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Prehistoric Fish Catches in New Zealand. B. F. Leach and A. S. Boocock. Oxford:
BAR International Series 584, 38 pp., 19 tables, 1993.

Reviewed by VIRGINIA L. BUTLER, Portland State University

Faunal remams, particularly those from
fish, are among the most abundant class
of materials recovered from archaeological
sites in Oceania. And the last several years
have seen a tremendous growth in interest
in documenting prehistoric fishing prac
tices across this vast region, using fish re
mains. Leach and Boocock's contribution
to this growing literature is a mammoth
compilation of archaeological fish faunal
data from prehistoric and historic sites in
New Zealand and the Chatham Islands.
The authors' goal is to "set down as much
factual information as possible '" about
ancient fish catches in New Zealand ...
[with] relatively little attention given to
higher level archaeological interpretations"
(p. 6). Thus, most of the short, 38-page
volume, which includes 19 tables in the
text and 137 tables on microfiche supplied
on the back cover, is devoted simply to
presenting this data.

The fish faunal data are derived from
84 archaeological sites. The authors distin
guish between fish remains they analyzed,
restudied, or supervised research on (63
sites) and those they did not personally
study (21 sites) but which "for various
reasons [they] consider reasonably trust
worthy" (p. 12). Summary comments in
the text, however, focus exclusively on the
fish remains the authors personally exam
ined. Other researchers' data are summa
rized on the microfiche. Remains were
quantified using the minimum number of
individuals (MNI), which were calculated
for each assemblage. An assemblage, ac-
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cording to Leach and Boocock, is all the
remains drawn from a single excavation
unit (usually a one-meter-square unit) and
a single excavation level, a term not ex
plicitly defined by the authors but that
presumably refers to an arbitrary level or
a stratigraphic unit or layer.

Mter describing analytic methods, the
authors briefly summarize their data set.
The 63 site sample provided a MNI of
12,393, representing 27 fish families, with
the bulk of the fish remains, about 92 per
cent, from just eight families. The authors
tally taxonomic abundance across five re
gions (e.g., northern North Island, south
ern North Island, and so forth), noting
tremendous variation across zones. Leach
and Boocock also summarize taxonomic
abundances by time period (post-European,
Classic Maori, and Archaic), pointing out
trends in faunal frequencies (e.g., a decline
in barracouta-Thyrsites atun over time; a dra
matic increase in spotty-Pseudolabrus sp.).
The authors do not suggest explanations for
these trends, which can be justified, as the
goal of the volume is to present data, not
interpret it. Microfiche appendices present
taxonomic abundance (MNI), by site, layer,
excavation unit, and time period. A map
with site locations is also provided. Together
these presentations give readers full access
to a huge body of data, allowing them to
build their own arguments regarding tem
poral or spatial trends in fish use.

Leach and Boocock also briefly review
problems of preservation, archaeological re
covery, and identification of crayfish, squid,
lamprey, and cartilaginous fishes. They
summarize Smith's dissertation (1985)
research on marine mammal exploitation,
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but do not offer any additional informa
tion or interpretation. They review the
archaeological record of prehistoric use of
offshore fishing zones, noting that such evi
dence is limited. The authors correctly
emphasize the importance of keeping oral
histories and ethnographic accounts of fish
use distinct from the archaeological record
offish use.

All in all, the data summaries will be
very useful to scholars trying to understand
variation (regional, temporal, functional,
seasonal) in Maori fishing practices. That
said, I would like to consider a few of their
statements and apparent contradictions and
finally comment on general methodologi
cal issues their work raises about the com
parability offaunal assemblages.

First, the authors assert that, ideally, over
100 skeletons from a species are required
for body-size reconstruction studies (p. 9).
Samples this large are certainly not neces
sary for regression analysis (Reitz et al.
1987). The sample size required depends
on the variability in the population (e.g.,
size range, growth characteristics, sexual
dimorphism), as well as degree of accuracy
desired. Reitz et al. (1987) note that as a
random sample approaches 30, the sam
ple begins to resemble the population.
Although larger samples may be prefer
able, to suggest that 100 individuals are re
quired makes the task of building regres
sion models for body-size reconstructions
very daunting indeed.

Second, the authors are ambiguous about
the preservation potential of cartilaginous
fish remains (sharks, rays). Initially, they
note that such fishes pose problems for ar
chaeologists because they have no bony
skeleton and few remains are found in pre
historic sites. Later, they note that verte
brae from cartilaginous fishes sometimes
survive in quite large numbers (p. 18).
This may leave the reader somewhat
confused. Based on my experience, ele
ments from cartilaginous fishes (teeth, fin
spines, dermal denticles, and calcified ver
tebrae) have preservation potential similar
to that of other fish bones and teeth. Carti
laginous fishes pose small problems for fau
nal analysts, not because their elements are

not bony, but because the number and
kind of identifiable elements differ from
those of other fishes. This analytic problem
is eliminated if the researcher is examining
faunal variation across a suite of sites. As
long as the same elements are included in
all the comparisons, the fact that different
numbers and kinds of elements are from
cartilaginous fishes as opposed to bony
fishes will not affect intersite comparisons.

