Herdrich, David and J.T. Clark. 1993. Samoan Tia'ave and social structure: methodological and
theoretical considerations. pp 52-63. In: The evolution and organization of prehistoric society in
Polynesia. New Zealand Archaeological Association Monograph 19.



CONSIDERATIONS

By the time of western contack. societies of Polynesia
varied in their characteristics and levels of complexity. One
characteristic they did share. however, was intermal and
cxternal rivalry and competition, In some cases, this
compelition led o more pronounced soctal steatilication and
centralisation of power. While the hicrarchically ranked
sociely of Samoa was quite complex, an examination of
monumental structures (often referred to as star mounds and
termed here tia cave) appears 1o support Goldman's
(1970 position that fate Samoan society had taken adiflerent,
more decentralised trajectory. In the phrasing of Samoan
schotar Maamia Meleisea (J987:1), traditional politics in
Samoa were based on “a unitary system of dispersed power.,”

A generally accepted characteristic of complex societies
is the presence of monumental architecture. A structure can
be regarded as monumental i its size and elaboration are
excessive for ils practical Tunction (Frigger 1990:119). In
the Samoan archipelago, tia ‘ave are examples of this.
Green (this volume) observes that such monumental
communal structures are not visible on the archacological
landscape of Polynesia prior to the 10th to 12th centuries
A.D. ltis important to examine such structures because, as
Kirch (1990). Green (this volume), and others have shown,
monumetal architecture has the potential ol providing
cvidence relevant o understanding the structure and evolution
ol fate prehistoric soctal systems in Polynesia.

Recent information gathered on tia *ave has allowed
lor the re-examination of ideas concerning their structural
characteristics, distribution, function and categorisation
(Herdrich 1991). lu this paper we will summarise those
ideas. then Jocus on methodological problems concerning
various aspects of the rescarch on the structures, and suggest
apossible relationship between these monumental structures
and Samoan soctal evolution that was not discussed by
Herdrich (1991). Though much additional excavation musi
be done onthese features, the suggested relationship provides
aworking outline of critical uspects of @ social evolutionary
scheme for tate Samoan prehistory,
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SAMOAN T1A "AVE AND SOCIAL STRUCTURL:
METRODOLOGICAL AND THEORETICAL

Duvid ). Herdiich and Jefliey T. Clark

T1A AVE STRUCTURIES

Previous investigiations in Simest identilicd aclass of
structures that., due (o their shape, were relerred (oas star
mounds”™ (e, Frost 19780 Green and Davidson 1909,
1974) or, alteratively, as “cop mounds™ teanings of al,
1976: Jennings and THolmer FUROY. Althougli the term feog
moutd” was introduced because most ol iese struchires
appeario resemble gears orcog whicels™ (Nolmer 1970: 1K),
*star mound” has gained wider acceptance and use. Drawing
from Davidson’s (1974a) curlicr work on these and related
structures, Herdrich (1991 has argued that the constructed
teem fia tave be used o reler o oany rock or carthien
mound {1ia) with one 1o 11 ray-like projections (ave).
Othier characteristics ol fia tave are that they have
surface arca of at least SO n', exhibit structural closure by
cither nataral or man-made boundary markers, and Werthes
constructed in forested rather than residential arcas, Their
prolubte pricsary function is suggested as pigeon-catching
(Herdrich 1991), "The term tia “ave encompasses the stu/
cog mounds as well as other *specialised sites” discussed by
Davidson.

These distinctive mounds have been found only in the
Samoan archipelago (Fig, 60.1). Thus far, one tia ave
has been found on Manono, cight hitve been reported on
Savai'i, 56 on ‘Upolu (Green and Davidson 1969, 1974;
Jennings er al. 1976: Jeunings and Holoier Y803, 76 on
Tutuila (Best ef al. 1989: Buck 1930; Clark JUR()., 1Y8Y;
Clark and Herdrich 1988; Frost 1978: Leachand Witlern.d.:
Leach and Witter 1987 ) and, reported here for the Tirst time,
three on Ta‘u. Of the Tutuila features, 62 were found by the
authors during systematic surveys ol the ridge tops throughout
the two eastern-most counties of the island (East Vailanua
and Sa‘ole), and slightly o a third cownty (Sua) (Fig. 0.2),
The three Ta'u examples were discovered during surveys of
the ridges above Faleasao village (Fig. 6.3).

