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This is a computerization of bibliographic file cards I started keeping around 1980 for my
own research, incorporating most of the references from my two books, Flintknapping:
Making and Understanding Stone Tools, and American Flintknappers: Stone Age Art in the
Age of Computers, plus many more. It is large but far from comprehensive, as publications
with relevance to stone tool studies are literally innumerable. No mortal human could
possibly read them all or would want to. Many entries are annotated, mostly notes to
remember what was important in my research at the time and what I thought of an article.
Comments [in brackets] thus reflect my interests and biases at some point in the last 30+
years, and I have occasionally added comments for students and others who might use this
bibliography. The more recent notes tend to be longer as my memory gets shorter.
Although irregular, the annotations and titles make it possible to search somewhat by key
words and authors. Many of the unannotated newsletter articles are cited in my books.
Articles primarily about atlatls or bows are in my A#/atl Bibliography and mostly not
duplicated here. As they relate to my research projects, a few non-lithic miscellaneous
experimental archaeology articles are included, some on looting, faking, archaeological
politics and the antiquities market, and some archaeology related fiction.
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Abe, Satoshi
2006 Correlation of Tephra Layers with Upper Paleolithic Industries in Kyushu, Japan.
Current Research in the Pleistocene 23:1-3.

Abramiuk, Marc A., and William P. Meurer

2006 A Preliminary Geoarchaeological Investigation of Ground Stone Tools in and
Around the Maya Mountains, Toledo District, Belize. Latin American Antiquity 17(3):335-
354.

Mano + metate sourcing used to link exploiting communities to consumers. Four small
centers in Bladen region of Maya Mts with access to lots of rock resources, mostly volcanic
ash and clastic sediment related. Intercommunity exchange of stone probably reflects
political links. Stone that can be identified with one or more of the 4 also found outside
Maya Mts eg at Baking Pot, Xunantunich, and Altun Ha, altho granites and other stone
from elsewhere used too.

Bladen site workshops not yet identified, much work may have been in stream bed stone
sources. Fits model of small-scale specialization as integration into larger ecologies and
economies.

Abrams, Elliot M.
1987 Economic Specialization and Construction Personnel in Classic Period Copan,
Honduras. American Antiquity 52 (3): 485-499.



Energy cost of large masonry palace equals 40 specialists for a year, approx. 371 non-
specialists for 60 days. Therefore not major stress factor [interesting definition of
specialist, calculation of cost]. Probably lineage organized.

Abrams, Elliot M. and Thomas W. Bolland
1999 Architectural Energetics, Ancient Monuments, and Operations Management. Journal
of Archaeological Method and Theory 6 (4):263-292.

Modeling construction costs (man/days) to understand possible organization of labor at
Copan. Not lithic, some experiment, but largely theoretical concerns.

Adams, Brian
1999 Lower, Middle, or Upper Palaeolithic? A Classificatory Analysis of the Barsony
House Handaxes from the North Carpathian Basin. Lithic Techology 24(1):7-26.

Adams, Jenny L.
1989 Experimental Replication of the Use of Ground Stone Tools. Kiva 54(3):261-272.

Homol’ovi, prehistoric Hopi, Arizona. Experiments, use-wear on manos and metates, wood
smoothing, shell grinding, some microscopic differences. [Pilot project only, not very
extensive or controlled]

Adams, Jenny L.
2002 Ground Stone Analysis: A Technological Approach. University of Utah Press, Salt
Lake City.

discusses methodology, then most of book covers major types, with SW emphasis

Adams, Jenny L.

2010 Understanding Grinding Technology Through Experimentation. In Designing
Experimental Research in Archaeology: Examining Technology Through Production and
Use, Jeft Ferguson, editor., pp. 129-152. University Press of Colorado, Boulder.

Adams, Steve
2004 Blades and Blade Technology. Bulletin of Primitive Technology 28: 62-67.

Basic use and hafting suggestions.

Adams, Steve
2005 Experiments with Mesoamerican Obsidian Blade Production and Usage. Bulletin of
Primitive Technology 22:48-50.

Experiments based on Titmus work. Pecking line around exhausted core allows it to be
broken in middle, making two flat platformed short cores. Pecking and grinding the plats
makes them non-slip and helps initiate fractures with micro-cones.



Adams, Steve
2005 Three Edged Knife: The Hafted Blade, or “Triface”. Bulletin of Primitive Technology
30:57-58.

Thick ridge on hafted blade gives strength and a sharp planing edge.

Adams, Steve
2007 Flintknapping and Intuitive Mathematics. Bulletin of Primitive Technology 33:43-45.

Knappers intuitively use math relationships of angle, degrees of force, geometry.

Addington, Lucile R.
1986 Lithic lllustration: Drawing Flaked Stone Artifacts for Publication. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

Adler, Michael A. and John D. Speth
1988 The Projectile Points from the Henderson Site. Unpublished Manuscript.

Adovasio, J.M., D.R. Pedler, J. Donahue, and R. Stuckenrath
1998 Two Decades of Debate on Meadowcroft Rockshelter. North American
Archaeologist 19 (4): 317-342.

Reiterates dating debate, better explanation of environmental problems. Illustrated stone
tools “unique” assemblage of prismatic [well sort of | blades and Miller lanceolate point
(unfluted).

Adovasio, J. M., and David R. Pedler

2013 The Ones That Still Won’t Go Away: More Biased Thoughts on the Pre-Clovis
Peopling of the New World. In Paleoamerican Odyssey. Kelly E. Graf, Caroline v. Ketron
and Michael R. Waters ed., pp. 511-520. Tops Printing, Inc., Texas.

Adovasio, J.M., JD Gunn, J. Donahue, and R. Stuckenrath

1982 Meadowcroft Rockshelter, 1973-1977: A Synopsis. In Peopling of the New World.
J.E. Ericson, R.E. Taylor, R Berger eds. Ballena Press Anthropological Papers N. 23. Los
Altos: Ballena Press.

Defends early date, shows tools — [but not great stuff - a few biface flakes.] No extinct
forms but early level preservation poor — only deer identifiable. Better in rest of site. [Dates
and stratigraphy do bit of shift at junction of earliest stuff, so maybe there is a groundwater
problem although he doesn’t think so]. No pollen evidence. [Dumb Quote: p. 125 “Two
buck antlers had been naturally shed, a condition that occurs in mid-winter, suggesting that
deer hunting occurred during the winter as well as during the fawning season...”]



Adovasio, J.M., G.F. Fry, J.D. Gunn, and R.F. MaslowskKi
1975 Prehistoric and Settlement patters in western Cyprus (with a discussion of Cypriot
Neolithic stone tool technology). World Archaeology 6(3): 339-364.

Agenbroad, Larry D., and Bruce B. Huckell

2007 The Hunting Camp at Murray Springs. In Murray Springs: A Clovis Site with
Multiple Activity Areas in the San Pedro Valley, Arizona. C. Vance Haynes and Bruce B.
Huckell eds. Pp. 146-169. Tucson: University of Arizona Press.

Areas 6 + 7, scatter of lithic tools, including 3 pts and 3 bases, bifaces, flakes. A few bones,
Archaic wells.

Agogino, George A.
1985 The Hell Gap Point: A Twenty-Year Evaluation. Central Texas Archaeologist
10:110-116.

Development from Agate Basin — stem then develops to Eden/Scotsbluff. Average date
approx. 8000 B.C. Folsom develops to Agate Basin and Midland.

Agogino, George
1997 30 Years Later: A Re-evaluation of the Hell Gap Point. Indian Artifact Magazine 16
(2):36.

At Hell Gap type site Goshen level and Goshen points are close in date to Clovis (unfluted
Clovis-like), then Folsom but no time difference, then Midland, Agate Basin, Hell Gap in
order. Then after 10,000 B.P. Plainview, Alberta, Scottsbluff, Eden, oblique flaked points.
Then after 6800 Archaic.

Hell Gap points developed from Agate Basin, but have constricted stem and are usually
thicker.

Ahler, Stanley A.
1971 Projectile Point Form and Function of Rodgers Shelter, Missouri. Missouri
Archaeological Society Research Series No. 8 Columbia Mis. Arch. Soc.

Ahler, Stanley
1983 Heat Treatment of Knife River Flint. Lithic Technology 12 (1): 1-8.

Experiments using low temperature oven. Good bibliography.

Ahler, S.

1989 Mass analysis of flaking debris: studying the forest rather than the tree. in Alternative
Approaches to Lithic Analysis, D.O. Henry and G.H. Odell, Editors. Archaeological Papers
of the American Anthropological Association, No. 1. p. 85-118.

Ahler, Stanley A., George C. Frison, and Michael McGonigal



2002 Folsom and Other Paleoindian Artifacts in the Missouri River Valley, North Dakota.
In Folsom Technology and Lifeways, J. E. Clark and M. B. Collins, eds., pp. 69-112. Lithic
Technology Special Publication No. 4. University of Tulsa, Tulsa.

Ahler, Stanley A. and Phil R. Geib
2002 Why Flute? Folsom Point Design and Adaptation. Journal of Archaeological
Science 27:799-820.

Folsom fluting produces a very thin point that can be hafted in a split haft with only leading
edge and tip exposed, allowing maximum penetration but controlling breakage so that only
the tip breaks off and the point can be resharpened and reused many times. Probably an
adaptation to mobile bison hunting where a reliable, maintainable weapon is needed, but
where suitable material is not always available. Assumes used with atlatl. Summarizes
previous ideas on fluting, proposes a convincing hafting model.

Ahler, Stanley A. and Phil R. Geib

2002 Why the Folsom Point was Fluted: Implications from a Particular Technofunctional
Explanation. In Folsom Technology and Lifeways, J. E. Clark and M. B. Collins, eds., pp.
371-390. Lithic Technology Special Publication No. 4. University of Tulsa, Tulsa.

Abhler, Steven R., Paul P. Kreisa, and Richard Edging
2010 Marginality and Continuity: The Archaeology of the Northern Ozarks. Missouri
Archaeological Society Special Publication 9. Springfield.

Survey of regional prehistory. Point types and illustrations.

Aimers, James J., W. James Stemp & Jaime J. Awe
2011 Possible functions of grooved ground stones from Baking Pot, Belize. Lithic
Technology 36(1):5-26.

Many fragments, mostly granite, polished surfaces without use wear, but broken.
Previously proposed functions: net or line weight, weft weight, anchor, standardized
measure, construction weight, bola, mace head, maul or pounder. Not sim to common bark
beaters. Exper reproduction: peck to oblong shape, groove around, takes many hours of
labor. Hafted, limited + inconclusive pounding experiments. Recent find in cave in ritual
context assoc with food producing artifacts. Suggest ritual function.

Ainsworth, Peter W.
1987 Comments on Austin’s “Discovery” of Biface Notching Flakes. Lithic Technology 16
(2-3): 56-58.

