snake River in western 
Wyoming in July; 1832 {Leonard, 1934, p. 51). The 
Indians most frequently sighted in the Green River · 
region, however, were the Shoshone. In June, 1833, 
Ferris saw "several squaws scattered over the prairie 
engaged iri digging roots" ·(Ferris, 1940, p. 205). These 
women apparently qelonged to "some fif~y or sixty 
lodges of Snakes, . . . encamped about the fort [Bonne­
vi.lle' sl who were daily exchanging thei~ skins and 
_robes, for. munitions, knives, ornaments, etc., with 
the whites 11 • (ibid., p. 206). · · · · 

Further evidence of the virtual absence of the Sho­
shone from Miss·ouri waters in the fur period comes 
from Zenas Leonard. When preparing to spend the 
winter of 1832-33 on the Green River, the trappers 
met a party of 70 to 80 Crow who said "they were 
going to war with the_ Snake Indians-whose country 
we were now in-and they said also they belonged to 
the Crow nation on the East side of the mountains" 
(Leonard; 1934, pp. 82-83). These Crow stole horses 
from the party, and the trappers pursued them to 
their village at the mouth of the Shoshone River, near 
modern Lovell, Wyo.rning. In ·the summer of 1834, 
Captain Bonneville's trappers, one of whom was Zenas 
Leonard, trapped on the waters of Wind River, but no 
mention is made of Shoshone (ibid., pp. 224-226). In 
October, however, they met the Crow in the Big Horn 
Basin, and they wintered on Wind River in their com­
pany (pp. 255-256). No Shoshone were reported in the 
area. 

The Irving account of Captain Bonneville's adven­
tures contains additional information on Eastern Sho­
shone settlement patterns. It is here also that we re­
ceive our first information on the Shoshone who later 
are known to us as the Dukarika and who inhabited 
the mountainous terrain of the Wind River Mountains 
and adjacent high country (Irving, 1850, p. 139). The 
journal also supplements Leonard's account of the 

trappers' sojurn in Wind River Valley, which, Irving 
wrote (1837, 2: 17) was infested by Blackfoot and Crow 
Indians and was one of the favorite habitats of the 
latter (p. 22). One of the trapping party's members 
was taken captive by the . Crow on the Popo Agie River, 
which flows past Lande:::-, Wyoming, but was released 
unharmed (pp. 24-25). It is to be noted that the trap­
pers were in the Wind River Valley at the end of Sep­
tember but saw no S~oshone, although this was ap­
proximately the time of the annual buffalo hunt. Upon 
leaving Wind River, Bonneville headed for the Sweet­
water River, which, he stated, was beyond the limits 
of Crow country (p. 26). He then went to Hams Fork, 
a . tributary of the Green· River, and encountered a Sho­
shone encampment with the Fitzpatrick party (p. 27). 

It is doubtful whether Shoshonean peoples hunted 
extensively east of the Continental Divide in the peri­
od following their eighteenth-century retreat from the 
northe~n Plains and before the disappearance of the 
buffalo west of the Rockies. Although the great herds 
of the Missouri drainage were not found in the !.µids 
inhabited by the Shoshone, it is quite possible that 
there were suffic.ient buffalo there to meet the neeqs 
of the population. Bonneville met a group of twenty­
five mounted Bannock in the neighborhood of Soda 
Springs, Idaho, in November, 1833, and,- at their in-­
vitation, joined them in a buffalo hunt there (p. 33). 
After taking sufficient meat, the Bannock returned to 
their winter quarters at the mouth of the Portneuf 
River (p. 35). The winter of 1~34-35 again found_ Bonne­
ville on the Bear River, this time on its upper reaches. 
where he made winter camp with "a small band of 
Shoi;;honies" (p. 210). Farther upstream was an en­
campment of "Eutaw" Indians, who were hostile to 
the Shoshone (p. 213). Bonneville, however, managed 
to prevent conflict between the two groups. One ad­
vantage of this winter camp, and a po~sible -source 
of attraction for the Ute Indians, was the presence 
of antelope during the winter. Bonneville wifoessed 
one successful "surround" by horsemen, aided in their 
efforts by supernatural charms reminiscent of Great 
Basin antelope drives· (pp. 214-215)~ 

Nathaniel Wyeth evidently saw few Shoshone in his 
travels through Wyoming, and his journals do not add 
greatly to our understanding of the area. He traveled 
from the Snake to the Green River in June and July, 
1832, via the Teton country and .mentioned no Shoshone 
except for a small encampment near Bonneville's post 
on the upper Green River (Wyeth, 1899, pp~ 203-205). 
However, he reports that a white trapper was attacked 
in July, 1833, on the lower Wind River by a party of 
fifteen Shoshone who had left · Green River shortly be­
fore (p. 207), and, in 1834, he found himself among 
"to.o · many Indians . . • for comfort or safety" while 
near Hams Fork, Wyoming (p. 225). · 

The journals of Osborne Russell provide documenta­
tion of population movements in Wyoming during the 
years 1834-1840. Despite the decline of the fur trade 
during this period, the area was still turbulent. In 
November, 1834, a party of trappers was reported · as 
having arrived at Fort Hall, Nathaniel Wyeth's new 
post, after having been routed by the Blackfoot on 
Hams Fork (Russell, 1955, p. 8). The spring of 1835 
took Russell to the west side of Bear Lake, where 
he found "about 300 lodges of Snake Indians" (p. 11) 
and in July of that year he encountered a small party 
of Shoshone hunting mountain sheep in Jackson Hole 
(p. 23). The lure of trade still attracted many other 
Indian gro_ups into the Green River country during and 
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prec edi.:::.g the time of t~e sum.mer rendezvous. Russell 
re?ortec an encampment of 400 lodges of Shoshone and 
Bannoc;;. and 100 of Fla:head and Nez Perce .on the 
Bea!" R:--:er above the mouth of Smith's Fork on May 
9, 1836 . The congregation was so large that it was 
forced :o fragment in order to seek subsistence; all 
plac.nec :o return on July 1, when supplies were ex­
pec:ed (p. -11). Russell spent the winter of 1840-41 
v.-:.:h so~e 20 lodges oi Shoshone in Cache Valley, 
U:ah,_ ~d near Great Salt La...~e (p. 112). 

Tne general territorial sit uation had changed little 
by the e..'.ld o: the fur period. Wislizenus, who visited 
W,:--or:1in.g in 1839, commented (1912, p. 76): "In the 
vic i-ity f oi the Big Horn Mountains} live the Crows. 
. . . They of:en rove through the country between the 
PLatte a.:id the Sweet Waters, which are considered 
by the ~,ciian.s as a common war ground." Tribes 
friendly to the Shoshone visited the week-long rendez­
vous on the Green River-. Wislizenus notes that "of 
the Ind:.ans there had come chiefly Snakes, Flatheads, 
a.r:d ~ez Perces, peace:ul tribes, living beyond the 
Roch.··y :Mountains" (p. 86). 

The journal of Thomas J. Farnham, written in 
1839, c:>cuments the growing economic difficulties of 
the Shoshone of the Wyoming-northern Utah area. In 
Jt.:..:.y o: that year, Fare.ha.in received news that the 
Shoshone on the Bear River were "starving" and sub- . 
ject to :he depredations of marauding Blackfoot and 
Si.oua.'1 -var parties (Farnh~_. 1906, p. 229). While on 
"Litt....e Bear River" (a Bear River tributary). Farnham 
observed t..l-tat,. despite the present barrenness, he had 
hc:ard L""u.t this area was iormerly rich in buffalo and· 
that ga.:::ie had abounded in the mountains (p. 233); Fur­
ther i::iciication of the growing poverty of the Shoshone 

· ccu::i:r:.· ·is se-en in · his• comment that the- Shoshone suf- -
fe:-e<l less from enemy attacks because "the passes 
th:01.:gh which they enter the Snake country are be­
comi:lg more : and more destitute of gam~ on .whtch to 
si.:.bs i st"' (pp. 262-263). 

Poverty, it would seem, did not bestow complete 
~un.: ry upon the Shoshone of Wyoming nor did it 
enti=-~-Y !nhibit occasio!lal forays against their enemies. 

,Father De Smet, ·who was present at the Green River 
rendez·.ou.s in 1840, wrote that the "Snakes" were then 
preparing a · war p~.f against the Blackfoot (De Smet, • 
1906, 2 7: 164). But by 1842, the Shoshone had other 
concer!:23 ·ha..11 the trad:.tionally hostile Blackfoot. Me­
doreru Crawford noted that on July 23, is42, t_he en­
c~:npn:.:nt of whites then situated near the Sweetwater 
R:ver ..-as joined by a party of over one hundred ·11 sues 
and Shi.ans who had been to fight the Snakes" (Craw­
ford, 1397, p. 13). The Shoshone had experienced pre­
vious a.::-med encounters with Siouan group-s to the east, 
b -:.n the pressure of the latter in these years was such 
. that th~ -Crow and Shoshone allied for .defense against 
t:ie p-o--~rful eastern t:-ibes {Fremont, 1845. p. -146). 
The C:-ow, according to Fremont, had been present 
at t..~e 1842 rendezvous on Green River (p. 50). Despite 
t:ie al::ance·, Fremont regarded the Wind River Moi.1n­
ta.i.r1s 2..s the eastern limit of Shoshone occupancy. He 
l';Ote<l :..:i 18-:3 that the Green River was twenty-five 
:.-ears earLier "familiarly known as the Seeds-ke-dee­
agai. o=: Prairie Hen River; a name which it received 
f:-om ·.be Crows, to whom its upper waters belong" 
(p. 12~ }. and both Farnham (1906, p. 261) and Russell 
(. 921. pp. 1.;.4-146) p laced the Shoshone no farther east 
than t:ie Green River drainage in the years immediate­
ly prece<ling Fremont's observation. 

$io-.;.an aggressions continued over an indefinite 

period, for Bryant reported in June, 1846, that about 
3,000 Sioux had collected at Fort Laramie preparatory 
to an attack against the Shoshone and Crow (Bryant, 
1885, p. 107). Bryant and hi~ companions informed 
the Shoshone of the impending raid when they arrived 
at Fort Bridger on July 17, 1846. The approximately 
500 Shoshone assembled there broke camp immediate­
ly, presumably to organize a defense (pp. 142-143). 

During the decade of the 18401s, accounts of the 
presence of Shoshone beyond the Continental Divide 
are found with increasing frequency. In 1842 W. T. 
Hamilton, while on the Little Wind River. noted that 
the trappers and the Shoshone were in continual jeo-

. pardy in this region because of "Blackfeet, Bloods, 
Piegans and Crows" (Hamilton, 1905, p. 52). Although 

•his party was attacked by a Blackfoot group at . this 
time, they sighted a Shoshone party shortly thereafter 

·. (p. 61) which was under the leadership of Chief Wash­
akie (pp. 63-64). Other Shoshone joined this group, 
claiming that they had fought with Pend Oreille Indians 
near the Owl Creek Mountains on the north side of 
the Wind River Valley (p. 69). (The identification of 
this group may well have been erroneous in view of 
the northerly locale of the Pend Oreille.) The Shoshone 
met by ·Hamilton · later gathered· at Bull Lake to pre­
pare an attack against the_ Blackfoot on the Big Wind 
River (p. 71); twenty "Piegans" were later encountered 
in the Owl Creek Rang·e (p. 80). 

These . events apparently transpired in the late spring 
or early sum.mer of 1842, for summer found Washakie's 
people at Fort Bridger (p. 92), and later at Brown's 
Hole on the Green Ri'\rer in northwestern Colorado 
where a "few Ute and Navajos came up on _their an­
nual visit with the Shoshone, to trade and to race 
horses." -The Shoshone left for their fall trapping in . 
Sept~mbe_r (p. 97), but some were there in winter 
camp when Hamilton's party returned to· Brown's Hole 
to winter (p. 1_18). _ _ 

Hamilton's later travels took him on a buffalo ·hunt 
into the Big Horn ];Jasin ~ith Washakie in October,. 
1843 (p. 182). At "Stinking Water"· (Shoshone River) 
the party encountered Crow Indians on their way to 

· visit tlie · Shoshone (p. 183); The buffalo-hunting group . 
returned to the Green River in November for the win­
ter (p. 186). At this . time Hamilton noted that Washakie 
claimed the Big Horn count1,7 as far as the Yellow­
stone River, but that the Crow, Flathead, and Nez 
Perce ~unted upon it and it was regarded as neutral 
hunting ground by other tribes (p. 187}. October, 1848,· 
again found~ Hamilton in • the Big Horn. country, where 
he met a party of Shoshone in_ the Big Horn Mountains 
(p. 197). The group was in pursuit of a Cheyenne war 

"party that had stolen horses from them; the offenders 
were overtaken on the North Platte River and the horses 

. were recovered (p. 198). Hamilton ~as irµormed that . 
Washakie was then on Greybull Creek, bul planned to· 
move to the Shoshone River (p. 199). 

Further information on the activities of the Sho­
shone east of the Continental Divide comes from Bry­
ant, who, on July 14, 1846, sighted near Green River 
(Bryant, 1885, p. 136): 

. . . a party of some sixty or eighty Shoshone or 
Snake Indians, who were returning from a buffalo 
hunt to the east of the South Pass. The chief and 
active hunters of the party were riding good horses. 
The others, among whom were some women, were 
mounted generally upon animals that appeared to 
have been nearly exhausted by fatigue. These, be-
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sides carrying their riders, were freighted with 
dried buffalo meat, suspended in equal divisions 
of bulk and .weight from straps across the back. · 
Several pack animals were loaded entirely with 
meat and were driven along as we drive pack 
mules. 

The apparent increase in the use of the Wind River 
Valley and adjacent areas was in part a result of 
Crow amity in the face of a common enemy, but it 
can also be explained in terms of the Shoshone need 
to seek their winter store of buffalo meat regardless 
of dangers. The buffalo herds west of the Continental 
Divide were greatly diminished by 1840, and, by the 
end of the decade, the intrusion of emigrants must 
have· decimated the remaining stock. As early as 1842, 
·Fremont commented that he saw no buffalo beyond 
South Pass (Fremont, 1845, p. 63), and in 1849 Major 
Osborne Cross observed that "scarcely any were to 
b~ met with this side of the S9uth Pass'' (Cross, 1851, 
p. 178). The Major later wrote (p. 182): 

Game in this section of the country is scarce, com­
pared .with the ranges passed over on the route. 
We had now gone nearly through the whole buffalo 
range, as but few are now met w:ith on Bear River·. 
Fifteen years ago they were to be seen in- great 
numbers here~ but have been diminishing greatly 
since that time. 

Despite periodic_ forays to the east, the report . of 
Indian Agent Wilson of Fort Bridger in 1849 indicates 
that the generally recognized · area of Shoshone occu­
pancy was substantially unchanged (J. Wilson, 1849, 
p. 1002): 

Their claim of boundary is to the east from the 
.-Red Buttes [near Casper, Wyoming], on the North 
Fork of the Platte, to its head in _the Park, De­
cay-a-que or Buffalo Bull-pen, in the Rocky Moun­
tains; to the south, across the mountains, over to 
the Yam pa pa, till it enters Green or Colorado 
River; and then across to the Back bone or ridg~ 
of mts. called the Bear River mountains, running 
nearly due west towards the Salt Lake, so as to 
take in most of the Salt Lake, and thence on to 
the Sinks. of Mary's or Humboldt River; thence 
north to the fisheries on the Snake river, in Ore­
gon and thence south (their northern boundary) to 
the Red Buttes, including the source of Green 
River. 

Joseph Lane, the Superintendent of Indian ~fairs in 
Oregon territory also wrote in that year that "the 
Shoshonee or Snake Indians inhabit a section of .count­
ry west of the Rocky mountains, from the summit of 
these mountains north along Wind river mountains to 
Henry's fork .... (Lane, 1857, p. 158). 

Continuing reference to the presence of Shoshone 
east of the Continental Divide is found in reports 
dating from the 1850 1 s, although the Green River 
country continued as the central ar-ea of Eastern Sho­
shone occupation. Indian Agent Holeman sought to 
bring the Shoshone to a treaty conference at Fort 
Laramie in 1851 and reported {Holeman, 1852, p. 445): 

... met the village assembied on Sweet Water, 
about fifty miles east of the South pass. On the 
21st of August I had a talk with them, which re-

sulted in their selecting sixty of their headmen, 
fully authorized to act for the whole tribe •... 

rn· September, 1852, Brigham ·Young arranged a peace 
conference between the Ute and Shoshone. The Mormon 
governor reported (Young, ·1852, p. 438): 

I then asked the Shoshones how they would like to 
have us settle upon their lands at Green River. 
They replied that the land at Green River did not 
belong to them; that they lived and inhabited in 
the vicinity of the Wind River chain of mountains 
and the Sweet River (or Sugar Water, as they called 
it), but that if we would make a settlement on 
Green River they would be glad to come ~o tr.ade 
with us. 

Difficulties soon developed between the Mormons and 
the Indians on Green River (Holeman, 1858, pp. 159-
160). The report of Lieutenant Fleming of Fort Lara­
mie in 1854 suggests that the Shoshone had not relin­
quished the Green River country to the Mormon colo­
nists, despite Young's claim (H. B. Fleming, 1858, 
p. 167): 

The mountain men have wives and children among 
the Snake Indians~ and therefore claim 'the- right 
to the Green River country, in virtue of the grant 
given them by the Indians, · to whom the country 
belongs, as no treaty has yet been made to ex­
tinguish. their title .. . 

The Morehead narrative in Connelley's edition of the 
Doniphan expedition notes that some two or three 
thousand Shoshone were-camped on the Green River 
in the summer of 1857; Chief Washakie was present 
at this encampment (Connelley, 1907, p. 607). And 
Alter's- biography of James Bridger states that in the 
winter of 1857-58 11 Chief Washakie and two thousand 
Shoshone tribesmen at the crossing of the Green had 
no particular difficulty that winter" (Alter,• 1925, p. 
303). Forney, in Jun~, . 1858, wrote of his plans to 
establish the Shoshone "under Chief Wash-A-Kee" on· 
the tributaries of the Green River (Forney; 1860b, 
p. 45) and reported that ·the ·group was iocated o~ that · 
river in May, 1858 (Forney, 1859, p. 564). 

Albert H. Campbell, General Superintendent of the 
Pacific Wagon Roads, wrote in 1859 that the Shoshone 
were restricted to the area .west of the R9ckies (1859, 
p. 8): 

The Snakes have received. very little attenti~n 
hitherto from the authorities of the United States, 
and frequent wars with their powerful nei.ghbors. 

. the ·Blackfeet and Crows, have compelled them in 
a manner to withdraw from the buffalo range and 
keep within the mountain fastnesses, where they 
derive a scanty subsistence from roots and the 
smaller game. 

The total context of historical material indicates, how­
ever, that the Shoshone were hunting buffalo on the 
eastern side of the Continental . Divide during this 
period and, in so doing, were following a pattern of 
transmontane hunting familiar to us among the Plateau 
tribes. Forney wrote in September, 1858 (1859, p. 564): 

I have heretofore spoke n of a large tribe of Indians 
known as the Snakes. They claim a large tract of 
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country ly.:~g in ::ie eastern part of this Territory, 
but are scarce:y ever found upon their own land. 

They ge:::erally inhabit the Wind River country, 
in Oregon a.::d ~ebraska Territories, and they some­
times range as iar ea.st as Fort Laramie, in the 
latter Terri:ory. Their principal subsistence is the 
buffalo, a.r:c it is :or the purpose of hunting them 
that they :-a..:ige so far eas: of their o·wn country. . 
This •ribe m •. rr.bers about twelve hundred souls, all 
under one ?ti.nCi?al chief, Wash-a-kee. He has per­
fect comn:::-d over them, and is one of the finest 
looking a.cc most intellectual Indians I ever saw. 

The cura:i?n of ihe p:-evio".lsly mentioned peaceful 
interlude bet...-een the Crow and the Shoshone of Wyo­
ming ca:mot be accurately determi.!'led. However, 
Lander repor:ed them at war in 1858 (1859, p. 49): 

The Crow and Shoshonee bdians having ~roken out 
into open t;,,ar i:n the :iorth, did not permit of my 
riski::1g or e~-pos i.ng the la:-ge stock of mules of the 
expedition a: the camp · selected as the wintering 
grow...d oi :zst year's expedition, on \Vind River. 

Lander enco:.cJtered Washakie and "the whole of the 
great tribe o: the eastern Shoshonees" . hunting antelope 
on the headwaters of the Green River (p. 68). The Sho­
shone spent !...,e v..-inter on Wind River but "the last ac­
co:mt from them say they are in a starving condition; 
they are. at ..-ar •Ni.th the Cr:ows, and are afraid to go 
om to h:mt for ga.:ne" (p. 69). The Shoshone had fought. 
with the Cro..- on Oc~ober 27, 1858, which had prob­
ably prevente-d them from attempting the fall buffalo 
ht:.nt. They a?pa.rentl:,· undertook a hunt during the 
folloVting sp:-ing, :or Will H. Wagner, an engineer on 
the Sou:..ri Pass ·,1;·agoc road, observed in May of 1859 
that only a few Shoshone lodges were found on Green 
R:ver, :he _n:ain hqdy s:ill being in the Wind River 
Valley (Wagne:-, 1361, p. 25). 

In Februazy. 1860. Lander wrote a summary of 
_Eastern ~hosho:ie territorial use as of 1859 (1860, 
pp. 121 - 12 2): . 

The Eastern Sn.a.kes range from the waters of Wind 
river or Latitude 43• 30' .on _the no.rth and from the 
South Pass to the headwaters of the North Platte 
on the east, ar.d to Bear river near the .. mouth of 
Smith's Fork on the west. They extend south as 
far as Bro~'s Hole on Green .River. Their prin­
cipal. subsis~ence is the roots and seeds of the 
wild vege:ables of the region they inhabit, the 
mountain r:-ot.;t, with which all the streams of the 
country a:-e abu..-:1dantly supplied, and wild game. 
The latte:- is now very scarce .~ the vicinity of 
the new 2-,d old emigrant roads. 

The ir:::mense herds of antelope I remember 
having see.:1 along the route of the new road in 
185.; and 1857 seem to have disappeared. These 
Indians visit the border ground between their own 
country 2.:ld the Crows and Blackfeet for the pur­
pose of h.::.i.ting Elk, Antelope and stray herds of 
buffalo. When these trips are made they travel 
on!y in !a.:-ge ba.:.ds for fear of the Blackfeet and 
Crows . W::.h the Bannack.s and parties of Salt Lake 
Diggers :::icy of•en make still longer marches into 
the r:.orth-;.estern buffalo ranges on the head waters 
of the M.:.ssouri and Yellow Stone. 

These excursion.s usually last over winter, the 
more wes:ern Indians who join them passing over 

a distance of twelve hundred miles on the out and 
return journey. 

Under the leadership of Washakie, which dates from 
approximately the beginning of the period of heavy emi­
gration to the Far West, the Shoshone of Wyoming had 
maintained amicable relations with the whites. The 
early 18601s, however, saw increased clashes between 
Indians and whites in the Bear River country and in 
southern Idaho. While the activities of Chief Pocatello's 
band and of other hostile groups will be further dis­
cussed in the section on Idaho, it would be well at 
this point to clarify relations between Washakie's fol­
lowers and the people of Bear River. It is impossible 
to differentiate ·a Wyoming group as distinct from the 
Shoshone of Bear River in earlier periods, and, in 
view of the presence of buffalo in the country of the 
Green and Bear rivers until at least 1840, it is more 
than probable that southwestern Wyoming, northern 
Utah, and southeastern Idaho were common grounds 
roamed over by several nomadic hunting groups. Lan­
der . recognized the affinity between the areas, although 
he distinguished Washakie's Eastern Shoshone from the 
Utah residents on the basis of their respective rela­
tions with the whites (Lander, 1860, pp. 122-123): 

The Salt Lake Diggers intermarry with the East­
ern Snakes and are on good terms with them. 

Among these Indians [the "Salt Lake Diggers"] 
are some of the worst in the mountains. Washakie 
will not permit a horse thief or vagabond to re- . 
main in his band, but many of the M~rmon Indians 
go about the country with minor chiefs calling them­
.selves . Eastern .Snakes. 

Old Snag, a chief sometimes seen on Green 
River, who proclaims himself ·an Eastern Snake, 
and friend of the .Americans, is of this class .... 

Southern .Indians pass, on . their way i1to. buffalo," 
(a technical term,} ·through the lands of the• Eastern 
Snakes and PaID1ocks, and the latter are often made 
to bear the blame of their horse-stealing proclivities. 

Doty reported depredations on the road between Fort 
Laramie and S~t Lake City in 1862 .(Doty, . 1863, pp. 
342, 355). and in the following year the Army attacked 
a large number of the hostiles on Bear River and in­
flicted very severe losses on them (War of the Rebel­
lion, 1902, pp~ 185-187). Doty 'reported from Box Elder, 

· Utah, on July 30 of the same year (ibid., p. 219): . 

A treaty of peace was this day concluded at this 
place by · Gen. Connor [who led the Bear River ·at­
tack) and myself with the bands of the Shoshones, 
of which Poc:atello, San Pitch and Sagwich are the 
prin~ipal chiefs. . 

Earlier, on July 2, 1863, a treaty was entered into 
at Fort Bridger between Doty . and the bands of "Waush­
akee," "Shauwuno,11 "Tibagan," "Peoastoagah,11 "Totimee,11 

"Ashingodimah," 11 Sagowitz,11 11 0retzimawik,11 "Bazil," 
and "Sanpitz" (Doty, 1865, p. 319). Doty noted at this 
time that the Shoshone "claim their ••. eastern 
boundary on the crest of the Rocky mountains; but it 
is certain that they, as well as the Bannacks, hunt 
buffalo helow the Three Forks of the Missouri, and 
on the headwaters of the Yellowstone (p. 318). Doty 
continued (pp. 318-319): 

As none of the Indians of this country c.::.:/... ~ ;. ~ : ., -
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nent places of abode, in their hunting excursions 
they wander over an immense region, extending 
from the fisheries at and below Salmon Falls, on 
the Shoshone [Snake] river, near the Oregon line, 
to the sources of that stream and to the Buffalo 
country beyond. . . . 

The Shoshonees and Bannocks are the only na­
tions which, to my knowledge hunt together over 
the same ground. 

The Shoshone continued to hunt beyond the mountains 
after the Fort Bridger treaty. Superintendent Irish 
reported in September, 1864, that the "Shoshonees" 
were a• Bear Lake awaiting their payment and were 
impatient to "go to their winter hunting grounds .on 
Wind River" (Irish, 1865,. p. 3i4). Three hundred 
Cheyenne lodges .were reported in Wind River Valley 
in May, 1865, but the group subsequently withdrew to 
the "Sweetwater mountains and thence to Powder 
River" (Coutant, 1899, 1:440). In _September,. 1865, 
Irish reported that the Shoshone frequented the Wind 
River country and the headwaters of the North Platte 
and Missouri rivers (Irish, 1866, p. 311). The Superin­
tendent described the pattern of movement that had 
become established (ibid.): 

Thei.!- principal subsistence is ·the buffalo, which 
they hunt during the fall, winter, and spring, on 
which they subsist during that time, and return in 
the summer to Fort Bridger and Great Salt Lake 
City. 