Regarding time periods, it is not clear
how "Post-European" and "Classic Maori"
contexts are distinguished. The authors
suggest that the former are identified by
historic records whereas the latter are closer
to the culture of historically recorded Maori
people (than Archaic contexts). These
definitions, however, are not mutually ex
clusive.

I also question the authors' explanation
for the scarcity of freshwater eel (Anguilla
sp.) remains in prehistoric contexts. Such
fish were widely used by historic Maori,
but their remains are scarce in most archae
ological settings. Leach and Boocock chal
lenge previous accounts for the scarcity
that suggested it results from the fragility
and lower preservation potential of eel
bone. The authors instead contend that eel
was not used in prehistoric settings because
of food taboos. Shouldn't we be offering
empirically testable explanations for pat
terning in faunal data?

Leach and Boocock raise reasonable
questions about intersite assemblage com
parability, emphasizing the importance of
standardized methods of analysis and so
forth. Given the concern with analytic
rigor, I was surprised at their lack of discus
sion on faunal recovery. As many research
ers have recently shown, faunal recovery
(whether screens were used, their mesh
size, etc.) can greatly affect taxonomic
abundances and certainly affect intersite
comparisons of fishes. Because the authors
do not include any information on recov
ery technique, we will not be able to
gauge the magnitude of this bias in site
comparisons.

Leach and Boocock face the challenge
of how to compare faunal data prepared
by multiple researchers by including only
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those materials they examined themselves
or .which, for undisclosed reasons, are
"reasonably trustworthy" (p. 12), thus im
plying that some faunal analysts' identifica
tions are less reliable than others. I suggest
that questionable identifications would
become less common if faunal reports in
cluded explicit rules for identification at
different taxonomic levels (much like pa
laeontological systematic summaries). Then
the validity of the identifications would
not be contingent on the credentials of the
researcher per se, but on the argument
made for the identification.

Leach and Boocock also note that meth
ods used to calculate the MNI are not stan
dard among archaeologists and that such
variation limits comparability of faunal
data. MNI values may change with "as
semblage" definition-that is, whether the
MNI is calculated for the entire site, a stra
tigraphic unit, or an arbitrary layer (Brewer
1992; Grayson 1984). Indeed, the derived
nature of MNI makes this quantification
unit much less attractive to many research
ers than the number of identified speci
mens (NISP). This is not the place to argue
the pros and cons of counting units to use,
but perhaps if we are seeking faunal data
comparability, we should be relying on

simple raw counts (or at least making them
available to researchers).

These comments are not meant to
detract from the value of the volume as a
whole. Leach and Boocock are to be com
mended for pulling together this vast set
of data that has accumulated over the last
twenty years; researchers will be spending
the next several years mining this rich col
lection.
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The Gifts of Civilization: Germs and Genocide in Hawai'i. O. A. Bushnell. Honolulu:
University of Hawai'i Press, 1993. 326 pp., diagram, notes, glossary, references,
index.

Reviewed by MICHAEL J. KOlB, State Historic Preservation Division, Honolulu

Bushnell's book is much more and much
less than its title indicates. If one is look
ing for a detailed historiography of native
Hawaiian medicine or a rejoinder to con
troversial treatises about pre-European
contact population rates (Dye and Komori
1994; Stannard 1989) this is not the book.
What Bushnell has done, indeed, is drama
tically discuss the pathological impacts of
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infectious diseases introduced into Hawai'i
after Western contact in 1778. The essen
tial questions posed in this book, and about
which Bushnell has a plethora of observa
tions and opinions, are what were the cau
salities inherent in the decimation of the
Hawaiian people in the nineteenth cen
tury and whether or not such a fate could
have in any way been prevented, or at least
lessened.

The Gifts if Civilization is an elegantly
written, finely crafted book. It is organized
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into a senes of essays that discuss vari
ous medical and social issues surrounding
Hawai'i's discovery by Western explorers.
The narrative style of the essays presents
historic accounts as a series of allegorical
dramas, fleshing out and bringing to life
the social conflicts of eighteenth- and nine
teenth-century Hawai'i and life in the early
harbor town of Honolulu. It is the usual
historical recitation of important people
and events both during and after Contact,
but it is unique in that the book is written
by a published novelist as well as one who
is familiar with the proclivities of disease.
The author's familiarity with microbiol
ogy provides unique insight into the rapid
changes that Hawai'i underwent after Con
tact. His experience as a writer produces a
dramatic and vivid writing style that makes
musty historical records come alive.