Others before — Crabtree 1972, 1973, Titmus 1985.
Akerman, Kim

1978 Notes on the Kimberley Stone-tipped Spear Focusing on the Point Hafting Mechanism.
Mankind 2(4):486-489.



On light spears 170 gm ave, 150-200 cm long, reed or bamboo with hardwood foreshaft, point
attached by resin and sinew. Currently opalescent pyrex ovenware glass preferred for points at
Kalumburu, bought for purpose, given to skilled craftsman, fractured with hot wire. Metal leaf
points also made. Points often small, 1.5-2.0 cm long. Foreshaft notched but not split, lashed to
prevent splitting, butt of point left thick. Resin molded around base of point and down shaft for
strength. Impact fractures when hit hard object, shattering if miss in rocky country. Resharpening.
Resin hafting advantages: allows point to come free rather than breaking as shaft vibrates in target,
curved points can be aligned with shaft, neat join for better penetration, very small points can be
used. Large ostentatious pts more for gift exchange than use. Now made for tourist trade.

Akerman, Kim

2005 The Efficiency of Tula Adze-Flake Production: A Contrary View, with Comments
on the Suggested Use of Tula Adzes. Antiquity Online Project Gallery, URL
http://antiquity.ac.uk/ProjGall/akerman/index.html, accessed 10/05.

Australia, arch and ethnographic. Not inefficient to make, lower failure rate than Moore
(2004). Frequent ring cracks on high angle platforms = very controlled high velocity blow
[or lots of mistakes with difficult platforms]. Use associated with production not of
hardwood items, but of large containers + shields of softwood, thus reflecting seed
emphasis in subsistence.

Akerman, Kim

2006 High-Tech, Low-Tech: Lithic Technology in the Kimberley Region of Western
Australia. In Skilled Production and Social Reproduction. Jan Apel and Kjel Knutsson eds.,
pp- 323-346. Societas Archaeologica Upsaliensis, Uppsala.

Ground-edge tools like axes, grinding equipment, unhafted flake blade and core cutting
tools, hafted knives and scrapers, pressure flaked spearheads in 3 different lithic zones.
Heat treatment of rock common.

Kimberley points as spear heads, knives, trade goods. Descriptions of flaking process.
Man might have 5-20 at one time, but renew or replace maybe 4/week. Glass favored, takes
15 + minutes.

Composite spears 250-350 cm, ave wt 170 grams, so could be thrown with long spear
thrower up to 140 yards, accurate to 80. Solid wood spears thrown with shorter desert style
thrower often with adze on handle.

Akerman, Kim

2010 To Make a Point — Ethnographic Reality and the Ethnographic and Experimental Replication
of Australian Macroblades Known as Leilira. In Experiments and Interpretation of Traditional
Technologies: Essays in Honor of Errett Callahan. Edited by Hugo Nami, pp. 407-430. Editiones
de Arqueologia Contemporanea, Buenos Aires.

Large flake blades, usually quartzite or silcrete, up to 240 mm, hafted in knob of resin as knives for
men or women, or as spear tips. “technological observation in the recent ethnographic present may
not always reveal the true nature of technological understanding and ability that existed in the


http://antiquity.ac.uk/ProjGall/akerman/index.html,%20%20accessed%2010/05

traditional ethnographic past.” Quotes several detailed accounts of knapping. Many pieces rejected
by knapper before successful blade, but at quarry, others might collect and use his rejects. Hard
hammer percussion with large core resting on ground. Current knappers not as skillful — 1960s to
1980s selling blades hafted as knives or spears, but mostly using recovered quarry rejects. Blades
for spearpoints have base thinned, hafted with beeswax. Those used in knives are not thinned, and
a wooden “finial” may be added to the haft and decorated with totemic marks, but is non-
functional. Some recent accounts of traditional knapping are flawed because the knappers observed
remembered poorly or had never been very skilled. “some indigenous peoples try to discover for
themselves how ‘the old people did it’. I have heard indigenous people describe how Kimberley
points were made, by heating a flake of stone and carefully dripping water onto it.”

Describes his replication, compares to Levallois technique.

Akerman, Kim and John C. Fagan
1986 Fluting the Lindenmeier Folsom: A Simple and Economical Solution to the Problem,
and its Implications for other Fluted Point Technologies. Lithic Technology 15 (1): 1-8.

Use of backing to prevent flex while fluting Paleoindian pts by indirect percussion (after
Flenniken) lowers failure rate.

Akerman, Kim, Richard Fullager, and Annelou van Gijn
2002 Weapons and wunan: production, function, and exchange of Kimberley points.
Australian Aboriginal Studies 2002 (1): 13-42.

NW Australia, bifacial pressure flaked points. Microscopic residues and use-wear. Change
in production, design, function, and distribution through time.

Four types 1) Wanji pt, crude elongate biface, ethnographic 2) Northern Territory
triangular, long triangle, prehistoric only 3) Kimberley dentate, long narrow, toothed,
prehist only 4) Kimberley point, broad ovate, pressure flaked, serrated or denticulated,
ethnog. Also “pirri point” = small unifacial point, and a Levallois like prehist pt.

Oral tales: culture hero Tjungkun made 1% spearthrower from limb with branch stub
(later became long slender form with lashed on hook). Wodoi made 1% stone tipped spears
to throw with them. Other myths, intro of pressure flaking by blanket lizard, dentate points
made by nightjar etc.

Raw materials and quarries varied. Fine glass and quartz pts had esthetic and magic
curative powers, exchanged. But also used hunting, and as knives. Some stone heat treated.
Wood and bone used to pressure flake blanks. Phragmites for shafts of composite spears.
Point in resin blob on foreshaft, usually <4 cm long. Spears long and light, av 170 gm,
“low mass, high velocity with point that disengaged from the shaft to promote bleeding.”
[only light in comp to other Aust spears]. Last knappers at Kalamburu 1980s, using white
glass. Points require 15-45 min to make. A man might have 5-20 at a time, make for
exchange and later for tourist trade.

Residues likely to come from many sources — hands, fiber wrap storage, hafting
resin, use — so should be interpreted cautiously.

Detailed metrical, microscopic, residue studies of museum and excavated
collections. Large fine glass specimens often no use, prob made for exchange and tourists.



Akin, Marjorie

1996 Passionate Possession: The Formation of Private Collections. In Learning from
Things: Method and Theory of Material Culture Study, ed. By W. D. Kingery. Pp. 102-128.
Washington: Smithsonian Inst. Press.

Collections — “conserving” (Schiffer) = shift from technofunction to socio or ideofunction
(but only partial dichotomy). Collecting reflects individual and cultural values, movement
of artifacts. Case study: Asian coins from New World sites in private collections. What
collectors choose to “preserve” indicates value [example from my work: collectors choose
arrowhead rather than less appealing, more informative things - because more interested in
artifacts than knowledge]

5 Reasons for Collecting:

1) Satisfy personal aesthetics-“reify own sense of wonder” most shaped by cultural
values —some collections more “normal” or valued than others. Collector self-definition by
collection.

2) Control or sense of completion-including children, control something in an
uncontrollable world. Native American artifact collections as symbols of territorial control
—“civilization”

3) To make connections with the past - childhood, ancestors, history etc. [I would say
wider connections too - e.g. to sports, to heros, to a place]
4) Profit — insurance, investment, business- but usually not main motive for

collectors (vs investors) also “symbolic capitol” = prestige
5) Thrill of the chase- process = fun — camradery, demo of skill etc.
Forces that shape a collection — finance, opportunity “completeness” lists for some Types
of Collection Behavior — formal (narrow) vs idiosyncratic collections “open” — collect what
they like vs “closed” — limited range bound by rules, collect systematically. Closed often
for reference or study or work-related. Intensity from “maximizing” to “opportunistic.”
Spatial organization - storage and display reflect “value.” Collecting changes contexts to
change meaning. Access + Ethics — to use looted material or not, collector attitudes toward
museum.

Akoshima, Kaoru
1987 Microflaking Quantification. In the Human Uses of Flint and Chert. G. Sieveking
and M. Newcomer eds. Pp. 71-80 Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Albasini-Roulin, P.A.

1987 Approche Ethno—comparative des emmanchements de 1’outillage lithique néolithique
de quelques stations littorales du canton de Fribourg (Suisse occ.) In Le Main et [’Outil :
Manches et emmanchements prehistoriques. D. Stordeur ed. pp 219-228. Lyon : Maison de
I’Orient.

Aldenderfer, Mark

1991 Flaked Celt Production at Becan, Campeche, Mexico. In Maya Stone Tools: Selected
Papers from the Second Maya Lithic Conference. T. R. Hester and H. J. Shafer eds, pp. 143-
154. Prehistory Press, Madison.



Aldenderfer, Mark, Larry R. Kimball and April Sievert
1989 Microwear Analysis in the Maya Lowlands: The use of Functional Data in a
Complex-Society Setting. Journal of Field Archaeology 16 (1):47-60.

Overall good article. Good discussion of expectations for specialization and centralization
in terms of tool use and production, activity patterns — but poorly used simplistically
applied without testing by context etc. Formal design tends to coincide with action or
motion but not material worked, e.g. “General utility bifaces” used as hoes or axes.

Aldhouse-Green, Stephen, Heather Jackson, and Tim Young

2004 Lithics, Raw Materials, and Ocher: Interogation of Data from the Middle Pleistocene
Hominid Site of Pontnewydd Cave, Wales. In Lithics in Action: Papers from the
Conference ‘Lithic Studies in the Year 2000°. E. A. Walker, F. Wenban-Smith, and F.
Healy eds., pp. 93-104. Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Early Neanderthals, 250 kya. Flint is minor component of lithics. Ochre present, potential
symbolic colorant = modern behaviours, but not sourcable, so may not be manuport.

Aldred, Cyril
1965 Egypt to the End of the Old Kingdom. New Y ork: McGraw-Hill Book Company.

Cite for Gerzean Knife with handle illustrated p. 35.

Alexander, Hartley B.
1922 The Flint Maker. Art and Archaeology 14 (3):156.

Poem.

Alexander, J.E.”Swoose”
1997 Parallel Flaking the Paleo Indian Way! VHS. Texas Amateur Archaeological
Association, San Angelo.

Alexander, J E and Bob McWilliams
1997 Parallel Flaking — The Paleo Indian Way. Texas Cache 3 (3):24-27, 3 (4):24-27,
4(1):24-27

Alexander is an old Texan guy, knapping 66 years unaware of others, born 1919. Prefers
horn to antler, but developed lever device 1939, doesn’t use anymore but helped figure out
parallel flaking, then quit around 1954 until now, kept secret so fakers couldn’t use.
[Photos look like good points] [He was actually a remarkable early knapper]

Allchin, Bridget
1957 Australian Stone Industries, Past and Present. Journal of the Royal Anthropological
Institute of Great Britain and Ireland. 87 (1):115-136.

Extensive survey, useful bibliography.
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Allely, Steve
1995 A Peek into the Past: An Ancient Wood Carving Kit Cache. Bulletin of Primitive
Technology 9:37-39.

Oregon find: sandstone abrader, 9 flakes, antler wedge, beaver incisor and teeth.

Allely, Steve
2008 Ishi’s Archery Tackle. In The Traditional Bowyer’s Bible, Volume Four. Pp.269-290.
The Lyons Press, Guilford, CN.