Agent Luther Mann ·or Fort Bridger added (1865, p. 
327): 

They spend about eight months of the year 
among the Wind River mountains and in the valley 
of the Wind River, Big Horn a:nd Yellowstone .... 

The Shoshonees are friendly with the Bannacks, . 
their neighbor on the north . . . but are hostile 
towa:d the tribes on their eastern boundaries, viz: 
Sioux, Arap_ahoes, Cheyennes, and Crows. 

Ma.mi observed that the Eastern Shoshone numbered 
some 150 lodges. However, he also· noted that Wash­
akie claimed to be too weak to fight his enemies. In 
his next year's report, Mann wrote that on September 
20, 1855, the Shoshone set out from Fort Bridger for 
the Wind River and_ Popo Agie valleys where they . 
hunted buffalo, deer, elk, and mountain sheep and 
passed the winter. .Only five to ten lodges remained 
on Green River for the winter (ibid., p. 126). 

The Shoshone had some difficulty with hostile tribes 
during their hunts in the Wind River Valley. The battle 
of CroT,r;·heart Butte {near Crovihear4 Wyomirig) has be­
come a legend on the Wind River Reservation, and the 
facts o: the event have become well embellished. More 
reliable inform~ts claim that the Crow were enc~mped 
at the present site of Kinnear, Wyoming, on the north 
side of Big Wind River and were driven out after a 
strong attack by the Shoshone. The Crow detachment 
was e·.ridently not merely a war party, for the men 
were accompanied by their women and children. He­
bard, using documentary material unavailable to the 
writers, places the date of this battle as March, 1866 
(Hebard, 1930, p. 151). There is no further mention 
in the sources of Crow occupation of the Wind River 
Valie:,. 

This was not the end of the Shoshones' troubles, 

however, for in the following year (1867), Indian Agent 
Mann noted (1868, p. 182): 

Immediately after the distribution of their annuity 
goods last year, they left this agency for their hunt­
ing grounds in the Popeaugie [Popo Agie River, 
near Lander, Wyo.] and Wind River valleys, the 
only portion of the country claimed by them where 
they can obtain buffalo. 

Early last spring the near approach of hostile 
Sioux and Cheyennes compelled them to leave be­
fore they could prepare their usual supply of dried 
meat for sum.mer use. 

Mann further reported that, after being paid the an­
nuity on June 8, 1867, "they have since gone to the 
valley of the. Great Salt Lake, · as is . usual with them. 
preparatory to their return to their hunting grounds 
in autumn" (p. 183). These accounts further document 
the manner in which the Utah and_ Wyoming populations 
merged. 

The Sioux were apparently especially active east of 
the Wind River Range in these years and many other 
attacks were reported. ·The Shoshone went to Wind 
River if/-. 18_68 and were again attacked by the. Sioux. 
Agent Mann reported that year that a few small bands 
of Shoshone had not hunted buffalo • fu two years for 
fear of attack (Mann, 1869, pp. 616-618). 

The government had a good deal of difficulty in 
persuading the Shoshone to remain on the reservation 
established by_ the treaty of ·1868. Captain J. H. Pat .... 
terson; the new· agent, wrote in 1869 (1870, p. 'fl 7): 
"So powerful are the Sioux, it is only after winter is 
far advanced, and from that tim~ until early in the 
spring, that the Shoshones can remain on the reserva­
tion." They passed the winfer of 1868-69 at Wind River, 
but the Sioux attacked on April 26, 1869, before they 

· broke winter camp (J. · A. Campbell, 1870, p. 173). On · · 
September 14,. 1869, Siouan warriors attempted another. · 
foray into Wind River Valley but were repulsed by 
troops. Fearful of another early attack and wary of 
theiz: new res~rvation c .o-residents, the Northern 
Arapaho and Washakie left Wind River at the end of 
April of the foll.owing year (1870). The Shoshone de~ 
parted with. little stored ~eat, since they were unable 
to pursue the buffalo far out on the prairie (G. W. 
Fleming, 1871. p. 643). 

In the ·following years, we hear little of the hunting 
activities of the_ Shoshone .. They were moved .perma­
nently to the Wind River Reservation, where, accord­
i~g to Agent James Irwin in 1873, they showed a · 
strong desire to abando_n their no~adic ways and to 
learn agriculture (Irwin, 1874, p. 612). Irwin claimed 
that, although the Bannock population of the "Shoshone 
and Bannock Agency" at Wind 'River was 'transferred · 
in 1872 to Fort Hall, 216 still unsettled Shoshone had 
expressed intent in the following year to move to Wind 
River. The Shoshone experienced little succ.ess in 
their early attempts at farming, and the government 
food allotments were seldom adequate to last through 
the year. This, combined with the traditional value 
placed on the buffalo hunt, perpetuated the nomadic 
pattern for a number of years. As late as 1877, Agent 

· Patten wrote (1878, p. 605): 

During the month of October last [1876], while 
the Shoshones were on one of their annual hWlts, 
the village became divided; Washakie, with the 
greater portion, struck across the country from 
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:.:::ie base o: uie S:.erra Shoshone Mountains to the 
~out.::l of Q-,i;l Creek on Big- Wind River; the small­
e.s t p2-rty, uider t'KO braves named Na-cµtle and 
Ta- goon-d '..!!ll, s tarted for the river above the 
:::omh of Grey Bull, where having arrived the 
:)ros;i-ect of a s uc cessful hunt wa s propitious. Large 
~ercs of b '.ii:alo -.i;er e everywhere in sight; but the 
::ext r::norn.i.:::g aiter t heir arrival this little band, 
comp=-::sing m en , women, and children, were sud­
c enl:: attacked by Dull Knife's band of hostile 
Cheye:me ;;;rarrior s . 

T ::e P la:.ns were e-..i dently still unsafe, and hunting 
pa::i.es -rav~_ed in strength. But the end of the buf-

. fa.lo per: od was not far off, -for ·hide-hunters and set­
tle::-s hac. already J;Ilade_ massive inroads on the herds, 
and the open.;.range cattle-raising industry had begun. 
It :s i.r:.terestbg to note, however, that the itinerary 
fol.:owe~ in 1876 was m uch the same as that related 
by· Shi~' s informan .. s and by -ours. Except for that · 
gi--err in _the one account by Hamilton, it has no ante­
cec ent s in the historical literature. 

E_.\RLY RESERVATION PERIOD 

Wine Rivez- Shoshone in.formants speak little of ac­
tiv:.ties -... est oi the Continental Divide and tend to 
pla.~e the:r early ec or!omic life almost entirely in the 
_Mts s our : drainage. T.hi s is not surprising when it is 
co:::.side::-ed that eighty-s ix y~ars· had passed between 
the sigr...::.ng o: the Fort Bridger treaty of July 3, 1868, 
es:ablishing eie reserva:ion, and the field work re­
pb:-t ed te re. Almost s eventy years had elapsed be­
:ween that da.:e and Shircldn's 1937-1938 field work. 
That i nf o rma::it s have a one-dimensional view of ear­
lie :- per~ ods -:n Shoshone history may well be expected. 
'.fh_e typ-e of ca~ t.,at deals with locales and events, 
the m ov-e men:s or peoples and- situational adaptation 
is histo:-y of a dH:e rent kind from the traditional cul­
tur2J r.:ia terial with •,i;·hich anthropol ogist s usually work. 
It wo ulc be . 2-T'l underst a tement to say that it would tax 
the m er::ory of any human being to ask exactly where 
ar:d when his people hunted many years before he was­
bo:-n. 0-::!e _ of the o ldes t living Shoshone, for example, 
re s ponde d to our q t.estion about the location of the · · 
ch.:ef' s :odge in t he camp by saying that the chi~fs 
liv ed in log c abins near the Agency. And even this 
W-c..5 qui: e a .::nnemonic ·feat .. 

!-.fos: oi the iollow:.ng data was obtained from in­
forman ts and pertain s primarily _to the early reserva­
tion period. E ven· for such a relatively late time, the 
in:orma:i on i.s no t wb.oLy reliable and is often vague 
a.r:d _ fragrnentar-f . Cer_ta in aspects. of these - data are _ 
pe =-p e t c:ated :.n Wind River tradition, however, and are 
va.: id for even ear ie r periods than the one discusse_d. 
T te se conce::-n t he y e ar ly economic cycle, the rhythm 
of move ment from buifalo prairies · to_ the mountains, 
fo e c o a.:.e s c e ::1c e and fr agmentation of soc ial groups, 
t he type s o: fi s h and _game taken and the technol ogy 
ir:.Yolved -culmral facts not immediately linked to situ­
a::.ona l, his t orical fac tors. These comments on relia­
b il: -::.- o: informants ' data should be borne in mind 
throughout the account below. 

The s tab_e c en: er oi Eastern Shoshone settlement 
pa, !ern was the winter camp. All informants agreed 
t ha~ the chiei wI.n·er camps were in the valleys of 
tbe B !e; and Lit tle Wind rivers, in the region of the 
present Diversion Dam and Fort_ Washakie, respectively. 

There they were protected from winter storms, and 
the winds blew enough snow from the ground to allow 
the horses to graze-; In the bottomlands by the streams 
they found water and firewood and enjoyed the protec­
tion of the cottonwood trees. In the period before the 
ending of intertribal hostilities in Wyoming camps were 
closely clustered to allow for mutual defense in the 
event of an attack, but after the pacification of the 
area, people pitched their tipis farther apart. Although 
never safe from attack, the Shoshone had greater se­
curity during the winter, since the cold and snows 
made their enemies relatively immobile also. 

Winter residence at Wind River was not obligatory. 
Smaller groups were said to camp on the western 
slope of the Wind River Mountains,. in· the vicinity of 
Pinedale, and others remained near Fort · Bridger. 
Contemporary informants gave no CQnfirination of Shim­
kin's statement that a group of Shoshone, under Wash­
alde, customarily wintered in the Absaroka Mountain 
foothills on the head of the Grey Bull River (Shimkin, 
1947_g, p. 247). Also, Shimkin's chart, which shows 
that Shoshone occasionally spent the winter in the 

_Powder and Sweetwater River valleys {p. 279), prob-
ably indicates_. the true situation only for the period­
after the area became. secure from attack, in the 
18701s. All of these locales would be highly vulner­
able to hostiles, as was the · Wind River Valley · in the 
pre-reservation era, and it is highly probable that 
Shimkin's informants spoke of post-reservation events 
and not of a traditional pattern. 

Subsistence during the winter was gained chiefly· 
from the stored yield of the fall buffalo hunt. The 
meat was dried and pounded and placed in large raw­
hide bags. True .pemmican was not manufactured, al­
though the pulverized b_uff alo meat was mixed _ with. 
dried roots and berries preparatory to being eaten. 

Stores frequently r~n low _ towards the end of winter, 
and some hardship resulted. However, .the stored- food 
was supplemented by elk which had b-een driven out of 
the mountains by snow, and by antelope and deer meat. 
Rabbits were also snared. 

Some informants stated that the Shoshone- went into 
winter camp as early as October. Others, however, 
reported that the winter camp was _ made as late as 
December. It would seem that November to December 
are the· more probable times. Support for this date is 
found in Shimkin {1947a, p. 279}. 

The ·winter camp broke up in February · or March, 
and the spring buffalo hunt was then launched. This 
was a collective venture, as opposed to the sporadic 
and individual hunting that went on during the winter. 
Informants were extremely vague in saying whether 
all the winter camp went on the spring hunt together 
or_ whether they bro~e up into parties. Shimkin stat~s 
that the Shoshon·a split into· four bands when · buffalo 
hunting (p. 247). Some of my own informants, however, 
said that all hunted in one group under Washakie. 
Others said that there were several chiefs, and each 
took his people where he chose. 

The buffalo in springtime were not of good quality, 
and the . lean,. tough meat was considered very inferior 
to the fat meat obtained in the fall. Informants said 
that the chief purpose of the spring hunt was to ob­
tain hides for tipis {and all the other uses to which 
buffalo hide was put) and to get fresh meat. The 
spring hunt was generally pursued in the Big Horn 
Basin, although there were buffalo in the Wind River 
Valley itself, which were also hunted. Although the 
former locale is . most frequently mentioned, i.t should 
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be assumed that the migratory habits of the buffalo 
imposed some v~riability. 

Aiter the spring hunt, the Shoshone reconvened in 
Wind River Valley and in June held their Sun Dance. 
This was a period of general gathering and involved 
visits of people from other areas. 

After the Sun Dance was concluded, the participants 
withdrew from the valley lands and retired to the 
Green River country and the mountains until the · au­
tumn buffalo hunt. At this time, the larger buffalo­
hunt and Sun Dance group broke into small units and 
scattered in several directions. Shimkiri · maps some 
of the trails followed by the summer hunting parties 
(p. 249). Although there was considerable deviation 
from ·the trails he indieates, they s·how a penetration · 
of the Yellowstone and Jackson Hole country, - the Owt 
Creek Mountains, and the Green River and Bear River· 
regions. 

Shim.kin's chart of the yearly subsistence cycle 
shows June and July as a period of intertribal rendez­
vous while August and early September were spent in 
family groups (p. 279). My informants indicated that 
small groups of families were _ the essential social and 
eco:::6mic units · from June· to September; the trade ren­
dezvous held. in the Green River. country ended by 1840. 
Some Shosho_ne said the summer group consisted of only 
one tipi, while others claimed that this was a · post­
reservation pattern. In earlier times, it was said, the 
need for security from attack caused groups of from 
six to ten tipis (this figure is highly uncertain) to 
travel together. These summer groups were probably 
the most stable and cohesive units in Eastern Shoshone 

; society, although there was a good deal of interchange 
i of member_s. 
- Although each summer group often followed the 

same general route every year, other groups could 
and _ did hunt this territory. There w_as no sense of 
grqup or band ownership of the lands habitually visited, 
and a group could alter or change its route. In June 
many people went to the Sweetwater region and across 
South Pass to hunt antelope. Antelope were also hunted 
at various times of- the year north of Wind River on 
the benches at the foot of the Owl Creek Range and 
in the Green River country. In the latter- ar-ea, the 
Eastern Shoshone were frequently joined in September 
by Shoshone and Bannock from Idaho. 

There were several routes to the Jackson Hole and 
Yellowstone ·country. The Yellows.tone does not s~em 
to have been visited as frequently before the final 
pacification of the area, owing, no doubt, to the prox­
imity of Crow and Blackfoot. Some groups followed 
the most direct route-through the Wind River Valley 
and across Togwatee Pass (the present route of U. S. 
Highway 287). Others hunted .first in the Owl Creek 
Mountains and · then cro·ssed west into the Wind River 
Valley at Dubois and thence through Togwatee Pass. 
Stil ~ another route led through the "Rough Trail," now 
called Washakie Pass, in the Wind River Range and 
gave access to the Pinedale area and the western 
slope o~ the range. From that point, groups hunted 
in this immediate region or went northwest to Jack­
son Hoie or south · to the Fort Bridger area. Any one 
of these routes could be used for the return to Wind 
R iver and the subsequent fall buffalo hunt, but there 
was a tendency to return by a different trail than that 
used on the outward trip. 

Summer subsistence activities were varied, but 
non e called for extensive coBperation beyond the im­
mediate family or the s_mall sum.mer group. Antelope 

hunting west of the Continental Divide called for some 
joint endeavor, though not on the scale of the buffalo 
hunt. Moose and elk were Hunted by· smaller_ parties 
in the· high · mountain parks and forests of the Wind 
River, Grand Teton, and Owl Creek Mountains. The 
last range was especially noted for a plentiful supply 
of mountain sheep. Deer were killed and rabbits were 
taken throughout the year. Sage hens were snared in 
the spring, and duck were killed on Bull Lake in Wind 
River Valley in the fall. After 1840, there were al­
most no buffalo left on the west side of the Wind River 
Range, although before that time they were pursued 
there by the Shoshone. However, the Wind River Val­
ley abounded in buffalo until relatively late, for the 
worst exce·sses of the white hide-hunters did not be­
gin until after the Civil War. Buffalo were also killed 
iri the Owl Creek and Wind River foothilis. and were 
taken also in Jackson Hole and Yellowstone Parle Al­
so, a smaller variety of buffalo, called timber buffalo, 
which did not follow the inigratory pattern of the lar-

- ger Plains type, was killed in the high mountain parks. 
'· Fish were of fundamental importance, especially, 

according to Shimkin (19471!,. p. 268), during the spring. 
Mountain trout ·were the \~a.in ·fish; the Eastern Sho­
shone did not join their colinguists in · salmon fishing 
on the _Columbia waters, at least during tqis later 
period. Shim.kin . specifically ._states that "no private 
ownership of good fishing places existed, and dams 
and weirs were not maintained from year to year" 
(ibid.). This accords wj:th our ?wn field data. 

Summer economic activities involved iittle estensive 
. cooperation and, since game was scattered through the 
mountains rather th~ concentrated in large herds, the 

i small groups . of families were the most effective ·eco­
nomic un.i~s. It is significant in this connec.tion that, 
as soon as the security of the country was guaranteed 

. by the presence of the .yhites, _the on_e- or two-:tipi 
summer camp displaced its somewhat larger predeces­
sor-. Game in the pre-treaty period was plentiful · in 
the Wyoming mountains and a single family or small 
group of tipis could gain adequate subsistence; the 
principal reason for larger gatherings in the summer 
was defense. The yield probably became better after 
camp groups bec;une smaller, · for locales were not 
hunted out as rapidly~ 

I The only" economic activity other than the buffalo 
hunt which called for the cooperation of a large group 
of men was antelope hunting. Antelope wer~ usually 
surrounded by the hunters and· run in circles by re­
lays of mounted men. Unlike the Nevada population, 
the Eastern Shoshone did not build brush corrals or 
employ antelope shar:ians.-

Women's economic life could be pursued by indi­
viduals. In addition to cooking, dressing skins,. and 

. other household chores, women's efforts provided all 
the vegetable foods consumed by the Shoshone. This 
activity went on from summer into fall. Various ber­
ries were · collected; gooseberries, currants, buffalo 
berries, and chokecherries being the most important. 
All these berries grew near streams and ripened 
about August. GQoseberries and chokecherries can be 
found in the mountains and foothills while buffalo ber­
ries and currants grow in the lower valleys. The ber­
ries were dried and stored for future use. 

Roots, also, were a valuable adjunct to the diet. 
Yamp, the principal root. was found in the mountains. 
Bitterroot was dug on prairie hills, wild potatoes 
were found in the foothill.::;, ru1-:= -~-~ . ·11 <l onion grew 
in the valley floors. Although special n ·ips ,.·"re not 
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made to root grounds (in contrast to the congregations 
for ca:::::::.a.:; in Idaho) the women dug them out with 
po:.nted ;;::cks near .:avorable hunting camps: One in­
forman: spoke; f_or example, -of .the rich yamp grounds 
in !he. B:g Ho::-n Mou.:itains. All the \vomen of the· camp . 
grOi.!? ·...-e:::: o,:. together to d:g roots. This was for 
purpose;; of co:npan.ion.ship; each woman dug and kept 
her owe. -rubers. 

In S-e?tem~er, the scattered camp groups reunited 
at Wbd Rive:- ior the fall buffalo hunt. The buffalo 
was a c::-itical factor in Wind River subsistence, for 
it provic.cd the margin of survival through the long 
winter. The Sas tern Shoshone were frequently joined 
in the b'..lffalo hunt by other Shoshone from the Bear 
River country and, less often, by Shoshone and Ban­
nock fro.:n Idaho. The last two groups usually hunted 
buifa.o b ~lontana with certain Plateau tribes, and 
their ror-.:;tes did not usually coincide. Informants uni­
formly said bat all the Eastern Shoshone went out to 
hu:it buf::alo together, and Shim.kin (1947~, p. 2?0) states 
that • in :ull -s~rength, o::ten with Bannocks or others 
accompa..::iying them, they would cross the Wind River 
Ra..11ge 11 for the fall hunt. It seems certain that, inso­
far as t.:::iey :r::::.ay have penetrated far north into the 
Big Hor::i Basin, numerical strength wa-s necessary 
during 6.e im.:nedia.te pre-reservation period and short-
ly thereafter. · 

As tl:.e b~alo ca.rr..p· moved out on the range, · scouts · 
we:-e se::t abead to loca:e the . herds. The actual tech­
niques t:.Sed b:,r hunters were much the same as among 
the Plal..:!s tribes. Ideal:y, two horses were used, one 
for r:dir::.g wit...,.in reach of. the herd, the other a swift 
ho::-se trained to run close to the buffalo while avoid­
ing fae ::>ni-::na... 1 s horns. The herd was surrounded and 
run, a.z:ic. the fla.p_ldng hunters shot arrows and launched 
spears <=-t the prey. When a buffalo was killed, the 
hu._11:er 6.rew an arrow or SOI:!le personal, identifying 
posse.5s:on on the carcass to mark it as his. 

This was apparently ,.he ma.in technique for buffalo 
. hunting. They were not stampeded over cliffs, as V{as 
the prac;.ice of some Indian tribes. One informant said 
that Chief Washakie ·Nould not permit it for reasons of 
conserva.~ion. Occasio_nally, hunters on _foot stalk_ed a.pd _ 
killed bu:falo with the bow and arrow, but such activi­
ties did not t.2..'.ce place during the communal hunts. 

When o·n tl:e fall hunt, individual hunters did not 
attack • tbe herds, for the animals might stampede for 
long dis-:ances after only one or two were killed. The 
fa l hunr.. was organized co~perativ-ely, but informants 
denied . t:ie existenc~ of the typical Plains police, or 
soldier, societies or any comparable form of institu­
tionalized discipline to prevent individual hunting. 

. The tin::e spent in the fall hunt, including travel, 
appears to h.a.ve been about two months-from mid­
Septemb-:=r to mid-November. Meat / and hides were 

. prepared by ::ie wo.q::ien and packed back to winter 
camp. Sh:zr...k:.:...:l doubts t?le efficiency of the buffalo hunt 
(194 7~. ?- 255}. If it is assumed that each family had 
from ·i·.-e to :err horses, three of which were needed 
to drag t:1e t.:pi and t.rtensit-loaded travois and three 
for rid.:.::.g, o:lly t ·Ho ho:-ses were, according to his 
reasoni..::.g. a\-a:lable for packing. Since one would be 
loaded ·-::~h hices for trade, only one was available 
fo:- ca.::-c:,·ing ::::!eat. The supply carried was sufficient 
for r:o =ore than twenty days, Shimkin concludes. 

T:ie ::)0'..1..":ted buffalo hunters were not the only Sho­
shone :..:::..h.abi:..2..:1ts of Wyoming, and one more group 
rem::i.i::.s to ~e discussed. In the mountain · chain ex­
tencing ::-om the Wind River Range northwest to the 

Teton and Gros Ventres rang-es and northward into·. 
Yellowstone lived a Shoshone population known as the 
Dukarika, or Sheepeaters. These Dukarika are not to 
be confused with a Shoshone population of the sa~e 
name in the mountains of Idaho. The two were social­
ly and geographically separate; their common name is 
due only to the fact that there were mountain sheep in 
the habitats of both. The name thus has no more sig­
nificance in terms of political organization than do the 
food names applied to Shoshone living in certain areas 
of Nevada and Idaho. 

There is little documentary information on the Du­
karika, and contemporary Wind River informants knew 
very little about them. Our earliest reference to these 
secluded people is found in Bonneville's journals, when, 
in September, 1833, three Indians were sighted in the 
Wind · River Range. Irving wrftes (1850, p. 139): 

Captain Bonneville at once concluded that these be­
longed to a kind of hermit race, scanty in number, 
that inhabit th~ highest and most inaccessible fast­
nesses. They speak the Shoshone language and prob­
ably are offsets from that tribe, though they have 
peculiarities of their o,vn, which distinguish tham 
from all other Indians. They -are miserably . poor, ., 
own no horses, and are destitute of every conveni­
ence to be derived from an intercourse with the 
whites. Their weapons are bows and stone-pointed 
arrow_s, with which they hunt the deer, the elk, 
and the mountain sheep. They are to be found scat­
tered about the countries of the Shoshone, Flathead, 
Crow,. and Blackfeet · tribes; but their residence.s . 
are always in lonely places, and the clefts of rocks. 

Osborne Russell, when trapping in Lamar Valley in 
Yellowstone Park in July, 1835, observed (1955; ·p. 26): 

Here we found a few Snake Indians comprising six 
men, · -seven worn-en, and eight · or ten c-hildren who 
were the on1y inhabitants_ of this lonely and s~cluded 
spot. They were all neatly clothed in dressed deer 
and sheep skins of the best quality and seemed to 
be perfectly . contented and happy. 

The Indians had "about thirty dogs on which they car­
ried their skins, clothing, provisions, etc., · on their 
hunting excursions. They were well armed with bows . 
and arrows pointed with obsidian" (ibid.). Russell also 
saw other "Mountain Snakes" .near -the headwaters of -
the Shoshone River (ibid., p. 64). Speaking of the Du­
karika, Hiram Chittenden says (1933, p. ·s): 

It was a humble branch of the Shoshone family 
which alone is known to have dwelt in the region 
of Yellowstone Park. They were called Tuakuarika, 
or more c-ommo_hly. -Sheepeaters . They were found 
in the park country at the time of its discovery, 
and had doubtless long been there. The Indians 
were veritable hermits of the mountains, utterly 
unfit for warlike contention, and seem· to have 
sought immunity fi;:-om their dangerous neighbors 
by dwelling among the inaccessible fastnesses of 
the mountains. 

Chittenden continues: 

We-Saw [an Indian who accompanied Capt. Jones in 
1873} states that he had neither knowledge nor tra­
dition of any permanent occupants of the Park save 
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the timid Sheepeaters. . .. He said that his people 
[Shoshone}, the _ Bannocks, and the Crows, occasion­
ally visited the Yellowstone Lake and River. 

Captain W. A. Jones, when on his 18'73 expedition to 
Yellowstone Park, commented that one of the Indians 
with him, a Sheepeater, knew the route back to Wind 
River (Jones, 1875, p. 39). Beyond these few citations, 
the Sheepeaters are almost unmentioned. 

