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I have been laboring on a dissertation that is an 
analysis of Ohio Hopewell lithic material . I am hesitant 
to intrude int~J our busy schedu le, but I wonder if I can 
ask your advic l on the following matters: 

1) As much as I can tell lfor I do not experiment 
with flint knapping) , Hop&wellians used percussion to accom
plish their flint work . I am, none-the-less, caught in 
the argument between Bordes and Semenov on the use of pressure 
vs . percussion for blade (I have been using Witthoft ' s de sig
nation bladelet) manufacture . To extricate..a.Wz ~tlf f P,I this , 
I wonder if turning to lithic technol ogical:I'.'rl~ ~ and 
eastern Nor.th America may provide the clue . The lamellar 
flaking obtained by pressure so characteristic on Paleo 
points shifted in the Archaic to employm nt on retouch. 
Woodland technology employe d percussion, some of it very fine . 
Pressure was virtually absent , except as an anachronism. 
(I thi nk , however , certai n specific local groups i n Ohio 
employed pressure , but I'll have to let this question go . ) 
What, in your opinion, was employe d to obtain the triangles 
that persisted from Late Woodland to Historic times ? In 
Ohio , these triangles are called Mississippian, Erie, 
Iroquois , or Late Woodland. In short , was there a continent
wi de, o r at least Eastern No . Am., tehhnological evolution 
oc curring in which Hopewell was merely one of many partic
ipants? The early ethnog~ aphic account s de.§h:bibfung Eastern 
u. s. Indians ought to be of some help, but, so far, my efforts 
to obtain any i n s ~ghh from these soure es, has been to no ava il . 

2) If Bordes is to be believed, and bladelets 
could be drawn from Hopewell subconical cores by elongate d 
hamme rs , were the cores held in some manner of vise? 



-2-

3) I find many hammerstones of v ari ous si~es, 
typic ally of limestone, but I have found nothing I can call 
a presser or retou cher. There are, however, many tipped 
items of b one and antler. Is this enough evidence to sup
pose the use of antler as a soft hammer? Perhaps of some 
interest a re the scores of perforators made from bladelets 
or modified bifalial trim flakes. Most are too fragile, 
but some are strong enou gh f or stone work.) 

4) As is quite obvious--I'm muddling through all 
this, with lots of churning yet to go through--but, premature 
as it is, I think I h ave the evidence to claim some tecpnic al 
evolution within Hopewell itself. The Ater Mound, dug by 
Ray Baby in 1948 and so far undescribed, reveals six long 
l7.62 to 8.23 cm) bladelets that I think could only have 
been obtained by crutch pressure. Threeof them carry apex 
distally which looks ground. So far, this is a singular 
occurrence. Ater is late. 

I have n ~ included drawings or pictures for I f elt 
that wou ld be p resumptAous, but will do so should you p refer 
to examine them. I afuso am reluctant to be such a nu is ance 
fo r I understand your wife is ill, and I have great feeling 
for the intense preoccupation such a situat ion demands. From 
my own experience, I know how sometimes business-as-usual in 
its matter-of-fac6-ness is strangely comfortingl It is my 
hope this re quest will be so oo nstrued. 

(Mrs.) Barbara Harkness 
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