[Nicely illustrated with detailed drawings, detailed descriptions, excerpts from Pope.]
Bows, arrows, stone and other points, techniques of manufacture.

Allely, Steve, and Jim Hamm
2002 The Encyclopedia of Native American Bows, Arrows, and Quivers, Vol 2, Plains and
Southwest. Bois d’Arc Press, Goldthwaite, TX.

Very fine drawings of a variety of ethnographic archery equip, but too little descriptive and
provenience info. A number of stone pt arrows, including a couple misc Anasazi, and the
Hidden House quiver, bow and some arrows, but not complete documentation.

Altiere, Gene
1993 Minnesota Knappers Guild: “The Beginning.” The Platform 5 (4): 2-4

History of MKG on 5" anniversary. Altiere, Romano, Regan plus a couple of others.

Ambrose, Stanley H.

2002 Small Things Remembered: Origins of Early Microlithic Industries in Sub-Saharan
Africa. In Thinking Small: Global Perspectives on Microlithization, edited by Robert
Elston and Steven L. Kuhn, Archeological Papers of the American Anthropological
Association 12, pp. 9-30.

Ames, Kenneth N., Kristen A. Fuld, and Sara Davis
2010 Dart and Arrow Points on the Columbian Plateau of Western North America.
American Antiquity 75(2):287-326.

Amick, Daniel S.
1986 Calculating Artifact Planview Area. Lithic Technology. 15 (3):90-95

Amick, Daniel S.
1994 Folsom Diet Breadth and Land Use in the American Southwest. PhD. dissertation,
University of New Mexico, Albuquerque.
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Amick, Daniel S.
1995 Patterns of Technological Variation Among Folsom and Midland Projectile Points in
the American Southwest. Plains Anthropologist 40 (151):23-38

Amick, Daniel S.

2002 Manufacturing Variation in Folsom Points and Fluted Preforms. In Folsom
Technology and Lifeways, J. E. Clark and M. B. Collins, eds., pp. 159-189. Lithic
Technology Special Publication No. 4. University of Tulsa, Tulsa.

Amick, Daniel S.

2004 A Possible Ritual Cache of Great Basin Stemmed Bifaces from the Terminal
Pleistocene-Early Holocene Occupation of NW Nevada, USA. Lithic Technology 29 (2):
119-145.

19 tools represent all stages of manuf of obsidian Parman points (Great Basin Stemmed
cluster). Well-made, but variable [doesn’t suggest 1 individ to me], with some intentional
overshoot like Clovis [actually no signs of it in illusts]. Points are not quite finished (dull
tips), some platforms are prepared but not struck, possible red ochre coating, transport
abrasion wear on some pieces. Suggests ritual cache intentionally representing stages of
manuf. Info on other caches. [Good article, probably was a cache, at least in part, but needs
caution because collection was looted from an unknown site by a particularly sloppy
pothunter who damaged some of the pieces].

Amick, Daniel S.
2014 Reflection on the Origins of Recycling: A Paleolithic Perspective. Lithic Technology
39(1):64-69.

Workshop in Tel-Aviv

Amick, Daniel S. and Paul D. Lubowski
2006 Late-Pleistocene and Early-Holocene Projectile Points at Fort Bliss, Southern

Tularosa Basin, New Mexico and West Texas. Current Research in the Pleistocene 23:75-
79.

436 surface specimens including 272 Folsom, 3 Clovis

Amick, Daniel S., Raymond P. Mauldin, and Steven A. Tomka
1988 An Evaluation of Debitage Produced by Experimental Bifacial Core Reduction of a
Georgetown Chert Nodule. Lithic Technology 17 (1):26-36.

Discriminate analysis using several variables of dimension and cortex cover classifies 76%
correctly as hard or soft hammer. Stages harder to ID. Confusion caused by changing tools
during work, i.e. small hard hammer to prep platforms. Cites Dibble and Whittaker.

Amick, Daniel S. and Raymond P. Mauldin
1997 Effects of Raw Material on Flake Breakage Patterns. Lithic Technology 22(1):18-32.
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12 core +12 biface replicas of different materials, debitage classified in Sullivan + Rozen
system. Sullivan and Rozen expectations don’t work well distinguishing core vs biface.
Broken flake percents strongly affected by material-chert vs qtzite and basalt. Sullivan
analysis of Homol’ovi material thus is wrong. Flake breakage patterns relate more to
materials than to technique of knapping.

Amick, D., R. Mauldin, and L. Binford
1989 The potential of experiments in lithic technology, in Experiments in Lithic
Technology, D. Amick and R. Mauldin, Editors. BAR 528: Oxford. p. 1-14.

Ammerman, Albert J., Keith Kintigh and Jan Simek

1987 Recent Developments in the Application of the K-means Approach to Spatial
Analysis. In The Human Uses of Flint and Chert. G. Sieveking and M. Newcomer eds., pp.
211-216. Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press.

Amos, Jonathan
2005 Ancient Phallus Unearthed in Cave. BBC News World Edition, July 25, 2005. URL
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/science/nature/4713323.stm accessed 10/10/05.

Hohle Fels Cave in Swabian Jura, Germany. Upper Paleolithic levels. Life size stone rod
with ring around one end. N. Conard says “may be sex aid.... In addition to being a
symbolic representation of male genitalia, it was also at times used for knapping flints.”
[This is just too good - a real-life satire on archaeologists and flint-knappers! Could anyone
take this seriously?]

Anderson, David G.

2004 Paleoindian Occupations in the Southeastern United States. In New Perspectives on
the First Americans. B. T. Lepper and R. Bonnichsen, eds., pp. 119-128. Center for the
Study of the First Americans, College Station, TX.

Pre-Clovis hopeful. SE fluted point distributions.

Anderson, David G., Thaddeus G. Bissett, and Stephen J. Yerka

2013 The Late-Pleistocene Human Settlement of Interior North America: The Role of
Physiography and Sea-Level Change. In Paleoamerican Odyssey. Kelly E. Graf, Caroline
v. Ketron and Michael R. Waters ed., pp .183-206. Tops Printing, Inc., Texas.

Anderson, David G., and Michael K. Faught
2000 Palaeoindian artefact distributions: evidence and implications. Antiquity
74(285):507-513.

Fluted points more common in E - 70% - than Plains. Point counts by type and county —
12,791 points: 1971 Folsom , 348 Cumberland, 490 Suwannee, 51 Simpson, 9931 Clovis &
other variants.


http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/science/nature/4713323.stm%20accessed%2010/10/05
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Anderson, Mark L.
2005 Book Review: American Flintknappers, by John C. Whittaker. Journal of the lowa
Archaeological Society 52 (2): 76-79.

Anderson, Mark L. and Sarah Horgen
2005 The Sandia? Project. lowa Archeology News 55 (3+4):1.

Requests info on Sandia points in [A, admits controversy but accepts as legitimate type.
Two [unconvincing] photos.

Anderson, Mark L., and Mary Mortenson

2010 The Origins of Iowa Gunflints: Initial Investigations of Local Lithic Materials as
Viable Alternatives to European Imports. Poster presented at the 122" Annual Meeting of
the Iowa Academy of Sciences, Graceland University, Lamoni, IA, april 16, 2010.

Testing lowa materials for sparking qualities. Warsaw, Burlington, some others work well
enough. [No description of archaeological examples. ]

Anderson, Patricia C.
1979 A Microwear Analysis of Selected Flint Artefacts from the Mousterian of Southern
France. Lithic Technology 9:32.

Anderson, P.

1980 A Testimonial of Prehistoric Tasks: Diagnostic Residues on Stone Tool Working
Edges. World Archaeology 12(2): 181-194.

Cite for use-wear.

Anderson-Gerfaud, Patricia

1983 A Consideration of the Uses of Certain backed and ‘Lustred’ Stone Tools from late
Mesolithic and Natufian Levels of Abu Hureyra and Mureybet (Syria). In Traces
d’utilisation sur les outils néolithiques du Proche-Orient. Travaux de la Maison de 1’orient
No. 5, Lyon.

Anderson-Gerfaud, Patricia

1987 Aspects of Behavior in the Middle Paleolithic: Functional Analysis of Stone Tools
from Southwest France. In The Human Revolution: Behavioral and Biological
Perspectives on the Origins of Modern Humans. P.A. Mellars and C.B. Stringer eds. Pp
389-417. Edinburgh U. Press.

Anderson-Gerfaud, Patricia

1988 Using Prehistoric Stone Tools to Harvest Cultivated Wild Cereals: Preliminary
observations of traces and impact. In Industries Lithiques: Tracéologie ef Technologie.
Beyries, Sylvie ed. pp175-195. BA.R. International Series 411: Oxford.
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Anderson, P.C.

1992. Experimental Cultivation, Harvest and Threshing of Wild Cereals and their
Relevance for Interpreting the Use of Epipalaeolithic and Neolithic Artifacts. In Prehistoire
de I’Agriculture; nouvelles approaches experimentals et ethnographiques. Patricia C.
Anderson, ed. Centre National d’la Recherche Scientifique, Paris pp. 179-210. and in
Prehistory of Agriculture: New Experimental and Ethnographic Approaches. Patricia C.
Anderson ed., Monograph 40, Institute of Archaeology, University of California, Los
Angeles, pp. 118-144.

Very specific distinctions attempted/claimed. Abu Hureya and Mureybit sickles for harvest
of grain while green, striated from grit so cut low to ground. Discusses nature of glosses.
Tried different sickle forms, other collection methods.

Anderson, Patricia C.

1994 Reflections on the Significance of Two PPN Typological Classes in Light of
Experimentation and Microwear Analysis: Flint “Sickles” and Obsidian “Cayonii Tools”.
In Neolithic Chipped Stone Industries of the Fertile Crescent. H. G. Gebel and S. K.
Kozlowski eds., pp. 61-82. Berlin, Ex Oriente.

Two ‘types’ defined partly by wear. Expers show distinctive sickle wear on some PPN
tools, indicated by particular gloss + short striations = cut grain stalks when grain ripe but
still well attached and stalk moist, close to ground where soil particles scratch sickle. But
many PPN glossed tools show different microwear from reed harvest instead.

Cayonii Tools = obsidian blade tools with steep retouch along both edges, often
constricting blade but leaving one or both ends wider, abraded ventral surfaces. Back and
forth longitudinal abrasion from other lithic materials, but not cutting with the edge,
abrading with the surface. [this doesn’t make sense to me - obsidian is not abrasive enough
for that and I don’t see how the edge can not be affected, although PA seems to be
suggesting polishing a stone artifact and then retouching the tool edge by pressure - but that
implies needing it sharp - why?]

Anderson, Patricia C., ed.
1999 Prehistory of Agriculture: New Experimental and Ethnographic Approaches.
Monograph 40, Institute of Archaeology, University of California, Los Angeles.

Most of the same articles as in Prehistoire de I’ Agriculture, including lots of non-lithic
ones.

Anderson, Patricia C.

2003 Observations on the threshing sledge and its products in ancient and present-day
Mesopotamia. In Le Traitement des Récoltes: Un Regard sur la Diversité du Néolithique
au Présent. P. C. Anderson, L. S. Cummings, and T. K. Schippers, eds., pp. 417-438.
APDCA, Antibes, France.