The first two chapters are introductory.
Chapter 1 deals with pre-Contact coloniza
tion and therefore has direct relevance to
the archaeologist. Emphasis is placed upon
the ecological and cultural isolation of
Hawai'i to give the reader an understand
ing of how a geographically insulated peo
ple could be so easily affiicted with in
troduced microbes. Of particular interest
is the author's view of the "generally ac
cepted" but "romanticized and probably
erroneous reconstruction" of pre-Contact
Hawai'i history (p. 5). He faults anthropol
ogists and historians for a myopic world
view utilizing a mix of sparse data and
"imagination," and believes that certain
issues of historical value (such as pre-Con
tact Hawaiian population rates) cannot be
resolved. These criticisms are surprising, as
the author himself repeatedly draws con
clusions and makes broad generalizations
about a number of aspects of eighteenth
and nineteenth-century life in later chap
ters, using limited historical citations.
Chapter 2 outlines a series of deductions
about public health in Hawai'i that are
formulated into hypotheses and examined
throughout the remainder of the book.

I found chapters 3 and 4 to be enlighten
ing and useful. They examine the tradi
tional medical profession both before and
after European contact. The author's back-

ground as a microbiologist gives him a
refreshing perspective on the pharmaco
logical, physiological, and psychological
components of traditional medicine and
the impact of Western disease upon a
vulnerable population. Chapter 3 discusses
diagnosis and treatment by traditional phy
sicians (kahuna lapa 'au). Chapter 4 poi
gnantly examines how the native medical
profession ('oihana lapa 'au) tried to adapt
and cope with the host of introduced dis
eases (such as cholera, smallpox, typhoid
fever, venereal disease) and why traditional
physicians could not meet the needs of a
suffering people. It also elucidates the antipa
thy that the native medical profession faced
in the wake of Christianity and Western
medicine. Both of these factors together
undermined traditional physicians and
their profession and led to their eventual
demise. Bushnell successfully articulates
the irony that neither native nor foreign
physicians could successfully treat or halt
the spread of these ruthless diseases.

Next the author courageously examines
a long ignored and once explosive topic:
the transmission and spread of venereal dis
ease to Hawai'i. He discusses all Contact
era documents, punctuated with frequent
personal observations, in a prose format
that follows a rough time line. Bushnell
comes to the conclusion that no one could
have stopped the transmission of syphilis
once outside contact was made, and that
the outcome was predestined to be both
tragic and irreversible.

Chapters 6 through 8 are somewhat less
useful. They discuss the tumultuous events
of nineteenth-century Hawai'i and the re
lationship between disease and accultura
tion. The motifs Bushnell paints in these
chapters are at least colorful, if not some
times wholly accurate. His narrative writ
ing style makes it difficult to differentiate
between historical fact and personal obser
vation. The lack of detailed references and
footnotes is symptomatic of this fact. For
example, his view of early Honolulu as
a morass of unkempt and overcrowded
hovels is excessive and was undoubtedly
posited to dramatize the environment in
which many of the harmful microbes were
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spread. A simple perusal of land-tenure
documents (see Kolb et al. 1993) shows
that pre-Contact Honolulu was not a
desolate strip of beach shunned by com
moners, but an important coastal zone with
fishponds, taro fields, and sweet potato
patches. Instead, I would refer any serious
student interested in the post-Contact era
to the works of Jocelyn Linnekin, LilikaIa
Kame'eleihiwa, and Marshall Sahlins.

In the final chapter Bushnell briefly dis
cusses the polemic topic of pre-Contact
population rates. By plotting post-Contact
population rates of native Hawaiians from
1832 through 1960, he argues for a rela
tively constant rate of depopulation over
time, barring a few epidemics oflarger pro
portions. Although he does not explicitly
state it, an extension of the curve back into
time shows that he supports the more
established population estimate of 300,000
at the time of contact in 1778, rather than
supporting more recent and controversial
estimates of 100,000 and 800,000.

Bushnell also posits the controversial
position that chiefs played a key role in the
social and economic woes of nineteenth
century Hawai'i. Their flagrant appetite for
Western goods, their dubious role as sup
pliers in the sandalwood trade, and their
penchant for conspicuous consumption
placed additional burdens upon the com
moners and contributed to deteriorating
social conditions. This view was recently
put forward by Sahlins (1992) and is a
topic worthy offurther discussion.

I found the use of the word genocide in
both the title and the text somewhat of a
misnomer, as it implies deliberate and inten
tional destruction of the Hawaiian people
and their culture by westerners; yet the
author goes to great lengths to highlight
the humanity of the individual, who was
often caught in the web of sweeping events
and circumstances beyond anyone indivi
dual's or group's control. Thus it appears
that the use of the term genocide, particu
larly in the title, is meant to add an aura of
controversy to the book and thus attract a
broader readership.