The structures display considerable variation (examples
ol “typical’ fia ‘ave forms are preseited in Fig. 6.4).
Some are circular while others are elongated, wiilvthe latler
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FIGURE 6.1. Upper map: the main islands of the Samoan archipelago. Lawer maps show Tutuila and Ta'v Islands,

form as a product of narrow ridge-1op locations. The mounds
range in dimeter or length from 6 o 30 m, butace genecally
1Mo 1S minsize. The heights ofhe stractures vary from 0.2
{0 3 m; most of the structuges on the ridge tops are less than
1 mhigh but those on the Tatuna Plain are 2-3 min height.
Steuctures with carthen interiors are freguently faced, fully
or partially, with basalt boulders, although in some cases
coratl slabs or combinations ol the two materials are present.
Insome instinees the rays are formed entirely of soil with po
rock facing, and in other cases the entire mound is built
almost completely of rack, The dilTerential use of rock
appeirs 1o e hased on the focat availability of boulders. For
same structures the “mound” wis constructed simply by
forming aseries ol rays wlong the cdpes ot aridge top, s well
as on one o both ends, with linle additional interior fill.
Tia “ave on peaks and on (it ground display full
closure by rays, white those onthe ridge tops olten lack rays
on one or more sides, Where the edge of the ridge top is

sheer, the bluttprovides the boundary of the iz, and in other

vases the up-stope end is marked simply by alinear diteh that

crosses the ridge. At some structures dilches provide better
definition of the rays. At ong site where the ridge top is
comparatively steep, the up-stope ray was dug into the
stope, forming &t negative image ol the ray and thereby
maintaining a roughly level surlace. On several structures
depressions and/or stone rings are present, usually slightiy
off-centre or, in a few cascs, ofT the mound cutirely.
Occisionally, boulder alignments are found on or near the
.

Davidson (1974a) has argued that circutar *starmounds”
were related to single-rayed mounds and multi raved non.
circularmounds, We have recently identitied two conmpound
tia cave that provide support Tor assigning multi-rayed
and single-rayed i o the same category. Both of the
compound tia consist of a combination of a single-rayed
structure and i multi-viyed structure: in one case they are
linked by a path and in the other they are connected by
stairway.

The latter of these compound tia ave is focated on
the Taluna Plain of Tutmila and has not been deseribwed
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* STAR MOUNDS/TIA 'AVE

FIGURE 6.2, Disiribution of tia 'ave on the eastern end of Tulvila, American Samoa. Conlour interval 200 It (61 m).

previously in detail. This tia “ave is composed ol two
farge. dilferentially-clevated sections, withacombined length
ol’ca 34 m (Fig. 6.5). The western section is the lnghest part
ol the mound, measuring ca 3 m in height. This section lias
five rays that project outward from the platform’s centre,
The western-most ray has been grealy disturbed by rock-
rabbing for rccent constructions, The eastern-most arm
extends into a stairway that leads down to the second, lower,
section (LS m high) ol the tia ‘ave. The distance from
the end of the western arm to the end of the castern one is ca
1 m.

The lower section is a complex structure having six
surface features. Feature 1 is the stairway connecting the
two scctions, herealler referred to as the upper and lower
tiers. The lower tier has a roughly triangular, or ray-like,
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shape. The apex of the triangle points toward the upper tier
and is the arca where the two tiers are connected by the
stairway. Feature 2is a prominent boulder. which appears lo
be part of an in sita lava flow that composes part of the
south wall, and sticks up about one metre above the lower
tier's surtace. Feature 3is a stairway in the south- cast corer
of the lower tier, Feature 4 is a fow rectangular plattorm
measuring 1.8 by 1.7 m, and it has soil/cinder/rock (il
retained by a single outer course of boulders.

Feature S is a triapgular platform resting on top of the
fower tier, [Uis ca S min lengih, 4 m across at the bach and
tapers 10 an apex. Itis constructed ol an outer lacing ol rock
two courses high, with a [ilE ol black cinders and soil. In the
south-cast corner of the feature is an indentation that appears
1o be an entrance. Also. on the south wall there is a kuge




houlder that projects ca (.3 m above the platform surface,
In general, this platform feature resembles what Herdrich
(1991) has called single-rayed tiz ‘ave. Il one considers
the platform shape, the entrance and the boulder on the south
wall, this feature scems 10 *model® the larger tier on which
itrests, The signilicance of this *modelling” is unknown.,

Feature 6 consists of two picees of Tava that seem (o
have been purposely placed one above the other. The upper
one is enthedded into the surface of the lower tier and is
located just north of the mid-section of the single-ray tia
uve. The exposed portion of it faces roughly north-caslt.
lts shape is distinctive having three projecting *teeth” or
*rays”. This rock covers a small passageway that exiends at
least 1.2 miinto the fowertier, In this entrance and extending
partially out of itis a fong fincar stone. The purpose of this
feature is unknown,