Anderson, Patricia, and Jacques Chabot
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2006 Non-mechanized Processing and Storage of Cereals, Grasses, and Pulses Used for
Fodder, Fuel, Food, and Crafts : Examples from N. Tunisia, Atlas Region, Northwestern
Tell. In Ethnobotany : At the Junction of the Continents and Disciplines : Proceedings of
the Fourth International Congress of Ethnobotany. Z. Fusun Ertug, ed., pp.223-231.
Yeditepe University, Istanbul.

Anderson, Patricia C., Jacques Chabot, and Annelou van Gijn
2004 The Functional Riddle of ‘Glossy’ Canaanean Blades and the Near Eastern
Threshing Sledge. Journal of Mediterranean Archaeology 17 (1): 87-129.

Syria and Iraq 3™ Mil. B.C. Canaanean blade segments are not sickles, but standardized
inserts for ‘raft-like’ threshing sledge described in cuneiform texts. Microwear polish,
experimental replication, silica phytolith fragmentation patterns as evidence. Chopped
straw important product. Specialized manufacture of blades with copper tipped lever
pressure device. N. Mesopotamian manufacture, wide distribution = local centers
controlling networks of villages, and devoted to large-scale production, storage, and
redistrib of agric products, possibly in exchange for specialist items such as blades.

Anderson-Gerfaud, P. and Helmer G.
1987 L’emmanchement au Moustérien. In La Main et [’outil : Manches et emmanchements
preéhistoriques. D. Stordeur ed. pp. 37-54. Lyon: Maison de I’orient.

Anderson, Tim
2014 Arrowheads : A Beginner’s Guide. Self-published, Tim Anderson, Lexington, KY.

Basic info aimed at arrowhead collectors. [Overall fairly good, reasonably ethical]. Many
drawn illustrations, some photos, adequate quality though simplified flake scar illustrations.
Intro warns against fakes but defends knappers who ‘keep alive the tradition’. Stories
about fakers, he tried an aged point and 9 of 10 ‘experts’ thought it was old. Don’t destroy
old pieces by trying to restore or rechip them.

Lengthy glossary [generally good]. Distinguishes between ‘abo’ knapping and ‘folk’
knapping which uses modern tools.

Knapping — warns against trying without instruction. Safety and Ethical guidelines —
don’t disturb sites, sign work. P. 36 heat treatment, fire-and-water knapping dismissed as
myth started by resentful Indians, ‘anybody who tried to make arrowheads this way would
be seriously injured by the flint nodule as it exploded in their hand.” Archy friend says just
misinterpretation of heat treating by Euros. Fire pits, roasters, ovens, kilns. Temperature
suggestions for different materials. Tools [calls antler pressure flakers ‘punches’]. ‘Abo’
knapping a ‘badge of honor’ because harder. Copper billets — he illustrates a Jim Regan
type paddle. Fluting and pressure jigs. Conchoidal fracture [ok]. Importance of platforms.
Pressure, percussion, notching, fluting.

Reproductions and Fakes. Difference is in intent. Knapping important for understanding
prehist tools, experiments, inexpensive type collections. Several pages illustrate common
reproduction types : Mexican arrowheads, Danish Daggers, Effigies Grey Ghosts made by
mysterious reclusive man [not named], paperweights [arrowhead in stone like Ecklund’s],
perforated pieces (none known in US, so all modern if for sale) [shows Maya ring].
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How Arrowheads Were Used. Hafting. Atlatls : from Aztec word ‘I have heard that the
Aztec’s flint points actually punctured the metal armor of the conquistadors’ (121). Atlatls
are springy, weights time spring : ‘you can perfect your atlatl by making it spring forward
at the precise moment, giving your dart an extra 100-foot boost’(121). Dart also springy, it
will ‘flop back and forth, yet fly to its target — at speeds of more than 150 mph’ (122).
[other than such spring and speed nonsense, the illustrations and info is ok, and in caption,
he recognizes atlatl is a lever]. Drawings of various dart and arrow and knife forms. Point
life-cycles and resharpening by beveling [ok, but accepts Sandia as real type]. Many pages
of drawn types and their resharpened forms.

Tips for Hunting Artifacts. Avoid public lands [scare story]. Digging should be by
archaeologists. Texas — burned rock piles, quarry sites, camps. Plowed fields and disturbed
areas.

What are they Worth ? Very basic price guide, good ethics avoid looting, many ethically
acquired artifacts available. Reproductions good to collect for types. Photos of many real
and repro specimens.

Anderson, Wayne I.
1998 Jowa’s Geological Past: Three Billion Years of Change. University of lowa Press,
lowa City.

Andersson, Stina and Johan Wigforss

2004 The Late Mesolithic in the Gothenburg and Alingsas Area. In Coast to Coast —
Arrival: Results and Reflections. Helena Knutsson, ed., pp.85-104. Coast to Coast Project
Book 10, Uppsala.

Mesolithic Scandinavian tools including transverse pts, flaked and ground axes.

Andrefsky, William Jr.
1986 A Consideration of Blade and Flake Curvature. Lithic Technology 15 (2):48-54.

Ok — measurement of curvature described. Curvature decreases thru production sequence
of bifaces. Curvature results from fracture mechanics and especially surface morphology.
[Nothing said about motion, fracture mechanics part is unclear.] Refs for other mentions of
curvature.

Andrefsky, William Jr.
1994 Raw-Material Availability and the Organization of Technology. American Antiquity
59(1):21-34.

Ethnographic Australia, archaeological W. US. Availability = abundance + quality. Poor
quality results in informal tools, good quality > formal tools if low abundance. If high
abundance > both formal and informal. Availability is more important than residence
mobility. [Good points]

Andrefsky, W.J.
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1994 The Geological Occurrence of Lithic Material and Stone Tool Production Strategies.
Geoarchaeology 9: p. 375-91.

Andrefsky, William
1995 Cascade Phase Lithic Technology: An Example from The Lower Snake River. North
American Archaeologist 16 (2):95-116.

Raw materials differ for different uses. Washington. Sedentism vs mobility: more diverse
material = more mobile than expected. Low biface thinning flakes = points made
elsewhere. Cites my book, but oddly.

Andrefsky, William Jr.
1998 Lithics: Macroscopic Approaches to Analysis. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge.

Generally good manual, thorough discussion of issues and practicalities of lithic analysis,
good biblio. A bit weak on replication. Some confusion in discussion of platforms where he
seems to mean interior platform angle when he should be dealing with exterior platform
angle. Commendable consideration of issues of consistency in measurement and typology.
Recommends weight for measurement of debitage size [consistent but slow]. Correctly
criticizes 3-cortex class debitage typology, and Sullivan and Rozen “interpretation free”
typology. He seems to prefer “technological typology” in combination with size grade
analysis or other, but still gives S+R way too much credence. See Clark 1999a.

Andrefsky, William Jr.

2001. Emerging Directions in Debitage Analysis. In Lithic Debitage: Context, Form,
Meaning. William Andrefsky, Jr. ed. Pp. 2-14. Salt Lake City, The University of Utah
Press.

Andrefsky, William Jr.
2005 Review: Lithic Analysis by George H. Odell. Journal of Field Archaeology 30 (1):
100-105.

Andrefsky, William

2008 Projectile Point Provisioning Strategies and Human Land Use. In Lithic Technology:
Measures of Production, Use, and Curation. William Andrefsky, editor, pp. 195-215.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hunter-gatherers range away from base camps, must have enough bifaces for purposes, or
be able to supply, thus biface use-lives reflect land-use patterns. Birch Creek, SE OR
residential base camp, obsidian from 11+ sources indicates range of movement. Dates ca
5300-2300 BP, little change, 200+ pts, 52 of obsid from known sources, 32-130 km distant,
more pts from nearer sources. Near source points have more impact damage because when
distant source projectiles damaged in field, likely to be repaired and damaged pts left there,
distant pt brought back. In contrast, weapons damaged near home more likely brought back
to camp for fix with local stone. [I don’t like the logic of this — why would you replace
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distant points at home more often when they are not damaged? I think small sample
problems]. If not home, using distant sources, more likely to resharpen pts — data agrees. 61
flakes also sourced: none from distant sources, so it was only worked when there.

Paulina Lake site compared, close to obsid source: same pattern of source use (more pts of
close source) but almost all pts have impact damage, so being replaced there.

So if close to home, bring back weapons for fix, if distant, repair in field. Further test:
index of resharpening, average of scores 0, .5, 1 on 8 equal segments on each face of blade.
Again, more retouch on pts of distant obsidian.

Andrefsky, William Jr.

2013 Fingerprinting Flake Production and Damage Processes: Toward Identifying Human
Artifact Characteristics. In Paleoamerican Odyssey. Kelly E. Graf, Caroline v. Ketron and
Michael R. Waters ed., pp. 415-428. Tops Printing, Inc., Texas.

Andreson, John M.

1976 Notes on the Pre-Columbian Chert Industry of Northern Belize. In Maya Lithic
Studies T.R. Hester and N. Hammond eds. pp. 151-176. Center for Arch Research, Univ.
Texas San Antonio Special Rept. 4.

Andrews, Bradford

2002 Stone Tool Production at Teotihuacan: What More Can We Learn From Surface
Collections? In Pathways to Prismatic Blades: A Study in Mesoamerican Obsidian Core-
Blade Technology. K. Hirth and B. Andrews, eds., pp. 47-60. Cotsen Institute of
Archaeology Monograph 45. University of California, Los Angeles.

Andrews, Bradford

2003 Measuring Prehistoric Craftsman Skill: Contemplating Its Application to
Mesoamerican Core-Blade Research. In Mesoamerican Lithic Technology:
Experimentation and Interpretation, K. G. Hirth ed., pp.208-219. University of Utah Press,
Salt Lake City.

Andrews, Bradford

2006 Skill and the Question of Blade Crafting Intensity at Classic Period Teotihuacan. In
Skilled Production and Social Reproduction. Jan Apel and Kjel Knutsson eds., pp. 263-
276. Societas Archaeologica Upsaliensis, Uppsala.

Andrews, Brian N.
2013 Review of Quantitative Analysis in Archaeology by Todd VanPool and Robert
Leonard. Lithic Technology 38(2):124-125.

Andrieu, Chloé 0
2013 Late Classic Maya Lithic Production and Exchange at Rio Bec and Calakmul,
Mexico. Journal of Field Archaeology 38(1):21-37.

Household production, using material from construction fill, so can only be assoc with
group, not very specific. Mostly thick bifaces [GUBs] and deb from them, which is pretty
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much same in 3 hshld grps at RB and one at C, not enough debitage to support local
production, suggesting obtained thru similar market, not necess under elite control. Vs thin
biface [knife forms] made with non-local brown chert, but higher presence of deb of all
stages, again sim in all sites, suggesting intinerant craftsmen making bifs in market or hshld
on demand, leaving some deb. [Interesting, but theoretical expectatons for dif systems are
convoluted and arguable: Hirth (1998) says regular pattern of goods within site from
market because “individuals participate in market place independent of their class or social
rank” [Utter nonsense!] [And there are serious practical problems for itinerant knappers — a
largely outmoded European model — how do they carry supplies, need some light exchange
medium in a non-monetary economy, etc.]