Despite these problems, the book's ma
jor thrust remains incisive: that the attri-

tion of Hawaiians by disease cannot be
explained by a single event or be blamed
on a single person: it was a complicated
issue involving an intricate web of causal
ities. Bushnell accurately points out that
the inability of native medical practices
to stem the tide of introduced microbes
matched the ineffectiveness of Western
medicine to do the same; virtually nothing
at the time could prevent the lethal dis
eases from spreading among a long isolated
and extremely vulnerable population. The
author is particularly poignant in articulat
ing the lifeways of native Hawaiian culture
through a period of extreme upheaval, and
his writing style effectively communicates
and brings to life a series of complex social
events. The great strength of this book is
that it fleshes out rich ethnohistorical data
on traditional medicine and disease in a
dramatic way, treating the suffering of nine
teenth-century Hawai'i in human terms. It
is not just a jumble of statistics and old
documents.

The critical reader must be prepared to
wade through sections of unreferenced inter
pretations and personal views to reach data
usable for research. However, the student or
casual reader is provided with a panoramic
but uniquely human view of a tumultuous
era and the agonizing price that Hawai'i paid
for being discovered by the rest of world.
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Early Observations of Marquesan Culture, 1595-1813. Ferdon, Edwin N. Tucson:
University of Arizona Press, 1993.

Reviewed by ERIC CONTE, Centre Universitaire de PolYn/?sie Fran~aise, Universite
Fran~aise du Pacifique, Tahiti (translated by Mark Eddowes and Claire Simon)

In Early Observations of Marquesan Culture,
1595-1813, Edwin N. Ferdon offers a syn
thesis of Marquesan culture in the Pro
tohistoric period. In doing so, the author
has relied solely on the observations of
the islands' early visitors, from Quiros to
Porter, of which sources from the former
are the most pertinent to his work. Com
posed of184 pages divided into ten chapters,
Ferdon's study sets out to cover the main
aspects of the sociocultural functioning of
Marquesan society at the time of European
contact.

Chapter 1 is a description of the geo
graphic setting of the Marquesas. However,
it is surprising that the nature of the archi
pelago is presented as having been a barrier
to human settlement. Certainly the Mar
quesas are rugged, but they nevertheless
provide considerable possibilities for land
exploitation and marine resources.

Chapter 2 deals with the Marquesans
themselves as described in written and il
lustrated sources that deal with their phy
sical characteristics and styles of tatooing
and clothing. Also, part of this chapter
describes various Marquesan dwellings.

Chapter 3 discusses social organization,
including the complex distinctions estab
lished between common men and persons
who were tapu, as well as the hierarchy
of power at the heart of the Marquesan
tribe.

Religion is the subject of Chapter 4,
which treats equally the superior deities
and deified ancestors, the latter being prob
ably the most important in daily life. The
author also describes the various categories
of priests that have existed and the different
religious monuments (me rae). It is notable,
however, that there is little information in
the text pertaining to ceremonies, which,
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of course, shows a bias toward a particular
perception of the ancient religion.

Chapter 5 discusses the more diverse as
pects of daily life. On the one hand, there
is information about the division of labor
(according to social position, gender, etc.)
and, on the other, the variety of special
ists who comprised Marquesan society. In
a similar vein, cooking utensils, methods
of food preparation and consumption, and
games are described.

Chapter 6 follows the successive stages in
the lives of individuals as they are punctu
ated by various rites of passage (circumci
sion, ear piercing, tatooing, etc.). In the
sources, as in other areas, there is a regret
table lack of information about the lower
social classes, which in fact implies a biased
view of the past.

Chapter 7 is concerned with subsistence
activities (horticulture, animal husbandry,
fishing) and the problems of recurrent
droughts and subsequent famines that af
flicted the Marquesas.

Chapter 8 deals with voyaging and the
navigational capacities of the ancient Mar
quesans, as well as the system of exchange
existing among the islands in the archipe
lago.

Chapter 9 is dedicated to descriptions of
the different weapons of war and variations
in warfare techniques, fortifications, and so
on.

The final chapter questions both the ori
gins of the Marquesan population and the
presence of many American continental
plants in the Marquesas. A glossary, collec
tion of notes, detailed bibliography, and
index complete the work.

The final impression Ferdon's book
leaves is mixed. To try to clarify the image
of Marquesan society at the moment of
Contact using primary written sources is
a laudable undertaking and enterprise of
great value. However, we remain in the
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dark about the actual functioning of the
society because of the fact that each theme
is dealt with in only a few pages. This is
not the fault of the author but the paucity
of sources. If we compare the sum of infor
mation that makes up the works of Von
den Steinen, Linton, or Handy, who, it is
true, incorporated more recent informa
tion into their syntheses, then Ferdon's
study can be considered only an introduc
tion to ancient Marquesan society. For a
deeper knowledge of Marquesan culture,
readers will have to go to more detailed and
comprehensive sources for information.

