


















































been built for the practical purposs uf pigeon snaring or may have formed
part of the unrecorded pre-christiar rsligious life: judging by the present-
day propensity for village ceremony, the latter explanation is the more
likely. The larger mounds of heap=d large boulders were found, for the
most part, in areas of old clearings ani coconut plantations; the
unromantic explanation is that they ars a feature of the early copra phase
of Samoan culture. Coconut oil was ariginally extracted by allowing the
copra to drain into old canoes, th= oil being collected in barrels for
export to the increasing European trade. Lewthwaite states that by 1870
the "copra revolution" was virtually complete and the old method of
collecting oil was superseded by the preparation of copra whereby the flesh
was sun-dried and exported whole (as it is today). The drying process
involved setting the shelled coprz out on to large stone platforms, leaving
the weather to do the work. It is possible that the majority of the large
stone mounds were made either for this purpose or as plantation storage
depots for prepared copra awaiting transport to barges and boats. Even the
two very large stone mounds found so far in Savai'i at Letolo and inland
Sapapali’i could (with some reluctance on my part) be placed in this
category, since both are associated with wide roadways to the coast. I can
only hope, for the sake of Samoan prehistory, that I am proved wrong in this
interpretation.

One is on slightly firmer ground when reviewing the pattern of village
settlements. It can be concluded, at the moment, that there is no
unequivocal evidence that the earliest inhabitants lived high in the hills
away from the vulnerable coast, returning to the coast by way of intermediate
settlements under the influence of the Pacific peace of the mid-nineteenth
century as traditional history suggasts. It is just as likely that the
inland settlements represent different aspects of a culture which occupied
both the coast and the forest, supporting a population many times greater
than the present rapidly increasing cne. There is no evidence that villages
were fortified, as stated by Suggs (13£0 : 94). It can be assumed, on the
evidence of large stone walls, that c=rtaln asbandoned villages are historic:

this is not to say that they were not originally prehistoric, but that
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occupation continued through into the historic period. Certain unique
features, such as the umu-ti, star mound, rock mound and house platform
with fireplace may be proved to be of primary importance in period
differentiation; but on the present evidence it can be assumed that some
abandoned villages have not been occupied since prehistoric times whilst
others have been occupied into proto-historic and historic times, and
furthermore that all villages, from the coast to the highest hills, and
their origin in prehistory.

Forts do not form a large part of Samoan culture compared, for instance,
with the culture of the New Zealand Classic Maori, since only four or possibly
five have been discovered in Savai'i. Those recorded both in Savai'i and
Upolu are either ridge or headland forts and the presence of substantial
inner banks suggests that they were used during the gun-fighting period.
Unlike their New Zealand counterparts, they appear to have provided only
temporary living quarters. The presence of the coastal headland fort at
Safotu may give some substance to the tradition of Tongan dominance of the
area, but there is no evidence within it of prolonged, or even substantial,
occupation. It is just as likely that the Samcan forts represent late
internecine strife of the nineteenth century. Davidson (1965: 67) was
unable to find any correlation between Tongan and Samoan forts, so we must
look elsewhere if we are to find evidence of the traditional Tongan
occupation which is said to have pushed the Samoans into the refuge of
open villages in the hills.

In conclusion, it must be emphasised that the hypotheses of this paper
are based on field recording of surface features only. Apart from the
collection of carbon samples and investigation of pits, no excavation was
undertaken. Confirmation (or otherwise) of the statements made will depend

on excavation of similar features in the more accessible island of Upolu.
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Savai'i.

Hone at Matavai,

PLATE 1.

Boulder with Bowl depressions, Avoa, Savai'i.

PLATE 2,
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PLATE 4. Soil Mound at Paia, Savai'i.



PLATE 7.

Savai'i: boulder at Faletagaloa.

PLATE 8.

Upolu: excavation star

mound showing rock

build up, with fire=-

places, stake and post

holes, layer IVa.
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