In contrast to the previously described Shoshone, 
the Dukarika traveled mostly on foot, although a very 
few had horses. They hunted timber buffalo near the 
mountain lakes and killed elk, deer, and the mountain 
sheep for which they were named.- Antelope were oc­
casionally hunted near Pinedale by those who owned 
horses. The best hunting grounds were considered to 
be those near Pinedale and on the west slope of the 
Wind River Range. Although some Sheepeaters in­
habited Yellows·tone Park, their main hunting grounds 
were farther south. The Sheepeaters were by no means 
the only Indians who made use of the Yellowstone re­
gio:1. Hultkra:ntz also mentions entry by parties of 
"Kiowa, Plains Shoshoni, Lemhi Shoshoni, Bannock, 
Crow, Blackfoot and Nez Perce" (Hultkrantz, · 1954, 
p. HO}. 

All game w~s tracked and cornered by dogs and 
dispat'ched with the bow and arrow; the buffalo lance 
was used only by mounted hunters of Plains buffalo. 
Dogs were also used for packing-b0th on back and 
by travois. 

In addition to their hunting activities, the Sheep.­
eaters speared trout in the spring and summer. Nets, 
traps, and weirs were apparently not used. They also . 
made t1se of the wild vegetables (previously listed) 
that grow in the mountains. 

The Sheepeaters stayed in the mountai~s during the 
winter and did not join the valley winter camps of the 
buffalo hunters. They lived on stored meat and also 
continued to take elk, rabbits, and deer. Hunting was 
usually done on snowshoes. 

Their ·camp groups were small, and, · although no 
exact figure could be obtained, they never numbered 

·more than the occupants of a few ·buffalo-hide -tipis .. 
Each such group had its leader who decided the hunt­
ing itinerary. The Du.karikas had no over-all political 
organization; each small camp group was politically 
and economically autonomous. 11·Dukarika," then, can 
be assumed to be a term defining a type of economic 
adaptation rather than a social unit. 

The discreet Dukarika social units did not assert 
hunting· rights to particular tel'.rifories. Any group 
could hunt where it pleased, and they in no way re­
·sisted or resented the entry of the mounted Shoshone 
during the summer. Although they undoubtedly had 
contact with the latter, they did not join the spring or 
fall buffalo hunts, nor did they at any time during the 
pre-treaty period acknowledge the political leadership 
of the valley people. After the reservation was estab­
lished, however, they left the mountains and settled in 
the Trout Creek section of -the Wind River Reservation. 

EASTERN SHOSHONE TERRITORY 

Thus far, we have presented the pertinent histori­
cal data on Shoshone ecology in Wyoming and adjacent 
parts of northern Utah and we have described the an­
nual cycle of economic activities during the early re­
servation period. The foll<:>wing summary of informa-

tion on Eastern Shoshone territory will consider both 
kinds of data but will not attempt to delineate the so­
cial and political affiliations of the peoples using the 
lands. This subject, as the previously cited statement 
by Shimkin suggests (p. 300), is extremely complex 
and will be reserved for further discussion. 

The most perplexing problem presented by the East­
ern Shoshone is the extent of their penetration into the 
Missouri River waters. Although the Shoshone evident­
ly undertook forays at least as far east as Fort Lara­
mie, contemporary informants and historical sources · 
agree that their main hunting grounds extended no far­
ther east than the Sweetwater and other headwaters of 
the North- Platte River . . We have . no certain informa­
tion of Shoshone use of lands east of the upper Sweet­
water River, arid informants gave no data on this sec­
tor. 

Wind · River Shoshone informants relate the itiner­
aries of buffalo-hunting parties northward into the ·Big 
Horn Basin. The fall and spring buffalo hunts were 
said to have taken place in the region of Thermopolis; 
Wyoming, and as far north as Cody and Greybull, Wyo­
rnfng. The region east of the · Big Horn Mountains was 
thought. by informants to have. be.en occasionally visited, 
but was acknowledged as the hunting grounds of hostile 
tribes. The presence of a "mixed party of Shoshone 
and Flatheads" in the Big Horn Mountains was noted 
by the westward-bound Astoria party in 1811 (Irving, 
1890, p. 196) and indicates some early penetration of 
Uie area, although the presence of Flathead Indians 
suggests that the party had entered the area via Idaho 
and Montana and not from Green River. However, pre­
reservation 1:rlstorical data show that before tp.e 18401s 
the Eastern Shoshone largely restricted their buffalo 
hunting to the region west of the Continental Divide 
and sporadical)y penetrated the _Wind River and Big 
Horn basins only after ·the buffalo disappeared from 
the country beyond the Rockies. - Their entry into the 
eastern buffalo range became more frequent in the 
1850 1 s, but it by no means constituted an exclusi•re 
monopoly ·on lands there. They depended upon their 
numbers for protection and were forced to compete 
with other. tribes for the right to hunt on the land. 
Their hunting excursions were in the nature of forays 
and wer~ unsuccessful in some years. They enjoyed 
security and some assurance of success in the hunt 
only after they had been placed un.der the protection 
of Federal troops and the Crow had. been placed on 
reservations. That the center of Shoshone occupancy 
lay west of the Continental Divide was affirmed by 
Chief Washakie. Agent Head wrote m 1867 (1868, p . .186): 

Washa,l(ee said that the country e3:st from the Wind 
river mountains, to the settled portions of eastern 
Nebraska and Kansas, had always been claimed by 
four principal Indian tribes-the Sioux, Arapahoes, 
Cheyennes. and Crows. 

Further evidenc.e that the valleys of the Big Horn and 
Wind rivers were used only for buffalo hunting cu1d not 
stably occupied in the pre-reservation period is indi­
cated by the Shoshones' ignorance of the hunting grounds 
in the surrounding mountains. Captain Jones used Sho­
shone guides from Camp Brown on the new Wind River 
Reservation when he undertook his exploration of Yellow­
stone Park in 1873. The captain and his party pene­
trated the Owl Creek Range, north of the reservation 
and found at the head of Owl Creek a lovely park {Jones, 
1875, p. 54): 
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This park bears ID&'1Y evidences of having been 
used as a hiding place. Our Indians knew nothing 
of it, and yet there are all through it numerous 
trails, old lodge poles, bleached bones · of game, 
and old camps of Cheyennes and Arapahoes. 

Shimkin (19472;, p. 248) notes that this park was one 
of the "foci" of Shoshone nomadic activity, a place to 
which Wind River people repaired for summer hunting. 
Although this is true for later times, it certainly was 
not so in the pre-reservation period when hunts on 
the Missouri waters were conducted only for limited 
periods and in the plai.ns and valleys where buffalo 
were to be found. 

UntL thE: late 18601s the Wind River Valley · and the 
B:.g Horn Basin and Mountains were zones of penetra­
tio~ rather tb,an occupation of the Eastern Shoshone. 
Another such zone is i.n the Tetons and Yellowstone. 
This is confirmed by the journal of Captain Jones, 
who cor:imented upon the unfamiliarity of his Shoshone 
g,.:ides with the country around Yellowstone Lake (Jones, 
1875, p. 23). He wrote (p. 34): · 

. . • the Indians have failed to find -the trail back 
to Yellowstone Lake ...• The explanation of this 
is that they are "Plains Indians," and are wholly 
unacc ustomed to tra·#·el among forests like these. · 

Later, the exploring party reached the upper Yellow­
stone R:ver, above the lake, where Jones commented 
(p. 39): 

We have now reached a country from which one of 
. our Indians says he knows the way back to Camp 
Bro.:.n by the head of Wind River. He belongs to 
a ba::1d of Shoshones called "Sheepeaters," who have 
been forced to live for a number of years in the 
mountains a way from the tribe. 

Tbe Yellowstone area was frequently entered by the 
C::-ow a.:1d was evidently not a Shoshone hunting terri­
tory, except for the Sheepeaters . . Ja<;:kson .Hole is 
n:ore commonly mentioned by informants as a place 

_of summer hunt_ing activity, but the above information 
from Jones would su.ggest that parties entered it from 
the Green River country rather than from Wind River. 
The Eastern Shoshone apparently did not move west 
of the Telons except when visiting the Shoshone and 
Barmock of Idaho. It should be mentioned at this point 
th.at the Shoshone and Bannock also hunted in the Jack­
son Ho~e and Yellowstone country, probably to a great­
er exteot than did the Eastern Shoshone, an9 the fre­
quent n:ention of parties of Blackfoot and other hostiles 
in the country both eas: and west of the Teton Range 
indicates that the w·eaker Shoshone experienced no lit­
tle danger there. 

The valley of the Salt River in western Wyoming 
was used by both Idaho and Wyoming Shoshone. Idaho 
Shoshoce and Bannock frequently entered the valleys 
o: the Green River and its tributaries to hunt antelope 
in the :all. These people apparently mixed so frequ ent­
ly with the Eastern Shoshone in this area that it is 
most expedient to differentiate the respective popula­
tions according to where they wintered. On the west, 
W:..nd R :.ver Shoshone informants now make little men­
tio:1 o · any use of the Bear River and Bear L,µte 
country, despite the apparent interchangeability of 
po,:>U.la!ion in the pre-reservation period; again, it 
must be assumed that informant data does not much 

antedate the move to Wind River. 
The southern and southeastern limits of the Shoshone 

range in Wyoming are most vague·. They probably ex-
. tended as far south as the Yampa River in Colorado 
and the Uinta Range in Utah; Lander places their 
southern limits at Brown's Hole, in northwestern 
Colorado on the Green River (Lander. 1860, p. 121). 

It is doubtful whether the country as far east as 
the North Platte and south to the Yampa was inten­
sively exploited. J,nformants knew of no significant ac­
tivities which went on in those areas, although they 
thought that antelope were occasionally hunted there .. 
Most agreed that the Sweetwater River and Rawlins, 
Wyoming, were in Shoshone country, but Casper, Wyo­
ming, and the Medicine Bow Mountains were excluded. 
Shimkin's ·map sho·ws no regular utilization of the 
southeastern corner of Shoshone country (Shimkin, 
1947~, map 1, p. 249), although my informant's spoke 
of antelope hunts on the south side of South Pass~ We 
can conclude that this whole area was, . like many other 
sections, an area of occasional penetration. It is doubt_. 
ful whether the poorly watered country between the 
Green and North Platte rivers was intensively used 

-by any Indian group. 

· SOCIAL AND POLITICAL ORGANIZATION· 

A good deal of ,Eastern Shoshone social organiza­
tion has already been described in the section on the 
subsistence cycle and in the context of historical data. 
Although the summer was spent in scattered groups, 
the collective buffalo hunt and the large · winter camp 
made these Shoshone among the best organized of all 
the Shoshone population. Horses, a richer game sup-

. ply, and the constant need for protection caused the 
Eastern Shoshone to travel in much larger groups 
than those of Nevada and perhaps also of Idaho, and 
leaq.ership _was, correspondingly, more _ highly devel­
oped. We hear early of the "'Horn Chief,' a distin­
guished chief and warrier of the Shoshonee tribe," who 
was frequ~_ntly encountereq in the B~ar River region 
(Ferris, 1940, pp. 71-73). Ferris also ·tells of two ·· · 
other Shoshone chiefs, but does not localize them or 
their following (p. 309): 

The principal chief of the Snakes is called the 
"Iron Wristband," a deceitful fellow. who pretends 
to be a great_ friend _of the whites, and promises 
to punish his followers for killing them or steal­
ing their horses. The "Little Chief" a brave young 

•warrior, is the most noble and honorable character 
among them. 

Ferrfs also · mentions a Shoshone . leader named "Cut 
Nose," who, he said, assumed white dress and left 
the tribe (p. 310). 

During the 1840 1s the name of Washakie is m e n­
tioned with increasing frequency in historical sources 
and thereafter this chief overshadows all other leaders. 
We first hear of him from the trapper Russell who 
recorded a conversation at Weber River, Utah, in 
which the Shoshone leaders were discussed (Russell, 
1921, pp. 114-116). 

One remarked that the Snake chief, Pah-da-hewak 
um da was becoming v-:ry unpopular and it was the 
opinion of the Snakes in general •b.at Moh-woom-hah, 
his brother, would be at the head ot a:r'."-;rs b efo!"~ 

. .. - -. -- - . .e. - - . . - -- -
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twelv e months, _as_ his villa ge already amounted to 
more than three hundred lo<lges, and, moreover, 
he was supported by the bravest men in the nation, 
among whom were Ink-a-tosh-a-pop, Fibe-bo-un­
to-wat -see and Who-sha-kik, who were the pillars 
of the uat ion and at whose names the Blackfeet 
quaked with fear. 

The deat h of the first two brothers in 1842 and 1843 
resulted i.n considerable disorganization, according to 
Russell, and "the tribe scattered in smaller villages 
over the country in consequence of having no chief 
who could control and keep them together" (pp. 145-
146). -

Washakie is next mentioned in Hamilton's journal 
as a Shoshone chief encountered on Wind River (Ham­
ilton, 1905, p. 63). In 1849, Agent Wilson listed him 
among the chiefs of the mounted Shos_hone (J. _ Wilson, 
1849, p. 1002). 

The principal chiefs of the Sho-sho-nies are Mono, 
about !"orty-five _year~ old, so _c.µled from a wound _ 
in the face or cheek, from a ball that disfigures 
him; Wi sk.in, Cut-hair; Washikick·, Gourd-rattle, 
(with whom I have had an int erview;) and Oapichi, 
Big :\fan. Of the Sho-sho-nees Augatsira is the 
most noted. 

Washakie maint ained good relations with the whites 
and in 1852 appeared in Salt Lake City to arrange 
peaceful trade with the Mormons. Also in 1852, 
Brigham Young's peace conference between the Ute 
and Shoshon e included "Anker-howhitch (Arrow-pine 
being s ic k ) and t hirty -four lodges; on the part of the 
Shoshones , Wah-sho-kig, To-ter-mitch, Watchenamp, 
Ter-re: -e-ma, Pershe-go, and twenty-six lodges .... n 

(Young, 1852, p. 437). Of these five Shoshone chiefs, 
only Wa shakie is . subsequently mentioned in the litera­
ture. B:-igham Young apparently recognized Washakie 
as the leader o f the Eastern Shoshone, for in or about 
1854 he s e:i t a Mormon, ·nm Hickman, to. es.tabiish 
contact wi:h Washakie in the Green River country 
(Hic kma..'1, 1872, p. 105). Superintendent Forney re_. 
ported of t he Shoshone in 1859 (1860~, p. 731): 

One of these Ithe fourteen bands listed by Forney], 
b y com.moo consent, is denominated a tribe, and 
is UP.der the complete control of Chlef Was-a-kee, 
assisted by four to six sub-chiefs. These number, 
at least , t welve hundred. 

If this census is accurate, this number must have in­
cluded most _of the Eastern_ Shoshone population. 

Washakie gained fame as the friend of the white 
man. This reputation was well .deserved, for the wagon 
rou te thro.;gh southwestern Wyoming was made quite 
s a fe for the emi grants through his ·efforts. Further.:. 
more , hos tile , predatory bands never developed among 
the Easte r n Shoshone as they d id among the Shoshone 
and P aiu. e to the west. In a report dated February, 
1860, Lance r observed {1860, p. 121): "No instance is 
0:1 r ecord oi the Easte rn Snakes having committed 
outrage s 1-;po n the whites ." We obtain a full e r descrip­
tion o f Washak ie in t he same r e port (p. 122}. 

Was h- ike ek, the pr incipal Chief of the tribe , is 
h alf F lathead . He obtained h i s popularity in the 
natio:1 by va rio us .fe a t s as a warrior and, it is 
u r ged b:,· some of the mountaineers, by his extreme 

severity. This has, in · one or two instances-, ex­
tended so far as taking life. The word Washikee 
or Washikiek signifies "Gambler's Gourd." He was 
originally called "Pina-qua-na" or "Smell of Sugar." 
11 Push-i-can11 or 11 Pur-chi-can," another war chief 
of the Snakes, bears upon his forehead the scar o! 
a blow of the tomahawk given by Washikee in one 
of these altercations. Washikee, who is also known 
by the term of "the white man's friend," was many 
years ago in the employment of the American an4 
Hudson's Bay Fur Companies. He was the constant 
companion of the white trappers, and his superior 
knowledge and accomplishments may _be attributed 
to this fact. · 

Other names than that of Washakie are noted among 
the lists of chiefs in Wyoming and Utah during the · 
early 1860' s . . Among. the Indians reported killed · at 
Bear River in 1863 were Bear Hunter, Sagwich, and 
Leight (War of the Rebellion, 1902, p. 187). In the 
same source, the chiefs Pocatello and San Pitch were 
said to be still -at large. · These chiefs were -usually in 
Utah and were independent of Washakie' s band, _ although 
the relations between Wyoming and Bear River would 
suggest considerable interchange~ even inseparability. 
of population. The virtual impossibility ot dividing 
bands and populations during this period is indicated 
by Doty• s list of the participants in the Fort Bridger 
Treaty of 1863. Doty claimed that between three and 
four thousand Indians wer~ represented by the signa­
tortes and over one thousand people were presen t at 
the treaty (1865, p. 319): 

They are known as Waushakee's band (who is the 
principal chief of the nation), Wonapitz•s band, 
Shauwuno•s band, Tibagan's band~ Peoastogah's 
band, Totim~e•s .. band, Ashingodimah•s band (he 
was killed at the battle on Bear River) Sagowitz•s 
band (wounded at the same battle) Oretzimawik's 

_ b~d. Bazil's band, Sanpi!z's band._ The bands of 
this chief and of Sagowitz were nearly exterminated 
in the same battle. 

In a later compendium of chiefs Powell and Ingalls 
listed Sanpits as a Cache Valley chief over a group 
of 124, Sai-guits as the leader of 158 Shoshone also 
in Cache Valley, Tav-i-wun-shean as headman at 
Bear Lake with 17 people, and Po-ka-tel-lo as chief 
over 101 Indians at Goos e Creek· (Powell and Ingalls, 
1874, p. 419). 

Washakie evidently owed his position to a combina­
tion of his status as a war-leader, as a recognized 
intermediary- with the whites, and as an · unusually 
strong personality. However, as we shall see later, 
there were other chiefs among the Wyoming Shoshone, 
and Washakie' s position, although always strq ng, was 
never completely unchallenged. Much of his strength 
derived from recognition by the whites~ and the govern­
ment officials _made every effort to · bolster Washakie1s 
prestige actively. Lander, for example, urged: "Any 
steps which could be taken to_ augment the power of 
Washakee, who is perfectly safe in his attachment to the 
Americans and northern mountaineers, would also prove 
beneficial" (Lander, 1860, p. 123). Also, Agent Mann re­
ported in 1868 the deviation of many Shoshone from Wash..­
akie's leadership· in the following terms (1869, p. 618): 

This diminution of his strength is not satisfactory 
to Washakie; hence I have instructed all who have 



I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I · 

I 
I 
I 
I 

MURPHY: SHOSHONE-BANNOCK SUBSISTENCE AND SOCIETY 313 

the means and are not too aged belonging to these 
bands to follow Washakie, impressing them with 
the fac t th.at he alone is recognized as their head, 
and a ssuring them that if they expect to· share the 
reward they must participat e in all dangers inci­
dent to the tribe . [Mann refers to resic;lence on the 
often a ttac:eed Wind River Reservation.] 

This s ituation grew worse shortly after the treaty. 
Mann reported in 1869 (1870, p. 716): "A strong party 
is now separat ed from Washakie, and under the lead­
ership oi a h.a.li-breed, who has always sustained a 
good character. but who is, nevertheless, crafty and 
somewhat ambitious." Mann's successor, Captain J. H. 
Patterson, said in the same year . (Patterson, 1870, 
p. 717): 

Washakie, the head chief, is rapidly losing his in­
fluence in the tribe, though he . has ·yet the larger 
band under his immediate command; all or nearly 
all of the y oung· men are with the other chief$. 
This divis ~on looks badly. 

He goes on to i~entify some of these chiefs (ibid.): 

Shortly aft er my arrival [June 24, 1869] Nar-kok1s 
band of Shoshones came in to receive their goods. 
Washakie's, Tab-on-she-ya's, and Bazil's bands 
were near at hand . 

The size of th ese bands is indicated in the following 
year, when Agent Fleming commented that Washakie's 
people "were joined by Tab-en-sh.en and Bazil, with 
about 64 lodges" (G. W. Fleming, 1871, p. 644·). How­
ever. Washakie maintained h is position of spokesman 
for the Easter-n Shoshone. Governor J. A. Campbell 
claimed in 1870 (1871, p. 639): 

Wash-a-kie ... has great influence with his tribe, 
which I hav e endeavored to retain for him by al­
ways recognizing him as their chief, and referring· 
all ·at.hers of his · tribe to him as the only one 
through whom I can hold any communication with 
them. 

Wind River Shoshone informants showed more con­
fusion o v er chieftainshlp and patterns of leadership, 
in general, than on any other subject. All knew of 
Washakie and recognized his chieftaincy, but of those 
chiefs m ention ed in sources confirmation was received 
only of ~ar-kok, and this from but one informant. 
Shimkin mentions four main bands, each with its own 
chief (1 8 47!!, p. 247): 

The band . ed by Taiwunasia would go down the 
Swee·water to the upper North Platte [for the buf­
falo hunt}. That led by Di 'kandimp went straight 

. east to the Powder River Valley; that led by No'oki 
· skirted the base of the B ig Horn Mountains, pass­
ing through Crow territory, the n swung south again 
to the Powder River Valley. Washakie ascended 
B ig W~nd R iver, and then crossed the divide to 
winter near the h eadquarters of the Greybull. 

Exc ept for . Washakie, No'oki was the only one of the 
above chiefs g iven also by ou r informants. Parentheti­
c ally , i t shou ... d be emphasize d that mos t of our in­
form ants stated that all the Eastern Shoshone hunted 
buffalo toge the r for s e lf-protection. The preceding 

historical account also suggests that Shimkin's data do 
not represent a stable traditional pattern, since the 
.Plains were· almost untenable until after the treaty, 
except for short hunts in strength. 

The following is a list of Wind River chiefs in the 
early reservation period, as given by informants. It 
should be remembered that a man might have more 
than one name, and phonetic transcriptions usually 
vary according to the recorder (and the informant). 

Wantsea 
Wanhi (Wantni) 
Ohata (Ohotwe) 
Dupeshipooi (Dupishi-

bowoi) 
Dabune.siu 
Bohowansiye (Boho .. 

wosa} 
Witungak 
Donotsi 

Noki (No'oki of 
Shimkin) 

Wohowat 
Yoh(?dokatsi 
Noiohugo 
Tagi 
Tishawa 
Wahavriichi 
Sunup 
Nakok (Narkok) 

Washakie was mentioned by most informants as ·the 
head chief of the Eastern Shoshone. One old woman, 

. however, ~aid that _he was more o_f a chief in the eyes 
of the whites than among the Shoshone; mother com­
mented .that there were many · chiefs, but that only 
Washakie was known by the whites. Washakie's most 
important function was to represent the Shoshone be­
fore the whites; this is understandable since the whites 

. WOllld deal with nobody else. 
It was also commonly agreed that Washakie led the 

collective buffalo hunt, although the oldest man on the 
reservation claimed that there were many chiefs and 
that there was no special" leader · for the buffalo hunt. 
Informants said, furthermore, that the head chief -~ct~d 
as such only during those times of the year when all 
the people were · together. Some stated that he directed 
them to the winter encampment and told them where 
to go in springtime and summer. Washakie was said 
to have acted at these times in council .with the lesser 
chiefs and decisions were made known to the camp 
through . an announcer. One· informant said that Noki 
(No'oki) acted as announc.er. The statement that Wash­
akie as'signed summer hunting areas to bands· is un-· 
doubtedly erroneous, for it conflicts with the testimony 
of most informants that each group went where it chose. 

There was also disagreement on the extent of Wash­
akie' s influence. According to some informants, the 
term -"Buffalo Eater~," as applied to Washakie's Wind 
River band, did not denote the people in the Green 
River country. Wanhi was said to be the chief of the 
people 1n the Fort Bridger area and not Washakie, 
who was chief only in Wind River. This division prob­
ably. r-efers to .the split- between those who .chose to 
settle on the reservation and those who did not. 

Despite considerable confusion about the role of the 
subchlefs, or lesser chiefs, they appear to have been 
men of prestige who had their own small following, 
although they recognized the personal influence of 
Washakie during large gatherings and general band 
endeavors. When not on the buffalo hunt or in winter 
camp these smaller groups of families, led by one or 
two of the minor leaders, · functioned autonomously. 
Thei r itineraries and activities have already been 
described. 

The small band was undoubtedly a much more basic 
unit in Eastern Shoshone society than ·th<' " tribe" as 
a whole. Intermarriage linked the small camp gr0·.:;1s. 
although one could marry into his own unit if incest 
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rules, as determined by kinship bonds, were not vio­
lat ed. There was no obligatory rule of residence, but 
the coupl e more frequently resided after marriage 
with t he bride's family . This was not necessarily a 
permanent arr·angement , and visits were made to the 
families of either mate for extended pe riods. This, 
combined with ind ividual freedom of choice of band 
membership, caused affiliations to be shifting and 
fluid. t Jltimately these Shoshone were bilocal and neo­
local. As has been said, the bands were not territory­
o-wning units, and their chief functions were to provide 
economic cooperation and defense against enemies. 

Leadership was an attained status and was not trans­
m itted by descent. Raynolds, however, refers to Cut­
Nose as being the "hereditary chief of the Snakes," 
acc ording to information received from Jim Bridger 
(Raynolds, 1868, p. 95). and the reservation chieftaincy 
passed patrilineally in Washakie's family until the Re­
organization Act established the tribal council. How­
ever, all informants agreed that cine became a chief 
ov,,ing to merit-primarily through renown as a war­
rior. That the chieftaincy was neither inherited nor 
perma.n'en:t is indicated by the proliferation of chiefs• 
names in historical sources. Except for such figures 
as Washakie and Pocatello, a chief is rarely mentioned 
twic e, and it_ can be hypothesized that many were the 
leaders of ephemeral predatory bands that arose for 
specific purposes of defense or agression against the 
whites and dissolved shortly after the period of emer­
gency passed. Finally, any man who had achieved re­
nov..-r1 and prestige or was the leader- of a camp group, 
was known as a "chief~" for the lack of institutionali­
zation and formalization of the office made its tenure 
most nebulous. 

It was not even necessary that a Shoshone chief be 
a Shoshone. During 1858, we hear of a Delaware Indi- _ 
an named Ben Simons, undoubtedly a former fur trap-

per, who was at the head of some 150-400 Shoshone 
on the upper Bear River (Gove, 1928, pp. 133, 146, 
277). And Washakie, himself, was born into the Flat­
head tribe. Washakie's Flathead father was -k_illed by 
the Blackfoot, and his mother sought . refuge with the 
Lemhi River Shoshone of Idaho. He eventually gained 
renown in the Green and Bear River country as a 
warrio·r and attained his final position as a successful 
mediator with the whites. 