Although we are confident with our definition and
categorisation of fia ‘ave, there vemains a significant
methodological problem: a retiable chironology is Tacking
forthese structures, There is good reason toaceept Davidson's
(1974a:243) proposal that such structures in Western Samoi
fallinto the late prehistoric time frame, and (hat the American
Samoa structures are ol similar age. Hewill's (1980)
excavations al Mt. *Olo, *Upolu, indicate that one tia ‘ave
was constructed within the last 400 years, and Holmer's
(1976) excavations al another Mt *Olo tia indicate
construction sometinie from about A.D. 1420 10 1640. For
Tutaila, Best o al. (1989:28) report a radiocarbon date of
<250 B.P. from the base of a ridge-top tia ‘ave.

However, without a chronology for the difTerent types
of mounds, one cannol determine what their evolutionary
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FIGURE 6.3. North-castern Ta'u isluncl, showing the locations of the
three known fiar 'ave in Manu'a. Contour interval 200 I (61 m).

relationship is to one another. Is the variation synchronic or
is there diachronic change from, say, single-rayed mound to
multi-rayed? Are tia ‘ave related to mounds that do not
cxhibit rays, such as examples found in Western Samoa and
on the Tafuna Plain of Tuwila? The answers to these
questions can only come with much additional testing
designedtodate significant nimbers of mounds representing
the full range of structural variability,

DISTRIBUTION

In our work, we have discovered a distribution paticen
on Tulpila that places these mounds in forest locitions,
cither on the ridge tops or in the unpopulated lowland rain
forest of the Tatuna Plain (Clark and Uerdrich in press). The
distribution of tia ‘ave is nol uniform, cither within an
island or from island to island. In castern Tutuila, for
example, we have Tound 6.25 tia “ave per km? in East
Vaifanua County but only 4,15 tia “ave per ki’ in Satole.
Undoubtedly, the number of ¢ “ave on Totila is very
high indeed. Frost (1978:250), citing Davidson, has argued
that due 1o the large nwmber of structures in castern *Upolu
and Tutuila, the ovigin of such mounds was in that arca and
they were not used in large numbers in Western Samoa,
While tia ‘ave are now known for Manua, they are not
common. This suggests that fia ‘ave originated in central
Samoa, And while pigeon-catehing was practiced in Tongt,
Niue and *Uvea, rayed mounds of the type discussed here
have only been reported tor Samaoa.

However, our lindings also ritise the very real qucslinn')
of samipling error. Our work has shown that many of these
structures are extremely low. A mound that is only, say. 0.2
m high and covered in dense vegetation can casily be
overlooked. We, in fact, initiatly walked overa few of these
structures and only found them on a second pass of an wrea.
in addition, while the Western Samoa surveys covered mare
total arca than our surveys, they did not cover as many ridge
tops as the castern Tutuila surveys, especially in Savai'i,
Samoa’s western-most island (see Green and Davidson
196Y:Figs. 1, 28,29, 30, 31,32, 33, 34_35). Thus. the actual
distribution of ria ave in the Samoan archipelago is vel
(o he detailed,

I'his observation should not be taken tighety. Huntand
Kirch {1988:165-160) cliim that tia “ave (referred o as
*star mounds') are absent from Manu®a. Their reasons for
this claim are that; a) their informants had dened knowledge
ol g cave, by there are no relerences o i Cave in
the *rich local traditions, and ¢ in spite of extensive survey
they had uot found any  tir ave.,

While Manuta does have unigque cultural traits thd
distingaish it slightly from the rest ol Samaa (Mead 19301,
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we question the Hunt and Kirch claim concering tia “ave
far three reasons, Fiest, our iformants on Tataila also lad
denied knowledge of any fia Cave. yel we Taund 02,
Sceond, while there are no references specilically to star-
shaped mounds in the Tocal traditions of Manu‘a. there are
references o mounds, or fia, being used for pigeon-catching
on Ta'v (Hunt and Kirch 1987:20; Kramer 1902-3:1:425:
Moyle 1981:173). Third, their survey was primarily coastal,
while the distribution pattern we have discovered indiciles
that tia ‘ave are predominantly on ridge tops or
sometimes scattered in lowland forest, Given these
considerations, we surveyed the ridge tops above the village
of Faleasao on Ta*u on three allernoons with the explicit
purpose of checking topographic lcatures likely lo support
tizr. This resulted in the discovery of three fia ‘ave.