Another issue of contention is the lack of
originality in the plan of the book. It does
not even follow the same logic as older
works (such as the Bernice P. Bishop
Museum Bulletin) that evolved from the
material to the spiritual. Indeed, even the
titles of the chapters show a certain disor
ganization in the layout of the book.

As a result, we are left with an image of
the past in which it is not possible to dis
cern the interrelationships among different
domains-that is, the structures. If Ferdon,
in his book, remains for the most part
descriptive, when he does try to theorize,
he enters into hazardous debates. For exam
ple, Chapter 10 contains most of his inter
pretations, and he presents a type of rea
soning and arrives at certain conclusions to
which we cannot subscribe. And, if we
look more closely, we see similar insuffi
ciencies in other areas scattered throughout
the book.

My first concern is that Ferdon does not
take into account the recent theories per
taining to the settlement of the Polynesian
Triangle and the chronological framework
to which most subscribe. For someone
who has dedicated his work to Thor and
Yvonne Heyerdahl, the author does not
give credit to the theories of the former
who, in the past, has published joint works
with him in this area. By ignoring such

debates, which have preoccupied specialists
for at least ten years, Ferdon holds to Sino
to's theory of the Marquesan archipelago
being the first settled (around A.D. 300) and
the center of Polynesian dispersion. We
have, then, the curious impression, as
though we were reading an older work, of
being faced with an argument oriented to
ward the confirmation of a theory today
considered highly questionable.

As an extension of this rather strange the
ory that the place of origin of the groups
which settled the Marquesas can be found
not only in West Polynesia (Tonga-Samoa)
but also in Melanesia (Vanuatu), Ferdon, in
his work, then undertakes a perilous exer
cise by trying to recover, in a culture at the
period of Contact, discernable traits from
this double origin. It is a vain exercise,
because the comparison of several disparate
elements is not necessarily significant. Also,
to use ethnohistoric sources to document
the question of colonization or settlement is
to return to a concept of "fixed history,"
which denies the dynamics of living socie
ties and the continuous exchanges among
them that often obscure underlying facts.
Moreover, this type of reasoning is reveal
ing of a framework of explanation for
sociocultural phenomena based on diffusio
nist terms, of which we know the fragility.
Finally, the idea advanced that there are two
origins for the settlement of the Marque
sas-Polynesian and Melanesian-to which
two different racial types would correspond,
calls to mind simpler theories, such as those
of Handy in the Society Islands, which we
thought had fallen into obscurity and do not
really expect to encounter in a work pub
lished in 1993.

In conclusion, one may say that one can
read with interest the synthesis Ferdon has
derived from older and established sources,
but can without regret relinquish certain of
his personal considerations.
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China, Korea, and Japan: The Rise of Civilization in East Asia. Barnes, Gina L. New
York: Thames and Hudson, 1993. 288 pp., 217 illustrations, hardcover.

Reviewed by ANNE P. UNDERHILL, Fairbank Center for
East Asian Research, Harvard University

This is an ambitious book, undertaking
the difficult task of synthesizing research
on the prehistoric and early historic peri
ods of three areas with rich archaeologi
cal remains. It provides greater access to
the field of East Asian archaeology by
drawing together diverse sources that refer
to work by scholars from China, Korea,
Japan, North America, Great Britain, and
other areas. As Barnes notes (p. 7), there is
no other source in English that synthesizes
archaeological research in East Asia. Thus,
this book helps make it possible for these
three important areas to receive more of
the attention they deserve.

The approach Barnes adopts is to focus
on common themes in the development of
civilization in China, Korea, and Japan. She
offers a "regionally integrated introduction"
(p. 9) to East Asian archaeology, emphasiz
ing broad geographic regions rather than
modern political boundaries in order to
demonstrate similarities in processes of cul
tural change (p. 8). She also focuses on the
role of interregional interaction in cultural
change, especially during the protohistoric
and early historic periods (pp. 8-9). Chap
ter 1 describes the major time periods
covered in the book. Chapter 2 discusses
the history of archaeological research in
China, Korea, and Japan. Students will find
it helpful to refer back to issues presented in
the preface and these two chapters as they
proceed through the book. Chapters 3-15
cover the Paleolithic period, early Holocene
hunter-gatherer cultures, the development
of agricultural communities, and the rise of
complex societies up to A.D. 800. The
final chapter introduces themes pertinent
to archaeological research on sites from
A.D. 800 to 1800.

Compiling sources on the archaeology
of China, Korea, and Japan is an admirable

Asian Perspectives, Vol. 34, No.2, © 1995 by University of
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undertaking that few scholars in the field
would attempt, given the facility in three
different languages that is required. The
bibliography indicates that many more
sources were consulted in Japanese than in
Korean, and especially in Chinese. There
are a few errors regarding China (using
pinyin): the site of "Pengdoushan" (pp. 66,
107, and elsewhere) should be "Peng
toushan" (see Van 1992); the rectangular,
hollow jade artifact is a "cong" rather
than a "zong" (p. 114), and the jade axe
depicted in Box 7, p. 115 (item i) is from
a Longshan rather than a Dawenkou Cul
ture site in Shandong Province (see Chang
1986: 254).

