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I hope I ' m not behavin g like a wart tha t 
keeps reoccuring, but here I am with another question . Now 
I'm trying to puzzle throu gh when is a preform a preform 
and when is it a scraper/knife? I think I have found a co ­
tradition in Hopewell in respect to the way in which they 
chipped stone . The differences ar~ so s ubtle tha t I some ­
times shake my head to see i f they ' re really there . One 
is Woodl and r e il.-y i ng on direct p e rc u ss ion i n the s e conda ry 
fl aking step . Ma r g i nal retouch depends u p on type and 
idiosyncracy, and is generally casually regarded . The 
Hopewell ceremonial technique (that is, it was directed 
on those tools designate d for grave goods, etc.) used 
fine percussion secondary flaking with marg inal retou ch . 
lI think the angle at which this step was worked t h rough 
is different, but tha t may be another research topic;lbesides 
I don ' t know how to get at this .) Preforms are clear for 
Hopewel l ceremonial types-- they 1 re thinner and the workman­
ship more controlled ; they ' re also consistent in respect 
to technical execution . They also "look" easy to notch 
b ecause of their thinness . They almost have a static quality . 

Woodl and "preforms 11 , which a b ound din any 
Hopewel l i a n conteNt , appear , i nvariably, to have bee n used 
as scrapers, perforators , knives , and sometimes cleavers . 
In gros s morphology, they wi ll diffe r little from the 
Hopewell preforms. I guess I ' m trying to get at the ma tter 
of intent--were these Woodland implements preforms that simply 
found other utilization--or was the not i on of preform irrelevaffi 
to their manuf acture? Ob viously, aspects of this question 
are silly-- I 1 11 never know what was i n the mind of the wo r ker-­
but it oc curs to me that thi ckness might b e a clue . Is there 
a point at which it could be assumed that the thicknes s of 
the "preform" would obviate notching, once the "preform ff were 
truly put aside :? 
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The dissertation goes on and on . I ' m writ i n g up 
the Esch mat e ri a l now--excav a ted by Gre enman in the 3O 1 s a nd 
t he f i eld notes are the best I have eve r had to work with . 
The two pr incipal burials seem to be those of flint knapper s , 
and I think fascinating, for ¢~~/~ti/ the work of one shows 
a principal rel i ance u p on fine percussion and some experi­
mentat ion wi t h p ressure . The other 's wor k is in the Woodland 
tradition . Incident ally, the "preforms '1f ound i n t h e f ir st 
i nstance show a wide r ange i n size and thickness--and even 
inc lude two "Mississip p i a n tria n g les" . 

I ' m a lit t le dis gusted with Carl Phagin bec ause he 
didn 't re ad h is paper either a t the CSAS meeting or the SAA 
me et i n g i n Norman . He s a id he couldn ' t g o because the depart ­
ment d idn ' t have any money fGr his fare . Si nce he has relatives 
there, I wuggested he hitch- hike, but he t,\d lt that took too 
muc h time . I found tha t a most unsatisfafq ory an s we r . Mayb e 
he was just scared . 

Everyone working at the Museum now-- thanks to you 
and Carl -- i s seeing heat treatment of the F~int Ri d ge material . 
I had antifip ated runni n g into some flak on tha t, but the issue 
is settled be f ore it even came up . The only t hfouble is tha t 
they're seeing heat tre atmen t in all flint now. Oh well ! 

Than ks so much for a l l the helpf ul an alys i s on 
t h e percussion/pres su re question . I ' m not s u re I understand 
i t any better- - but I worry a ro u t i t less . 

All my v ery b e s t , 

Barbara Harkness 

P . S . May I send you some fli n t examples f rom Ohio tn an 
effort to show my apprec i ation for the tr ouble you 've 
tak en in my behalf? 
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