The Tfirst of these tia “ave sites is on a prominent
point at {48 m (485 11} above sea level, on the south-cast
portion of the ridge arc. The tia ‘ave is badly disturbed
and the vegetation is dense over imost ol the area, ‘There are
five rays: four poorly defined rays arc on the south side and

a faint front ray, On the north side there is only the erest off

a sheer ridge. The Tront ray is low (ca 0.2 m) with a lew
rocks as lacing, The side rays are broad. the indentations are
mild and occasional rocks are along the edges. The hesl-
defined ray is the last one, which appears to have a facing of
crudely stacked rocks and is about §-1.2 m high. The
structure is approximately 32 m long and scveral metres
wide. Al the rear (north-cast) of the structure the ridge top
rises abruptly.

The sceond tia ‘ave was lfound on a high point at
82 m (270 1) above sea level, on the south-cast end of a
ridge-top high-point. The site is actually a double structure,
with a small front fia ‘ave and a larger tia ‘ave
immediately up-stope. The first is ¢ 22 m long and the
front ray is marked by two very large basalt boulders on
cdge. There are three rays on the north-cast side, and the
cdge of the indentation between the last two rays has four
chunks of coral; otherwise there is no definite Tucing (o the
rays. The south-west side ol the structure is marked by the
crest ol a steep drop. Near the middle of the structure is a
short (3 m) alignment of rocks, some placed on edge.

The larger upper tia ‘ave is ca 35 m long and up
to 1} m wide. The Iront ray begins al, and slightly overlaps
the rear of, the first structure. A couple of large boulders and
two big chunks ol coral mark the face ol the ray. There are
six rays on the north-cast side and the ridge crest again
constitutes the south-west side,  Occasional water-worn
boulders and picces ol coral are found along the ray faces
and on the top and just off of the structures, Atop the fia, ncar
the rear, is a short (less than 2 m) alignment of rocks and
slabs on cdge, with a perpendicular slab on edge at the rear
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ol the aligmuent. This niay nenk aprnve,oud i so it may
well post-date the e Vhere s bean addinonal bwo or
thyee slumping cays atihe rear of the sdentilicd stractare, but
there wis no vovck or coral Tacing scen and the vegetation
cover did not alloss o i adequne view,

The third tiar Save s on the ridge divectly behind
and shove Faru marsh atan clevation of ca 95 m 310 1,
The gia has six well-formed rays and a possible seventh,
The fia is roughly oval in shape, but 1t did not exhibil
complete closure by rays. The rays were about D.S i high
and made of two or three courses of stacked boulders. The
tia was approximately 25 moin leogth and 10 m wide,
Dense vegetation amd time constraints did not allow tor i
more detailed assessment.

The presence ol a Cave on Tatu in evpected
localities inland ilfustrates the predictive power ol the
currently known distribution pattern. However, Turther
empirical work is catled Tor o record the exact distribution
ol these structures. Such work isimportantas imay yetturm
out that particular variations are associated with
geographically distinet arcas. "This may rellect competition
between political groups and provide us with data on the
evolution of these importiant features. Without such data, a
clear understanding of the origin and evolution of these
structures cannol be Tully described and explained.

FUNCTIONS

Various hypotheses have been suggested as tw the
function ol tia ‘ave. They postulated that the mounds®
functioned as burial features. house phatforms, boandary
markers, defensive structures, pigeon-catching mounds and
ritval platforms. Herdrich (1991 has marshatled extensive
cvidence from the cetlmohistorical and archacological
literature and finds a joint pigeon-catching and ritoal sile
hypothesis (o be the strongest working hypothesis. Rather
than recapitulate that discassion hiere. we will mention four
picces of wrchacolugical evidence that ties pigeon-catching
10 tig ‘uve.

A kava-grinding stone was found by Peters (1969) at
one it ‘ave, and a preliminary hava ceremony was said
to have occurred al pigeon-catching competitions (Pritchard
1866). Cairns on a tia “ave in Savai'i. one on cach anm,
have been interpreted as scats by Scott (1909:72. 86. Fig,
36). and Buck (1Y30:535) notes that pigeon-catching was
the oaly activity in Samaa which involved the use ol seats
(noloaga). Stone circles on some mounds may be the
enclosures reported by Buck ¢1930:939) 1o have served as
cages lor captured pigeons. A pit in one i “ave (Scolt
1969:72 Fig. 30, 86) resemblies those that served as decoy
stations on Tongan pigeon-catching mounds (Ferdon 1Y87:
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FIGURE &.4. Four exumples of "typical' tia ‘ave from American Samoa: a. AS-21-18; b. AS-22-9; c. AS-21-19; d. AS-22- 12,

Kirch 1990; McKern 1929). We further note thatexcavations
have ruled out the burial and house platform hypotheses,
while the boundary marher hypothesis has no supporting
evidence. Furthermore, though sonme mounds may also have
lind a defensive role, the vast majority clearly did not.

