




























He also noted (1971: 65) that 'some motifs ar e reminiscent of the "birds' eyes" 
of the stone pestles and mortars of the Highlands ' of New Guinea . These Manga' 
asi zoomorphs display no attributes which can be associated exclusively with 
birds, though some terminate in curved, beak-like forms (Garanger, 1971 : 56, 
fig. 2, centre bottom; 1972 : fig. 134, nos. 9, 17). One handle, however, is 
virtually identical to the lugs of the Choiseul blade (Garanger, 1972 : fig. 134, 
no. 19). 

A three-dimensional zoomorphic head in pottery has been found at the 
BS-SZ-8 La.pita pottery site on NendtJ Island (Santa Cruz) in the south-east 
Solomon Islands, dated to the late second millenium B. C. (Green, 1974: fig. 
3; 1976: 264). The eyes and mouth appear to be incised, and the mouth has a 
bluntly pointed end. This zoomorph resembles the handles from Manga 'asi, 
though there are major differences between the two associated potteries. In 
general form, but not treatment of the eyes, the Nend6' specimen can be com
pared with the lugs of the Toiminapu and Choiseul blades. 

The lugs on the Toiminapu and Choiseul blades can thus be compared with 
zoo morphs on pottery handles from two dated archaeological sites. If these 
comparisons are accepted, a revised age estimate for the blades can be offared. 
An upper limit of about 2500 to 3500 years ago is indicated by radiocarbon dates 
for the NendtJ site and for Horizon III at Manga'asi; in the absence of dates for 
Horizon II at Manga 'asi, a lower limit cannot be set, but can reasonably be 
expected to be greater than 650 years ago. 

The zoomarphic handle from the Nendtl site is the only one yet known from 
a La.pita pottery context. On the other hand, such zoomorpbs appear quite 
common at Manga 'asi itself. There is a similarity between the relief bosses of 
of the Manga 'asi pottery and the bosses of the five decorated stone blades. 
Prehistoric pottery related to or comparable with the Manga 'asi pottery has 
been reported from southern Bougainville (Golson, 1972b: 564-6, 574) and from 
Buka Island (Specht, 1969), a distribution which also overlaps with the lmown 
range of the decorated blades. It is tempting to see in these stylistic similar
ities and overlapping distribution an historical link between the decorated blades 
and the Manga 'asi and related potteries. However, double-lugged stone blades 
seem absent from Manga'asi sites, and from surface collections in the New 
Hebrides in general. 

At present only six decorated stone blades with double lugs are lmown 
from island Melanesia, and these all from the Solomon Islands. They form 
but a minute proportion of the thousands of stone blades from that island group 
held in museums. This extreme rarity cannot be attributed solely to inadequate 
sample size, since the Voyce, Waterhouse and O'Reilly collections alone total 
over 4,000 blades. The close similarity between the decorated blades from 
Buka to Simbo argues against idiosyncratic production by a single stone-worker 
or group of stone-workers, unless the blades were distributed from a central 
source through an exchange network. The extensive movements of goods, and 
people, within the northern Solomon Islands is well documented (see summaries 
in Specht, 1974; Blackwood, 1935; and Terrell and Irwin, 1972 : 340), but 
acceptance of this explanation for the distribution of the decorated blades would 
present a problem. These blades are probably a sub-group of a much larger 
series of butt-differentiated blades known from the northern Solomon Islands, 
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of which the decorated blades form only a small percentage. It is most econ
omical to explain the distribution of this larger series in terms of many diff
erent production centres within what might be regarded as a prehistoric 'areal 
culture' (cf. Schwartz, 1963). In the absence of petrological identifications 
of probable places of origin for the decorated blades, they may have been pro
duced at one or several points within this postulated prehistoric areal culture. 
Their rarity further suggests that their production may have been rigidly con
trolled. What their function was, we may never lmow, but it is tempting to 
see them used in a context in which animals, possibly birds, played some role. 

NOTES 

1. This field work was carried out by J. Specht, with the assistance 
of S. Specht, as part of a doctoral programme at the Australian 
National University, Canberra, and was wholly funded by that insti
tution. 

2. The zoomorphic stone head described by Pretty in his 1964 paper 
is poorly documented as to its place of origin. It was part of a coll
ection of artefacts from New Guinea and the Solomon Islands received 
by the Queen Victoria Museum and Art Gallery, Launceston, Tas
mania in 1963. Pretty (1964 : 184) argues for a possible New Guinea 
origin, a view with which we would agree. 

3. Riesenfeld (1950; 1955) has introduced 'Bronze age' inspirations or 
prototypes into the discussion of the Toiminapu blade. Golson (1972b: 
582) rightly points out that such inspiration 'can no longer be assumed 
but must be argued within the limits of inference that a growing body 
of archaeological data is beginning to establish' . We see no value 
in pursuing putative 'bronze age' influences in Pacific Islands art, 
but note the imaginative attempt by Mead to identify 'a sub-stratum 
that is traceable to very remote origins in Asia' (Mead, 1972: 740). 
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