Finally, Washakie's career gives additional evidence 
that there were no hard and fast lines between the so­
called "Eastern Shoshone" . and other Shoshone groups. -
Washakie's wanderings, according to Wilson, took him 
into Utah, Idaho, and Montana (E. N. Wilson, 1926, pp. 
68-73). This was consistent with the general Shoshone 
pattern of visiting between areas -for shorf or extended 
periods. The urtique character of Washakie's leader­
ship can best be explained in terms of contact with 
the whites and the Shoshones• need t<;> _ expand into the 
buffalo grounds east of the Rocky Mountains. First, 

· Washakie united and represented all those Shosho.ne 
who did not choose to join their fellows in northern 
Utah and southern Idaho in hostilities against the 

_ whites. Second, Washakie was an able and. vigorous _ 
war leader under whom the embattled Shoshone could 
rally. Although at no- time a -separate, te.rritorially 
distinct and exclusive group, the Eas.tern Shoshgne 
evidently became somewhat differentiated from their 
people to the west by the latter's long distance 
from the shrinking buffalo grounds and by their dis­
taste for the warlike activit ies of their Utah and 
Idaho fellows. The . Eastern Shoshone, however, did 
not attempt to maintain the area over which they 
roamed to the exclusion of other Shoshone and of 
the Bannock; Their neighbors and colinguists to the 
west, if they were properly mounted, could and did 
join with them in buffalo hunting. 

., · 
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III. THE SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK OF IDAHO 

The Shoshone of western Wyoming were a mobile 
population whose primary subsistence was provi€led . . 
by buffalo herds. The Shoshone of Idaho showed no · 
such ur:ity of ecological adapt a t ion, for the region was • 
inhabited by mounted buffalo hunters and by less pros­
perous Shoshone who fished ar.d gathered wild vege­
tabl es ior a livelihood. While the buffalo hunters tended 
to be lo-2ated i n the southeas tern part of Idaho and the 
fishbg and gathering peoples in the southwestern, the 
mounted hunters traveled throughout the southern part 
of ihe state and, at certain times of the year, mingled 
with the poorer, foo tgoing Indians. · 

Becau.se of this diversity we have divided Idaho in­
to six s ·.iliregions and present the historical and ethno­
graphic data pertinent to each area under a separate 
heading. Indians mentioned in the historical sources 
are not always easily identifiable .as Shoshone, Ban-. 
nock, or Nort hern Paiute, and a great deal of con­
fusion between the la.st two is inherent in their lin­
guistic boncl. We shall _use the name Bannock in its 
most common sense to designate the mounted, buffalo­
hur.ting Mono-Ba.•mock speakers of Idaho; Northern 
Pc>..:ute refers specifically to the Mono-Bannock popu­
lati on to . the west of the Shoshone. In .many instances . 
we cannot be c ertain that · the Indians encountered by 
one or ano~er traveler were permanent residents of 
the area. Perm anency, in any event, is a rather doubt­
ful attribute of this highly nomadic people; the term 
ca.r:::wt be used except as a designation for the people 
who customari.ly spend the winter in a certain area, 
and_ even with this limitat ion i t must be U$_ed . with 
caution. 

LL~GU!STICS 

All o: the groups discussed in this chapter except 
the Baru;ock speak t he Shoshone-Comanche, or Sho­
shone, language. _ While. there were only minor diffe r­
ences of diale-ct between Shoshone speakers, the Ban­
nock l anguage was almost identical with Northern Pai­
ute. Informant s found an especially close affinity be­
tween Ba...-r,nock and the language of the Oregon Paiute, 
who wer_.e frequently referred to as "Bannock" also 
and were sometimes dis t inguished from the· Fort Hall 
Ba.!!.nock only by the s t atement that "they live in Burns" 
(a : ov.--n i.n Oregon). While some informants referred 
to t he Cr.-egon speakers of Mono-Bannock as II Paiute,11 

this term was generally reserved for t~e population 
of · west-c entral :Nevada, and "Pyramid Lake" was the 
locale i n which the Idaho Shoshone generally placed 
the "Paiute ... The inh.c/..bita..rits o f Duel< Valley Indian 
Reserva:i on were not so vague·; they readily distin­
guished between Shoshone and "Paiute" on linguistic 
and other grounds. This - is understandable because , 
the Shos::ione bad lived a long time on the same re­
servat ion as the Oregon speakers of Mono- Bannock, 
who were officially des ignated as Paiute. While no 
vocahu.ar ies were collected on the Fort Hall Reserva­
tior. amo:J.g e ither the Shoshone or Bannoc k populations, 
dat a fro :::1 inio:-m:ant s on the s i milarity of Paiute and 
Ba.'1...'1ock :nore than confi rm Steward's statement (1938, 
. P· 198 ): 

The linguistic similarity of the Bannock and North­
ern Paiute (see vocabularies, pp. 274-275) leaves 
no doubt ·that they once formed a single group, 
though within historic time·s they have been sepa­
rated by 200 miles. 

The vocabularies to which Steward refers were 
taken from Northern Paiute at Mill City, a town south­
west of Winnemucca, Nevada, and at George's Creek, 
in Owens Valley, California. It is probable that cor­
respondences would have been even closer if vocabu­
laries had been taken among the Northern Paiute of 
Oregon, for Fort Hall Bannock informants specifically 
stated that their language was more akin to that of 
the Oregon Paiute; the Pyramid Lake people were 
said to "talk . fast" or "talk funny." The frequent de­
signation of. the Oregon Paiute as "Bannock" by both · 
·Bannock and Shoshone at Fort Hall Reservation be­
speaks the linguistic similarity or virtual identity of 
the languages of the respective groups. 

As for Shoshone and Bannock, the two languages 
were not sufficiently similar to be mutually intelligi­
ble, although there are a great many cognate words. 
However, they were not · so far removed ·from one · 
another as to make biling_ualism difficult. There was 
considerable bil~ngualism among the population of the 
Fort Hall plains. 

GENERAL DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION 

The following division of the Shoshone-Bannock popu­
lation of Idaho into six . main groups is admittedly ar­
bitrary, although to a certain extent the sectors con­
form to actual sociopolitical groups or to populations 
designated by certain characteristics recognized· by 
the Indians themselves. Proceeding from west to east, 
these are: (1) the population of the Boise and Weiser 
Riv:er ~ valleys; (2) the Shoshone Indians of the middle 
course of the Snake River between Glenn's Ferry and 
Shoshone Falls and in the interior on both sides of 
the river; (3) the Shoshone of the Sawtooth Mountains, 
west· of the Lemhi River, Id~ho; ( 4) the population of 
Bannock Creek, Idaho, and south therefrom to Bear 
River; . (5) the Shoshone and· Bannock of the Fort Hall 
plains on the upper Snake River; and (&}the Shoshone 
Indians of the Lemhi River. 

It will be seen that the Shoshone . population of Idaho 
was by no means a unitary one, either socially or cul­
turally. The people of these six areas were not politi­
cally interrelated, nor were the populations of each 
area integra ted social or political units, although t!ie . 
Fort Hall and Lemhi River people were more highly 
organized than those of other areas. On the contrary, 
the Indians .subsumed under each of the six divisions · 
primarily consist of people who lived tinder similar 
ecological conditions and dwelt in geographical conti­
guity. Some shared roughly the same nomadic pattern 
and united upon occasion for diverse reasons. The 
populations represented by our sixfold division inter­
acted more frequently for economic, social, and reli­
gious purposes with people within the area than they 
did with those from other areas . 
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Although strong patterns of leadership and a · tightly 
nucleated society were .alien to the Shoshone in gener­
al, the Shoshone gave verbal recognition to the more 
frequent L11teraction that existed between neighboring 
families or camp groups, especially when such neigh­
borhoods ,1r·ere geographically discontinuous with other 
neighborhoods. Also, differences in food resources 
and habits of peoples of certain demarcated ecological 
provinces apparently impressed other Shoshone as sig­
nificant criteria by which the people of these neighbor­
hoods could be named.· This is the only logical explan­
ation for the common pattern among Northern Paiute 
and Shoshone of the Great Basin of food names applied 
to- the people of certain neighborhoods; Thus we have 
"Wada Seed Eaters, II "Salmon Eaters, II etc. In fact, it 
was quite common for the populations so designated to 
call themselves by these name·s, although this was not 
always so; In any event, it would be erroneous to say 
that such appellations implied membership in any social 
group, whether defined by united political leadership 
or by kinship. That individual families subsumed under 
some name, usually derived from food habits, tended 
to act more frequently together than with more distant 
neighbor~ cannot be denied, nor can we ignore the 
fact that common env"ironment tended to induce a com­
mon subsistence pattern. Tha-t such groups were organ­
ized, territory-holding units cannot be simply assumed 
\vithout supporting evidence, and this evidence is lack­
ing. This view is shared by Steward, who summarizes 
the political significance of the food names . in the fol­
lovring passage (Steward, 1939, p. 262): 

The emphasis, I think, is clearly upon the territory 
rather than upon any unified gr-oup of people occupy­
ing it. The extent of the people so designated de­
pended upon the extent of the geographical feature 
or food in question. A ·name might apply to a single 
village, a valley, or a number of valleys. Some 
Snake ·River Shoshone vaguely called all Nevada Sho­
shone Pine Nut Eaters, the pinyon nut not occurring 
in Idaho. Furthermore, several n~mes might be . 
used for the same people. This system of nomen­
clature sE:?rved in a crude way to identify people by 
their habitat. Upon moving · to new localities, they 
acquired new names. 

In general, the remarks above apply to our Boise­
Weiser, Bannock Creek, middl_e Snake River, and. Saw­
too!h Moll!'.ltains populations and to the Shoshone of Neva­
da. The Indians of the Fort Hall plains and the Lemhi 

. River were somewhat different. Both had horses at a 
relatively early period, were involved in frequent wa~s. 
and pursued the buffalo. These factors tended to promote 
a somewhat -different sociopolitical organization than •We 
find farther west. Band organization, however fluid and 
shifting, did exist in the Fort Hall and Lemhi areas. 

Finally, it should be remembered that the Indians 
· of our six regions frequently wandered. far from the 
areas designated. The. areas, then·, were centers of 

_gravity in a m .igratory life. They were areas where 
subsis!ence was commonly obtained by the populations 
in question and, more important, where winter, the 
most sedentary season of the year, was passed. 

THE BOISE A..1\lD WEISER RIVERS 

The region of the Boise, Payette, and Weiser rivers 
and the near-by shores of the Snake River are of con-

siderable importance because of the contiguity of Sho­
shone and Northern Paiute populations in this area. 
We will present the historical data pertinent .to an un­
derstanding of the mode and extent of Shoshone ecology 
there and will then give the material gathered through 
recent ethnographic investigation. 

Our earliest information on this region comes from 
the Stuart diary of the Astoria party. Stuart wrote of 
the Boise River (1935, p. 83): 

. . · . the most renowned Fishing place in this 
Country. It is consequently the resort of the ma­
jority of the Snakes, where immense numbers of 
Salmon are taken. 

The Hunt, party arrived at the Boise River on Novem­
ber 21, 1811, and met welt-clad and mounted Indians · 
there {ibid., p. 295). One week later, the party came 
to Mann's C_re~k,. a tributary of the Weiser River, and 
there found "some huts of Chochonis" (p. 296): 

They had just killed two young horses to eat. It is 
their only food except for the seed of a . piant which 
resembles hemp and which they pound very fine . 

In the mountains bet we.en Mann's Creek and the Snake 
River some dozen huts . of "Chochonies" we;e encoun­
tered (p. 299); the journals use Snake and 11 Chochoni" 
or 11 Shoshonie 11 interchangeably. 

The 1818-19 journals _of ,Alexander Ross gave con­
siderable attention to hostihties between the "Snakes" 
and the Sahaptin {11 Shaw-ha-ap-tens 11 )-speaking peoples 
(Ross, 1924, pp. 171, 210, 214). Part of this action 
took place in southwestern Idaho. Ross attempted to 
•arrange peace between the hostile populations and 
wrote of a council held there under the chiefs II Pee­
eye-em" _ and 11 Ama-qui-em" and partic;:ipated in by the 
11Shirry-dikas,11 "War-are-ree-kas,'' and "Ban-at-tees" 
(p. 243). The two chiefs, said by Ross to be brothers, 
were previously mentioned as the "principal chiefs" of 
"the great Snake nation" (p. 238). They belonged to the 
people called 11 Shirry..:dika,11 a buffalo-hunting popula­
tion, for Ross spoke of the acquiescence of "A..,na­
kefsa," a chief of . the "War-are-ree-kas" (fish-eaters, 
according to Ross), in the maintenance of peace and 
the cowing of the "Ban-at-tees" by the tw~ leaders 
{p. 246). Ross represents the Shoshone as having a 
very large population; those at the peace confer~nce 
were said to have stretched their camps along both 
sides of a stream for a distance of seven miles. The 
"Shirry-dikas" are depicte.d as the most powerful, and 
the 11 War-are-ree-kas,11 though numerous, are said to 
lack power and unity. The "Ban-at-tees, or Mountain 
Snakes" .are ·. described as. a fragmented population, 
living in the mountain fastnesses and preying upon the 
trappers. This seems to characterize the Northern 
Paiute of Oregon more accurately than the mounted 
buffalo-hunting Bannock of ·southeastern Idaho. 

The journal of John Work· in June, 1832, mentioned 
(Work, 1923, pp. 165-167) "Snake" Indians on the Pay­
ette River, immediately below the mouth of Big Willow 
Creek; on Little Willow Creek; on the Weiser River; 
and on the east barik of the Snake River~ between the 
mouths of the Payette and the Weiser. Work used the 
term Snake in a broad sense and we cannot identify 
this population as Shoshone with ce.:tainty. The::-_. .. ~'.'••~ 
had horses, and may thus have been a buffalo,-hunting 
group that had traveled west for salmon. Nathaniel 

. Wyeth entered ·one of the western Idaho valleys in 
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October of the same year and observed "extensive 
carr.ps of Indians about o::ie month old. Here they find 

. s~l□on in a creek run.ni ... --:g through it and dig . the Ka­
mas root but :10t a.'1 Ind:.a.n was here at this time" 
(Wyeth, 1899, p. 172}. W:-·eth was on the Boise River 
in August, 183-L and enco::ntered "a small village of 
Sna..l{es." His party proceeded on to the Snake River 
where they found "a few odges of very impudent 
Pawnacks" (p. 229). "Bannock" Indians were also en­
countered on the Boise R iver in 1833 by Bonneville's 
party (Irving, 1837, 2:38) and in the following year 
his journals noted that "formidable bands of the Ban­
neck Indians were lying on the Boisee and Payette 
Rivers" (p. 194). The Ba.n:lock, or the Indians so 
termed by our sources, evidently. lived near the con­
fluence of these streams with the Snake River, for 
John Townsend, a young !:l.at'..rra.list who joined Wyeth's 
party, reported several groups of about twenty Indians 
fishing in the Boise R:ver each of which identified it­
self as Shoshone (Towrise11d, 1905, pp: 206-207). Far­
ther down the Boise River the party "came to a vil­
lage cons. sting of thirty willow lodges of the Pawnees 

__ (Bannocks)" (p. 210). The Shoshone and the Mono-Ban­
nock speakers did not maintain . complete separateness, 
however, for Townsend v.-:-ote (1905, p. 266) that the 
par-y met some ten lodges of ~snakes and Bannecks" 
on the· west side of the Snake River, near -Burnt River. 

The identity of the above-mentioned Bannock is 
sorc.ewhat doubtful. Farnham met a number of Sho­
sho:ie Inc:ians engaged in fishing the Boise River in 
September, 1839 (Farnba.c.:l, 1843, pp. 75-76). Some 
thirty traveling miles do';.rnstream from Boise, how-:­
ever, he r.oted in apparent contradiction of Townsend, 
that. there were no mo:-e "Shoshonie," for "they dare 
not pass the boundary line between themselves and 
the Bonacks." The Bar.!1ock are described as a "fierce, 
warlike, and athletic tribe inhabiting that part of Sap­
tin or Snake River which lies between the mouth of 
Boisais or Reed's River and the Blue Mountains." The 
que5tion arises whether :.he Bannock mentioned in the 
sou::-ces · were the b u ffalo-hunting Mono-Ba.."'Ulock speak­
ers who· regularly inhabi,ed the upper Snake River or 
whether they followed the fishing and seed-collecting · 
pattern of the Mono- Bannock sp_eakers of Oregon. 
Townsend's report of their use of willow lodges sug­
gests that they were Moco-Bannock, but Farnha.tn ob­
ser.red that the Bannock found on the Snake River 
ma.de war on the Crow· and Blackfoot (p: 76). This 
would definitely suggest !.ife during part of the year 
in southeastern Idaho and, also, the pursuit of the buf­
falo. La!er historical data and the testimony of con­
temporary informants suggest that both the ·Oregon 
and eastern Idaho popula;.ions of Mono-Bannock speak­
ers fished on the Snake .River and in the lower reaches 
of ·:he Boise -and W~iser rivers. There was n·o clear 
boi.;ndary between the Shoshone and the Oregon people 

-ter::1ed !\orthern Paime, and the mounted buffalo-hunt­
'ing Banr.ock also visited western Idaho to fish for 
sal:-:1on. It is thus dollbtful whether the ambiguities of 
the historical source s ·Nill ever be resolved. 

The subsequent his~or-ical references to the native 
population of this reg:o::i cover the outbreak of hostili­
ties agai nst the whi, e ernigrar.ts on the Oregon Trail 
and the s:ibsequent attecpts to establish peace with 
the Indians and place them on reservations. In 1862 
Special lndi,u1 Agent Ki:-'.-cpatrick surveyed the south­
we.stern Idaho Indians a ;:1d reported: "The Winnas band 
of Snakes inhabit the countrj north of Snake river, 
a..r1.d are found principally on the Bayette, Boise and 

Sickley Rivers" (Kirkpatrick, 1863, p. 412). He reported 
them as warlike and numbering some 700 to 800 people. 
Kirkpatrick's 11 Winnas band" probab.ly corresponds to 
the designation of the 11 Wihinasht 11 in the Handbook of 
American Indians; these are said to be "a division of 
Shoshoni, formerly in western Idaho, north of Snake 
River and in the vicinity of Boise City" (Hodge, 1910, 
2:951). During our field work, we found that the term 
11 Wihinait 11 was often applied generically to the Sho-

• shone population of Fort Hall Reservation. 
In later years, other bands are reported in south­

western Idaho. Governor Caleb Lyon made a treaty 
with 11 San-to-me-co and the headmen of the Boise Sho­
shonees" on October 10, 1864 (Lyon, 1866, p. 418) and 
in the following year p:J_aced some 115 "Boise Shoshone" 
at Fort Boise (Lyon, 1867~ p. 187). Special Indian Agent 
Hough mentioned Boise, Bruneau, and Kammas bands 
of Shoshone in 1866 and commented: "The Bruneau 
and Boise are so intermarried that they are in fact 
all one people and are closely connected by blood, 
visiting each other as frequently as they dare pass 
over ·the country" (Hough, 1867, p. 189). Governor 
Ballard, in the same year, reported that the "Boise 
Shoshones" numbered 200; insecurity ·due to Indian-

. white hostilities kept them from camas-root digging 
during the summer (Ballard, 1867, p. 190). In 1867 
many Shoshone of the· Boise and Bruneau rivers and 
a group of Bannock were placed temporarily on the 
Boise River, some thirty miles upstream from Boise 
(Powell, 1868, p. 252). The Bannock were said to have 
been under the leadership of- a chief named . 1tBannock 
John"; the report, dated July 31, 1867, also mentioned 
that these Bannock engaged in salmon fishing in the 
Boise River and camas collect_ion on Camas_ Prairie 
during the summer, but intended to go east for the 
buffalo hunt in the fall. That the above Bannock were 
mounted buffalo hunters rather than Oregon Paiute 
seems mahif est from this statement. This · was not 
the only Bannock band, however, for .on July 1-5, 1867, 
Agent Mann of Fort_ Bridger, Wyoming, 'reported a 
conversation with "Tahjee, the chief of the Bannacks" 

- in which he learned that "there does exist a very 
iarge band of Bannacks, numbering more than 100 
lodges" (Mann, 186~, p. 189)_. Mann stated that 50 
lodges of these Indians were present that year. This 
and other references to the diverse, but simultaneous,. 
locations of the Bannock . suggest that they were not a 
unitary political entity; 

References to the Bannock and to the _Shoshone on 
the Boise and Bruneau rivers continue during the next 
two years. Powell gave their numbers in 1868 as 100, 
283, and 300, - respectively, -and stated (C. F. Powell, 
1869, p. 662): 

. ." _. ·[the Bannock] remained under my charge for 
several months, when they were permitted to go 
on their regular buffalo hunt, their country ranging 
through eastern Idaho and Montana. When through 
their hunt they return to the Boise and Bruneau· 
camp; they and the Boise and Bruneau are on the · · 
be.st of terms, all being more or less intermarried. 

Ballard reported that on August 26, 1867, a treaty 
was signed by Tygee, Peter, To-so-copy-natey, ·Pah 
Vissigin, McKay, and Jim, in which the Bannock 
agreed to settle on Fort Hall (Ballard, 1869, p. 658}; 
the Bannock and also the Bruneau and Boise Shoshone 
were removed from the Boise Valley on December 2, 
1868, and brought to Fort Hall (C. F. Powell, 1870, 
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p. 728). They were joined there by 500 Bannock under 
Tygee, who had just returned from a joint buffalo hunt 
with the Eastern Shoshone in Wind River Valley (p. 729). 
Indian Agent Danilson of Fort Hall wrote that in 1869 
there were 600 Bannock, 200 Boise Shoshone, 100 
Bruneau Shoshone, and 200 Western 'Shoshone on the 
rese:rva · on (Danilson, 1870, p. 729). The beginning of 
the reservation period marks the effective end of the 
independent occupancy of the Idaho area by the Sho­
shone a.,d Bannock. The rest of this section deals 
v,ith e:hllographic data. In regard to extent of Shoshone 
settlement, Omer Stewart has reported that eastern 
Oregon, about the mouths of the Malheur and Owyhee 
rivers, a.::d southwest Idaho as far east as a line well 
past Boise, were. the territory of a Northern Paiute 
band ca:le<l the Koa' agaitoka (Stewart 1939, p. 133). 
Blythe places a Northern Paiute band called "Yapa 
Eaters .. in the Boise River Valley (Blythe, 1938, p. 
396} and r:J.entions data given by one informant to the 
effec: tb.a~ a rr.ixed .band of Paiute and Shoshone called 
"People Eaters" lived to the north of the Yapa Eaters 
(p . . 404). ~either historical research nor ethnographic 
investigation among the Shoshone confirms the exist­
ence of such bands in the area described. On the con-

. trary, Ste·.vard ,uites (1938, p. 172): 

Sho.s!lone seem to have extended· westward about to 
the Sna.!..e River which forms the boundary between 
Idaho and Or-egon. They also occupied the Boise 
River Valley and probably to some extent the val­
leys. of the Payette and Weiser .Rivers . .They _prob­
ably never penetrated Oregon beyond the Blue Moun­
tains. 

But the area nearer the Snake River was not occupied 
exclusively by Shoshone, for Steward continues (ibid.): 

This population was neither well defined politically 
nor te:-ritorially. It . was s~attered in small inde­
penden: villages of varying prosperity and tribal 
composition. Along the lower Snake, Boise, and 
Payette Rivers Shoshone were intermixed wit~ 
Kor~he.::-n Paiute who extended westward through 
the greater portion of southern and eastern Oregon. 
Slightly· to the north they were probably mixed 
somewhat with their Nez Perce neighbors. 

Our o~-n field work, as p,resented below, . tends to -con­
firm s~eward' s data on most point~ and is in accord 
with h:.storical information. 

Although there were salmon-yielding streams in 
Oregon, the Boise and Weiser rivers were richer in 
these f:sh, and salmon could be caught on the Boise 
River :.ips:ream to its headwaters. During the spring 
and fa ll salmon runs, many Northern Paiute evidently 
crossed the Snake River and fished in the Boise and 
Weiser. Relations seem to have been friendly, and 
there •;.as considerable intermarriage. Many Paiute 
evid e:-itlv wintered in this area and could therefore be 
saic :o ·be as regular residents as the Shoshone. They 
maintained separate winter villages and tended to re­
main along the downstream stretches of the Boise and 
Weiser rivers. Informants disagreed on _ the extent of 
this interpenetration. Some characterized the popula­
tion, especially of the Weiser Valley, as "mixed," 
while others said that only a very few Northern Paiute 
remained through the winter. More reliable and older 
informants characterized the population as mostly Sho­
shone. One old woman, a present resident of Duck 

Valley Reservation, identified herself as a Northern 
Paiute from the Weiser country. Her conversation, 
howeve1:, immediately _revealed that -she was actually 
spea.~ing in .the Shoshone language and that this was 
her first language. This attempted deception is parti­
ally explained by the somewhat greater prestige en­
joyed by the Northern Paiute on that reservation. 

As has been mentioned, the composition of the pop­
ulation of this region is further confused by the fact 
that some camp groups of Bannock passed by the more 
commonly used fishing sites below Shoshone Falls and 
fished on the Boise and Weiser rivers. An added in­
ducement to the Bannock was the possibility of trade 
with the Nez Perce Indians in the upper valley of the 
Weiser River. The Bannock did not stay long_ in the 
area, however, and never wintered there. · 

r The Bois.e-Weiser country is relatively rich. The 
streams gave a good yield of fish, roots abounded in 
the valleys, and game was found in the near-by moun-
tains. The floors of the :valleys are well below 3,000. 
feet, and winters are comparatively m.i.ld. .Although 
the .Shoshone resiqents of the area wandered far on 
occasion, a full subsistence could be obtained within 
the immediate area . . Stretches of mountainous and 
barren lands tended to mark off this population from 
other Shoshone to the east. The testimon)t of infor­
mants is somewhat contradictory to Steward's state­
ment (1938, p. 172) that the Boise-Weiser Shoshone 
"imperceptibly merged with the Agaidiika of the Snake 
River and .the Tu.kadiika of the mountains to the north." 
It .is true tqat there were. no concepts of territorial 
boundaries and that the above-mentioned populations 
interacted, interchanged, and interpenetrated, but the 
locus of movement of each of the above three popula­
tions, · especially their wintering places, did 'differ. -, 

While Steward reports that the rubric "Yahandiika," I 
or "Groundhog Eaters," was applied to the residents 
of the Boise-Weiser areas, we were unable to obtain 
this_ nam,e. Yahandika w_as variously reported by Fort 
Hall informants as referring to a district in Nevada; 
by others as applied to certain Oregon Northern Paiute. 
Another informant said that it was an alternate term 
for the Shoshone of the middJe Snake River, ·who are 
more generally -called "Summer Salmon Eaters." The 
·ratter, stated this informant, had vefy close relations · 
with the ·Boise population. All of the informants were 
probably right in a sense; only the uncertainty of these 
appellations is indicated. 

