
Route 1 
Kimberly , Idaho 

April 26 ,1967 

Dr . William Longacre 
University of Arizona 
Tucson , Arizona 85721 

Dear Bill : 

It was so nice to receive your letter today and the artif~ct a few 
days ago . Also , thanks for y~,ur invit3.tion to visit Gr~sshopp"?r again . 
JJe had been hoping you would inv1 te us , RS t his is our very favorite spot 
and I did so want to see the excavations 3,~ain . We certqinly will be 
there when you name the date . 

The artifact you sent is certainly an enigma . 
tail ~and it closely resembles the basal part of the 
jectile from I daho . when held by the other end , it 
tail biface , not uncommon in the Ohio State Museum . 

I hold it by the turkey 
Simon Site Clovis pro­
is a typical turkey 

Technologically , there are severgl other fqcets to be consi~ered: The 
bi face was made by a supbe rbly controlled p~rcussion core techniq u.e . This 
is evident because there is no curvature of the long axis to indicate that 
it was derived from a blade ; nor is there any remaining undisturbed surface 
left after removal of the last series of flak~s which wouli give a c l ue to 
the imm.~diately preceeding technique . When a fla ke or blade is us 3•i as the 
preform , it must be straightened and the dor sal side of the f lake or blade 
is usually more convex than the ventral side . This artifact is perfectly 
straight on the lon~ axis • bot h fac es , or sides , being almost parallel . 
The p~rcussion flaking was an alternating series of flake s and was directed 
at almost right angles to tbe lateral margins . These flakes were s topped · 
on the median line and were met by anothe~ flake re~oved in the s ~~e Manner 
on the oppos i te side . 

When ong views the artifact from the marginal edge , it is of a sinuous 
nature because the worker staggered the platforms and s paced t hem properly 
to receive the blow from a resilient pt~rcussor . The flake scars have a 
~inimum of compression rings w~ich inrl icates the use of a soft hanmer . The 
material i s a very fine quality chalcedony but , unfortun~tely , there i s a 
plane of weakness due to the healing of a crack . This caused the thinning 
flakes to truncate at this plane of weakness . The thinning method used 
produced a parallel-sided artifact rather than a biconvex - a not too 
c ommon technique . I'his techniqLle is , however , ch3.racte ristic to the thin 
Solutrean bifaces and also to t he preforming of the Simon Site material in 
Idah o and a few other surface finds in the Western United States . 

The baffeling a s pect of this tool is that the surfac e was abraded and 
polished on both the dorsal and ventral surfaces before the lateral mqrgins 
were retouc hed and this pol ish appears to be the result of' function rather 
than intentional preparation . This abr a s ion also i s charac teris t ic of the 
smoky quartz artifacts a t the Simon Site in Idaho . And t he retouchin.c:1; i s 
not co~parable in quality to the previous work . Retouch flakes are short , 
steep and random in nature and , with a few exceptions , have erased t >1e forme r 
retouch . The last retouch has also deleted the origin9l edge at th_ base of 
the ar t ifac t and rern. oved any char acteristic grinding . .Lhe original distal 
end , or the end that was notched , has been modified after the artif~ct R 
receive1 the functional polish . The rejuvenation of t~e ~argins 3~d the ~ 
notching appears to have been done by so'.Ileone other than the original wor ker~ 
I do not m~an to imply th8 t all f l akin~ is not abori~inql bu t on ly that t he ~ 
artifact Mqy have been damaeed by use and then r e juv~nated to function a s a ~ 
different tool type . 
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There is little change in texture of t he retouch scars and no 
patination showing a ti me element was imrolved - only th3.t the last series 
of retouch f l akes intersects the polished surf ace . The initial form and 
t echnique of the artifac t suggests that it was Clovis , for the bas e was 
deliberately thinned by the re moval of a large flake on one surface and by 
multiple thinning fla l-rns on the other side ; yet this was a thinning and. not 
a ref i ned fluting tec hnique . The large thinning flake was intersecte0 by 
one large lateral flake and an artifact designed this thin will not p~rmit 
a l ong channe l to be removed and , further , flu t fng an artifact t h is th1n 
would n ot assist in the hafting . 

Hope this will be of some help to you but I belie ve Dr . Haury's 
observation of t his a nd similar tools makes him more qualified than I for 
t ~is analysis - for I try to limit my work to technology . 

We plan t o leave Saturday for Ann Arbor and will be looking forward to 
seeing you at the meeting there and hearing your pa per . I wi ll bring: the 
artifact there and give it to you and save sending it t hrough tne mail . 

= Now Evelyn has a few remar ks , so will see you soon . 

Sincerely , 

Don ~ . Crabtree : 

Dear Bill: 

I have sort of lost track: of Art Jelinek so will you please gt ve hi. TT\ a 
mess ':lge for me . Since he is at a new University , I discuss e d t '1 is problem 
with Dick Daugherty and he has had me send the ori g inal copy o~ the Les 
Eyzies tapes to him at Pullman and said that he would arrang e with Alan 
Smith t o have the thermafax c opies made there and sent to t he partic ipant s . 
Am sure that Art will be glad to be rid of t his job , but , if not , please 
have him get in touch with Dick for further instructions . Hope Art will 
be at the mee t ing too so we may visit with him . Sorry it has taken so 
long on t1e tapes , but ISU promised to do the t yping and , after waiting 
eight months , I picked them up and did t ~e work here at home . Will see 
that y ou get a cop y . 

'.i:velyn 
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