Since Davidson's (1974a) pioneering work, the pigeon-
catching/ritual hypothesis has not been explored in depth,
Pigeon-catching was an extremely important chicefly sport
i Sanmoi TEhad s Cive month season fron Tune until the end
ol October whiclhinvolved nearly the entire population, who
followed their marai (chiels) into the Torest (o observe and
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support the competition. 77 sea lupe (or pigeon-catching
mounds) are where the spart and various rituals were said to
have oceurred. Inaddition, there is some evidence that ties
pigeon-catching mounds to divination and healing rituals
(Davidson 19740:205: Mayle 1974:165). and (o nirriages
ol matai lerdrich 1991,

OF the mounds that have heen excavated, no specilic
methadology designed 1o test the pigeon-catching/ritual
hypothesis has been employed. Past excavations were al
cither stone mounds, which would not preserve the necessary
evidence, or carth- filled mounds that were investigated in
a way that provided a test for the burial and residential
hypothesis but were ineffeciual with regard 1o the pigeon-
catching hypothesis (Holmer 1970; Peters 1909),

Future excavations need 1o be sensitive (o these
possibilities and archacologists need to carry out excavation
strategies designed 10 Tind additional remains related 1o
pigcon-catching. For example, if hunting blinds (fale
seu) had been set up on the rays of the mounds. the most
likely location for the small posts would have been on the
sides ol the rays, but so far, in carthen mounds where there
would be a possibility of finding post molds. the placement
ol excavation trenches has been through the middie of the
rays (Best of al. 1989:21, Fig, 4.1: Petess 1909:211, Fig.
90). Clearly. more cthnohistorical rescarch needs 1o be done
on the rituals that may have occurred on these mounds in
order 1o find possible archacological correlutes.

Understanding the Tunction of fia *ave is a key
componcent of constructing an evolutionary understanding
andexplanation of these structures. Given currentlimitations
on knowledge of the function or functions that these structures
supported. it is impossible (o decide or investigate what
selective pressures may have influenced their evolution. In
addition,evenifone canestablish a chronology and trace the
structural modifications through time, one cannot be certain
that the most recent function of the structures extends back
(o their genesis.

In an clegant paper that discusses the coneept of
“exaptation™ (or preadaptation), Gould (1985) demonstrates
that structural continuity through time cannol rule out the
possibility of diachronic functional shifts, Hle argues that the
assumption of functional continuity may have blinded us 1o
understanding the evolution of complex biological structures.
Certainly the samne potentially applics to unils ol social
structure and to architectural structures.

Gould and Vrba (1981) argue that il is usclul to
distinguish between a structure’s “function™ and “effect™, A
structure “built by selection for its current role™ is said o
have a function, while the “operation of a uscelul character
not builtby selection lorits current role™ is labelled anelTect.
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Ut ave, ot the pot of Laropean contact, served
as pigeon-catching mounds and Tad vl Tonctions, one
needs o ask il this was whwavs the case. Was onge the initial
tunction and the other a Latev etieer? Wah regawd 1o the
possible detensive role ol some moinds, was their prismary
function defensive ordid thes tanetion prmarnly as pgeon
catching mounds, and ancises where strachine size and
position gave themadetensive etieet were they alsoused in
such a manner? Or wis there an entitels diterent initial
function that we have noi vet exploied?!

These questions also extend oany sy mbalic lunctions .
that these structures may have served (Note 1), We believe
i is o mistake 10 asswme. as Kirch 11990y apparently does,
that the symbolic Tunction of o “momunmental™ structure.
such as fia Cave, is solely and necessarily 1o reflect and
suppart the position of the dominant social structure, Such
an assumption robs us ol any evoluiionary nnderstanding of
social change and the role of symbols in social chinge, In
this regard, Gailey™s C1983:243-244) question is importam
for tia “aver why wre all of these supporting rituals
necessary i the dominant social structure isall encompassing
and shared? Without empirical exploration of the symbaolic
wlusions lied to structures such as str mouds, we cannot
be certain that they do indeed represent the dominant social
scheme, especially given the extensive variation present,
Furthermore. while a particolar structure may support
symbolism that reinforees the dominant social structure. this
may only represent a later effect of that svnbolisim, fl'l)nc ,
function, for example, of carly Christian symbolism waw?
certainly notto support the dominant social structure imposed
by Rome. though it obviously dit so by the time of the Holy
Roman Empire.