Steward obtained "Su:woki" as the name of the Boise­
Weiser· country. My informants applied this name to 
the people of the region also, who were called 11SBhu­
wawki," or "Row of Willows." The place name had evi­
dently been transferred to the people or, more accu­
rately, the place name was applied to whatever people 
used . the locale . . The name was especially- used to de­
note the people and country of the Weiser River, al­
though one informant thought the name covered the · 
Boise people also. Another name given to the Weiser 
Shoshone was "Woviagaidika," or "Driftwood Salmon 
Eaters." This name is derived from. the salmon's habit 
of lying under the driftwood in small streams. Only 
one informant reported a name for the dwellers of 
the Boise Valley, 11 Pa avi." 
r Informants sometimes spoke of the Boise-Weiser 
Shoshone as being "just one bunch." Certainly the pop­
ulations of this section of Idaho merged, shifted, and 
interacted to such an extent that it would be difficult 
to distinguish them, although "one bunch." two chi<>f~. 
Captain Jim and Eagle Eye, were reported for the 



I 
I :\1URPHY: SHOSHONE-BANNOCK SUBSISTENCE AND SOCIETY 319 

area. The former was said to be chief of those who 

l u.ally -,vintered L'1 :he vicinity of Boise; the latter 
s chie: of the v.-imer residents of the ·Weiser valley. 

clea:- del.i.!:leation oi :_he functions of these chiefs 
could be obta:..ned. J 

I 
The actual nature o: Boise-Weiser Shoshone society 

n be t.:.nders ood better from their subsistence pat­
-ns. \lfinter was spe.:1t in small camps scattered 

alo:ig the valleys o: the streams. There was little 

f 
ger f::-om hostile intn:.ders, and camp grounds were 
the larger population nuclei that we find in the 

r: Ha.2 area. Favorite winter camp sites were at 
the present site of the c:ty of Boise, near present-

l
y Emnett on the Payette River, and on the lower 

. eiser River, near t..1-ie mouth of Crane Creek. Some 
oilies were said to have wintered on both sides of 

the near-by S:1ake River. 'While it was common for 
the same families to form winter camp groups, there 

t as considerable shifting and changing each year, dic­
ated by personar pre:erence. · Also, it was not neces- . 

sa.: for the camps to spend every winter in the same 
place, a:id changes ·occurred constantly. · I Winte:::- was spent b;; their caches of roots and sal­
mo:i; the dried and jerked game meat ·was said to 
ha,e been kep: in the locge. The common type of 
_winter dwelling was a sort of tipi made of rye grass. 

I Stored food st....-pplied the main subsistence during the · 
win ter, but sa..gehe-::cs, l:,lue grouse, and snowshoe rab­
bits were also taken. Antelope were chased on horses 
(probabl:-· by the surround method), and deer frequent-

1 
ly ca...rne down· from the mountains· and were killed while · 
flounder:.ng in deep snow. • . . . . 

Springtime brought no extensive migrations. Some 
roots were available :n the area, but the chief sour~e 

I 
of springtime subs:stence was the salmon run, which 
began in approximatel:;- :\1arch or April. A second run 
fol:.owed imm~diate~y upon the firs~ and continued un­
til the end of sprir:!.g. Fish traps were made on the 

· Pa./ette River, in foe ·v-icinity of Long Valley, and on: 

I the lower Weiser River. Salmon were also taken in 
the Bois<; River. According to informants, the people 
of :his area c:id· not resort to the great salmon fish-
eries i!'l the ncinir-.t of Glenn's Ferry and upstreani 

I to Shoshone Falls. Tse abundance of fish in local 
wa:ers made this 1.Jlllecessary. Although the popula- · 
tion divided and went to various fishing sites,· the 

I 
_salmon runs were ?eriods during '1.•hich stable resi­
dence in sma!l villages was possibl e. 

At the end of spring and in early summer, many 
of t.rie Ir:dians of the Boise-Weiser country traveled 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

to Camas Prairie, where roots of various kinds. were 
dug. These people stayed there through part of the 
su::::imer, and durL'1.g this time roo ts were collected 
and dried. This was also a time of dances and fes­
tiv'i:ies, . for a large part · of tJ1e Shoshone and .Bannock 
populat:on of Idaho, plus a sprinkling of the Nez Perce 
anc: F la:head, resorted at the same time to these root 
grounds. These were probably the largest gatherings 
of peop>~ arno::ig all the Shoshone. 1here was no large, 
single e:.campmem, b u: families and camp groups 
were in such close cor.riguity that · social interaction 
was inte:1se. 

At t n.e conclus ion o: ·he root-co_lecting season a.t 
Ca!':"l a s P:-air:e, the inJ1abitants of the Boise and Weiser 
regi on wandered bac ~ :o their cus~omary area and set 
o ~: upo:: the i :- late s u.IY~ner a:1d fa ll activities. Fish 
were t ak en during the : all n:.n and dried for winter 
provis 10ns. b u t the chief activity was hunting. Both 
hu."ltL11g and fishing could be pursued !3-t the same time 

in the upper waters of the Boise and Payette rivers, 
although salmon did not ascend far up the Weiser. 
Hunting was done by small camp groups of 3 to 4 
lodges, and the population scattered throughout the 
mountain country surrounding the river valleys. The 
principal game taken was deer, elk, bear, and some 
bighorn sheep. None required the collective efforts of 
a large number of men, and all were found throughout 
the mountain area. The small camp group was, there­
fore, the most effective social unit for· the fall hunt, 
as it was for the summer wanderings of the Wyoming 
Shoshone. · 

The hunters ranged up the Boise and Payette val­
leys into the Sawtooth Mountains as far as the begin­
nings of the Salmon River watershed. Though the Sal­
mon River country was entered, the hunting parties · · 
did not penetrate very far. A favored hunting terri­
tory was in the Stanley Basin, at the headwaters of 
the Salmon River and in the vicinity of the present­
day village of Stanley. The kill of game was dried - in 
the mountains ..and packed down to the winter quarters 
in the valleys of the Boise,- Payette, and Weiser rivers. 

In general. it is difficult to define the social organi­
zation ·of the Boise-Weiser Shoshone. While Shoshone 
social organization is characJeristically amorphous, 
some groups developed a closer integration owing to 
such factors a.s warfare and collective economic acti­
vities, which demanded leadership. But warfare was 
rare in• this region, and hunting and root- and berry­
collecting were essentially carried on by families. 
The }?uilding and · operation of fish -traps- and the dis­
tribution of the catch undoubtedly called forth some 
leadership functions, but not on the band level. Also, 
the presence of other groups which fished the same 
streams during the appropriate sea.sons seems to 
argue against the consolidation of either the Boise or 
Weiser people into territorially delimited bands. It 
was 1mpossible to elicit exact information• from in­
formants on the functions of leaders, and it can only 
be inferred that they probably served as intermedi­
aries with the whites or were simply local men en­
joying some prestige as dance. directors or .leaders 
of winter villages. 

The Shoshone of this area_ were ,poorer in horses 
than the buffalo hunters, but they did posse'ss s~~e. 
The valle,s ·of the Boise, Payette, and Weiser evi­
dently afforded adequate grazing for small herds, and 
the natives eztjoyed a greater mobility than did their 
-neighbors to !the northeast an<;f southeast. The result­
ing ease of communication would perhaps be conducive 
to band organixation, but neither living informants nor 
historical sources offer any confirmation of this. Thaf 
such sociopo'litical groups did exist is sugge~ted · by 
mention of chiefs. but the groups did not have clearly 
defined territories ·which excluded other peoples, and 
they could only have been most loosely organized. 

·TBE MIDDLE SNAKE RIVER 

This .;area includes all of Idaho south of the Saw­
tooth Mom:ait£S between American Falls and the 
Bruneau River. It has been seen that the area of the 
Boise. Pa.yette .. and Weiser rivers was entered regu­
larly by pop-ustions that did not customarily -winter 
there; this is true also of the area of the middle 
Snake. amt to a much greater degree. First, the 
salmon run did not extend above Shoshone Falls, and 
the population living upstream from that point resorted 
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regularl:.- to favored fishing places below the Falls. 
Second, the prairies about the locale of present-day 
Fairfield , idaho, were the richest camas-root grounds 
in this sectio!l of the Basin-Plateau area and large 
numbers o.: Lrldians convened every summer to gather 
the roots. Historical sources testify to the numbers 
of Indic..!l.s found in the area during certain times of 
the year, bu~ it is usually impossible to determine . 
the geographical locus of these people during the re­
mainder o: the year. 

Travelers observed small, impoverished groups of 
Indians a:id also larger camps of mounted people. 
Near Gle::n's Ferry, Idaho, Stuart on August 23, 1812, 
noted (1935, p. 108): 

. a _ few Shoshonie (or Snake) Camps were passed 
·today, who have to struggle hard for a livelihood, 
even though it is the prime of the fishing season 
in the Cou...'1.try . . 

Stuart encountered some 100 lodges of Shoshone fish:­
ing at Sal.:n.on Falls (p. 109). In 1826 Peter Skene Og­
den met a camp of 200 "Snakes" bearing 60 firearms 
and a quantity of ammunition at Raft River, above the 
limit o: !.he salmon run (Ogden, 1909, p. 357). In Octo­
ber of :he following year he visited Camas Prairie, 
the camas grounds in the vicinity of Fairfield, and 
noted a p2;;ter-n pf movement that is still reported by 
informants (p . 263): 

It is from near· this · point the Snakes form into a 
body prior to their starting point for buffalo; they 
collect camasse for the journey across the moun- . 
tains. Their camp is 300 tents. In Spring they 
scatte red from this place for the salmon and horse 
thieving expeditions. 

B uffc:.2o we~e formerly found on the plafos· of the 
upper Snake River, but American Falls was apparent­
ly their approximate western limit. Wyeth -yvas at 
American ?alls in August, 1832, and wrote (1899, 
p. 163): 

We found here plenty of Buffaloe sign· and the 
Pawnacks come here to winter often on account 
of the Buffaloe we now find no buffaloe. 

The Wyeth party then turned up the Raft River where 
they "·met a village of t he Snakes of about 150 persons 
having about 75 horses" and farther upstream found 
"the banks lined with Diggers Camps and Trails but 
they are shy and can seldom be spoken." On Rock 
Creek, the party met some 120 Indians who evidently 
had fresh -sal!non, and iarther on their journey on · 
this strea.r:l they found "Diggers," 11 Sohonees," and 
II Pa vmacks (ibid., pp. 166-168). A chief and some sub­
chie:s ·,vere mentioned at one of these camps. Small 
and scatte:::-ed camps of Indians were mentioned through­
out Wye:h' s journeys on the southern tributaries of the 
Snake Rive::-. 

F ew':'!r. i::dians were encountered in the salmon-yield­
ing sec~ ·o:::s of the Snake River during the winter. Bonne­
ville's par::, met only footgoing Indians near Salmon 
Fall s in ~he winter of 1834; the Indians lived in a scat­
ter ed :;;.sh.:.on a..'ld groups of no more than three or four 
grass huts were found (Irving, 1873, p. 300), although 
large nu.:::::bers of Indians were seen in the same area 
during the salmon season (p. 444). Crawford met num­
bers o:· I::dians along the Oregon Trail in southern 

Idaho in August, 1842 (Crawford, 1897. pp. l!:i-17) and 
in October of the following year Talbot observed of 
Indians near Shoshone Falls (1931, p. 53): 

These Indians speak the same language as the Snakes 
but are far poorer and are distinguished by the name 
of Shoshoccos, "Diggers," or 11 Uprooters." They have 
very few, and indeed most of them. have no horses .•. 

Near Glenn's Ferry, however, Talbot met a large mun­
ber of Indians of the 11 Waptico band of the · Shoshonees," 
who had many horses (ibid., p. 55). Talbot drew the 
following conclusion from his experience on the Snake 
River (p. 56): 

. It seems that there is a monopoly of the fisheries 
on the Snake River. The· Banak Indians who are the 
most powerful, hold them in the spring when the 
salmon and other .fishes are in best condition-later 
on different tribes of Shoshonees hord the monopoly. 
Last, and of course weakest of all. the miserable 
creatures such as are with us now., come, like 
gleaners after the harvest, to gather up the leavings 
of their richer and more pow_erfu.l brethren. 

.Othe.r sources contradict Talbot's observatiDns, ·how­
ever, and give a picture of simultaneous use of the 
abundant salmon run by people of diverse locality and 
condition. But it is possible that mounted and more 

. powerful people occupie_d tl:ie choicest sites . . · 
During the late 1850 1s, the hostilities that broke out 

throughout Utah and Idaho also affected the Snake River. 
Wallen reported Indians peacefully fishing at Shoshone 
Falls in 1859, but cominei:ited that the Bannock up­
stream were well armed and formidable (Wallen, 1859, 
pp. 220, 223). In the same year, Will Wagner met on 
Goose Creek "several men • of the band under the chief 
Ne-met-tek" (W.agner, 1861, p. _25) and encountered 
both Shoshone and Bannock in the high country between 
the Humboldt and Snake rivers (p. 26). :Not all the In­
dians met exhibited hostile intentions in 1859 or in 
1862 'and 1863, when punitive fo;ces were sent a:gainst 
the hostiles. Colonel Maury noted that "those perhaps 
·who are Il\0re · Jiostile are near Salmon Falls~ or on 
the south side of Snake. River" (War of the Rebellion, 
1902~ p-. 217). Actually the hostiles were raiding along 
the Oregon Trail south of the Snake River, and it is 
probable that many of the peaceful Indians encountered 
also indulged in occasional attacks when in the neigh­
borhood of the whites._ Seventeen lodges and about 200 
Indians were found near Shoshone Falls in August, 1863; 
these people reported that "the bad Indians are all gone 
to the buffalo country" (ibid, p. 218). 

Further infprmation from ·the military forces 'indi­
cates a continuation of the older nomadic patterns. 
Colonel Maury said of Camas Prairie (ibid., p. 226): 

All the Indians living northwest or Salt Lake visit 
the grounds in the spring and summer, putting up 
their winter supply of camas, and after the root 
season is over, resort to the falls and other points 
on the Snake to put up 1ish. 

In October, 1863, after the mounted people had left the 
fishing sites, Colonel Maury reported on the population 
along the Snake River (ibid., p. 224): 

They live a. family in a place, on either side of the 
river for a distance of thirty or forty miles; have 
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no arm s and a ve ry s m all number of Indian ponies; 
not a::i. average of one to each family. . . There are 
from 80 to 100 of thi s par:y, all Shoshones, and, 
aware. of the treaties made at Salt Lake, scattered 
along t he river from t he great falls to the mou.th 
of thi s stream [the B:-unea:.i River], a distance of 
100 miles. 

A party of 20 Indians was att acked by the military on 
the Bruneau River and there were signs in the upper · 
part of t he valley of a large :orce. Maury commented: 
"All the roaming Indians of t h e country visit the Brun­
eau River more or less."' Funher evidence of the mo­
bility oi :he population is given in the report of attacks 
in the vicinity of Salmon Falls Creek by Indians from 
the O;vyhee R ·ve·r under a medicine man named Ebigon 
(ibi d., p. 388). 

With the cessation of hosti.!.:ities, most of the Sho­
shone and Bannock of Idaho -were rapidly rounded up 
by the ~ilitary and a few ye;:.:::-s later were settled at 
Fort Hall. Go--,·ernor Lion reported· visiting the ,; great 
Kammas Prairi e tribe of Indians" in 1865 (Lyon, 1867, 
p. -HS}, and Commissioner of Indian Affairs Cooley 
d e s c r ibed the ~atter' s terr itory as the "area around Fort 
Hall and the corthern part of Utah'' (Cooley, 1866, p. 

· t98-) . Evi dently the Ind ians who congregated annually 
at Camas Prairie were mistaken as a single tribe, 
and there is little further refere~ce -t~ such a group. 

While it is almost imposs ible to identify Indians in 
the sout.nwest Idaho region, west of the Bruneau River; 
Ballard's 1866 report of a m i..xed Paiute and Shoshone 
population probably represents the real situation (i867, 
p. 190). 

The southwe st portion of Ic!aho, including the Owy­
hee country and the r e gions of the Malheur, are 
infested wit h a roving band of hostile Pi-utes and 
outla-;ved Sh 9shones, mirr.bering, from the bes,t in­
format ion, some 300 warriors. 

The reports of Indian Agents already cited in the sec­
tion on t he Boise River region indicate that the Brun­
eau River pop:ilation was Shoshone. · Their numbers · 
are given as 400 in 1866 (ibid.) and 300 in 1_868, after 

- they had been brought to the Boise River (C. F. Powell, 
1869, p. 661). 

The freque nt mention of a band of Bruneau Shoshone· 
in the la:er r e ports of the Ind ian agents is somewhat 
misleadi..--ig. In:ormation from contemporary informants 
indicates that there was no di stinct and separate popu­
lation of the Bruneau River, a.s opposed to ne~r-by 
stretches of the Sna.1<.e R iver. Furthermore, the fi s h­
eries · of the Bruneau Ri..-er were often used by mounted 
India.'1s from the Fort Hall prairies. 

There were n~ boundaries, as such, in southwest 
Idaho. S:ewart I s Tagotoka bar.d of Northern Paiute is 
represer: t ed as occupying most of southwestern Idaho 
(Stewar t , 1939, map l, facing p. 127), .while Blythe's 
equival e nt II Tagu Eaters "' are placed in the Owyhee 
Rive r Va lley (Blythe-, 1938, p. 404). Blythe not es that 
east o f :hi s population the re -Rere "no pure Paitite 
bands.'' Stewar d 's map p l a c es the limit between the 
Pai ute a.:1d the Shoshone abou1 equidistant between the 
()v.v he e and Bruneau R ivers (St eward, 1938, fig. l, 
faci!1g p. ix). There was no hard and fast l ine between 
Shoshoni:;: and Paiute, and the high country south of 
Snake R :ver ·,i;a s usually entered only in the s u mmer 
whe n hu.'1ti ng parties of either linguistic group wan­
dered through southwes t Idaho . Further information 

the pattern of occupation of the Snake River and south­
western Idaho is given in the following ethnographic 
material. 

Despite the extent of the region in question, there 
were not many permanent. or winter-dwelling, inhabi­
tants. Greater use was made of the natural products 
of this region by the more numerous Shoshone and 
Bannock, who wintered elsewhere, than by the small 
local population. The two chief resources were the 
extremely rich root grounds at Camas Prairie, in the 
vicinity of Fairfiela, Idaho. and the fishing sites scat­
tered between Glenn's Ferry and Shoshone Fall1:1. Ca­
mas Prairie was used by the Bannock and. to varying 
degrees, by all the Shoshone of Idaho, as well as oc­
casionally by other tribes, like the Flathead and the 
Nez Perce; the fisheries wer-e used by the Bannock 
and all the Shoshone of the upper Snake River above 
Shoshone· Falls, · the limit of the i:;almon run. 

Some large stretches of territory were used very 
little, if at all. We were unable to obtain information 
on use or occupancy of the country north of the Snake 
River and south of the Sawtooths between Camas 
Prairie and Idaho Falls. This is extremely arid and 
infertile country, strewn with lava beds and contain­
ing little . water. It was often traversed, . but little sub­
sistence was drawn from it. Also, scanty information 
was available on the territory west of the Bruneau 
River. One informant said · th~t Silver City, Idaho, was 
within the limits of Paiute territory; according to 
other informants, the Bruneau River Valley was defi­
nitely within the Shoshone migratory range. It seems 
evident · th-at southwest Idaho · was nof much used by 
either the Paiute or Shoshone, and, while both groups 
entered the area on occasion, boundaries could hardly 
have been narrowly defined. 

The population which wintered in the general _area 
of the middle Snake River and drew year-round sub­
sistence from the resources of . the region was usually 
referred to by the term Taza agaidika, or'" "Summer 
Salmon Eatel:'s." Other terms used were Yahandika·, or 
"Groundhog Eaters," and Pia agaidika, or "Big Salmon 
Eaters." Steward reports the use of the terms Agaidiika 
and Yahandiika for the· area (Steward, · 1938, p. 165·). 
One informant said that these were alternate terms 
which, however, did not change with the season or 
activities of the people designated. Lowie's Kuembe­
diika (Lowie, 1909, pp. 206-208) we:i::'e not reported by 
our informants. Apparently, the names covered any 
and all people who wintered in the region and who 
were more or less ' permanent residents. · The popula­
tion included in these terms did not form a social or 
political group, nor did they unite for any collective 
purposes. 

The Shoshone of the middle Snake River resemble 
the Nevada Shoshone in social, political, and economic 
characteristics more than does any other part of the . 
Idaho population, and Steward lists them with the West­
ern Shoshone for this reason. They had few horses 
and took no part in the buffalo-hunting activities of 
their neighbors of the Fort Hall plains, and warfare 
was v irtually nonexistent. Property in natural re­
sources was absent, and other Shoshone and the Ban­
nock availed themselves freely of the fishing sites on 
the Snake River without interference or resentment on 
the part of the local population. 

While chiefs are reported from most parts of Idaho, 
we . were unable to obtain the name of a leader from 
the middle Snake River. Not only were the r e: no l>a.nd 
chiefs, but the winter _villages lacked headmen. The 
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principal informant for the area merely commented 
that everybody was equal. 

Especially pronounced among the Shoshone of this 
area is the practice of splitting into a number ·of 
scattered and very small winter camps. Among the 
winter camps were: Akongdimudza, a .camp at King 
Hill, Idaho, named for a hill which abounded in sun­
flowers; Biesoniogwe, a winter ca.mp near Glenn's 
Ferry; Koa agai, near the hamlet of Hot Spring, Ida­
ho, on the Br\lileau River; and Paguiyua, a camp on 
Clover Creek near a hot spring, immediately up the 
Snake River from the town of Bliss, Idaho. 

Winter camps were commonly located on the Snake 
River bottoms, where there was wood and shelter. 
The camps consisted of two or three lodges, . each of 
which housed a family and a few relatives. The 11st 
of · winter camps above is by no means complete; 
Steward gives three, two of which were below the . 
town of Hagerman, a third near Bliss (Steward, 1938, 
pp. 165-166). There were undoubtedly several more, 
but it should be remembered that the place names 
above referred to sites which were not necessarily 
inhabited every winter. · 

The compositior:i of the winter -camps varied. While 
it was comm.on for kinsmen to camp together, they 
by no means always did so. Also, tne same ·people 
did not camp together every winter.· Each family head 
decided each year where to spend the winter, and 
families were free to shift from one site to- another · 
annually. Steward's data confirm this practice (ibid., 
p. Hi9): 

... it is apparent that the true political unit was 
the village, a small and probably unstable group. 
Virtually the only factor besides intervillage mar­
riage that allied several villages wa-s dancing. 
Dances, however, were so infrequent and the par­
ticipants so variable that they produced no real 
uni_ty in any group. 

The Shoshon~ of the middle Snake River relied 
heavily on the salmon runs for food ap.d fished_ during 
spring, summer, and fail. One fish weir, maintained 
on the Bruneau River, was frequently visited 1:Jy Fort 
Hall Bannock, with whom the catch was shared; Glenn's 

. Ferry was one of the better fishing site.s; the wate.rs 
between the three islands in the Snake River at this 
point were shallow enough for weirs to be used. Im­
mediately above Hagerman, on the Snake River, t_he 
Indians caught salmon by spearing, although the water 
was too deep for weirs. Basketry traps were used in 
small creeks. 

The Shoshone of this area took part in ro(?t gather­
ing and festivities every summer on Camas Prairie. ' 
During the fall", deer were taken on · Camas Prairie· 
and in the country immediately south of the Snake 
River. Deer and elk were taken in the fall in the 
mountain count:f"Y north of Hailey, and b~ghorn ~heep 
were also pursued in the mountairtous crags of this 
area. 

In the great expanse of territory between Shoshone 
Falls and Bannock Creek only one small group is re­
port ed. These people were referred to as Paraguitsi, 
a word denoting the budding willow tree, and were 
said to inhabit Goose- Creek and vicinity. Goose Creek 
is above the limit of the salmon run and only trout 
could be caught in its waters. Whether they fished be­
low Shoshone Falls is uncertain. The area of the Goose 
Creek Mountains was e~tered also by people who win-

tered in other sections and was a frequent resort of 
Idaho and Nevada Shoshone in search of pine nuts. 

Informants agreed that the Paraguitsi were a wild 
and timid people who remained isolated in the fast­
nesses of Goose Creek and the Goose Creek Mountains. 
This range provided them with deer and pine nuts, but 
their economy was meager and they were reported to 
resort to cannibalism in the winter. Other Shoshone 
avoided them because of this abhorrent practice. 

One informant reported a category of "Mountain 
Dwellers," or Toyarivia. This was evi~ently a generic 
term for mountaineers as opposed to those who dwell 
in valleys, or Yewawgone. The Mountain Dwellers cus­
tomarily spent the winter on the Snake River bottoms 
in the_ same _area as the people generally called -Taza 
agaidika. They joined in the salmon fishing at Glenn's 
Ferry and above, but hunted in the highlands on the · 

.Idaho-Nevada border during the falL This division of 
mountain and valley people seems thus to have beeri 
occasionally used to distinguish Shoshone who hunted 
south of the Snake River from those who roamed to 
the north. 

THE SHOSHONE OF TI!E SAWTOOTH MOUNTAINS 

All informants agreed that the· Sawtooth Mountains 
west of the Lemhi River and south of the Salmon 
River were inhabited by a Shoshone popuiation desig­
nated as Tukurika (Du.karika and other variants). No 
Tukuri.ka, or 11 Sheepeater,lf informants were interviewed 
on the Fort Hall Reservation, and we obtain~d only 
fragmentary information from Lemhi Shoshone and 
other Idaho Shoshone and Bannock. 

Historical information on the Sheepeaters is scanty_ 
and mostly concerned with later periods. The earliest 
reference available comes from Ferris' journals. The 
Ferris party was in the· Sawtooth Mountains, probably 
in or near Stanley Basin, in July, 1831. · Ferris wrote 
(1940, p. 99): 

Here we iound a party of. "Root Diggers," or Snake · 
Indians without horses. They subsist upon the flesh 
of elk, deer and bighorns, and upon salmol;l which . 
ascend to the fountain sources of this river, and 
are here taken in great number·s: ~ • . We found 
them extremely anxious to exchange ;,almon for 
buffalo meat, of which they are very fond, and 
which they never procure in this country, unless 
by purchase from their friends who occasionally 
come from the plains to trade with them. 

The Stanley Basin region, it will be remembered, was 
a fall hunting range of the Shoshone of Boise River : and 
was probably entered by others from Snake River_- But 
as this was salmon season on both the Boise and Snake 
rivers, it is probable that Indians mentioned by Ferris 
were part of th:e more permanent population of the 
Sawtooths, i.e., Sheepeaters. The southern Sawtooths 
were no doubt utilized, -like so many of our other 
areas, by people who customarily wintered in diverse 
places. 