Anikovitch, Mihail V.

2000 About Character of Hunting Implements in the Sites of the Kostenki-Streletskaya
Culture. In La chasse dans la Préhistoire/ Hunting in Prehistory, Anthropologie et
Préhistoire 111. C. Bellier, P. Cattelain, and M. Otte eds., pp. 38-43. Societé Royale
Belge d’ Anthropologie et Préhistoire, Bruxelles.

Late Paleolithic bifacial points.

Anneaud, Jean-Jacques, dir.
1981 Quest for Fire. VHS, DVD. Fox Home Entertainment.

Movie, starring Everett McGill, Ron Perlman, Nicholas Kadi, and Rae Dawn Chong. After
their tribe is attacked by apemen [Australopithecines?] and loses their fire, three
Neanderthals [?] set out, meeting hairy cannibals [Homo erectus?] and a hyper-active tribe
of fully modern humans. From the woman who joins them, they learn to joke, enjoy face-
to-face intercourse, use atlatls, and ultimately to make fire. [Got a lot of hype from using
only primitive language designed by A. Burgess and body language by D. Morris.
Ultimately a story about becoming human, not too bad, but archaeologically silly despite
pretensions — pathetic material culture even for Neanderthals, moth-eaten wooly mammoth
costumes, absurd mix of hominids from different times, etc. Atlatl use depicted briefly and
unclearly - they have been shown to be clumsy throwers, but immediately become accurate
with atlatl. Only stone tool use shown is scraping charred end of spear — Neanderthals
without stone tools would be as desperate as without fire.]

Anonymous
1838 The Manufacture of Gunflints. The Saturday Magazine.reprint 1960 in TM Hamilton
ed. Indian Trade Guns. Missouri Archaeologist 22:70-72.

Anonymous
1903 The Man Who Makes Genuine Arrowheads. Rhyolite Herald, Wednesday, May 6,
1903.

xerox sent me by David Valentine of Las Vegas. Rhyolite he says is a ghost town near
Death Valley Nat’l Park. F.S. Washburn of Rhyolite claims to be only white man who has
rediscovered how to make arrowheads of stone or glass, but hides his methods. Tom Sloan
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[another local] says it’s no secret, material is “heated and tiny drops of water placed on it,
causing little chips to crack out.” Washburn says Sloan is mistaken, you just have to have
the right tools and knowledge. He has had “some good offers to share the secret with
others” but apparently still refuses. [From David Valentine.]

Anonymous
1905 Grangeville Man Makes Arrow Heads. Idaho Daily Statesman, Oct 22, 1905:13.

“Aborigines Eclipsed By A Pale Faced Expert, F.R. Whitney Discovers the Lost Art of
Making Perfect Arrowheads by Hand.” “...long weary months in perfecting himself in the
art...” pressure flaking with a piece of stone or iron, makes better pts than Indians, used a
lot of Yellowstone obsidian, also “...mossagate and other semi-precious stones, and finds a
ready market for all his product at two or three times the price of the best Indian
manufacture.” [Sent by David Valentine 10/25/14.]

Anonymous
1979 How to make Stone Age Tools. Science Month. May 1979:20-21.

Anonymous
2005 Trial of the Century. Archaeology 58(2): 14.

Ring of forgers involved in James Ossuary up for trial soon.

Anonymous
2005 Forgery Fallout. Archaeology 58(2): 16.

Interview with Eric Meyers. Biblical fakes — vastly profitable. Israel needs to tighten laws
on sale of antiquities, but fears discussion of human remains with religious leaders. [which
could lead to disasters equal to NAGPRA, with really vicious zealots in Israel ]

Aoyama, Kazuo

1994 Socioeconomic Implications of Chipped Stone from the La Entrada Region, Western
Honduras. Journal of Field Archaeology. 21 (2):133-145.

PreClassic to Late Classic trade systems. Specialized builders, non-spec others.

Aoyama, Kazuo

1995 Microwear Analysis in the Southeast Maya Lowlands: Two Case Studies at Copan,
Honduras. Latin American Antiquity 6(2):129-144.

Both obsidian and chert, extensive classification of polishes, different activities associated
with buildings.

Aoyama, Kazuo
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1999 Ancient Maya State, Urbanism, Exchange, and Craft Specialization: Chipped Stone
Evidence from the Copan Valley and the La Entrada Region, Honduras. University of
Pittsburgh Memoirs in Latin American Archaeology 12.

Period by period, some microwear for function. [Ugly Japanese-style lithic illustrations, too
few of them, and no photos of artifacts.] p 111-113 side-notched small pts on obsid
prismatic blades may indicate use or even local invention of bow in Early Classic, but bow
virtually absent from Classic period depictions, and prismatic blade pts rare - spears more
important. p 115- dumps from production of prismatic blades in center. [Too many
sweeping interpretations from very small evidence, and unsupported generalizations, e.g.
“because of their sharper edges, obsidian bifacial points should have been more valuable
than those made of chert.” and 2 chert eccentric frags from midden instead of usual caches
“could be one line of evidence for demise of central political authority” (149)]

Aoyama, Kazuo
2001 Classic Maya State, Urbanism, and Exchange: Chipped Stone Evidence of the Copan
Valley and Its Hinterland. American Anthropologist 103:346-360.

Aoyama, Kazuo
2007 Elite Artists and Craft Producers in Classic Maya Society: Lithic Evidence from
Aguateca, Guatemala. Latin American Antiquity 18(1):3-26.

Aguateca rapidly abandoned at conquest by enemies in Late Classic, most artifacts
analyzed come from storage or floor assemblages, not fill [making this uniquely useful
data]. Used 10,000+ stone artifacts, ground stone, chert, and obsidian. Source info, high
power microwear on ca 35%.

Obsidian from several sources, mostly used for prismatic blade segments, some evidence
of elite manuf and control of obsid blades.

Chert - “expedient flake tool production was dominant in each household.” and
“production of chert oval bifaces and bifacial points took place intensively at Aguateca.”
[This last is wrong - based on high percentage of biface thinning flakes (18% of chert
artifacts) but N is only 1100, not nearly enough to indicate intensive production on site of
anything, and all but 175 of these BTF are supposed to be from multiple use or storage
contexts, so absolutely no evidence of workshop situation. A handful of unfinished or
recycled oval bifaces are as likely to have been worked elsewhere. There are 235 points
(thin bifaces) but only one manufacturing failure.] “Some nobles, including scribe/artists,
were knappers who manufactured utilitarian tools on a part-time basis.” [Evidence does not
support this].

Extensive typology of wear derived from his experiments used to interpret microwear.
Obsid blades mostly used for wood carving, meat + hide processing, a little shell or bone
carving. Chert artifacts more diverse, but casual flakes, BTF, and bifacial points show
similar uses: 40-56% meat or hide cutting, 7-15% wood work, 11-32% shell, bone, or
antler. The oval bifaces [celts] are 68% stone cutting + 16% meat/hide, little bit of other
craft. Only 3 of 186 oval bifaces show soil polish [so almost no agricultural tools
represented at all, except 3 celts from a lower class house]. Same house also lots bone
work. Polished stone celts from M8-8 scribe + family residence - all (>20) used for stone
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carving - stelae. Other M8-8 tools show meat/hide processing, some wood carving, little
bone/shell, so other crafts also produced by scribe’s household. N room has storage vessels,
metate, needles, spindle whorls - ie female activities, also chert tools processing meat/hide,
carving wood/shell/bone, hammerstone + casual flakes, so women engaged in craft and
some knapping.

MS8-4 making mosaic pyrite mirrors, more wood/shell/bone carving, some polished celts =
stone carving, manuf of royal regalia, presumably as attached noble craftsman. N room
again female food prep and textile + other craft, maybe ceramic manuf, “concentration of
biface thinning flakes...suggests she may have been devoted to biface tool manufacturing.”
[Highly unlikely! How many BTF? Do they refit? Is there really any evidence of
manufacture rather than storage/use of these flakes as tools?]

Conclusions: Maya elite engaged in a wide range of crafts, including but not only making
high value goods. Overlap among households, but some degree of specialization too.
Women participated in crafts as well. Maya elite had multiple identities.

[The unusually good contexts are helpful, but Aoyama should not take them as unmixed or
unambiguous - he tries too hard to make specific activity assignments to different segments
of society; we need repetition of these patterns. Basic conclusions seem very likely, but the
absurd claims of biface manufacture based on a few flakes make me wonder about the
reliability of other specific interpretations. I don’t think he understands stone tools well
enough. ]

Aoyama, Kazuo
2005 Classic Maya Warfare and Weapons: Spear, Dart, and Arrow Points of Aguateca and
Copan. Ancient Mesoamerica 16:291-304.

In both regions, concludes that bow and arrow arrived earlier than thought (Early Classic,
400-600 AD). [based on small points made on obsidian blade segments, but probably right]
although there is little iconographic sign of bows at any time. Maya elite were involved in
craft production, including knapping, and warfare. Endemic warfare explains rise and fall
of centers, traceable by points. [General conclusions probably correct, but no real good data
on points: he assumes distinctions between bifaces used as tools “spear/knife” and those
used as points “dart/spear” based on incoherent and ambigous use-wear (“cutting and
piercing unidentified material”) and size data, never shows correlations with macro impact
damage although he depicts it, and makes specific interpretations of sites and regional
trends from pathetically small samples from individual sites, apparently reassured just
because his overall sample is large. No specifics on atlatls, just assumed some points used
with them.]

Aoyama, Kazuo
2009 Elite Craft Producers, Artists, and Warriors at Aguateca: Lithic Analysis. University
of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Apel, Jan
2001 Daggers, Knowledge, and Power: The Social Aspects of Flint Dagger Technology in
Scandinavia 2350-1500 cal BC. Uppsala University, Uppsala.
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Apel, Jan

2004 From Marginalization to Specialization: Scandinavian Flint-Dagger Production
during the Second Wave of Neolithisation. In Coast to Coast —Arrival: Results and
Reflections. Helena Knutsson, ed., pp. 295-308. Coast to Coast Project Book 10, Uppsala.

2800-1950 cal BC 2" wave culminates in intro of “Neo package” of Late Neo I to new
areas of Scand. N Jutland 2350 BC g scale dagger production results from process of
social marginalization that in turn produced successful specialization. Daggers relate
symbolically to warrior and elite identity, replace stone battle axe in graves. Yemen and
Masai as ethnog parallels. Learning to knap daggers probably transmitted within kin groups
by apprenticeship. Probably male symbol, male manufacture. As bronze began to be new
prestige dagger in Late Neo II, eastern knappers increased quality of flint daggers = late
fishtail parallel flaked forms. But Limfjord area craft diminished.

Apel, Jan

2006 Skill and Experimental Archaeology. In Skilled Production and Social Reproduction.
Jan Apel and Kjel Knutsson eds., pp. 207-218. Societas Archaeologica Upsaliensis,
Uppsala.

