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Dear Jefn 
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Nov. 19, 1973 

,- Plaase excuse the tardy reply to your . most welcome letter telling of your 
aetiv1.ties . I am delighted by your continued interest in lithic technology. 
I am really· sorry tr.at Francois a.'lc I were unable to pay you a personal vi!li t 
this pas t sum.'Tior • 

. , Jeff o, you hsbr wti tten an excellent paper and by all means use it for your 
clas~wo.rk. You have bro,1ght out information that should be made avaib.ble to the 
profession awJ , 1.n pa~ticular. thac. on bi-polar flake and blade detatihm.ent. How­
eveu·, I feel that a debate with Binford Bnd Quimby wouJ.d be a disaster. Gea.rge 
and Lew are 'f.)r·,)babl.y the most i"'orrtl.dable opponents in the profes sion. I know 
thsrn person-:;;U y t.ncl the:i.r r.atc.re is such .,hat 110 matter what factual in:to:t'mation 
Y.,OU pre~ £> ,t they would react l-.'ith a personal afiront. However, 1 .feel t.1at 
y9ur paper- sh uH be :nadf" public and would suggest that the title be changed to 
spm:ething like E.xpe.riments on Bi-Polarism and that you corr.unand. Law and George 
on the recovery of th$ lithic debris fro m the. Michigan site in 1963. At that 
ftim!3 there wus little interes t in the stnay of li thics other than the f'orm of 
thtjl finished tool and th.ay sbowed foresif;ht in recoveri.ng and r•eeognizing the 
1

i mpo'rtance of ths debt'is. I also feel th~t your ar't,icle should be reviewed by 
Fl!"ancois ,Bord.E>s i.tw has spent considerable time ~1. th B.i.nford over the past years 

· and kncws ~s 1-:o?"k &nd theories. 

Jeff, I feel the same as you do about bi-polar flaking. That is - that 
·bulbs of force ai:-e net present on both ends of the blade or fla.ko~ There are, 

\ how~v,~r, bi-polar cores .sho•wing bulbs of .f'orce on both ends of the core but 
this fs because the blades or flakes were removed from opposite ends on the same 
faoe hut were not removed a t the same tim • 'l'hiiis bi-polarismtechnique ~· that is 
the\ ~,.yth of having bulbs of force on. both ends of the blades or flakes - started 
at t.ne Chouco.uchin (I don't know how to spell it) site in China, locale of the 
Pekin'g :Ian. and has bee~. ha.vided down :in much the s ?J,1E:i mr.i,.nf}r, as the old wives 
tale of dropping cold water on hot flint to chip arrowpoints. Also some confuse 
bi..:.P:6larism wi th ar1y use of the anvil for suppo?·t. · 

'""' -:-, j -, . 
' . , ,Jeff, I want to encourage you to continue your work on the bi-polar technique 

of f\l~king. I can only think of one use of this technique and th~.t is a. crush;.iig 
t~chryique used for backing blades and flakes hut not t"or the removal of flakes or 
blad•s • 
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, I am glad to hear that you are still spending time on pressure f.la/dng. ] am 
cu:,.-rently working on serrating and a vertical pressure flaking . I h~v~ an aboriginal 
pi~c-e that has the serrations less than one mm apart and fl"Om that I expsrimentad 
with a method of deep serrations which can be flaked without turning the artifac~. 

1 
.Anything I have said in this letter is not final and s,ou can use your own 

judgement about the Binford. involvement. You have certainly made comment·s 'that 
should be published. Evelyn and I send our best wishes and congratulations.
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Kindest personal regard~ 1 
; 

Don, E. 1crabtrae 

G 

...c. 
C 