In June, 1832, John Work met "a party of Snakes 
consisting of three men and three women" near Meadow 
Creek on the Salmon River waters (Work, 1923, p. 160). 
Later references to the Sheepeaters indicate that they 
impinged upon the Shoshone of the Boise River on the 
west and the Lemhi on the east. Indian Agent Hough 
reported from ·the Boise River in 1868: "The Sheep 
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Eaters have also behaved quite well; they are more 
iso:.a:ed :·rom the settler::lent, occupy a more sterile 
country, ar1d are exceedingly poor" (Hough,_ 1869, p. 
660). The Sheepea!ers seem to ha\·e had their closest 
afLliatiorrs with the Shos!:lone of the Lerr1hl River, 
ho· .. 1,e\·er, and they even·..:.ally moved to the agency 
fou_r1ded there (Viall, 18 72, p. 831; Shanks et al., 1874, 
p. 2). 

The Tu.kurika were no: a single group, but con­
sis:ed oi scattered little hunting groups having no 
over-all political unity or internal band organization. 
They had few horses and hunted mountain sheep and 
deer on foot. Salmon we:-e taken in the waters of the 
Sal:non River. The Tt.:kurika had their closest con­
tacts with the Lemhi Sho5hone, although some occa­
sion.ally -n.sited the valleys of the Boise and Weiser 
rivers. I have no evidence of Tukurika trips to Camas 
Prairie . for roots, alth01..:.gh such visits are indicated 
by Ste·1.-ard 1 s map (Stewa.:-d, 1938, p. 136}. 

Steward lists five ·Hin:er villages in the Sawtooth 
Mot:ntains (ibid., pp. 188-189). These are: 

L Pa.sasig·Rana: This 1S the largest of the winter 
villages. It consisted of thirty families · under the 
leaciersh:.? of a headman who acted as director of 
sal!no.:i.-::shlng acti'vities on the Salmon River. In the 
su;nme1·, the thirty families split into small groups 
and hunte-d on the Salmon R1ver and its East Fork 
and in the Lost River ru:d Salmon ranges. Steward 
reports that they obtained horses during a trip to • 
Camas Prairie and thereafter joined the buffalo hunt. 
The ·village was situated north of Clayton . . 

2. Sohodai: Steward p_aces this small village of 
six farr1.ilies on the upper reaches of the Middle Fork 
of :he Salmon River. 

3. Bohodai: This, the second largest Tukurika vil­
lage, was on the :Middle Fork of the Salmon near its 
confluence with the Salmon. 

4. Another winter \>illage was on the upper Salmon 
River and was merely an alternate camp for people 
who ordi.::iarily wintered .:.n Sohodai. 

5. Pasimadai: This \-:.llage, consisting of only two 
families, was on· the upper Salmon River. It is the 
only one of the five listed that had no headman, al-

- tho:igh in another context Steward- says (p. 193) that 
formal village chiefs we:-e lacking before the consoli-
dation vri th the Lero.hi people. . 

The distribution of the Shoshone of the Sawtooth 
Mou..r1tains demarcates the northern lirruts of the Sho­
shone ra..""i.ge. Steward's map oi villages and subsis·­
tence areas in Idaho places the Shoshone on the Sal­
mon River and the Middi e Fork of the Salmon, while 
the lowe:- p-arts of the Salmon River, below its junc­
tior;. with the South Fork, are assigned to the Nez 
Perce (p .. 136) . . In his _ general map of the Basin-. 
Plateau a:ea (ibid., · Lg. 1, facing p. ix), Steward ex­
ter.ds the Shoshone zone to the east side of Lost Trail 
Pass in :\fontana. 

The · data above represent substantial agreement . 
with our own .-indings. Moving from west to east, the 
Snaj(e R: ·;er no:-th of its junction ...,ith the Powder 
Ri...,· e r (0:-egor-i) is in prec ipitous ca.11yon country and 
was no doubt little used. Mixed Shoshone and Mono­
Ba.n~:10ck-speaking groups occupied the lower part of 
the Weiser R"ver, but, as has been here stated, 
traded ·,.,-ith the Nez Perc e in the upper part of the 
va.l~ey. Some of the actio:i of the Sheepeaters' War 
of 1878 took place i.n the mountains between the mid­
dle and south forks of the· Sa.men River, and there 
is no e 1.-:.dence of Shoshone use of the country north 

of the Salmon River. However, other groups apparent­
ly reached the Salmon River and its southern tribu­
taries. Ferris met a village of Nez Perce on the 
Lemhi River in October, 1831 (Ferris, 1940, p. 120), 
and Wyeth reported a Nez Perce camp on the Salmon 
River · in May 1833 (Wyeth, 1899, p. 194). The Nez 
Perce were also reported camped on Salmon River 
waters only one day from Fort Hall in August, 1839 
(Farnham, 1906, p. 29). In the northeast corner of 
the area in • question, Lewis and Clark first met the 
Flathead on the_ far side of Lost Trail Pass near 
present-day Sula, Montana, in August, 1805 (Lewis and 
Clark, 1904-06, 3:52). Shoshone no doubt crossed the 
pass occasionally and hunted there also, but this en­
counter and those r.eported . in the preceding references 
indicate that the northern region of Shoshone nomadic 
activities was ari area frequently entered and used by 
other peoples. Again, there is no strict boundary, but 
a zone of interpenetration. 

THE SHOSHONE OF BANNOCK 
CREEK AND NORTHERN UTAH 

There is little· historic information on the specific 
area of Bannock Creek, Idaho. Almost all references 
to those Shoshone who were later found - to have r~nged 
through the area during part of the year is under the 
heading of Pocatello's band. This band was a hostile 
group under Chief Pocatello that raided white settlers 
a:nd emigrants · in the late 18501 s ·and early 18601s. Po- . 
catello's followers were mentioned a,long many points 
on the Oregon Trail through southern Idaho and were 

. just as frequently rep~rted in Box Elder a~d Cache 
counties in northern Utah. 

The Fort Hall India~ Reservation is today effective­
ly divided into two parts by the _ Portneuf River and 
the city of Pocatello. Most of the population, includ­
ing the descendents of the Bannock and of the Lemhi, 
Fort Hall, Boise- Weiser, and Snake River Shoshone, 
live on the larger and more fertile northeastern sec­
tion. On the southwestern half live many Shoshone In­
dians from northern Utah and from the area of Ban­
nock .Creek, which runs through this part of the re:­
servation. The two pop~ations mix to only a limited 
degree; each holds its own Sun Dance, and the people 
of the northern part of the reservation feel a true dif­
ference between themselves and those of the southern 
half. This separateness evidently goes back to pre­
reservation times. The Bannock Creek Shoshone did 
nc,t merge or interact very closely with the Shoshone 
of Fort · Hall, . and Bannock informants claim that they 
never had much to do with the latter. 

The Bannock Creek Sho~hone, as they are often 
called tdday, have ·be.en assigned a number -of natires. 
The most common, and the one most · frequently used, 
is Hukandika or, as Hoebel transcribes it, H!)'kandika 
(Hoebel, 1938, p. 410). Steward also reported this 
name for the Bannock Creek people, but since the 
Shoshone of Promontory Point were also so designated~ 
Steward uses the alternate food. name of Kumuduka., 
or "jackrabbit eaters," for the residents of Bannock 
Creek (Steward, . 1938, p. 217). Other names are Ya­
handika (also applied to the salmon-fishing population 
of the middle Snake River), Yambarika {"yamp-root 
eaters"), and Sonivedika ("wheat eaters"). This last 
term is, of course, post-white and illustrates the 
adaptability of these names. Hukandika, or variants 
thereof, were reported in earlier times, although as 
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a group li""ing in northern Utah. Dunn wrote of the 
"Ho~kz..::1-di-ka" of the · Salt Lake Valley .µ1d Bear 
R~ve:- {Du ... ':.Il, 1885, p. 277), and Lander reported the 
"Ho-k2.."1ti 1 -kara, or Diggers on Salt Lake, Utah" 
(Whee:er, 1875, p. 409). For purposes of convenience, 
we shall refer to these Indians in this report as Ban­
noc~ Creek Shoshone, although the range of their ac­
t:-vities er.ended to the south well beyond this valley 
and ::no Utah. 

~!ore than any other Shoshone group in Idaho, the 
Bam:oc;.c Creek people developed in the immediate 
post -co:n act period all the characteristics of the "pre­
dat or:,- band," familiar to us from the Oregon Paiute 
and -.he ::--;e vada ShosJ:ione. The "predatory band" as 
illu.s:.ra:ed among the latter population and among cer­
tain t;te and Nevada Shoshone groups, was a response 
to contact with the wh:tes. The aborigines saw the 
sou r c es of their subs i stence threatened and were forced 
to de-:er.d themselves against the whites. Through trade 
ar,d bos1il-::ies they acqu ired horses and thereby achieved 
the i._nc rea.sed mobility and ease of communication nec­
essa.::-y :o a centrally led band organization. Plunder 
fro m v.:agon trains an d · ranches opened up new sources 
of 0.1.-ea n .h .to them and rcade warfare attractive, over 
ar.d above the needs of seli defense. But always the 
m:cleating force behind the bands was warfare and the 
pres:.ige of certain war leaders. 

T:ie 71ar leader of the Bannock Creek Shoshone was 
Poc 2-t el!.o, a name g iven him by the whites. Pocatello's 
ba..,c wc..3 listed among · the ''Western Snakes" by Lander 
in 186 0: '" Po-ca-ta-ra's band, Goose Creek Mountains, 
head o: H:i.mboldt, Raft Creek, and Mormon· settlements; 
horse s :ew" (Lander, 1860, p. 137). Pocatello was also 
one of :he signers of a treaty with Governor Doty at 
Box E~cer on July 30, 1863; this treaty was an after­
mat.11 o: General- -Co:l.norrs slaughter of the Shoshone 
on B e a:- River in Janu"a.ry of the same year (Doty, 
1855, P- 319). There was very. little difficulty with the 
b and ;;;_f:e r the Bear River battle. Superintendent Irish 
,no:e i:. 1865 (1866, p. 311): 

There are three bands of Indians known as the 
northwestern bands of the Shoshonees, commanded 
by three chiefs, Pocatello, Black Beard, and . San 
Pitch, not under the control of Wash-a-kee; they 
a:-e very poor and number about fifteen hundred; 
they range through the Bear River lake, Cache 
<'-~d ;\Ialade valleys, and Goose Creek _ mountains, 
Id aho Territory. 

Superi:1tendent Head's report of 1866, however, indi­
cates a continuing relation between the Indians of 
so:.:: ne:--n Idaho and northern Utah and those -of Wyo­
mi;;g (Head, 1867, p. 123). 

p_ considerable number of these Indians [those of 
::or:hern Utah and southern Idaho known as North­
·..,·es,ern Shoshone after the treaty of 1863), includ­
i.=-::g :he two chiefs Pokatello and Black Beard, have 
: h: s season accompanied Washakee to the Wind 
R:·.-e:- valley on his annual buffalo hunt. 

L--i :~e :ollowing year, Head summarized the distribu­
tio,. o: :nixed groups of Shoshone and Bannock in the 
r- egio:: (1868, p. 1 76). 

They inhabit, dur ing about six months in each year, 
th~ va lleys of the Ogden, Weber, and Bear rivers, 
in this territory. A considerable portion of their 

numbers remain there also during the whole year, 
while others accompany. the Eastern Shosh0ne to 
the Wind River valley to hunt buffalo. They claiin 
as their country also a portion of southern Idaho, 
and often visit that region, but game being there 
scarce ·and the country mostly barren, their favor­
ite haunts are as before stated. 

According to Steward, Pocatello's band was an inno-
vation in Bannock Creek (1938, p. 217): 

Apparently there were several independent villages 
in this district in aboriginal days, but when the 
people acquired many horses and the . white man 
entered the country they began to consolidate under 
Pocatello, whose authority was extended -over people 
at Goose Creek to the west and probably at Grouse 
Creek [Utah). 

Actual war parties were led by Pocatello and numbered 
only ten to twenty men, according to one informant. 
Hostile activities were conducted especially on the 
Oregon Trail, which ran through southern Idaho, and 
his band was responsible also for the attack at Mas­
sacre Rocks (near the Snake River) and for various 
raids in northern ·Utah; 

When not on the warpath, the Bannock Creek Sho­
shone followed a more prosaic round · of native subsis­
tence activities. Information on the winter quarters of 
.the Bannock Creek .peapl~ is . uncertain •. There. were. 
some winter camps on Bannock Creek, and one in­
formant reported that Pocatello also wintered on· the 
Portneuf River between Pocatello and McCammon. 
Others said that Pocatello wintered at times on the 
Bear River near Hie Utan-Idaho line. 

Pocatello was not the only chief among the Bannock 
Creek people. Two others were named · Pete and Tom 
Pocatello, although their relation to Pocatellp him~elf 
was doubtful. These chiefs had their own followers, 
who were nonetheless known as Hukandika by inform­
ants. Tom Pocatello remained in the general area o( 
Malade City, Idaho, and Washakie, Utah, and wintered 
on the Bear River. 

·When they · were not engaged in or threatened by 
hostilities, the Bannock Creek Shoshone split into 
small camp groups much as they did in pre-white 
days. At least part of the band · went to Glenn's Ferry 
on the _Snake River in the springtime, where they_ 
remained throughout the salmon run. Similarly, many 
went-probably as individual families and camp groups-to 
Camas Prairie for summer root digging. Others might 
t~avel into the Bear River and Bear Lake country, 
while still others journeyed to Nevada to visit or 
to be present_ for the September pine-nut h.9rvests. 
Those who were mouqted even traveled into Wyoming 
and visited and hunted buffalo with the Eastern Sho­
shone. 

With the previously mentioned Paraguitsi, the Ban_­
nock Creek people were the only Idaho Shoshone who 
depended upon the pine nut for an important part of 
their winter's provisions. These nuts could be obtained 
in the Goose Creek and Grouse Creek Mountains in 
late September. One informant reported that, if the 
harvest failed, many people went into the mountains 
west of Wendover and lbapah, Utah, for the gathering 
there. A family could gather sufficient pine nuts in 
the fall, it was claimed, to last it until March. 

The gener;µ round of migr~~ior~ of the Bannock 
Creek people brought them into conto..:. 't ."•it. 1 i.~e Sho-
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shone of Nevada and with the small and scattered Sho­
shone groi:ps of northern l)~ah, from whom they are 
almost ind:.sti,nguishable. Buffalo hunting and , common 
use of the Bear Rh-er reg:on resulted in considerable 
interaction with the Eastern Shoshone, who also made 
use of this area in pre-reserv-21ion times. There was 
extensive intermarriage between the Eastern Shoshone 
and tho5e of Bannock Creek and northern U'tah, and 
one faformant r-eports that thei.r dialects -Here much 
alike. This aff:...'1.ity bet·Heen the two groups finds fur­
ther documentation in the belie: of one of Steward's 
informants that the Ban..riock Creek people must have 
come from Wyo::::ning (Steward, 1938, p. 217). 

FORT IL.\LL BA~-:NOCK _.\.ND SHOSHONE 

Above Ameri can Falls, the native population con­
sisted of both Shoshone a::id Ba._"1Ilock Indians who were 
mounted and seasonally p1.:.rsued the buffalo. Popula-

- ion aggregatio::IB were, in general, considerably larg­
er than in any of the foregoing areas of Idaho. Qg~ 
saw a "Snake" camp of. 300 ter:ts, .1,300 Reo le and 

00 horses on Little Lost Rh-er in November.., 1827 
(Ogden, 1910~ p. 36AJ and Beckwourth cl2..i.med that 
he had met thousands of mounted and hostile Indians 
at the mouth o: the Portneuf River in the spring of 
1826 (Beckwourth, 1931, pp. 64-65). 

The journal of Warren .i\.ngu.s Ferris contains many 
references to . :.ne _ population in eastern Idaho in the . 
period 1831-1833. The area e~denth· was frequently 
·entered · by warlike Blackfoot arties and by ·nore 
~ups of Flathead. ~ez Perce, and Pend 
Oreille trappers and buffalo ht:..--iters (cf. Ferris, 1940, 

pp. v7, ,146; 153-155, 185). Buffalo were still to be · 
found a..'!d Ferris encountered ~arge herds on the up­
per Snake River (ib:d., p. 87); Nez Perce _and Flathead 

·Indians were seen on the divide betwee Creek 
~ e Lemhi River en route tO hunt buifalo (ibid., 
~- But .1a :, :.requently encountered 
in . the :r~gion were Bar..nock and Shoshone. On the 
Snake River plains near Three Buttes Ferris not"ed 
(p. 132): 

In the even.i.::ig two hundred Indian.s passed our 
camp, on their way to the village, which was situ­
ated at the J.ower butte. They were Ponacks, as 
they.are ge~erally called by the hunters, or Po­
nah-ke as they call themsehres. They were gener­
ally mounted on poor ; acted horses, and were illy 
clad. 

[

In t-;ovember, 1832, it wa.s reported that !la village of 
Snakes and Po:ia.cks amounting to about two hundred 
lodges on Gorciez [Big Lost] :liver" was attacked by 
a . party of Blackf.oot (ibid., pp. 185-186). The 11 Snakes" 
drove them of:, but the "Horn Chief" was killed. The 
Horn Cl-1-ief was reported ~n the Bear River in 1830 
(ibid., pp. 71-73). This g:-oup may have been the same 
one mentioned a month later 2s be ing in winter camp 
on the Portneuf River (ibid., p. 188). Another Bannock 
ca.rr:p was fou.-:d in December, 1832, on the Blackfoot 
River. Ferris ·,irrote (ibid., pp. 189-190): 

I visited their village on the 20th and found these 
miserable w:-etches to the number of eighty or one 
hundred families, ha f-naked, and without lodges, 
excc:p: in one or two :nstances. They had formed, 
however, lit.le huts oi sag~ roots, which were yet 

so open and ill calculated to shield them from the 
extreme c.old, that I co.u.ld not conceive how they 
were able to endure such severe exposure. 

Ferris' description does not seem typical of the 
Plainslike Bannock Indians. There are two possible 
explanations: these Bannock had been attacked by 
hostiles and had lost their possessions; or they had 
recently moved westward from Oregon. The latter 
possibility cannot be ruled out, for the Bannock and 
the Northern Paiute were in contact during the salmon 
season and the Oregon people drifted over to join their 
colinguists on the upper Snake River until much later 
in the century. 

The presence of the Horn Chief on the Big Lost 
River in Idaho and the Bear River in Utah bespeaks 
the fact that the residents of eastern Idaho entered 
the northern Utah region quite as frequently as did 
the Shoshone of ~estern Wyoming. Zenas Leonard re- _ 
ported meeting Bannock Indians some four · days' travel 
west of the Green River. Depending on their speed, 
the trappers may have been in southern Idaho or some · 
part of northern Utah. Leonard wrote of the Bannocl<: 
(1934, p. 105): 

On the fourth day of our Journey we arrived at the 
huts of some Bawnack Indians. These Indians ap­
pear to live very poor and in the most forlorn con­
dition. They generally make but one visit to the 
buffaloe country during the year, . where they re­
main . until they jerk as much meat as their females 
can lug- home on their backs. They then quit the 
mountains and return to the plains where they sub­
sist on fish and small game the remainder of the 
year. They keep no horses and .are always easy 
prey for other Indians provided with guns and horses. 

·, 
It would be difficult to i~agine a people without horses 
traveling across the Continental Divide for buffalo, and. 
it must be assumed that the near-by herds that then 
existed were used. 

Bonneville· met a Baruiock winter camp. in January, 
1833, near ·the Snake River, in the vicinity of Three 
Buttes (Irving, 1850, · p. 88). They numbered 120· lodges 
and were_ said to be deadly enemies of the Blackfoot, 
whom they easily overcame when their forces were 
equal. In .the following winter the Bannock camp wa_s 
at the mouth of the Portneuf River, near the last 
season's site (Irving, 1837~ 2:41). And in August, 1834, 
Townsend saw two lodges of some twenty "Snakes" 
who were "returning from the fisheries and traveling 
towards the buffalo on the 'big river' (Shoshone's) 
[Snake River]" (Townsend, 1905, p, 245). 

Russell's journal .provides further description of 
buffalo hunting on the upper Snake River. He himself 
hunted buffalo out of the newly established Fort Hall · 
post in 1834 (RusseU, 1955, pp. 7-8). On October 1 · 

that ear a village of 60 lodges o.L.:Snal<es" 
found on lac oot River; the chief was "Iron wrist­
bands" or 11 Pah-da-her-wak-un-dah." On October 20-
a cam of 250 "Bonnak" lodges arrived at Fort HalL ) 
Russell met some 332 lodges, of six persons each, 
hunting buffalo in the vicinity of Birch Creek in Octo- 1 
ber, 18.35 (p. 36). Their chief was 11 Aiken-lo-ruckkup,11 ~ 
a brother of the late Horn Chief. The trapper also 
found 15 lodges of "Snakes" in the same area (p. 37). . 
Twenty-five miles east of the Bannock camp, Russell 
found a buffalo-hunting camp of 15 "Snake" lodges 
under "Chief Comb Daughter," or the "Lame Chief" 
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(p. 38). Presumably. Russell's "Snakes" were Shoshone. 
The buffalo evidently disappeared from the Snake River 
drainage by 1840, for the last reference to their pres­
ence in this region is in January, 1839, when Russell 
mentions the presence of buffalo bulls on the upper 
Snake River (p. 93). 

Lieut enant John Mullan encountered two "Banax" 
Indians in December, 1853, on the Jefferson River in 
Montana. They had crossed the mountains from the 
Salmon River country in hopes of meeting other Ban­
nock returni..."1g from the buffalo hunt. He noted the 
inroads on t.heir numbers made by smallpox and the 
Black.foot and commented (Mullan, 1855, p. 329. "The 
most oi theD:1 now inhabit the country near the Salmon 
River, wher-e, in their solitude and security, they liye 
perfectly cor:tented in spearing the salmon, and living 
ori roots and berries.") Across the divide between 
Montana and Idaho, in the vicinity of Camas Creek, 
they met a single Bannock lodge en route to the moun­
taL'lS (p. 333). North of Fort Hall, the party came up..: 
on tr-...ree or four families 9f "Root Digger Indians" 
whose destitute condition was described by Mullan 
{p._ 334). _ 

The Bannock had visited Fort Bridger for purposes 
o·f trade over a peritxl of many y~ars and continued 
the practice after the end of the fur boom. Superin-: 
tendent Jacob Forney reported that some 500 Bannock 
under chief "'Horn" appeared there in 1859 and clctimed 
a home in the Utah Territory (Forney, 1860~, p. 31). 
Forney gran:ed them permission to remain in the re­
gion ciaimed by Washakie. A body of Bannock was in 
the vicfr1ity of Fort Bridger in 1867, but Washakie re­
fused to share the Eastern Shoshone allotment with 
them; It "Hill be· remembered that a part of the Ban­
nock population had been collected on the Boise River 
prior to this time. Indians denominated as Bannock 
were evic!ently to be found in a number of places dur­
ing this period. Commissioner of Indian Affairs Tay­
lor reported in 1868 (1869, p. 683): - -• 

The other tribes in Montana are the Bannock and 
the Shoshones, ranging · about the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone. and reported to be in a miserable 
and destitute· condition. These Indians it is believetl 
are parties to_ a treaty made by Gov. I)oty on the 
14th of Oct., 1863, at Soda Springs, not proclaimed. 
As they occupy a part of the country. claimed by . 
the Crows, I think it advisable ... to induce them 
to remove to the Shoshone country, in the ·valley of 
the Shoshone (Snake) River. 

In the same year Mann assembled · 800 Bannock for a 
treaty conference, but one-half of this number left 
the gatherLrig in June, . 1868, ·when the commissioner 
failed to appear (Mann, 1869, p. 617). The 800 Ban­
noc k were gathered by Chief "Taggie" (Tygee), who 
was also mentioned in the 1869 report of the Fort 
Hall Agent ·(Danilson, 1870, p. 730). 
· Unless the Bannock were an amazingly mobile peo­

ple , they must have traveled in a number of groups 
d '.lring the l a te 1860 1s. Superintendent Sully of Mon­
tana wrot e in September, 1869 (Sully, 1870, p. 731): 

... [the Bannockj are a very small tribe of In­
dians, not mustering over five hundred souls. They 
claim the southwestern portion of Montana as their 
l and, containing some of the richest portions · of the 
territory, in wbich are situated Virginia City, Bose­
man City , and many other places of note. 

However, Superintendent Floyd-Jones of Idaho reported 
in 1869 (1870, p. 721): 

The Bannacks, about six hundred strong, have al­
ways claimed this country, and promise that this 
winter's hunt in the Wind River Mountains shall be 
their last ... 

Groups of Bannock were variously reported in Wyo­
ming, Montana, and Idaho during these years, and it 
is to be assumed that they sought both buffalo and 
rations. Governor Campbell of Wyoming wrote in Oc­
tober, 1870, that the Bannock had spent the summer 
with the Crow Indians (J. A._ Campbell, 1871, p. 639) 
after leaving Wind River: The Bannt>ck were evidently 
tqe Illost difficult to settle of alJ the Idaho Indians, 
a,nd their nomadic propensities were restrained only 
after the conclusion of the Bannock War of 1878. The 
data that follow were gathered through ethnographic 
means and continue and summarize the foregoing his-
torical account. . 

The Bannock population of the Fort Hall plains was 
undoubtedly resident in that area for a considerable 
period. Living on the western slope of the Continental 
Divide, they crossed the mountains frequently to hunt' 
in the buffalo country of the Missouri drainage. In 
the process they came into contact with tribes of -the 
Plains and borrowed a good deal of culture from them. 
However, contact with the Paiute of Oregon continued. 
During the Bannock War of 1878 t_he Fort Hall insur­
gents were joined by the rebelliou& inmates of the 
Malheur Agency in eastern Oregon. Also, · genealogies 
given by informants indicate that many Northern Paiute 
were still leaving· their Oregort habitat as late · as the 
time 0f the treaty and thereafter and were joining the 
Bannock in their more abundant and exciting life of 
warfare and buffalo hunting. In effect. these migrants 
became "Bannock" when they began to live with the 
Bannock. The formation of the Bannock . in southeast­
ern Idaho from Oregon Paiute who managed to get 
horses and were attracted. by the buffalo hunt was not 
a single occurrence at some indefinite time in the 
past; it was a continuing process that lasted into the 
reservation period. The·re is no evidence placing the 
Bannock in the Fort Hall area before the introduction 
of the horse. It . is doubtful that they predated this 
time, given the fact that b:uffalo hwiting. on horse was 
one of the main attractions of eastern Idaho. 