In addition. there is an inherent variability within
symbolism: there is not just one symbolic message, bul an
indefinite number of possible competing interpretations
(Keller and Lehman 199152 Lehman 1978 Wessing 1978),
As Wessing (n.d.) points out. "as with the varied genctic
make-up ol individuals in a population, this variation in
niental constructs gives the population great 1exibility
when Taced with varied sitwations.™ In other words,
“individual creations of reality Cindividual versions ol the
“commaon” culture ) are adaplive in(he face ol social change™
(Keesing 1974 cited in Wessing n.).

*Exaptation” may also have an important role here, As
Gould and Vrba (1981) define exaptation it can reler o "a
character, previously shaped by natural seiection lor a
particular Tunction (an adaptation) which is coopted for a
new use, or (o a character whase origtin ciimot be aseribed
to the direct action ol muural selection Gu nonaptation),
which is coopted for a current use.”™ Much ol symbolism
seeims 1o arise as a nonaplation (or as more pupular usage



FIGURE 6.5. Compound tia ‘ave, Tafuna Plain, Tutuila, American Samoa,

would have ita nonadiption) which is coopted for some later

use 1o become an exaplation,

Furthermore, we should keep in mind that though one
interpretation of a symbol is politically dominant, this does
nol exclude co-extensive variation. And this varialion may
provide sclective advantage in the futare. The variations
within pigeon-catching symbolism, lorexample, arc evident
il one considers the Tollowing. The *snaring’ of the mosl
lupe (which literally means pigeons and metaphorically
stands for womnen as possible for marriage) is encouraged as
anuin theme in many Samoan proverbs. However, though
this “snaring” is o social goal of an alliance-based social
system, one can go tow Lar, Moyle (1988) has recorded an old
song that was perlormed by one viltage (o another in which
one village ashs Tor torgiveness concerning the excessive
number of fupe (e, women)y thatan individual had *snared’
for marriage. The song assures the vival village that the man
involved is an “old decoy® and henee not a further threat,
Thus. we see from the perspective of competing (cognitively
based theories ol appropriate behaviour, similarities with
conflicts over what is the “correct” interpretation of this
Samuan metaphor.

To sumnarise the above discussion, it ‘ave e
structures unique to the Samoan archipelago, Recentrescarch
in American Samaoa has shown these features 1o be Tar more

numerous and widespread than previously thought. T
ave are somewhat varied in form and size and, as a class,
appear to date to the last few centuries belore Wcslc'rh
contact. The primary function of these structures al contact
was probably as sites for pigeon-catching and forother rituad
performances. At their inception, or at the same time as the
above lunctions, the sites may have had other uses as well,
In any case, the size and claboration of tia “ave appeir
{o be in excess of what was needed for the purely practical
functions for which they were intended (this issoirrespective
ol whether they were used as sites o cateh pigeon, ritual
performances, grives, house platforms, boundary markers
and so on). Therelore, tia ave constitute a class of
monumental architecture.

Monumental structures suclt as these also have o
symbolic function in society, But the fact that they were
constructions ol a complex socicty cannot be taken to mean
that they therefore only reinforced the dominant power
structwre, [n other words, neither the practical nor the
symbaolic Tunction ol fia ave was unidimensional
relative (0 time and structure form, The same sign can
symbuolise different things o difTerent people, depending on
their position in and perspective on the social structore. In
the following scction we will explore the role ot i ave
in late Samoan social evolution.
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TIA "AVE AND SOCIAL EVOLUTION

In discussing Samoan social evolution, Goldman
(1970:249) argucs that the Samoan political system shifted
direction in the second millennium A, D. as the traditional
system ol gencalogically based power and authority was
altered. Citing Kramer (1902-3) and Von Bulow (in
Williamson 1924 1:69). Goldman ( 1970:249) puts this clnge
atca A.D. 12000r 1600, respectively and claims the change
to have been brought on by the Tongan occupation and their
later expulsion. Goldman (1970:250-251) argues that the
Tongan occupation broke up an carlice system dominated by

the religious power ol the Tui Manu*a (the paramount chicl

ol the Manu'a group) and that the response was a “reliance
upon the democratic principle of decentralization.” Instead
ol one source, there were countless sources ol divine power.™

Herdrich (1991) provides evidence that the tia ‘ave
may have been symbolically associated with ditferent viltages
and supernormal beings based on variation in the number ol
rays on the mounds. In this regard. it may be no accident that
there is variation in the humber of rays associated with tia
ave between counties (e.g.. East Vailunua county conlains
the only three tia ‘ave in American Samoa that have
cleven rays). Thus, rather than symbolically supporting a
centralised authority. iz ‘ave may have been indicative
ol compelition between rival villages and cults,

