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= e = As llustrated in the accompanying bivariate plots, three of the four known sources are

Previous research has identified four chemically distinct source locations (Beardsley and i A chemically distinct from one another, Rano Kao, Orito and Moto Nui. Strontium, In
Goles 1998, 2001; Bird 1988). The samples used for this study were collected in the Rapa Nul o R - —t i particular, varies systematlcally between the three sources. The two remaining source
Field School in the summer of 2006. Samples from stemmed obsidian biface tools were | | i e = % ~ locations, Te Manavai and Motu Iti, seemed to be very similar to the Orito location. In order
collected and analyzed along with samples from the four known source locations as well as ¥ g it sl BT e iy e to determlne whether or not Te Manavai was chemically distinct from Orito a Canonlcal
one other possible source location. The four known sources are Orito, Motu Iti/Motu Nui, 3 =5 N e e i y /Sis was
Rano Kau Northwest, and Te Manaval (Beardsley and Goles 1998, 2001). The additional | 7 3 |
samples were taken from Motu Iti, in order to determine whether the two motus are distinct R e - by - - i AT, source I\/Iotu ItI, was too small to prowde an me,agtﬁgml Interpretations (only three samples

from one another. The tool samples were collected from nine parcels located on the interior e | | e (7~ have been analyzed to date). When the stemmed biface tools are prOJected onto bivariate
of the island. » | | | | 1% | plots that include the sources, most of them appear to,c(ome from the Orito source, with a few

coming from Moto Nui. ‘None could be plausibly attrlbuted to Rano Kau, potentially
indicating an inferior putcrop of obsidian. T
B e e AT st e R I SR e Further research, by means of collectlng more source samples from'all source locations,
Igure o. ano Kau Crater. the three vo eanoest at make up easter Island,
Rano Kairwas e Gniine o brod e AR _ ' would provide the data needed to more clearly demonstrate the dlstlnctlons hetween
S T - A ' sources. el b A
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