The relation of the Ba.1u1ock to neighboring Shoshone 
groups, denominated by the generic term, "Wihinait," 
is somewhat problem~tic . and can best be understood 
from detailed consideration of the two populations. 
Steward says that "the Fort Hall Bannock and Sho­
shoni were probably . comparatively well amalgamated 
into a band by 1840" (Steward, 1938, p. 202}, but also __ 
notes (p. 10) that "Bannock and Shoshoni, though close­
ly cooperating and living on terms of equality, were 
politically distinct in that each had its band chief." · 
Our evidence indicates that there was a good deal of 
social intercourse and intermarriage and cooperation 

. in the · buffalo hunt between the two groups, but except 
when engaged in some joint endeavor each appears to 
have maintained its autonomy. Although there were · 
organized bands, their lines were not very clear-cut 
because of their frequent fission (ibid .• p. 202): ·,_ , 

Even with the advantage of the horse, it was not 
always expedient for the combined Bannock-Sho­
shoni band to move as a unit. T.hey frequently split 
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into small subdivisions, each of which travelled 
independently through Southern Idaho to procure 
different foods, to trade, and occasionally· to 
carry on warfare. 

Despite the presence of ma.r1y Plains Indian culture 
elements, the social stn.:cture of the Fort Hall people 
was bas:cally that of the Shoshonean population of the . 
Ba.sin-Plateau. While they grouped into larger units 
for certain defined purposes, these units functioned 
only dur:..ng part oi the year. The internal organiza-

. tion of the bands was fluid, amorphous, and shifting. 
The q'.lestion of the constitution of the bands also 

remains: was there one large Fort Hall Shoshone and 
Ba.ri.nock band, were trl;ere one Fort Hall Banno·ck· and 
one Fort Hall Shoshone band, or were both populations 
sp!:t into smaller groups? Both Steward and Hoebel 
reject the first possibility, and the answer seems to 
lie somewhere between the second and third. Hoebel 
names four Bannock bands (1938, p. 412f Cottonwood 
Sal:non Eaters, Deer Ea·ers, Squirrel Eaters, Plant 
(?) Eaters. One informant told us also of four food 
names a!!long the Bannock. These were: Biviadzuga­
rika ( 11 root [?] eaters," ·Topih.abirika ( 11 ~oot [?] eaters"), 
TohocharL~a ("deer eaters"), and Yaparika ( 11 yamp 
eaters"). _Only part of the Fort Hall Bannock popula­
tion bore these names. The names did not refer to 
band gro'1pings of any type, and their beal'.ers were 
of various bands. · Our in:ormant did not know the ori­
gin of thls nomenclature. It is possible that the names 
designated Oregon food areas and were applied to . 
mo:-e recent migrants from the Oregon Paiute, but 
the names do not bear su.fficiently close correspond­
ence to those given by Blythe and Stewart to validate 
this assumption. 

Bannock infprmants claimed that there was a head 
chief of all the Bannock, Tahgee, and that subchiefs 
under him were leaders of smaller groups at certain 
times . of ihe year. The S'.lbchiefs were said to have 
atte:ided the treaty conierence at Fort Bridger with 
Tab.gee .. Their names were Patsagumudu Po'a, Kusa­
gai, 'Totowa, Pagoit, and Tahee. Tahgee represented 
the Bannock in their affairs with the whites and was 
the leader of the buffalo hunt. Otherwise, he seems 
to have exerted little direct authority over his people, 
although· he had great influence in council. Bannock 
informants all asserted that people went. where they 
wished when · they wished and did not necessarily travel 
under any form· of leadership. 

Bannoc.>c chieftainship was nonhereditary and was 
ass:.gned by general agreement to a man noted for 
wisdom and courage. 

A .... "llong the Shoshone o: the Fort Hall region, leader­
ship wa~ more cleatly a function of_ interaction yrith · 
the whites. One m.an was said to have become chief 
"because he heiped the whites." Two chiefs were re­
por.ed, Aidamo and Aramun; the bands of both roamed 
thro:.igh · southeastern Idaho and into northern Utah. 
These Shoshone were called by the Bannock, 11 Winak­
wat," or "Wihinait" in Shoshone. The name evidently 
did not refer to a single ha.rid but designated all Sho­
shor:e-spea.1.cing people of the immediate area. I could 
find no confirmation of Hoebel 's Elk Eaters, Ground­
hog Eaters, and Minnow Eaters, all of whom were 
said :o live in the area roamed over by the various 
Fort Hall Shoshone and B~'1.Ilock groups (Hoebel, 1938, 
pp . .;10- -H 3). 

Lri the · Fort Hall area, as in the rest of Idaho, 
winter habitat. supplies the only stable criteriori for 

identifying the several groups or populations. The 
Ban.neck customarily wintered on the Snake River bot­
toms -above Idaho Falls and at the mouth of Henry's 
Fork near Rexburg, Idaho. They also wintered down­
stream in the vicinity of the modern town of Black­
foot, Idaho; historical sources mention Bannock winter 
camps at the mouth of the Portneuf River. The Snake 
River-Henry's Fork sites were favored because of 
the abundance of the mule-tailed deer, which came 
into the bottom.lands in the winter. Another source of 
subsistence in winter was cottontail rabbits, which · 
were caught among the willows in the bottoms with a 
noose snare or by surrounding them and killing them 
with the bow and arrow. 

The main winter subsistence, and the food source 
th_at provided the margin of survival, was the dried . 
meat of buffalo, elk, and deer taken in the fall hunts; 
supplemented by dried roots and berries. Food caches 
were maintained near camp, but they were generally 
resorted to only in the spring, when the dried food 
kept in the lodges was exhausted. The location of the 
cache was known only to the family that made it. 
Caches _and their contents were considered .private 
property. Dried roots, berries, and salmon were 
generally kept in the underground caches, but not 
meat. 

Bannock winter camps were spread out along the 
river; there . was no central encampment. The popula­
tion was predominantly Bannock~ although many Sho­
shonE~ lived among them eitheJ' through ip-marriage 
or by choice. 

Not all of the Bannock wintered on the Snake River: 
Those . who c;:rossed the divide for buffalo frequently 
did not return in time to cross the mountains before 
the snows blocked the high passes and• so generally 
wintered in western Montana, not joining the rest 
until spring. 

The Wihinait, or Shoshone of the Fort Hall area, 
were said to have wintered . apart from the Bannock 
on the Portneuf River. Winter camps ranged along 
the Portneuf between Pocatello ·and McCammon, and 
other places . ·as far south as Malade City, Idaho, were 
sometimes occupied. Here, too, the population live d 

-;)ff stored food and whatever· game could be taken. 
The winter quarters of the Shoshone were more 

sec1rre from enemy attack, ho~ever, than were t hose 
of the Bannock. The only hostile tribe to enter sou th­
ern Idaho with any frequency was the Blackfoot. They 

·· pressed their attacks vigorously, especially against 
the Bannock, and were a subject of some wonder ow­
ing to their practic~ of sending out war parties. in the . 
middle of winter. Blackfoot war parties, consisting 
only of men, frequently came south from Montana be­
fore the passes · were closed by the winter snows and -
made camp on Henry's Fork, near the present site 
of St. Anthony, Idaho. From this convenient point they 
sent small raiding parties against the Bannock camps. 
The main purpose of these ·raids was to capture horses, . 
which were driven· north to the Blackfoot co1mtry when 
the passes opened in the spring. Although the Bannock 
were kept on the defensive, they were not the helpless 
prey of the Blackfoot. Defensive tactics were frequent­
ly too late, for the enemy drove off horses surrepti­
tiously by night, but counterraids were made and pur­
suit was given in return. The Blackfoot occasionally 
pressed their raids farther downstream and entered 
the Portneuf Valley, but such forays were less fre­
quent. Historical records, however, mention Black-
foot raids in Yellowstone Park and Jackson Hole and 
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as f ar soUT.h as the valleys of the· Green' and B e ar 
r ivers and Great Salt Lake. 

½'hen spring arrived the winter camp broke up and 
. both Shoshone and Bannock split up into· small groups, 

each oi which went their separate ways. Hunting was 
. the firs: undertaking ajter breaking up winter camp. 

The sprin g hunt was usually conducted in Idaho rather 
than in m ore distant places, since most people wished 
to return later in the spring for salmon · fishing at 
Glenn's Ferry. Small parties of only a few lodges· 
each roame<l through the mountains of Caribou County, 
Idaho, in search of deer and elk, while others went 
southwards into the Bear River and Bear Lake coun­
try. Chub were caught in Bear River, and duck eggs 
were gathered and ducks killed in the marshes at the 
north end of Bear Lake. During the spring wanderings, 
roots were dug also. 

The route to Bear River went through much the 
same country as modern U.S. Highway 30 N. Parties 
ascended the Portneuf River and crossed the divide to 
foe Bear River at the site of Soda Springs. They con­
tinued soi...-th on the Bear River to Montpelier. Those 
who did :cot intend to return for salmon but wished to 
visit the Ea.stern Shoshone ascended the Bear River to 
Cokeville a1c.d Sage and crossed the B'ear River Divide, 
pass ing 6e :ossil-fish beds en route·. 

As has been mentioned, not all the Shoshone and 
Bannock we::it to Glenn's Ferry to take salmon; those 
who did went in small groups rather than in a body. 
Parties followed the Snake River ·down to Glenn's 
Ferry, where they fished with harpoons. The Fort 
Hall people apparently did not make fish weirs. The 
weirs were usually. the work of the. winter population 
of the salmon areas, but one informant stated that 
the Bannock . shared in the catch. 

Some Bannock continued downstream past Glenn's 
Ferry and fished in the Bruneau River, while others 
went to the Boise and Weiser rivers. Trade was con­
ducted with the Nez Perce in the Weiser Valley; in­
for~ant s did not··believe that the Bannock or the Sho­
shone t ook part in the trade with the Columbia River 
tribes in the Grand Ronde Valley in northeastern Ore­
gon. This trade was, however; before the memories · 
of any of Ollr informants (or of their fathers). 

At t he conclusion .oi the spring salmon run. the 
scattered camp grounds of Fort Hall Shoshone and 
Bannoc'k went to Camas Prairie, where they dug camas, 
yamp, and other roots and fattened their hor,ses for 
the fall h•.1.nt. Roots could also be · dug in other areas, 
like the Weiser Valley and the plains and foothills 
near Fort Hall, and some families did not go to Camas 
Prairie. 

In most years Camas Prairie served as the mar­
shalling grounds for the annual buffalo hunt. On these 
occasi.9:is, Bannock and mounted Shoshone of the Fort 
Hali area joined ·forces . While lt is possible that these 
gro~ps combined also with the Lemhi Shoshone for the 
buffalo hunt, we could obtain no corroboration of this 
grouping from informants. Informants generally stated 
that the bu!'falo party was composed chiefly of Bannock 
a.'1d was led by the Bannock chief. While many Fort 
Hal l Shoshone took part, most hunted elk, moose, and 
de e r on the western side of the Continental Divide. 
Furthe r m ore, some Bannock did not take part in the 
hunt ar,d similarly hunted in Idaho and southwestern 
Wyoming. 

It should be noted that information on the enfry of 
Shos hon e o:- Bannock groups into the buffalo grounds 
of Montana occurs very early in the historical period 

in the reports of Lewis and Clark, and also very late 
in this period. It is true that there is little pertinent 
historical data on southwestern Montana, but there is 
a .distinct possibility that tke Shoshone and Bannock 
did not cross the Divide annually. Buffalo were found 
on the upper Snake River prairie until about 1840, and 
the presence of the Blackfoot in Montana made ventures 
there risky. It is noteworthy that in the early reserva­
tion period the Bannock crossed the Divide into the 
Big Horn drainage in company with the Eastern Sho­
shone; the trip through Green River and thus to · Wind 
River was not by any means the shortest route to the 
buffalo country. On the other hand, informants gave 
highly detailed information on the trail to the Montana 
buffalo grounds and showed detailed traditional know­
ledge of it. Without more continuous historical data 
such as is available on transmontari.e hunting patterns 
in· ·wyoming, any question of historical changes in · 
hunting itineraries must remain open. . 

From Camas Prairie, c·ontemporary informants 
say, the buffalo party skirted the southern end of the 
Sawtooth Mountains and went up the Little Lost River, 
crossing over to the Lemhi River. They then traveled 
down the Lemhi and across the Divide via Lemhi Pass: 
Descending the east side of the mountains, the buffalo 
part-.f arrived on -the Beaverhead River at a point close 
to Armstead, Montana. They then traveled· down the 
neaverhead past Twin Bridges to the point where tlte 
Beaverhead becomes the Jefferson River and thence 
downstream to the

1 

Three Forks of the Missouri. · One 
informant said that the Beaverhead Valley contained 
buffalo in earlier times, but by the ·period preceding 
_the treaty it was necessary to go much farther . east. 
From Three Forks, Montana, the buffalo route fol­
lowed the present line of U.S. Highway 10 through 
Bozeman and over Bozeman Pass. The party pressed 
eastwards until it arrived in the count ry called Buf­
falo Heart by the Bannock because a near-by mountain 
supposedly had the shape of a buffalo heart; this was 
the fall and · winter hunting grounds· of the Idaho Sho­
shone and Bannock. It was nea.r the Yellowstone River 
between Big Timber and Billings, Montana, though the 
migratory habits of buffalo and · buffalo hunters would 
dictate considerable movement within the region. 

The buffalo hunters rem~ned to the west of the 
Bighorn River and, presumably, they did not encroach 
too heavily upon· the Crow. While the Crow considered · 
the Eastern Shoshone enemies. we have no infor mation 
on hostilities between them and the Idaho people. The 
Bannock actually camped· with the Crow in the late 
18601s and early 18701s. 

To return to the route to the buffalo country, some 
-alternate trails must. be noted. After leaving. Camas 
Prairie the party sometimes ·passed through Arco and 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and th.en headed north over the 
Divide, via Monida Pass., They followed Red P.ock 
Creek down to its confluence 'with the Beaverhead and 
followed the previously described trail. 

Also, the buffalo party did not always reach Boze­
man Pass via the Three Forks of the Missouri. The 
alternate route crossed from the Beaverhead River !o 
the- Madiqon River via Virginia City. The party con"." 
tinued down the ·Madison a short distance and then 
went · east to Bozeman where the trail joined the one 
already outlined. There we~e undoubtedly several 
other routes that are no longer remembered by in­
formants. 

The buffalo hunt was conducted by tnuch the same 
techniques as already described for the Eastern Sho-
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shone. Two scouts were sent out to report upon the 
presence of buffalo, and the party surrounded and 
pursued the herd as a group. No police soci.eties to 
prevent hunting by individuals were reported by our 
Idaho S:1oshone and Bannock informants, nor is there 
historic evidence of the institution. Guns, spears, 
and the bow and arrow were used. 

Meat was jerked and dried on the plains and the 
slain buffalo were skinned and their hides dried. 
When as much of these commodities as the pack 
horses could carry was accumulated, the party 
struck out for home. Owing to the great distance 
between the Snake River Valley and the buffalo coun­
try, winter usually overtook the party en route. If 
the passes were still open when the hunters reached 
the J;)ivide, they went int o winter quarters on the 
Snake River. If the heavy snows caught the party 
while still far from the mountains, they kept travel­
ing slowly westward and attempted to encamp in one 
of the well wooded and sheltered valleys on the east 
side of the Divide. When the passes opened in the 
spring, they crossed into Idaho. 

Duri.r1g the . ·~..nter the party subsisted upon the 
dried buffalo meat and whatever game could be killed. 
An important product of the hunt, the most important 
accordi.::.g to one i.nfo:rmant, was t_he buffalo hides 
from which tipis and robes were made. Since there 
was no spring hunt and other game was plentiful in 
eastern Idaho and western Wyoming in the fall, the 
hides reay well have been the priz:nary a~traction of 
the buffalo country. · · 

Those Shoshone and Bannock ·who did not follow the 
buffalo party carried on the fall hunt in southeastern 
Idaho, northern Utah, and western Wyoming. The elk 
and dee r hunted could best be taken by small groups, 
hence hunting parties were not large and communal 
techniques were not necessary. Also, since these 
animals were scattered throughout the region and did 
not tra·.-el in the huge herds characterlstic of the buf­
falo, the population had to spread out accordingly. 
Somewhat larger groups gathered to hunt antelope, 
but thes·~ . were temporary aggregations: The actu·al 
size of the fall hunting groups is uncertain. One in­
formant said that eacn consisted of about fifteen 
tipis, while another said . that groups of two to four 
tipis were common. These smaller camp groups were 
known as nanogwa. Their size was said to have made 
them more vulnerable to attack than the somewhat 
larger concentrations. 

Some loca_es were known to have a plentiful sup­
ply of _certain game animals. Caribou County in south­
eastern Idaho was considered· good for deer hunting, 
while Jackson Hole and Yellowstone Park were noted 
_for elk. The ar.id highlands of sou.thwE.;stern Wyoming 
abounde-d in antelope. Of course, all of these areas 
contained other types of game, and wild vegetables 
could be obtained in all. 

The fall hunt began at the end of August or in · 
early September when the game was growin·g fat. 
Some parties went from Carn.as Prairie to Jackson 
Hole and Yellowstone via Idaho Falls and the Snake 
River. The route used was much the same as that 
followed by U.S. Highway ·26. One informant spoke 
of Targhee Pass and West Yellowstone, Idaho, as be­
ing a point of entry to and departure from the Yellow­
stone country. The Snake River Trail was more com­
monly used to enter Jackson and Yellowstone, al­
though West Yellowstone seems to have been more 
frequently traveled on the homeward journey. The 

west slope of the Tetons, the area drained by Teton 
River, ,-..:as used also by ·hunting parties. · 

Other Banricrck and Shoshone camp groups went 
southward through the Portneuf Valley and over to the 
Bear River at Soda Springs; they followed the Bear 
River until they bore eastward to Kemmerer, Wyo­
ming. Most camps of the Idaho Indians remained on 
the west side of the Green River. The chief gan:e of 
the area was the antelope herds which were found on 
affluents of the Green River, northeast of Kemmerer. 
The Idaho Shoshone and Bannock were joined in the. 
antelope hunt by the Eastern Shoshone of Wyoming 
and by th~ Ute, some of whom crossed the Uinta 
Range in early autumn for this purpose. Whether al:l 
these people actually combir:i,ed for communal hunts 
is uncertain. It is more probable that small groups 
from each population amalgamated. Another attraction 
of the ·Green River country was Fort Bridger~ · where 
many of the Indians went for trade. 
. A few camps might remain to winter in the Green 

River country, but most of them continued their hunt 
in other parts while returning to winter quarters. 
Some camps retraced their outward route; but others 
tra,;eled northward . through Star Valley in western 
Wyoming arid thence up the Snake River to Jackson 
Hole. It must be kept in mind . that th~re was no cen­
tral camp group nor were there fixed hunting trails 
that each group had to follow and that were recog­
nized as their rightful grounds. Camp groups could 
travel where they pleased and when they pleased. 
Prop.rietary rights to hunting grounds · were riot recog­
nized. 

The individual camp groups changed in composition 
and membership .annually. A small- camp of only a 
few tipis might co.nsist of con_sanguineally and affinally 
related people, but such association was not a fixed 
rule. Also; a family could leave one hunting group 
and join another at will. '· 

The hunting season ended ·with the advent of winter. 
Camp groups drifted into the previously described 
winter quarters and awaited spring, when the cycle 

· · would begin again. 

LEMHI SHOSHONE 

One of the most cohesive of all Shoshone groups 
lived in the valley of the Lemhi River on the western 
slope of the Continental Divide. · The Lemhi Shoshone 
were commonly known by the term Agaidika, or "sal­
mon eaters." Like the people of the Fort Hall plains 
they had fairly large herds of horses, ·which enabled 
them to take part in the transmontane buffalo hunt. 

. Excellent _data on the. early historic period in Lem­
hi Valley is found in the journals of Lewis and Clark, 
who . crossed the Continental Divide to the Lemhi River 
on August 13, 1805. A certain amount of information 
on the Shoshone penetration -of Montana can be derived 
from this source. Sacajawea; the young Shoshone wo­
man who acted as guide and interpreter for Lewis and 
Clark, . said that she had been kidnaped during an at.­
tack upon the Shoshone at a camp at the Three Forks 

· of the Missouri River (Lewis and Clark, _1904-06, 
2:283). On their return journey from the Pacific ~he 
explorers passed through Big Hole Valley. slightly 
above the present town of Wisdom, Montana, where it 
was noted- that they were "in the great plain where 
Shoshonees gather Quawmash ant: co-..·;s etc." (ibid., 
5:250-251). ';['he party proceeded westyrarci .1p ~:1"-
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Beaverhead River, where Sacajawea claimed the Sho­
shone were sometimes found (p. 321) and above Dillon 
saw one mounted. Indian thought to be Shoshc;me (p. 329) . . 
No other Indians were . sighted, . although there were 
indications on the upper Beaverhead River that Indians 
had been digging roots (pp. 332, 334). Apparently the 
buffalo had been receding to the east even at that 
early time, ·for Sacajawea said that they used to come 
to the very head of the Beaverhead River; apparent"ly 
they had been hunted out by the Shoshone, who tried 
to avoid the trip to the plains by killing as many buf­
falo as possible in the mountains (p. 261). It seems 
evident tr.at the Indians' acquisition of the horse re­
sulted in some depletion of the buffalo long before the 
Am~rican hide hunters arrived in the West . 

The main body of Shoshone was encountered by 
Lewis and Clark on their westward trip in the Lemhi 
River Valley. The natives were fishing at the time, 
and their camps were found scattered along the stream. 
Camps of seven families and of" one family (ibid., 3:6, 
11), and another of 25 lodges (ibid., 2: 175) serve as 
examples of the residence units met. Lewis estimated 
the population of the valley as 100 warriors and 300 
women a nd children (ibid. ; p. 372). They possessed 

. some 700 mounts. including 40 colts and 20 mules; 
this, it would seem, was not an adequate number for 

. the needs of extensive buffalo hunting beyo~d the Con­
tinental Divide. 

1The social needs of buffalo hunting evidently pro­
duced some degree of band political integration among 
the Shoshone. But the "principal Chief," Ca-me-ah­
wait (ibid., p. 340) h;:i.d .only limited powers. Lewis 
writes (ibid., p. 370): 

. \ each individual is his own sovereign master, 
and acts irom the dictates of his own mind; the 
authority of the Chief being nothing more than 
mere admonition supported by the influence which 
the · propriety of his own exemplary conduct may 
have acquired him in the minds of the individuals 
who compose the band. 

The title of chief was nonhereditary, and, in fact, 
everybody was to varying .degrees a .11 chief, 11 Lewis 
noted; the most influential of the men was recognized 
by the others as the "principal chief." 

The Shoshone had been pushed westward by the in­
cursions of Indian tribes armed by the Canadian trad-

. ers. Ca-me-ah-wait told Lewis that the Shoshone 
would be able to remain on the Missouri waters if 
equipped with firearms. but under the circums tances 
had to live part of the year on the Columbia waters, 
where they a t e only fish, roots, and berries. (ibid., 
p. 383). A few Shoshone in the Lemhi Valley ha<! fire­
arms that they obtained from the Crow fi!.dians of the 
Yellowstone River (ibid., p . 341). The winter quarters 
o f the Lemhi Shoshone are not described in the jour­
nals, but Lewis wrote that they remained on the Co­
lumbia waters during the time of the salmon run, 
from May to September, and then crossed the Divide 
to the Missouri waters where they spent the winter 
(p. 373). The presence of powerful and hos tile tribes 
in the buffalo country forced the Lenihi Shoshone to 
travel in numbers. They were joined by Shoshone 
from other are a s in the Lemhi Valley and were rein­
for c ed by more Shos hone groups and the Flathead at 
the Three Forks of the Missouri (p. 324). 

The Lemhi Shos hone we re preparing to leave for 
the b uffalo hun t on Al.!gust 23, 1805. The salmon . run 

was dwindling at the time of the explorers' visit, for 
Clark noted that the Indians were living largely on 
berries and roots and . were quite hlJ.Ilgry (ibid., p. 367). 
Antelope were hunted by horsemen pursuing the ani­
mals in relays, but it was observed that 40 to 50 men 
might spend a half-day in this activity and take only 
two or three antelope (ibid., p. 346). 

The relations of the Shoshon·e with the outer world . 
gives some indication of their pattern of move_ment. 
They ranged southward to the Spanish settlements, 
for some of their mules were obtained from the Span­
iards and articles of Spanish manufacture were noted 
(ibid., p. 347). The Shoshone ~ere already suffering 
from smallpox and venereal disease (ibid., p. 373). 

Enemy tribes inflicted losses upon the Shoshone. 
The II Minetaree of Fort de prairie" had attacked them 
and stolen horses and tipis (ibid .• p. 343), .and they 
had but recently made peace with the Cayuse and 
Walla Walla (ibid., 5:157-158). The Nez Perce also 
had · frequent clashes · with the Shoshone (ibid., pp. 24, 
55-56, 113); the territorial situation between the Sho­
shone and Nez Perce was evidently the same as in 
later times, for Ca-me-ah-wait stated that the Nez 
Perce lived on the Salmon River, "below the moun­
tains" (ibid., 2:382). Friendly relations were main-' 
tained with the Flathead, who, according to the jour­
nals, lived on the Bitterroot River, . but fi;hed on the 
Salmon River (ibid., 3:22). 

Later references to the Lemhi River region and 
adjacent portions of Montana are few. Ferris hunted 
on the ·Rub River in Montana in the earl fall of 1 
.and mentioned no Shoshone. He did , however, meet 
a Nez Perce camp of 25 lodges (Ferris. 1940. p. 118). 
Another Nez Perce camp was enc-0untered after Ferris 
crossed the Divide to the Lemhi River (ibid., p. 120) . 
Ferris went to the Ruby River again in 1832 and again 
found no Shoshone. His party was attacked b y the 
Blackfoot and the tra ers found refu e in a c 
·the Beave;i;;ad River consisting of ·150 lodaes o 

11 Flatheads, Pen-d 1oreilles, and others• (ibid., pp. 177-
178). In 1831, Ferris crossed over Deer Lodge Pass 
to Big Hole River, where he noted th.at they · were on 
the edge of Blackfoot country (ibid., p. 109). However, 
-he met 100 lodges of Pend Oreilles on Big Hole River 
who were en route from Salish House to the buffalo 
country. ·Ferris then Joined the P e nd . Oreille and some 
Flathead lodges in a buffalo hunt_ on the Beaverhead 
River (ibid.', p. 113). · 

An obvious conclusion from the preceding data is 
that the Shoshone did hunt m southwestern Montana, 
but so also did other peoples. The flux of various 
hunting parties in the area was undoubtedly increased 
during the fur-trapping period. The extent of. thei r 
entry into Montana remains undetermined, but ,the ir 
range ~doubt-~dly shifted d~ring the historic per.i,.~d · 
as a direct result of the recession eastward of the 
buffalo herds. It is uncertain what proportion of the 
Lemhi population went on the buffalo hunt, and we 
lack historical information on their winter camps 
across the Divide. However. casual entry of small 
parties into southwestern Montana for winte r residence 
would have been most dangerous throughout the historic 
period because of the continual threat of Blackfoot at­
tacks. 