There is little archacological evidence for a long-tenn
Tongan occupation in Samoa, although Tonga almost
certainly invaded islands in the Samoa group, and in the late
prchistoric and carly historic years, Tonga continued to
excreise some inltuence in Samoa (Gunson 1990). Tongan
imperialism also spread to Fiji (Best 1984) and *Uvea(Kirch
1984; Sand this volume). In any case. there is evidence lor
changing socio-political conditions overthe last one thousand
years or less. After ca A.D. 1000, large house mounds
began to appear in Western Samoa, although they do not
reach the size and number scen in Tonga (Davidson 1974b).
These mounds are likely to have been rellecting increasing
social differentiation within the population, Intensive warlare,
as reflected in ridge-top forts, may go back Lo the lirst
millennium A.D. in Samoa, as suggesied by cxcavations at
an *Upolu sile, bul it seems likely that warlare intensificd
during the last millennium A.D, (sce Frost 1978). ‘The
construction of tia ‘ave, as noled above, appears to dale
to the fast few centurics, which also corresponds with
Goldman's hypothesised shift,

In the new system, warlare and conguest were velied
upon more and more (o acyuire titles and power. Thus,
power, which had previously been acquired more through
divincly ordained hereditary lines, came (o reside in titles
that could be established through individual achicvement,
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This shiltalso entatled a lessening ol the power ol specilic
high godsand an increased emphasison personal and village
gads,  As aresult, there were niny supesnaural aids 1o
sticeess and power, not a centralised deity linked 1o an
cstablished divinely-legitimate, hereditary cliass,
therefore a dilution of the sacred power ol high chiels,
Genealogical rank wis notrgnored. b swas simply more open
tochallenge, Scuiority was notivrelevant. but primogeniture
wis not the central principle forinberitanee or succession to
litles. As Goldnim elfectively demonstrades, status rivilry
was acritical Facet of Polynesian socictios imd hardly anigue
o Samoa. Bul the shilt in empliasis from bicth-right to
demonstrated personal qualities marked an important
deviation Trom the ancestral pattern. and from the pattern
that becomes so fully developedin East Polynesian socicties.

With stress placed on personal achicvement over
divinely-linked genealogy. monumental works, as
cmbodiments of hereditary power and authority. did not
become particularly important in late Samoan prehistory.
What was important was the continued expression of the
personal qualities that demonstrated one’s fitness (o lead,
which was a reflection of his e, Tia “ave, we propose,
came (o rellect both the position of the constructing social
unit (i.c., the matan and the fickd in which personad ability
and ana could be expressed. They therefore would have
become places of power in their own right. The idea that
power or manais associated with these mounds is not mere
speculation, A Samoan alii (high chicl). in an interview

o
with Forsyth (1983:108-1069). rclated ihe following =

concerning star mounds:

“Do you know the star mounds? Well, they had to do
with the Taulasca [traditional Samoan doctor] and energy
and with special powers. The dncient Samoans did not build
those just to catch pigeons. No Sir! “They were part ol our
ancient religion. and so were the Taulasea and the Taulaitu
[spirit medium]. Look into the archacology data on the
mounds, The energy is still so strong on those mounds that
it raises the hair on your body to visit them. | saw a star
mound in Savai‘i and felt the power which is still there. The
whole time 1 was there, my head felt a pressure on it
producing a feeling that it was swelling,”

Thus, pigecon-catching carricd out at pia cave was
morc than a sport ol chiels. Its significance carried far
beyond a test ol individual skill, because the importance of
that skill carricd lar beyond the immediate arena in which it
was expressed. Personal prowess, supermatural Favor and
mana were demonstrated and therelore reinforeed or
diminished through action. The conspetition Tor pigeons
was a relatively benign arena for competition for status. 1t
may cven have been a surrogate competition for warlare

(Johw Kncubuhl pers. comm.), although the symbolic




relationship with wartare was not missed (Herdrich 1991:394,
418).

Catching pigeons also provides a metaphor for the
capture of wives, which inturn was ametaphor for increasing
powerand staus (Schultz 1965), Marriage provided a forum
for the critically important ceremonial exchanges of valued
goods (Hjarno 1979-80). The key was not the accumuolation
of goods for their own sake, but the ability 1o give them.
More giving micant more prestige, as it rellected mana,
personal accomplishments and, therelore, one’s suitability
fortitles and lor marrying into Families with other high tides.