Some of the original figures in the book
are particularly useful in helping the reader
integrate the archaeology of China, Korea,
and Japan. Figure 1 (p. 9) shows physical
features in East Asia. Figure 5 (pp. 24-25)
depicts major chronological phases and
helps the reader to recognize contemporary
phases in neighboring regions. Students can
refer back to it and understand more clearly,
for example, that the initial agricultural
societies in China occur much earlier than
those in Japan. Figure 6 (pp. 32-34) sum
marizes the history of the field of archaeol
ogy in China, Korea, and Japan. There are
maps throughout the book depicting the
locations of important sites in East Asia.
Even more would be welcome, however,
because the maps tend to include a large time
span (see Figure 43, p. 107, for instance).

To emphasize integration between areas,
Barnes redefines new terms that refer to
broad geographic locations rather than to
specific countries. Another purpose is to
deemphasize nationalistic interpretations of
cultural developments (p. 8). For example,
"Pen/Insular" and "Pen/Insulae" refer to
the Korean peninsula and the Japanese
islands (p. 12). "Peninsular" refers to the
Korean peninsula (p. 12). "China main
land" does not include areas north of the
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Central Plain such as the Manchurian Basin
or Mongolian Plateau (p. 12). Issues in the
archaeology of northern China after the
Palaeolithic period are discussed with the
Korean peninsula (such as Chapter 10). I
agree that modern political boundaries can
obscure relationships among regions, but I
think that students may be confused about
the particular country where individual
cultures, sites, or artifacts are located.
Barnes could still refer to the useful maps
she provides of modern China, Korea, and
Japan that include provinces and major
cities (Figures 2, 3, 4, pp. 10-11). Another
unusual approach is to regard the Shang
and Zhou periods of China as "protohis
toric" (p. 18).

Differences among China, Korea, and
Japan with respect to the social context in
which archaeological research has taken
place should be given more consideration
and could help explain goals of research,
priorities, or particular 11lterpretations that
have been made (see Olsen 1987, Xia 1990,
and Zhuang 1989 for China; Nelson 1993
for Korea; and Fawcett and Habu 1990,
Ikawa-Smith 1982, and Pearson 1992 for
Japan). A general point is that a relatively
large amount offunds has been available for
archaeological research in Japan, probably
more than any other country in the world
(p. 267), allowing many detailed technical
studies, such as environmental reconstruc
tion and analyses of diet during the Jomon
period (see pp. 72, 74).

The perspectives of archaeologists in
China, Korea, and Japan should be consid
ered more thoroughly. Many archaeologists
in these countries adopt a historical ap
proach, as Barnes notes; priorities are to
trace historical relationships and to link
archaeological remains to specific peoples
mentioned in texts (pp. 39-40). It is not
sufficient to summarize these concerns as
"traditional" (p. 39) or as representing
"nationalism" (p. 28) and "antiquarian
ism" (pp. 28-29). Historical issues have
been important to archaeologists and to
the public in East Asia. For example, the
search for the Xia Dynasty has been a
priority in research on the development of
civilization in China (Chang 1983a, 1986),

an issue Barnes mentions only briefly (p.
271, nn. 11 and 12). It would also be use
ful to consider the role of nationalism in
East Asian archaeology more thoroughly,
discussing variation between areas and
change over time. It is relevant to com
pare how nationalism affects archaeological
work in other areas of the world, too.

The work of individual archaeologists
should be cited more clearly. One benefit
would be to help illuminate debates about
the interpretation of remains within China,
Korea, or Japan. For instance, do all archae
ologists in Japan believe that the earliest
pottery-using cultures in East Asia were on
the China mainland (p. 65-and is this idea
from Esaka 1986)? Do all scholars think that
people began to use pottery vessels in order
to extract tannin from acorns (p. 68)? What
about cooking shellfish (Ikawa-Smith 1976)?
What was the role of increasing sedentism
in the adoption of pottery? Also, a refer
ence is needed for the important possibi
lity (p. 129) that archaeologists have dis
covered a wall at Xiaotun, China (in the
area of Anyang).

The editorial decision to put references
for the many previously published figures
at the end of the book is unfortunate. This
procedure does not help the reader link
important ideas to particular authors. For
example, the ideas about burials at Dawen
kou and other East Coast sites (p. 100) are
only indirectly linked to Pearson (1981)
through the note (p. 283) for Figure 38
(p. 101).