Leadership patterns were well developed among the 
Lemhi p e ople. In 18 59 Lander mentioned "Tentoi" who 
"is not a chief, but has very great influence with the 
tribe, and has distinguished himself in wars with the 
Blackfeet" (Lander, 1860, p. 125).- Tendoy was subse-
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qi.:.e:ntly said by A.ge:it Rainsford to be the head chief 
a t Lem.'."li (Ra:.n .sfor d, 18 73, p. 666). and Agent Fuller. 
la-:er noted Tendoy as t he chief of the entire feser.va­
tic ::i population, which include d some 200 Bannock, 
500 Shoshone , a.r1d 300 Sheepeaters (Fuller, CD 1639, 
p. 572}. Furi 1.e r i.__'!1::'o r r::i.at ion on Tendoy was obtained 
fro:::n ir..:o rma~n s, but it is obvious that the e s tablish­
m ent o: a resen·a -::io n in Lemhi Valley resulted in an 
e c :ectic pop l.!...Lation acd the chieftaincy was part of the 
lcc.~an O::iic e pattern o i reservation administration. 
Tbere :.s no doub-: , ho wever, that a pre-reservation 
ch..:.e ft a i.r:c:: did exi.s!, although for different purposes. 

I.a for-mants agreed that the Aga.idika formed a uni­
fi 2-d b 2...r:,d unc:er T e ndqy. No other chiefs were _ named, 
al:hough the~e were _said to be a number of minor 
le2.ders . Tendoy acted as leader in such communal 
pi.:=-suits as the maki::"..g of salmon traps or in the an­
m:..al bui::alo hunt . In.formants said that he called a 
c o::.ncil o f lea.ding men of the band when any decision 
af:ec ting the who!e group was to be made, and the 
result s were anno'll:lc ed to the people by a man who 
he_d the office o f " anaot:ncer ." Councils might be held 
before :be sa.l:::non season and the buffalo hunt or to 
p lot strategy whe n on the buffalo hunt. 

While the Le::n:i.i Shoshone inter:ffia~ried with other 
Shos hon e a.Tlc! with Ban.:ioc~, there was a clear-cut 
g eographical sepa!"a.tion between them and the above 
gro'.lps. Some Shos hone wintered in Montana on the 
o t::;er s ide of t he Div:de. but they were generally con­
s :.dered to b~ of t he Lemhi band. To the west was 
t he Sa. 0 ... ~ooth Rang e and the Tukurika. Although the . 
T i..:_~ur i.ka had .son::e c octact with the Lemhi people, 
there we: re c o ns id e rabl e cultural differences between 
th ':"m, o~"ing to t h~ proximity of Plains Indian tribes 
to t he Ag aidik a and t o the different subsistent cycles 
o: t he t wo groups. K<Jrt h of the Lemhi country was 
t !1e land oi the F l a th ead; to the south the arid Snake 
R ~-.-er p : ains imerve :led between them and the Fort 
Hcl.l pla.:ns papula tion . The Lemhi Shoshone were by 
n o mea.::s isolated, b :rt 'there was considerably less 
overlap?ing of activities than in southeastern Idaho. 

Winter was usually spent L~ the valley of the Lem­
hi River L-1 th e are a bet"·,veen the modern town of Sal­
n:o~ and the old Monn.on post of Fort Lemhi. One 
in..:orma.=it sai d tha: the population was distributed in 
,,i.:..lages of about a doz en buffalo-hide tipis, each vil­
lag e having a leader. During the winter the population 
st:.bsis ted upon dried s::ores of berries, roots, and 
the m eat o f buffal o a:19 other game. The Lemhi Valley 
was secure from ene my attac k in the winter, for the 
B _a ckioo t concent rated t heir attention on the Bannock 
enc ampm ents on t~e Sn ake River. 

Other Shoshone were said to have wintered occa­
s ionally on the Beaverhead River in Montana. Steward 
no: es th at "poss ib l~;- a 'few families lived in the vicini­
t::·· o i D~::on, :Monta..:ia • (1938, . p. 188). He lists a large 
w-_:1 0: e r camp o f some :orty familie s named 11 Unauvump,11 

w:-...:.c h ·;,as s :.:i.:at ec. a :ong Red Rock Creek from Lima, 
1',~0:-1~:,.na, to a ed R oc k Lake (ibid.). Steward notes that 
th . .:.s na:::::e r e : e rs to t :ie "locomotive" and thus to the 
(;::.ion P acific Rai l.road , which . foll o ws the Beaverhead 
R:.Ye r . We ob: ained -:.::ie same name, but our informant 
t ho·c:gh: it w;_:; rr:e r e:y a plac e name and not a camp 
s i: e . .~so the s i t e ·,i;·a.s a short dis t ance up the Beaver-

head River from Dillon, Montana. In any case, the 
reference to the locomotive established the recency of 
t~e nam:e. In view of the Blackfoot incursions in that 
are a it is doubtful whether the camp ·on Red Rock 
Creek much pre-dated the treaty. However, Bannock 
and Shoshone buffalo-hunting parties were frequently 
forced to spend the winter. in Montana. although the 
exact location of these camps is not known. 

When winter ended, the Lemhi population did not 
move far afield in search of subsistence. but hunted 
and awaited the spring salmon run in April. The In­
dians fished with harpoons, set basketry traps, and 
made fish weirs. Most fishing was done in the Lemhi 
River, but some families fished in the Pahsimeroi 
River, an affluent of the Salmon River which flowed . 
west of and parallel to the Lemhi. Some fishing took 
place on the main stream of the Salmon River below 
its confluence . with the Lemhi, but only harpooni~g 
was effective owing to the depth of the water. · 

The weirs were put in the water each spring and 
dismantled in the fall and stored. Certain men were 
considered especially proficient in the construction 
and operation of fish weirs and · assumed supervision · 
over the operation. 

When the salmo~ runs had ended, many of the Lem~ 
hi people went to Camas Prairie. Some preferred to 
dig roots in the Lemhi country or to hunt deer in the 
ranges on either side of the valley. These hunting 
groups were quite small and usually numbered only 
two to four tipis. The sojourn on Camas Prairie 

1

lasted 
only about a m0nth and the Lemhi people returned for · 
the summer-fall salmon run. When this was ·over at 
the end of August, preparations were made for the 
trip to the buffalo country. 

At leas{ three horse·s were required for the buffalo 
hunt: one for the hunter, another for his Wife, and a 
third for packing purposes. Even this number was in­
adequate, since children also needed mounts and one 
pack horse was not enough to transport a goo.d take of 
meat and hides. Aleo. the hunter should preferably 
have a specially trained buffalo horse, which he would 
ride only while the .b~ffalo herd was being .chased. 
While the Lemhi were richer in horses than were most 
Shoshone, some people were forced to stay . at home. 
These hunted game in the mountains of the Lemhi re­
gion and adjoining areas on the Montana side - of the 
Divide and depended to some extent on the largesse 

· of the returning buffalo party. 
The .buffalo hunters . crossed the Divide tl;i.rough 

Lemhi Pass to the Beaverhead River and went out to 
the hunting grounds along the previously described 
:r:outes. Our informants had no recollection of. alliances 
with other Shoshone or with other tribes on the buffalo 
hunt except for one who said that the Lemhi Shoshone 
hunted ·with Nez Perce parties after an earlier period 
of hostility. At this earlier time the Nez Perce and 
the Flathead were said to have been enemies of the 
Lemhi people. Lemhi informants claimed that the buf­
falo parties usually succeeded in reaching winter 
quarters on the Lemhi . River before the snows closed 
the passes. In view of Lewis and Clark's information 
and our data from Fort Hall, however, it might be 
supposed that they were often forced to remai_n in 
Montana for the winter. 
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IV. ECOLOGY AND SOCIAL SYSTEM 

Out of the mass of detailed data presented in the 
preceding chapters, certain constant features in the 
life of t he buffalo-hunting Shoshone and Bannock may 
be discerned. First, there is no doubt of the impor­
tance of buffalo in the economy of these people. Dur­
ing an early period, when the Shoshone were among · 
the first tribes of the Northern Plains to adopt the 
horse, they occupied large areas of the Missouri 
drainage and extensive buffalo herds were also to be 
found west of the Continental Divide. Even after tri­
bal pressures from the north forced the Shoshone 
into residence west of the Rockies part of the time, 
advantage was still taken of the buffalo in that · region. 
·1-..nd regular sorties were made over the mountains in 
search of the more abundant herds there. But no sec­
tor of the mounted Shoshone population, at least after 
1800, was completely dependent upon the buffalo nor 
were their principal social connections with the east. 
Rather, their firmest social ties were with their co­
linguists to the west, and their economy also was 

\ strongly oriented in that direction. 
· L / This fact has been a major source .of difficulty in 

our attempt to isolate social groupings among the Ban­
nock and Shoshone. The Bannock, usually accompanied 
by many Idaho Shoshone, ranged east to central Mon­
tana, or iilto the Big Horn Basin, with the Eastern 
Shoshone. Pa.rt of. the year, however, saw them in 
western Idaho and in Oregon, where they visited and 
intermarried• with the Northern Paiute. Although .we 
have no information on persons shifting membership 
from the Bannock to the Northern Paiute, such . re­
locations no doubt took place, even if only temporari­
ly. There are ample data, however, to document the 
reverse process, for Northern Paiute were continually 
joining the Bannock in order to take part in buffalo 
hunting. 

The same fluidity of movement of individuals and 
families nay be noted among the mounted Shoshone 
of Idaho, Utah, and Wyoming. Those buffalo hunters 
whom we have somewhat arbitrarily assigned to Idaho 
customarily wintered on the Portneuf. and µpper Snake 
rivers. But they could be found in different seasons 
and during various years · in northern Utah, on the · 
waters oi the Bear River and east of Great Salt Lake, 
and in western Wyoming. Families occasionally went 
to the Goose Creek Mountains in the fall for pine nuts, 
and almost all went down the Snake River in spring 
and early summer to take part in salmon fishing. In 
al-1 these places they interacted with and could trace . 
kinship b ilaterally to the unmounted, more permanent 
inhapit~ts. . 

This is true also for the · so-called Eastern Sho­
shone. We have shown that these mounted people 
vrintered on the Bear and Green rivers until their 
final e stablishment on the Wind River Rest:rvation; in 
fac t, the first Eastern Shoshone Ag.ency was at Fort 
Bridger. Annual trips were made to Salt Lake City, 
a fte r i ts settlement by the Mormons, and visits into 
Idaho were frequent. Moreover, Shoshone not general­
ly associated with Washakie' s leadership who posses­
sed horses joined the latter for buffalo hunting. Evi­
dence for this is most clear in the case of Pocatello' s 
fo llowers. This particular band, found at various times 

buffalo hunting in central Wyoming, wintering in north­
ern Utah or southeastern Idaho, and fishing or raiding 
on the Snake River, is an excellent example of the 
social continuity between Plains and Basin-Plateau. 
That there was such social continuity, merging, and 
interpenetration indicates a common set of social under­
standings, of great similarity in social structure. It 
may be further argued that this continuity and exchange 
of population served in some degree to preserve a 
more amorphous Basin-type society among the buffalo 
hunters. 

.It is clear .that larger political units existed among 
the mounted Shoshone and Bannock than among their 
fellows to the east. We believe, however, that it·would 
be erroneous to attribute great stability or cohesive­
ness to these aggregates, for the seasonal amalgama­
tion arid splitting of other Plains populations is even 
more pronounced among the Shoshone. The reason for 
this is partly the fact that the Shoshone spent long . · 
periods of the year west of the Rockies and within the 
range itself. Buffalo hunting did unite most of the 
m,ounted people . every fall and to. a lesser extent in 
the spring. There is considerable variation of evidence 
on whether the people crossing the Divide from Wyo­
ming and Idaho formed two large parties or several 
smaller ones. It may be surmised that the large par­
ties were common in eariier times owing to the threat 
of enemies, but the smaller ones seem to have been 
:mo:r:e common Jater in the . nineteenth century, . especi­
ally after the establishment of the Wind Rfver Reser- · 
vation. The time spent in the buffalo hunt was closely 
correlated with the ·distance to the herds. Our frag- · 
mentary accounts suggest that ih the upper Green and 
Snake rivers before 1840, smaller groups hunted for 
shorter periods. The Big Horn Basin, however, is 
more than 200 miles from the Green River area., and 
the bands were forced to travel longer distances and 
to kill their wiqter meat supply in one prolonge<i hunt. 
Although .the Wyoming Shoshone_ usually were able to . 
return for the winter to the Green and Bear rivers, 
.this was not true_ of those Idaho Shoshone and Bannock 
who sought buffalo in Montana. The distance from 
Camas Prairie in Idaho to the buffalo country of Mon­
tana was almost 500 miles, . making a winter returri 
to Idaho most difficult and aggravating the problem of 
packing. meat.. Many of the .Idah,o people chose not to 
make this long and difficult journey and found adequate 
fall hunting in the local mountains. A buffalo party 
could thus be. on the DalOVe for a few days or a week, 
for two months or seven months, depending on the 
itinerary followed. Cohesion was closest during actual 
traveling and · hunting. Winter camps were not tightly • 
nucleated settlements of an entire buffalo party, for 
hunting during the winter required some dispersal. 
This point deserves some elaboration. Shimkin . has 
stressed the inade·quacy of buffalo hun{ing for a com-

\ _plete winter subsistence (Shimkin, 1947~. p. 266) and 
this ts borne out by the testimony of our informants 
also. Buffalo meat no doubt supplied the margin of 
survival, but considerable de_pendence was placed on 
elk, deer, moose, rabbits, and other animals during 
the winter. A very large and compact winte~ camp 
would soon exhaust the game in its immediate vici!1ity. 
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Moreover, the -.v"inter location had to be in places where 
these animals could be found. Camps were thus generally 
located in river valleys, where wood, water, and protec-_ 
tion from sto.::-ms could be found, but in the vicinity of the 
high mountains inhabited by the game. 

Large popi.:...ation concentrations broke down complete­
ly during the summer. Buifalo hunting was restricted to 
strays and to :he small timber buffalo. ·But the principal 
game was taken in the mountaL'1 country west of the Con­
tinental Divide. Large camp groups could not be adapted 
to the scattered resources used during this period, and 
people gathered mainly :or reasons of defense. Summer 
groupings of a minimum. size seem to have been positive­
ly preferred by the Shoshone, as our data from the post-
reservation period indicate.·- · 

T~s ecological adaptation and r;iode of social ir:i-terac­
tion with other groups had a profound effect on the struc­
ture of Shoshone society. Shimkin analyzes the fluctua­
tions in economy and local grouping among the Wind 
River Shoshone and states (19472_, p. 280): 

It also strengthened the cross-currents of individual­
ism c.nd co:.1ective discipline: indivi_dual prestige _in 
war honors and hunting versus united military socie­
ties arid co:.lective bison hunts. 

But the basic structure of Shoshone society remained dif­
fuse and atom:.s'tic. lnsti.utions productive of centraliza­
tion were weak. Lowie, for example, reports on police, 
or soldier, sodeties among the Eastern Shoshone (Lowie, 
.1915, pp. 813-814). There were two such g"roups, called 
the Yellow Noses and the Logs. The former used inverted 
speech cU:d were expected. to be more courageous. They 
accordingly were responsible for leading the band when 
on the march, while the Logs forme.d the rear guard. 
Each of :!1ese groups had a headman, but Lowie states 

' that the tribal chief was a merr.ber of neither. Member­
ship was attai.c.ed through the candidate's own initiative 
or by im--i.tation; purchase and age-grading were riot cri­
teria, ar.d societies using such means of recruitment 
were evidently absent among the Eastern Shoshone. Al­
though Lowie did not report the functions of the police 
societies in detail, he says that the Yellow Nose society, 
in addition to ::rs responsibility·of protecting the travel­
ing bands and ~aiutaining order among them, also po-

-liced the hunt. Lowie further writes that the horse of a 
deviant hunter would be beaten and that any buffalo hides 
taken by him would be destroyed. 

Lowie 1 s information on the Idaho· is more fragmentary. 
VI e learn only that among the Lemhi Shoshone: "At a 
dance of h1.illt, he [the chief] was assisted by di 1rak6 ne, 
policemen, armed witfr quirts" (Lowie, · 1909, p. 208). 
Rcgardi..'1g the Lem.hi, or..e of S:eward's informants told 
him that the police institution had been recently intro­
duced· (S:ewar-d, 1938, p. 194). Steward's data on the 
police in Idaho is more complee (ibid., p. 211): 

The bstiti.;-::ion of police, which was obviously bor­
rowed iron:: Wyoming, is of unknown antiquity. It was 
large::,- ch-:1 and consisted of four or five middle-aged 
men, Ban.":lock or Shoshoni. who had a civic spirit. 
They -~·ere selected and instructed by the council. 

Actual so .. dier societies were not present in Idaho. The 
policeme;"l we-:e primarily responsible for keeping the 
traveling band together and we:·e secondarily concerned 
with the buffa.:.o hunt. · · · 

We specifically queried our Shoshone and Bannock in­
formants on the presence of police societies or of any 

techniques for control of impulsive buffalo hunters. The 
responses were all negative, nor is there any historical _ 
reference to police societies. The Shoshone and Bannock, · 
we learned from contemporary Indians, needed no coer­
cion to keep them · from premature and individual preying 
upon a buffalo herd. Such action would not be to any indi-

~ vidual's self-interest, it was said, and the censure of the 
community imposed sufficient control over individual be­
havior. But we cannot deny the existence of the two socie­
ties or of the dances associated with them. Rather, we 
would. surmise that the .police societies were not impor­
tant elements in social control nor were they ever a key 
element in Shoshone social structure; the fact that they 
have been only imperfectly preserved in traditional know­
· ledge is, itself, of some· significance. We hypothesize, · 
thE:n, that the symbolic content of _soldier societies had 
reached the Shoshone without major effects on the ord·er­
ing of personal and group relations. These conclusions 
are much akin to Wallace and Hoebel's for the Comanche, 
who were, it seems, able to hunt- buffalo quite effectively 
without institutionalized coercive restraints (Wallace and 
Hoebel, -1952, pp. 56-57). 

<;:h~eftain~y _was more highly d~v.eloped in t~e eastern 
sectors of the Shoshone occupancy than among the people 
farther west. · But even among the mounted bands, the 
authority of the chiefs was limi~ed. ·Lewis and Clark com­
mented on the essentially egaiitarian nature of Shoshone 
society, and later t~avelers present evidence_ leading to 
the same conclusion. The wealth differentiation charac­
teristic of the later history of other Plains tribes never 
became a significant factor among the Shoshone. This is 
no doubt owing in part to their weak military position and 
the consequent heavy losses of horses to enemy tribes. 
Moreover,. the Shoshone were only marginally·involved in 
the buffalo-hide . trade, and large horse herds and exten­
sive polygyny did not have the utility that they did among, 
for example, the Blackfoot, who employed 'Yomen as an 
essential part of the labor force (cf. Lewis, 1942). 

The absence of strong tendencies· to stratification and• 
the type of ecological adaptation present acted to inhibit 
the development of strong authority patterns. Leadership 
over a "large population, · such as tha:t exerted by Chief 
Washakie, was necessarily temporary in nature and was 
largely restricted to periods· when people united for the 
common e~terprises of ~ar and buffalo hunti~g. During 
the summer and most of winter and spring a host of minor 
chiefs of varying influence and prestige were responsible 
for directing the activities of clusters of followers. Even 
war and the spring and fall hunts did not necessarily·en- · 
tail the participation of an entire tribe. The buffalo hunters 
frequently split into smaller hunting parties when out on 
the plains~ And warfare, if offensive, usualiy was carried 
on by small raiding parties. Even in defensive warfare 

. attac_ks were swift and 1tVithout warni~g, and large num­
bers of people could not be gathered to repel the invaders. 

"Tribal" chiefs did exist in Idaho and Wyoming, but 
they exercised discontinuous influence on a group of fol­
lowers, who might only infrequently aU gather as a unit. 
And since it is impossible to isolate Shoshone or Bannock 
tribes as stable membership units, the great chiefs may 
be more profitably viewed as the men of highest prestige 
within a certain area. The positions of these leaders be­
came more clearly defined in later times, when first 
traders and then government agents sought them out as 
representatives of their people. That the white man's 
image of the chieftaincy was erroneous may be seen in 
the examples cited of disaffection and the subsequent ef­
forts of the agents to shore up the authority of their dele­
gated chiefs. 
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Chiefs acted in consultation with councils of distin­
guished men and· lesser chiefs, and the familiar Plains 
role of camp announcer is also present among the Sho­
shone. The chief in any area achieved his status through 
general consensus and recognition of his high prestige. 
Generosity, wisdom, bravery, and skill in hunting were 
key criteria for the selection of headmen. The position 
was neither hereditary nor for life. Although it is not · 
possible to speak of a chief being "deposed," many a chief 
was replaced by a man whose star was in the ascendancy. 
And it was also possible for two or three men to have al­
most equivalent claim to the role within the same district. 
Despite the nonhereditary nature of the offiGe, we some­
times find it shared by brothers, or sometimes one bro­
ther . succeeded another. Such cases may be· explained as 
the result of general family prestige or of common up-
bringing and ideals of conduct.· . . 

One important limiting f~ctor on the power of chiefs 
was the mo°Q_ility of the population. -Individuals could -and 
did move to otherare-as or foinother leaders, and the 
chief who wished to maintain his influence over his fol­
lowers could not carry out policy greatly opposed to their 
wishes. The mobility of the population is a function of 
s everal important facts. First, the bands were not cor­
porate units in the sense of groups holding rights over 
strategic r _esources. As we have seen, there were no 
such limits within the general range of Shoshone-speak­
ing people. Band territoriality would have been directly 
contradictory to the enormous distances traversed by · 
the mounted people. The region, as a whole, presented 
the possibility of a balanced diet and annual s:ubsistence 
cycle, but smaller subdivisions of it could not do so, 
though they provided overabundance of a limited number 
of foods in certain seasons. Even the area of Shoshone 
occupation, as compared with other peoples' territory, 
was vague and ill defined. Territory, as such, was not 
a matter of great concern in the relations of the Shoshone 
with hostile tribes. Rather, they vigorously .defended 
their horses and their own lives during enemy invasions. 
The buffalo country east of the mountains was roamed 
over by several groups, as were the mountain areas of . 
western Wyoming and Montana. And peaceful groups of 
the Basin-Plateau_ merged and intermingled ~th the Sho­
shone in the areas in which they had contact. 

-The individual, the family, or the group of families 
that elected to change leaders within an area or to shift 
from one area to another did not give up vested rights 
and prerogatives. And, given the loose nature of Shoshone 
social structure and the diffuse and widespread network 
of social relationships, the person or group seeking a 

- · change could µsually count upon acceptance elsewhere. 
The reservation system tended to tighten political organi­
zat ion and to define groupings more closely,_ since reser­
vation membership did c orl.stitute a vested interest and 
government legitimation and stabilization of a central 
chieftaincy restricted the choices open to the individual. 

The principal item in the productive apparatus of the . 
mounted Shoshone was the horse~ Without sufficient horses 
to pursue the buffalo hunt, the Indian was relegated to "dig­
ger" status and had to remain_ within the Great Basin. But 
horses were individual, private property, and a man could 
locate under any leadership as long as he was mounted. 
His primary economic dependency was thus shifted from 
the larger social group to his own herd. Each man was 
to a large extent his own master and acted accordingly. 

The loose bilaterality of the Shoshone was ideally 
adapted to their mode of existence. Our data show some 
tend ency toward matrilocality, but Steward states that, 
in Idaho, this is true primarily of the early years of mar- . 
riage, after which the couple could exercise a bilocal 

option (Steward, 1938, p. 214). The direction of the choice 
depended on such situational factors as the prestige of 
either mate's parents or their wealth in-horses. In any 
event, there was no marked preferential weighting of 
either line. Our informants reported that the married 
couple often shifted back and forth for varying periods of 
time. Ultimately, the mounted Shoshone may be just as 
profitably looked on as neolocal, as were the western Sho­
shone, for the couple did -not necessarily live with or ad­
jacent to either mate's parents. People were quite free 
to join other· relatives or to associate closely with unre­
lated persons. This, and the periodic splitting up and re­
amalgamation of larger groups, inhibited any development 
of _large, solidary nuclei o_f bilateral kinsmet?-. Relation>--'\ 
ships were traced bilaterally and widely, but tie~ were 1 

amorphous and weak. Lacking bounded and corporate kin : 
. . , . I 

groups, persons were highly individuated and possessed . 
maximum geographical mobility. / 

We-may well conclude that, from the point of view of . 
social structure, the mounted Shoshone were typologically 
much like the Great ·Basin people with whom they had close 
relations. Easily diffused items of culture, such as their 
material inventory, many religious beliefs, · and their mode 
of warfare, establish their intimate historical connection 
with the Plains. But the higher levels of social integration 

· found among the Shoshone are of .a situational nature and 
are not well integrated with the fundamentru facts of fam­
ily life and more stable modes of grouping. It would be 
erroneous to conclude from this, however, that this amor­
phous, Basinlike social structure was nonadaptive to the 
Plains. That it is not at all atypical of the area is indi­
cated by-Eggan•s statement (1955, pp. 518-519): 

Pla:iris Indian soci~ty, despite its lack of lineage and 
clan, still has a ·social structure. This structure is 
"horizontal" or generational in character and has lit­
tle depth. The extended family groupings in terms of 
matrilocal residence or centered around a sibling 
group are amorphous but flexible. The bilateral or 
composite band organization, centered around a chief 
and his close relatives, may change its composition 
according to various circumstance-s-economic or po-

.. litical. The camp-ci:i;-cte encompasses the tribe,. pro­
vides a disciplined organization for the communal. hun,t. 
and a center for the Sun Dance and other -tribal cere­
monies which symbolized the renewed unity of the tribe 
and the renewal of nature. The seasonal alternation 
bet-we.en band and tribal. camp-circle is related to eco­
logical changes in the environment, and particularly 
to the behavior of the buffalo • . . 

The-working hypot~sis proposed earlier ..• that 
"tribes coming into the Plains with different back­
grounds and social systems," can be tentatively ex­
tended to Plains social Structure as a whole, dei;pite 
the variations noted .. That this is in large measure an 
internal adjustment to the uncertain and changing con­
ditions _of Plains environment-ecological and social­
rather than a result of borrowing and diffusion, is 
still highly probable. 

The loose bilaterality seen by Eggan as a characteristic 
of Plains society was part of the earlier Shoshone social 
background. But more centralized political units and pre­
dominantly "horizontal" organizations, such as age-grade 
and soldier societies, were more weakly developed than 
among many other tribes of the northern Plains. This 
fact, as well as the acquisition of firearms by the north­
ern tribes, may have been responsible for the ...... a~·-" 0

-~ 

military weakness of the Shoshone and their westwaru re­
treat beyond the Rocky Mountains. 

J . 
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