Apel, Jan

2011 Skill and Experimental Archaeology. In Experiment and Interpretation of
Traditional Technologies: Essays in Honor of Errett Callahan, Hugo Nami, ed., pp. 75-89.
Ediciones de Arqueologia Contemporanea, Buenos Aires.

We need both emic, practical assessments of skill based on experience of knappers, and
objective ways of measuring and discussing in archaeological record. [Way too theoretical
and complex discussion at first, but good example]. Scandinavian dagger example, defining
stages of manufacture. Issues of practical know-how and theoretical knowledge — which
stages require more skill in different spheres.

Apel, Jan, and Kjel Knutsson

2006 Skilled Production and Social Reproduction - An Introduction to the Subject. In
Skilled Production and Social Reproduction. Jan Apel and Kjel Knutsson eds., pp. 11-24.
Societas Archaeologica Upsaliensis, Uppsala.

Arakawa, Fumiyasu and Kimberlee M. Gerhardt
2007 Toolstone Procurement Patterns on Wetherill Mesa, Mesa Verde, A. D. 600-1280.
Kiva 73(1):67-84.

Debitage analyses. Early use of local igneous and indurated shale, PII shift to Brushy
Basin chert (20 km), by end PII, shift to silicified mudstones from Burro Canyon and
Morrison Formations (10km).

Arbeiter, Dennis
2000 The Atlas Spear. Prehistoric Antiquities and Archaeological News Quarterly 20(4):4.
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Armbruster, Barbara
2010 Lithic Technology for Bronze Age Metalworking. In Lithic Technology in Metal
Using Societies, B. V. Eriksen ed., pp. 9-24. Arhus, Arhus University Press.

Moulds, hammer, anvil, abrasives. Interp info from Egyptian art, African ethnog smiths,
experimental arch, and archaeometry.

Arnold, Jeanne E.
1985 The Santa Barbara Channel Islands Bladelet Industry. Lithic Technology 14(2):71-80.

Large industry in quarries and village middens, suggests specialists.

Arnold, Jeanne E.

1987 Technology and Economy: Microblade Core Production from the Channel Islands. In
The Organization of Core Technology. J.K. Johnson, C.A. Morrow, eds. Pp. 207-238.
Boulder: Westview Press.

Arnold, Jeanne E.

1992 Early Stage Biface Production Industries in Coastal Southern California. In Stone
Tool Procurement, Production, and Distribution in California Prehistory. Arnold, J. E. ed.
Pp 67-129, Los Angeles: Regents of the University of California.

Arnold, Jeanne E.

1992 Lithic Analyses and Recent Research in California. In Stone Tool Procurement,
Production, and Distribution in California Pre-history. Arnold, J. E. ed. Pp1-3, Los
Angeles: Regents of the University of California.

Arnold, Jeanne E. ed
1992 Stone Tool Procument, Production, and Distribution in California Prehistory. Los
Angeles: Regents of the University of California.

Arnold, Jeanne E and Ann Munns
1994 Independent or Attached Specialization: The Organization of Shell Bead Production
in California. Journal of Field Archaeology 21(4):473-489.

Ascher, Robert
1960 Archaeology and the Public Image. American Antiquity 25 (3):

Ascher, Robert
1961 Experimental Archeology. American Anthropologist. 63: 795-816.

Early New Archaeology: jargon like a Schiffer, describes logic of experiments and
hypothesis testing, but does not make either point that it creates analogy or that it rarely
provides positive proof, more often negative — although he recognizes conditional nature of
conclusions.
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Ascher, Robert
1961 Analogy in Archaeological Interpretation. Southwestern Journal of Anthropology
17:317-325.

Ascher, Robert

1968 Time’s Arrow and the Archeology of a Contemporary Community. In K. C. Chang
ed., Settlement Archaeology, pp. 43-52. National Press Books, Palo Alto. And
Experimental Archaeology, D. Ingersoll, J. Yellen, and W. MacDonald eds. pp.228-
240.Columbian U. Press, New York, 1977.

Time’s arrow - trend toward disorganization as community is abandoned, but not static.
“Smearing” and “blending” of boundaries and remains of activities, cycling or reuse of
materials. [But he implies this is all trending toward disorganization, rather than
recognizing that it may create new patterns and organization. |

Ashton, Nick

2004 The Role of Refitting in the British Lower Palaeolithic: A Time For Reflection. In
Lithics in Action: Papers from the Conference ‘Lithic Studies in the Year 2000°. E. A.
Walker, F. Wenban-Smith, and F. Healy eds., pp. 57-64. Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Ashton, Nick and John McNabb
1994 Bifaces in Perspective. In Stories in Stone, N. Ashton and A. David eds. Pp. 182-191.
Lithic Studies Society Occasional Paper No.4. British Museum, London.

History of research and terminology led to perceptual bias — a stereotyped “mental
template” in archeological perception. Varation in shape proved to be poor chronological or
geographical indicator. Need alternative approaches: non-classic pieces common, used as
examples. Raw material influences — suggest tendency to follow form of original material.
Function — butchery best evidenced, explains curation for unpredictable availability of
meat.

Ashton, Nick, John McNabb, Brian Irving, Simon Lewis, and Simon Parfitt
1994 Contemporaneity of Clactonian and Acheulian Flint Industries at Barnham, Suffolk.
Antiquity 68 (260):585-589.

Excavations Aug *93 (when I visited with J. Lord).

Hoxnian, same time as Swanscombe, 400,000. Lag gravel in river channel with flakes and
cores = Clactonian but 50 m away on same gravel in same channel [really sure?] lots of
biface thinning flakes. Difference between Clautonian and Acheulean reflects different
material quality, manufacturing activities, functions — here, position on site rather than
time.

Assaf, Ella, Ran Barkai, and Avi Gopher
2015 Knowledge transmission and apprentice flint-knappers in the Acheulo-Yabrudian: A
case study from Qesem Cave, Israel. Quaternary International xxx:1-16.
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Later Lower Paleolithic, >300 kya, post H. erectus, new hominids with development of
long maturation unique to humans. New behaviors including flint quarrying and blades, use
of Quina scrapers and lithic and bone recycling. “Acheulo-Yabrudian Cultural Complex”
including Amudian stone industry. Southern area of cave industry differs from that
elsewhere in cave - reflecting varied levels of knapping skill. 3 stratig layers with similar
assemblage. Analysis of cores (255), 5-10% for blades. High % flake cores, use of nodule
blanks might reflect lower skill knappers. Specific cores show 2 ‘generations’ of use, first
successful, 2™ lots of steps etc, possible less experienced knappers reusing cores [but
problems accumulate as cores get used, so unless patina or refitting shows reuse, can’t
make that claim]. Also use of problematic low quality pieces. Differs from other areas of
cave. [Maybe but same problem as Mid Pal “tool kits” of Binford: cannot claim
contemporaneity, or use of S area for same activity (learning to knap) for 10s of k yrs. All
these assemblages are palimpsests. |

Associated Press

2007 How One Man Unraveled Arrowhead Falsification. Electronic Document, Billings
Gazette, URL: http://www.billingsgazette.net/articles/2007/03/18/news/wyoming/55-
arrows.txt accessed 1/25/08.

Jeb Taylor who buys + sells points, “authenticator,” bought 3 fakes for 10k from Woody
Blackwell after elaborate set-up, got suspicious, WB confessed.

Ataman, K

1992 Threshing sledges and Archaeology. In Prehistoire de I’Agriculture. Patricia C.
Anderson, ed. pp. 305-320. Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, Paris. and in
1999 Prehistory of Agriculture: New Experimental and Ethnographic Approaches. Patricia
C. Anderson ed., Monograph 40, Institute of Archaeology, University of California, Los
Angeles, pp. 211-222.

Some Turkish ethnographic info with photos, good account [so are they still there?] (Urfa
province, Cankersek village). Probably can’t tell debitage from other prehistoric debitage.
Now more used to cut straw for mudbrick than to thresh grain. 100 specimens of flakes and
wear described. Discusses several possible ids from prehistoric by others — feels they are
only tentative.

Aubry, Thierry, Bruce Bradley, Miguel Almeida, Bertrand Walter, Maria Joao
Neves, Jacques Pelegrin, Michel Lenoir, and Marc Tiffagom

n.d. 2007 An Experimental Approach to Solutrean Large-sized Laurel Leaf Production
Based on Refitting and Techno-economic Analysis of the Maitreaux Lithic Assemblage.

Ms peer reviewed for World Archaeology 10/19/2007

Experimental replication by several knappers, focused on technological strategies
suggested by refitting of archaeological material. In particular, overshot flaking to remove
masses and problematic edges, and either symmetrical bifacial reduction of nodules, or
asymmetrical removing most of the mass from one face, which allows removal of poor
material in the center of the nodule and preservation of the finest stone right under the
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cortex for the finished piece. At M, making late-stage laurels that were exported for finish
elsewhere.

Audouze, F.

1987 Outils et manches dans le travail du bois a la période protohistorique. In Le Main et
[’Outil : Manches et Emmanchements Préhistoriques. D. Stordeur, ed. pp. 327-328. Lyon :
Maison de I’orient.

Audouze, F
1999 New Advances in French Prehistory. Antiquity 73 (279):167-175.

Usefully outlines current French theoretical approaches to lithics — chaines operatoire,
Pelegrin’s mental concepts, Boeda, refitting, Leroi-Gourhan, etc.

Auel, Jean M.
1980 The Clan of the Cave Bear. New York City: Bantam Books Inc.

Novel. The first of Auel’s enormously successful series. Ayla, child of modern humans is
orphaned and adopted by Neanderthal tribe. She grows up to begin a feminist struggle
against a backward, patriarchal society incapable of spontaneous change. Auel’s writing is
ok, her story is well-structured with good characterizations, and she uses elements of
archaeological understanding of Neanderthals at the time of writing in interesting ways.
Most notably, they are largely incapable of speech, but use a gestural system of
communication. In most ways however, these are prehistoric suburbanites. Their gestures
allow speech as complicated and symbolic as spoken words, they maintain implausibly
complex social organizations and symbolic religious practices, and their concerns are often
modern social issues. Auel incorporates much detail of woodcraft and primitive technology
but without really understanding much of it - for instance, Ayla learns to use a sling,
shooting with implausible speed, the Neanderthal diet includes ludicrous elaborate feasts
with complex multi-ingredient foods, and so on. In later books of the series she invents
most prehistoric technology and domesticates horses, etc. This is not remotely how
prehistoric people lived, but the accessible soap-opera story with lots of sex, prehistoric
violence, and interesting characters played well to modern social concerns, and sold much
better than such books as Reindeer Moon, which is both more realistic and better written.

Augereau, Anne

1995 Les ateliers de fabrication de haches de la mini¢re du “Grand Bois Marot” a
Villemaur-sur-Vanne (Aube). In Les Mines de Silex au Néolithique en Europe: Avancées
Récentes. J. Pelegrin and A. Richard, eds, pp. 145-158. Comité des Travaux Historiques et
Scientifiques, Vesoul.

Ausel, Erica L.
2012 Lithic Analysis of Chau Hiix, Belize: Raw Material Consumption and Artifact Types.
Lithic Technology 37(2):141-154.