Barnes favors a processual approach to
archaeological research on the rise of civili
zation (pp. 13, 39-41) and emphasizes the
limitations of other theoretical approaches
that have been employed in East Asia. It
would be useful to state that different theo
retical approaches involve viewing the past
through different lenses (Charles 1992) and
can provide complementary perspectives.
There are certainly a variety of approaches
used in archaeology (Renfrew and Bahn
1991; Trigger 1984), some calling for atten
tion to historical concerns and ethnicity, as
in East Asia. Similarities as well as differ
ences in theoretical approaches used by
archaeologists in China, Korea, Japan, and
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other countries should be discussed. For
example, archaeologists in China using
Marxism to interpret burials (pp. 18, 35,
106) are interested in the development of
social stratification, like many archaeolo
gists from North America or Europe. Simi
larly, archaeologists in China and in other
areas investigating the development of civi
lization share an interest in analyzing social
competition and conflict.

Methods used by individual archaeolo
gists to interpret sociopolitical organization
and cultural change could be discussed in
more detail. For example, whether or not
some Jomon groups, primarily hunter
gatherers, were chiefdoms (p. 72) is an im
portant issue of relevance to other areas
of the world, such as the northwest coast
of North America, which are also charac
terized by rich natural environments and a
relatively high degree of sedentism. The
work of others such as Watanabe (1986)
and Kobayashi (1992) is relevant. Simi
larly, a more detailed discussion of features
at Yayoi sites in Japan indicating chiefdom
organization would be useful.

Difficulties that archaeologists in China,
Korea, and Japan face in interpreting fea
tures such as burials are also present in
other areas (see Renfrew and Bahn 1991)
and could be discussed more thoroughly.
Specific issues raised by Pearson (1988) for
Chinese Neolithic sites, such as problems
in identifying differences in wealth or kin
group affiliation (clans, lineages), could be
considered. Similarly, determining the na
ture of early polities in complex societies is
difficult in any area. What methods used
elsewhere could be profitable in East Asia?
For the Shang, the work of Keightley
(1983) should be mentioned.

It would have been valuable for Barnes
to conclude with a section on similarities
and differences in processes of change in
different areas of East Asia. A number of
issues could be discussed. The production,
distribution, and use of bronze items
should be compared. How did elites in dif
ferent areas use bronze items to obtain and
display power? The work of Chang (1983b,
1986) on China should be included. What
other kinds of prestige goods were impor-

tant in the development of complex socie
ties? What were the similarities and differ
ences in the ways elites used mortuary ritual
to display status? Was shamanism a distinc
tive feature of early cultures in various areas
of East Asia? (for Japan, see pp. 185, 219).
Were there important differences in the na
ture of early urbanism in China, Korea, and
Japan? monumental architecture? the func
tion of writing? Students can use data pre
sented by Barnes in the text and bibliogra
phy to pursue these issues. Brief comments
on these issues in relation to other areas of
the world such as the Near East or Mesoa
merica would have been welcome, too.

The later chapters (10-15) focusing on
the development of complex societies in
Korea and Japan are particularly effective.
Barnes discusses problems in interpreting
and reconciling archaeological and histori
cal data from diverse sources. The inte
grated approach she advocates is clearly use
ful here, as she discusses interaction among
Mainland China, the Korean peninsula, and
the Japanese islands.
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The Rock Art of Easter Island: Symbols of Power, Prayers to the Gods. Georgia Lee.
Los Angeles: University of California at Los Angeles Institute of Archaeology,
1992. Monumenta Archaeologica Volume 17. 223 pp., illustrated.

Reviewed by WILLIAM S. AYRES, University of Oregon

Given the popularity of publishing about
the Easter Island stone images, it is refresh
ing to find a substantial volume on a fasci
nating but long-neglected aspect of the
island's prehistory, rock art. This is the first
comprehensive documentation of Easter
Island (Rapa Nui) rock petroglyphs and
paintings, and the most detailed analysis
and assessment since the 1930s work of
Henri Lavachery. Lee reminds us that there

Asian Perspectives, Vol. 34. No.2, © 1995 by University of
Hawai1i Press.

is no word for "art" in the Rapa Nui lan
guage; instead, what Westerners refer to as
art has been identified by Polynesians as
skillful execution and expertise-for exam
ple, the Rapa Nui term hakake, meaning
"skillfulness and expertness." As Lee
shows, this skillfulness had religious conno
tations and significance in early Polynesian
society and thought.

Lee is interested in documenting Easter
Island's rock art and researching its archae
ological context, dating, and links to the
rongorongo writing system. The rock art is
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not closely associated with the island's stone
images (moai), but some motifs appearing
on stone images are included in the data
base. She discusses prehistoric Rapa Nui
society in order to provide a context for
interpreting the meaning and function of
the art. The volume covers the methods of
rock-art study, identification of motifs and
their distribution, key site areas, the role
of painting in rock art, sexual symbolism,
and comparisons to similar art elsewhere in
Polynesia. During the seven-year field pro
ject, careful scale mapping and photogra
phy were done on site features identified
through systematic survey. Dating rock art
is difficult on the basis of either association
or stylistic trends, but Lee develops some
chronological relationships based on style
and changes in production methods, espe
cially for the birdman figures (tangata
manu). Problems of conservation are men
tioned at the outset, but no systematic
assessment of factors affecting the conserva
tion of individual rock-art occurrences is
offered.

