Before a flintknapper can attempt to replicate a technicque, he

must enalyze the artifa ct znd his mxkhedxefx analysis must

include an examination of the flake scars and a mental reconstruction
of the processes and techniques involved to produce & flake that would
fit each particular secar. If he has only the flske for this re-
construction process, he must then make a mental picture of the
negative flake scar left on the artifact and calculate at what

stage of fabrication it was removed ana further decide what part it

played in the completion of the tool. Mest collections do only.

—contain artifacts and it _is most,

_with fleke assemblage. When examining an artifact, the student of
flintknappin éégéﬁizgthe edges for remnants of platforms which
may reveal diagnostic traits pertinent to certain types of platform ,

preparation. He attempts to compute the angles at which force was
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studies the edges, the hinge or step fractures, the feathering cf
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the flakes and the width of the fleke scars in relation tc their 9f
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length. A lso important is the size ané form of ‘the artlfigt i%}&tlve o
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necessity, have curved flazkes whereas the diamond-shaped cross-section W 4

will result from the removal of flat flakes.
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Enigmatie and difficult the Folsom is, however, this

manufacturing problem is not confined to present-day flint-



Appraisal of artifacts whould include comparliZP of }he different
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degrees of the toolmekers skill. and the multlple techniques required
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to preduce these stone tools. Fach must be evaluated according to

the individuel s ability to produce a flake of the desired dimensions

under certzin set conditions and, further, must be relzted to the
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quelity of material.

qualities of the material, whether the stone had been altered by the

heat teestment, and whether undetected flaws or inclusions caused a

higher ratio of breakage in partly completed points. These are a few

check points to be considered to help the knapper understand the meny

To be considered cre the isotropic and homogeneous

phases of manufacturing methods employed. It is @nfortunate that only

the final stages of the flaking sare represented by the flake scars left

on the completed artifact. There were, no doubt, several pressure

retouchings done before the final, but, without & complete assemblage

of the flakes, there is no means ofvbe%ng infalliable regarding the
pressure or percussion technicue used. TWhen such assemblages are
availablef for interpretation of all stages of production - from the
rough to the finished tool - then, perhaps, we will disccver some of

the more elusive points of their manufacture that are now nebulous.

Then, perhaps, certain diagnostic traits may be followed through time

and space.
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Enigmatic and difficult the Folsom is, however, this

manufacturing oroblem is not confined to present-day flint-
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