28

In ‘chert-bearing zone’ but most material is chalcedony, varying quality, grades into
building stone, and into chert - opaque and banded.

Austin, Robert J.
1986 The Experimental Reproduction and Archaeological Occurrence of Biface Notching
Flakes. Lithic Technology 15 (3):96-101.

Described, claims first description. (also cites House & Balleger 1976 as first description of
biface thinning flake [!]. Uses in 2 sites — infers late stage point work.

Austin, Louise

1994 The Life and Death of A Boxgrove Biface. In Stories in Stone, N. Ashton and A.
David eds. Pp. 119-126. Lithic Studies Society Occasional Paper No. 4 British Museum,
London.

In situ hand axes and manufacture flakes. Newcomer experiment as comparative info,
shows not enough early stage flakes and little evidence of roughing out = transport of
partially finished bifaces. Refitting groups show strategy, especially cortex removal and
thinning. One scatter suggests seated knapper selected flakes placed to right. [Misleading
title — no one biface traced very far.]

Austin, Robert J.
1999 Technological Characterization of Lithic Waste-Flake Assemblages: Multivariate
Analysis of Experimental and Archaeological Data. Lithic Technology 24 (1):53-68.

Supports Sullivan and Rozen.

Avelung, Liz
1997 Mesolithic ‘mastics’: a sticky problem. Lithics 17/18:84-85.

Hafting glue analysis at Star Carr, Sweden, Neolithic Sweet Track. All birchbark tar —
why?

Avner, Uzi, P. C. Anderson, Bui Thi Mai, J. Chabot, and L. S. Cummings
2003 Ancient threshing floors, threshing tools, and plant remains in ‘Uvda Valley,
southern Negev desert, Israel: A preliminary report. In Le Traitement des Récoltes: Un

Regard sur la Diversité du Néolithique au Présent. P. C. Anderson, L. S. Cummings, and
T. K. Schippers, eds., pp. 455-476. APDCA, Antibes, France.

Avery, B.P.

1873 Chips from An Indian Workshop Overland Monthly 2(6):489-493.

Reprinted 1953 as Appendix C in R.F. Heizer and A.B. Elsasser, Some Archaeological
Sites and Cultures of the Central Sierra Nevada. Reports of the U. of California
Archaeological Survey 21.

Obsidian sources, romantic early archaeology.
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Awe, Jaime

1991 Lithic Studies from a Belizean Perspective. In Maya Stone Tools: Selected Papers
from the Second Maya Lithic Conference. T. R. Hester and H. J. Shafer eds, pp. 267-270.
Prehistory Press, Madison.

Bachechi, L., P.-F. Fabbri, and F. Mallegni
1997 An Arrow-Caused Lesion in a Late Upper Paleolithic Human Pelvis. Current
Anthropology. 38 (1):135-140.

By Mesolithic, bow & arrow widely distributed no evidence before end Upper Paleolithic.
Female burial in Up. Pal. San Teodoro Cave, Sicily. Fragments of backed triangle
microlith embedded in pelvis, septic drainage of wound. Part of light point, so bow &
arrow. [Not conclusive at all!] Date ca. 14-12,000 b.p., other examples listed.

Backhouse, Paul N., Eileen Johnson, and Doug Cunningham
2010 The Bouchier Cache: A Biface Cache from the Western Rolling Plains of Texas.
Plains Anthropologist 55(214):169-180.

Biface cores, probably resource stockpile related to mobility. Unknown age, probably
holocene. Prob Edwards chert from over 120 miles away.

Baena-Preysler, Javier

1992 Talleres Paleolitico en el Curso Final del Rio Manzanares. Departamento de
Prehistoria y Archaeologia. Universidad Automoma de Madrid. R.N. Montaje Artes
Graficas, Madrid.

Baena-Preysler, Javier, and Manuel Luque Cortina
n.d. ca. 1996 Consideraciones Technologicas Sobre La Talla Laminar Por Presion ;
Sistemas de sujecion.

Baena Preysler, Javier
1998 Tecnologia Litica Experimental: Introduccion a la talla de utillaje prehistorico. BAR
International Series 721.

Baena Preysler, Javier, and Elena Carrion Santafé

2011 Experimental Approach to the Function and Technology of Quina Side-Scrapers. In
Experiment and Interpretation of Traditional Technologies: Essays in Honor of Errett
Callahan, Hugo Nami, ed., pp. 171-202. Ediciones de Arqueologia Contemporanea,
Buenos Aires.

Interps based on typology, chronology, culture now more dynamic understanding of
technological process and tool use-life. Cueva de Esquilleu in Cantabria, Spain. Quartzite,
refitted simple cores, thick flake detachment desired, edge retouch. Experimented with
wrap and wooden hafting — wrapping seemed best given characteristics of blanks, low
standardization, low investment. Convex edges because corners of straight edges cut hide.
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Denticulates as precursor stage — teeth would striate. Or more likely, develop Q retouch by
successive retouch and edge cleaning when scraping hides

Baena, J., and M. Luque

1994 La industria litica. In EI Horizonte Campaniforme de la Region de Madrid en el
Centenario de Ciempozuelos. M. Concepcion Blasco, ed. Departamento de Prehistoria y
Archaeologia, Universidad Automoma de Madrid. M. Picasso Artes Graficas, Madrid. Pp.
173-225.

Baerries, David
1953 Blackhawk Village Site. Journal of the lowa Archaeological Society 2(4).

I don’t have this, just the ref here from Perino 1985, who says he named Waubesa

Baggett, Mark
2009 A Hunt with Aunt Jemima. Primitive Archer 17(3):32-33.

Killed deer with brown glass point, cane arrow, self bow, 8 yards. Entry between ribs, split
rib on other side but no exit.

Bailey, E.L.
1913 Flint Arrow Points. Forest and Stream. Nov. 1, 1913. Reprinted 1993, The Flint
Knapper’s Exchange. 3(1):4-6.

[Ancestor of FKE! — badly written, good’ol boy figures out how-to, but not real well
(pounding with sharp rock- his pts must have been UGLY]

Baker, Anthony
2002 The Indian Quarries of Piney Branch Park, District of Columbia. Indian Artifact
Magazine 21(3): 6-7, 80-81.

Ok non-professional description, significance, how to find today.

Baker, Tony

2002 Digital Crabtree: Computer Simulation of Folsom Fluting. In Folsom Technology
and Lifeways, J. E. Clark and M. B. Collins, eds., pp. 209-226. Lithic Technology Special
Publication No. 4. University of Tulsa, Tulsa.

Baker, Tony

2005 The Elephant in the Parlor: Another Story of Sandia Cave. Electronic document on
webpage “Paleoindian and Other Archaeological Stuff” by Tony Baker. URL:
http://www.ele.net/ accessed 5/2007.

Baker’s parents were involved in UNM archaeology at time of Hibben excavation, heard
nothing except rumors that something was wrong at Sandia. Baker interviewed Jim
Greenacre, a student who excavated with Bliss at Sandia, went on to be archaeologist. His
memories support Bliss contention that the flowstone layer Hibben claimed sealed the old
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levels was not solid, they recovered lots of rat dung, and most importantly “found nothing
of significance in the Cave.” [Baker does not speculate on origins of the points. ]

Baker, Tony

2008 Marvin McCormick: The First Modern Fluter. Electronic document on webpage
“Paleoindian and Other Archaeological Stuff” by Tony Baker. URL:
http://www.ele.net/mccormick/mccormick.htm accessed 4/8/2008

Tony’s grdfa, Wm Baker, collector in OK 1930s-40s memories and correspondance with
V. Dale (collector) and E. B. Howard (U. Penn) about Folsom + Yuma pts, and McC - are
the Alibates points turning up in CO fakes? TB visited McC in 1970s - McC told him he
fluted first by percussion, which was “more realistic” but had high failure rate, so turned to
lever pressure. TB’s father had slides, duplicated in 1967, so made earlier, of McC
knapping with a copper rod [earliest documented copper bopper?] and fluting with punch.
Letters and photos reproduced, photos show M knapping, with comments by Patten.

Baker, Tony, and Michael Kunz

2003 Contrasting the Lithic Technologies of Mesa and Folsom. Paper presented at 68™
Annual Meeting of the Society for American Archaeology. Electronic document on
webpage “Paleoindian and Other Archaeological Stuff” by Tony Baker. URL
http://www.ele.net/mesa_folsom/mesa_fol.htm accessed 4/8/2008

Contemporary bison hunters, different technologies explained by access to raw material.
Cortex is a measure of effort - flakes removed are chosen for least effort, which often
produces biface forms. Reducing biface margin improves accuracy for reduced flake
variability. All tool “types” reduce to three: cutting edges, scraping edges, and perforating
points. Folsom tools, because material scarcer, put more tool edges on any piece of stone.

Backhouse, Paul N., Eileen Johnson, and Doug Cunningham
2009 Lithic Technology and Toolstone Variability at Two Gravel Exposures Neighboring
the Eastern Llano Estacado. Plains Anthropologist 54(211):259-280.

Bakken, Kent
1993 Lithic Raw Material Resources in Western Minnesota. The Platform 5(1):2-3; 5(2):6-
7; 5(3):7-8; 5(4):7-8.

Baldwin, John
2006 Fraud, Conspiracy, Extortion, Greed. Indian Artifact Magazine 25 (2): 3-6, 62.

Ohio collectors scammed out of big money by dealers who sell them modern fakes and buy
up the good pieces in their collections. Rumored to be also involved in drugs. Flint Ridge
dovetails and Knife River Ross points photos, Woody Blackwell identified as maker of
one, principal parties not named but probably recognizable. Fraud amounts associated with
two main dealers about $2 million. [Lots of portrayal of the collectors as good citizens
“hard-working” “business man” etc, but then one of the bad guys is a “retired school
teacher.” They are all trading in 10s of 1000s of dollars, and at that level, and in that
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collector world, most of them actually know full well they are dealing with criminals some
of the time. A good example of the blind self-righteousness of the collecting world.]

Balfour, Henry
1903 On the Method Employed by the Natives of N.W. Australia in the Manufacture of
Glass Spear-heads. Man 3(35): 65, plate E

Fine bifacial spearheads. Pressure of point against bone — reverse pressure flaking. Use of
glass.

Balkan-Atli, Nur
1994 La Neolithisation de L’Anatolie. Varia Anatolica VII. De Boccard, Paris.

Info only up to 1986, so missing some sites. Describes and gives chemical characterization
info for a number of obsid sources known up to then, in two main regions, central Anatolia
and southeast. Central includes two areas distinguished early by Renfrew, Dixon, and
Cann, at Aci1gol and Ciftlik, later subdivided by Paynes work published in Todd 1980. [Info
is hard to use on the ground because all of the maps are vague, do not include the same
roads and towns as landmarks, and use different names for sources.] A includes Kalei¢i NE
of A, and Lac A/Giiney Dag and Kocatepe SE of A along the Aksaray/Nevshehir road, and
Hotamis Dag and Koru Dag further S of them. [The obsidian we collected along the road
was to the W of Acig6l village so unclear source, perhaps one of the first two, K is
described as cone with prominent crater near village, so should be the one you see from the
road looking across the town and closest to our finds].