Nearly 4000 graphic elements (Fig. 3.4),
not counting hundreds of cupules or small
pecked depressions, were recorded and
analyzed. Lee equates motif, graphic ele
ment, with "design," meaning "pattern or
motif in artistic work" (p. 6). Five major
types of rock-art motifs are distinguished.
The rock art varies greatly with regard to
precision of manufacture and skill of execu
tion. Without offering detailed analysis
(e.g., through site associations or distribu
tional data), Lee concludes (p. 173) that
status is the reason that some petroglyphs
exhibit greater craftsmanship and quality of
design. The volume contains over 225 fig
ures and 28 plates,· and the motifs are, in
general, well reproduced. However, the
scale and impact of the original drawings
of large, magnificent panels such as some
of those from Orongo or from Ahu Ra'ai
are not adequately represented in small
sized reproductions. Also, it would have
been useful to have site or motif designa
tions for the rock art depicted consistently
in the illustrations.

Lee provides distributional evidence using
maps and histograms to show motif distri-

bution according to proposed kin-group
("clan") associations, but this provides no
clear patterns (with the possible exception
of marine-related motifs). It would be use
ful to do a statistical cluster or correspon
dence analysis to examine co-occurrence
and clustering of motifs. The detailed data
base of site and motif records, which is
available by writing to the UCLA Institute
of Archaeology, may provide the data to

do such a study. Although the distribu
tional study of motifs shows individual
motifs or small clusters all around the is
land, Lee focuses her discussion on major
complexes of rock art in five locations:
Anakena, Ra'ai, Tongariki, Rano Kau, and
Orongo. Orongo is certainly the most
complex and shows a long period of use as
a rock-art site; she concludes that it dates to
the settlement period nearly 1500 years
ago. The origin of the famous birdman cult
centered at Orongo is of interest here.
Based on ethnological comparisons from
elsewhere in Polynesia, Lee concludes that
the original settlers brought the birdman
concept, an unconscious symbol, with
them. The frigate bird (makohe) is estab
lished as the model for the early birdmen,
not the sooty tern (manutara) , which has
been associated so often with the cult in
historic times.

Some minor errors include the recon
structed Proto-Polynesian term *tujunga,
used as a substitute for a possible early Easter
Island name of similar meaning for referring
to skilled artisans (pp. 10-12). For example,
Lee identifies the statue carvers as a class of
tujunga (sic; p. 12) and states that they were
responsible also for the Orongo carvings.
The common East Polynesian term would
be tohunga/tuhunga, and this would be more
appropriate to use than the Proto-Polyne
sian reconstruction. Other minor correc
tions should be noted in the glossary (pp.
211-212): "brousanetia" (sic) for Brousonetia
sp.; "nuihi," where niuhi, shark, is intended;
and "taula," instead of tahuYa.

Lee's section on comparisons within
Polynesia is somewhat underdeveloped be
cause she considers the state of rock-art
research in the rest of Polynesia to be "in
process" (p. 200). Perhaps in the future
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in Lavachery's work
useful, perhaps as an

researchers will explore the relationship of
rock-art motifs and those found in perish
able materials preserved in ethnological
collections. Fortunately, Lee has provided a
great wealth of documented rock-art evi
dence from Rapa Nui to pursue questions
of intra-Polynesian relationships.

One problem, largely beyond the author's
control, is the lack of site location designa
tions. This does not allow one to place the
rock art into the broader site context in
which it was created and used, and reduces
the possibility of an analysis that fully
establishes context. Although most of the
island has been surveyed in the island
wide inventory started by William Mulloy
in 1968 and continued in more recent
years by the University of Chile, there are
no site number references to the rock-art
locations discussed in the volume. The long
term conservation of the rock art requires
that the pieces can be relocated from de
tailed maps, and this must be addressed on a
case-by-case basis in the very near future.
Also, a cross-referencing of the sites and

motifs described
would have been
appendix.

Apart from a few minor errors, this is
a well-written and -produced volume that
provides a summary of the comprehensive
inventory, a systematic classification sys
tem, and distributional analysis of two re
markably diverse sets of rock-art forms. As
the author notes, the Rapa Nui rock art
represents the most varied set of motifs to
be found anywhere in Polynesia, particu
larly given the small size of the island. The
Rapa Nui people in earlier times found in
their rocky landscape a myriad of easels
that were treated distinctly according to
kin group and task association. None of
the prehistoric material leaves the impres
sion that this was casual "art," but more a
critical element in maintaining natural and
social balances. Lee's very considerable
efforts over many years have provided us
with the best documentation of this unique
assemblage to date.