From this perspeclive, tia tave served as arenas for
the reinforcement of local social structures andlor usurpation
by subordinates and rival political groups. They were focal
points for the needed demonstrition of personal abilities that
could holster, enhance, or diminish an individual*s standing
in the community. Over (ime. this exhibition as a
demonstration of ability and, toa degree, right-to-rule, may
have grown out of hand. Ethmohistorical reports indicate
that titles sometimes resulted from the outcome ol a
compelition (Davidson 1974¢:8), and, in one case, a litle
was forfeited Tor the sake of the sport (Henry 1958:97, cited
in Green 1969:102). Such possibilities logically develop
from the suggested importance ol pigeon-catching.

Compelilive pigeon-catching, along with the use of
tia ave, was abandoned shortly after Christianity
reached the islands. Missionaries discouraged its practice
for pragmatic reasons, in that it took people away from
church and schools Tor extended periods of time, and, we
suspect, because they recognised a connection between the
activity and the okd religion (Herdrich 1991:422). This
connection was through symbolic association of supernatural
entities by the number ol rays, and in the link between
success and continued verification ol mana. With
Christianity. continued verilication ol mana would have
declined in importance.

The cessation ol pigeon-catching eliminated a major
aremit for contesting the personaf qualities and supernatural
links of superordinate chicts, The adoption of Christianity
by ruling chiefs would have served to solidily and enhance
the dominant power structure by cutting off the supernatural
legitimacy of rivalvy and usarpition. Thus. pigeon-catching.,
as a physical link between the old religion and the socio-
political organisation, would hive been a prime target for
missionary restrictions and once that riling chiefs would find
advantageous to abandon, ‘There is a parallel here with the
sitwation in Hawaii where the ruling chiefs abrogated the
traditional taboos, thereby undermining the structural
legitimacy ol junior usarpation of power (Sahlins T9R 1),

In summary, we argue that fia ave are structures
that have pigeon-catching as the central focus, although
their actual function in Samoan socicty is much more
complex, as reflected by the fact that they served other roles
(e.g., potential defensive features and as siles for ritual
activity related 10 marriage, healing and wartare). These
diflerent roles reflect a contemparary convergence related
to supernaturally sanctioned competition for prestige. status
and power, or some of them may have represented later
functional shifts or cffects in the evolution of tia “ave,

Furthermore, these mounds provide markers of the
shift in Samoan social evolution from divinely-based
hereditary rank (o personal achicvement and ability as the
basis for political power. They then came to represent both
the current power relitions and the Torum for changing
power relations, Their abandomment also provides a marker
for a new shilt in power relations in which an emerging
dominant social order strengthens its superordinate position
by adopting Christianity.

CONCLUSION

In this paper we have pointed to several methodological
problems that have hindered a clear understanding ol Ha
ave, One of these is sampling crror, in our view, due 1o
under-developed models of distribution patierns. That
prablem was often exacerbated by the tow height of many
mounds and by the dense tropical vegetation. In addition,
while informant testimony can be usclub attimes, itneeds to
be treated as any empirical claim and tested. Ethnohistorical
information can also be quite valuable, especially when one
tries to determine which native categories correspond with
what archacological features. However, duce (o the potential
unreliability ol some ethnohistorical sources, such use must
be driven by empirical hypothesis testing.

Much work remains to be done to clear up critical
questions regarding tia “ave chronology and function.
However, there are sullicient ethnohistorical data and
potentiad archacological datato show that there is a significant
relationship between the evolution ot tia tave and
evolution of Sumoan society as a whole. The distributional
variation in the number of mounds, the number of rays on
mounds, the size of the mounds, as wellas the materials used
1o build them, together with ethnohistorical accounts ol their
symbolic vilue and their use refative to the acquisition of
power, status and-titles, provides evidence that Samoin
sugiely was expericneing inereasing diflerentiation and
decentralisation, In addition, an examination ol the Torees
behind the abandonment ol these structures it the period off
cirly Western contict is likely toreveal important evidence
about Samoan social institations and power relations,

Tia ‘wave 0]



Further investigitions of these structures can provide o
clearerunderstanding of Samoan sociad evolution in particular
andevolutionary mechanisms in general, Finally, we contend
that studices examining the role of monumental and otler
complex social structures in social evolution will be aided
by arejection of the assumption that structural comtinuity of
form imiplics functional continuity. and that symbolic
assoctations necessarily derive fromand support a dominant
social structure,

NOTLES

1. We take symbolism 1o be a cognitive process. 1 should
also be understood thiat we reject Harris® (1979) emic/etic
distinction which views symbolism as “cpiphenomenal™
and follow, instead, the view of Fricdman ( 1980) who shows
that the “etic™ is a product of the “cmic.”
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