Ciftlik region is assoc with Gollii Dag volcano S of above and includes several sources.
Koémiircii Koyt - 2 km NE of village in valley, numerous deposits and workshops, black
good quality obsidian with some striated brownish, Todd calls “densest concentration in
central Anatolia”. Payne notes also some sources SW of village. [The NE source is what [
visited 10/2007]. Others include Sir¢a Deresi, Kayirli, and Nenezi Dag.

Eastern Anatolian sources not well known, but are around Lake Van eg Nemrut Dag, and
around Bingol and Kars.

Flint not as important in Anatolia as obsidian. Sources not well known. Vague info from
geology only, but Taurus Mts have limestones with flint.

Lithic assemblages and types from some of the Neo sites discussed and figured.

Balkan-Atli, Nur

1994 The Typological Characteristics of Asiklt Hoyiik Chipped Stone Industry. In
Neolithic Chipped Stone Industries of the Fertile Crescent. H. G. Gebel and S. K.
Kozlowski eds., pp. 209-221. Berlin, Ex Oriente.

Aceramic Neolithic tell site near Aksaray in central Anatolia, dates 8700-8500 BP,
rectangular mudbrick architecture, hunting economy, no agric traces yet. Lithic assemblage
72,000 pieces all of obsidian, from Kayirli and Nenezi Dag sources, arriving as blocks and
tablets and knapped on site. Debitage = 83.5%. Cores 2.3% mostly opposed platform blade
cores, usually exhausted or broken. Blades more common in debitage than flakes. Hard
percussion only technique observed. [[’m not so sure - admittedly quick look on site



33

10/2007, lots of obsid, dominated by blades, little sign of cortex or early prep, and some
blades small, regular, small plat suggests pressure or punch. Saw only one core, a poor
bidirectional.] Tools include scrapers on round flakes and blades (63% of retouched pc),
rare arrow points, microliths and geometrics, various retouched blade tools. [Saw 3 of
round scraper]. Figures for all of these.

Balkan-Atli, Nur, and Gérard Der Aprahamian

1998 Les Nucléus de Kaletepe et Deux Ateliers de Taille en Cappadoce. In L ’Obsidienne
au Proche et Moyen Orient: Du Volcan a L’Outil, edited by M.-C. Cauvin, A. Gourgaud,
B.Gratuze, N. Arnaud, G. Poupeau, J.-L. Poidevin, and C. Chataigner, pp. 241-257. BAR
International Series 738. Archaeopress, Oxford.

Kayirli and Komurcu at Gollu Dag. Naviform cores, very long and narrow, reconstructed
as working a biface, starting with one edge as a lame a crete.

Balkan-Atli, Nur, Didier Binder, and Marie Claire Cauvin

1999 Obsidian: Sources, Workshops, and Trade in Central Anatolia. In Neolithic in
Turkey: The Cradle of Civilization, New Discoveries. Edited by Mehmet Ozdogan and
Nezih Baggelen, pp. 131-145. Arkeoliji ve Sanat Yayinlari, Istanbul.

Capadocian sources, largest volcanic province in Central Anatolia. Acigol, Golli Dag
(Ciftlik obsidians) Nenezi Dag, Hasan Dag, and Erciyes Dag in the Melendez Massif and
Ciftlik plain, where lots of archaeol in progress too, eg Asikli Hoyiik which has obsidian
from Nenezi and Kayirli (= Gollu Dag).

Nenezi Dag - 3 km E of Bekarla village, NW of Gollu Dag, 500 m isolated dome. Obsid
on W flank, homogeneous chemically, mostly black but some red + grey. Dense
workshops with Neo pyramidal + bi-directional cores, biface preforms, oval bif pts.

Gollu Dag - 12 km diam volcano N of Ciftlik-Golciik road, 2143 m high, 6 diff sources, 3
described: Bozkoy, Kayirli, and Komiircii. Bozkoy - small dome, black or grey striped
obsid, workshop with unipolar [conical] cores. Kayirli - big dome, lots obsid, shiny black
good quality, 2 wkshps w conical + bidirectional cores, bif performs, cores very regular,
[low angle platforms]. Komurcu - most spectacular [all these pics show large masses of
obsid flow in drainages, lots of scatter], similar Neo cores, but also handaxe and Levallois,
prob Paleolithic. Several wkshps, including Kaletepe [this is where Fusun worked] large
dense area on plateau with large standardized cores of unidirectional and naviform types,
naviforms for long blades on narrow surface [levallois-like technique], differ chaine op
from others. Excavs show 6 m of debitage, not reaching natural surfaces. Workshop debris
shows specialization for long blades ¢ 15 cm (used as blanks for proj pts of PPNB)

Balkan-Atli, Nur, Didier Binder, and Marie Claire Cauvin
1998 Exploitation de 1’Obsidienne de Cappadoce: Premiere Campagne de Fouille a
Kaltepe (Komiircii). Anatolia Antiqua 6:301-315.

N flank of Gollii Dag, quaternary stratovolcano with acidic rholites, obsid, ignimbrites, and
“ponces”. Obsidian occurs in several vertical vein masses 20-60 m, dates ca 1 mya but she
feels some is too fresh for so old. Naviform “bipolar” [NO - bidirectional] cores + blades
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typical, excav to establish stratig position and chaine operatoire, illustrated, but not the
Paleolithic tools reported from same vicinity. Naviform cores assoc with PPNB at nearby
sites, producing blades for points, well developed specialized industry.

Balkan-Ath, Nur, Nurcan Kayacan, Mhiriban Ozbasaran, and Semra Yildirnm x disk
2001 Variability in the Neolithic Arrowheads of Central Anatolia (Typological,
Technological, and Chronological Aspects.) In Beyond Tools: Redefining the PPN Lithic
Assemblages of the Levant. Isabella Caneva, Cristina Lemorini, Daniela Zampetti, and
Paolo Biagi eds., pp. 27-43. ex oriente, Berlin.

Site summaries: Asikli Hoyiik - close to obsid sources, material arriving unworked, bipolar
[incorrect, they mean bidirectional] cores for blades, arrowheads on blades scarce.
Musular - 400 m away across river, prob similar but cortical flakes rare, arrowheads more
common.

Raw material sources: Nenez1 Dag, Gollii Dag with 6 specific sources including Kayirh
and Komiircii/Kaletepe.

Ballenger, Jesse A.M.
1996 The Southern Plains Craft Lithic Cache. Plains Anthropologist 41 (157):297-3009.

TX flint — Edwards Plateau & Alibates (sources >112 km from site). Craft cache in N TX —
43 unifaces not assoc. with other stuff — possibly 2 individuals [citations on individuals all
old]. Usewear suggests bison hide processing. [Poor drawings, no photo].

Ballin, Torben Bjarke
2000 Classification and Description of Lithic Artefacts: A Discussion of the Basic Lithic
Terminology. Lithics 21:9-15

[Scandinavian typological influence, not very useful.]

Ballin, Torben Bjarke
2010 The lithic industries of Later Bronze Age Great Britain. In Lithic Technology in Metal
Using Societies, B. V. Eriksen ed., pp.95-105. Arhus, Arhus University Press.

Compares 3 industries: flint from Raunds, Northamptonshire, quartzite from Angus,
Scotland, and quartz from Shetland. [Incorrect diagrams of knapping techniques!]

Ballin, Torben
2011 The felsite quarries of North Roe, Shetland — An overview. In Stone Axe Studies IlI.
Vin Davis and Mark Edmonds, ed., pp. 121-130. Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Bamforth, Douglas B.
1986 A Comment on “Functional Variability in an Assemblage of Endscrapers.” Lithic

Technology 15(2):61-64.

Bamforth, D.B.
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1986 Technological Efficiency and Tool Curation. American Antiquity 51:38-50.

Bamforth, Douglas B.

1991 Flint Knapping Skill, Communal Hunting, and Paleoindian Projectile Point Typology.
Plains Anthropologist 36(137): 309-321.

[Good Article] Sources of point variation: templates, material, rework and damage,
knapper skill and idiosyncracy. Communal kills as data sources- require “gear-up” to have
enough tools on hand — not just points but all equipment, so making lots of points under
time pressure- most efficient if best knappers do it. Need to distinguish major variation
(gross form & technique) which differs between groups and time from minor variation
which differs between individuals. E.g. points from Folsom sites often not fluted — but
fluted dominate in communal kill sites. Beware current excess of Cody Complex types
based on minor distinctions — Eden, Scottsbluff, Alberta are just individual interpretations
of standard multi-stage manufacturing process.

Bamforth, Douglas B.

1992 Quarries in Context: A Regional Perspective on Lithic Procurement. In Stone Tool
Procurement, Production, and Distribution in California Prehistory. Arnold, Jeanne E.
ed., pp. 131-150, Los Angeles : Regents of the University of California.

Bamforth, Douglas B.
2003 Discussion. In Stone Tool Traditions in the Contact Era. Charles Cobb, ed., pp.165-
172, University of Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa.

Bamforth, Douglas B.

2010 Conducting Experimental Research as a Basis for Microwear Analysis. In Designing
Experimental Research in Archaeology: Examining Technology Through Production and
Use, Jeft Ferguson, editor., pp. 93-110. University Press of Colorado, Boulder.

Bamforth, Douglas B.
2013 Paleoindian perambulations and the Harman Cache. Plains Anthropologist
58(225):65-82.

Cody-era artifacts, found central NB 1930s. 2 finished Cody [Alberta/Scottsbluff] points,
and 38 preforms, other tools. White R Group chalcedony NECO, Smoky Hill jasper
NB/KS, Permian chert E KS, Burlington chert MO

Bamforth, Douglas and Mark Becker
2000 Core/Biface Ratios. Mobility, Refitting, and Artifact Use-Lives: A Paleoindian
Example. Plains Anthropologist 45(173):273-290.

Banks, Kimball M.
1982 Late Paleolithic and Neolithic Grinding Implements in Egypt. Lithic Technology
11(1): 12-20.



36

Wadi Kubaniya — Cereals at 18,000 possibly domesticated, at least important. Paleolithic
grinding implements are unshaped, less used. Neolithic are shaped, more worn, deeper.

Banks, Larry D.

1990 From Mountain Peaks to Alligator Stomachs: A Review of Lithic Sources in the
Trans-Mississipi South, the Southern Plains, and Adjacent Southwest. Oklahoma
Anthropological Series Memoir 4, University of Oklahoma, Norman.

[Excellent, why doesn’t someone reprint it?]

Banks, Larry D.

2014 Reflections of a Former US Army Corps of Engineers Archaeologist. In Kennewick
Man: The Scientific Investigation of an Ancient American Skeleton. Owsley, Douglas W.,
and Richard L. Jantz, eds., pp. 108-109. Texas A&M Press, College Station.

Insider view of Corps political environment and destruction by burial of the site to prevent
research.

Banks, William E. and Marvin Kay
2003 High-resolution casts for lithic use-wear analysis. Lithic Technology 28(1):27-34.

Barber, Martyn
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