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RUBEISE AND RACISM:-

TEE PROELEM OF BOUNDARIES IN sN FCOSYSTEM,

"Wo had fod the hsart on
fantasies;
The heart's grown brutal
from the fere."

W.B.Yaate, Heditetions in Tlme
of Civil liar.

In an age of mounting raocizl tensione and in the presence of
an impending environmental crisis, it no doubt appears irresponsible
to some for the anthropologist to fly off to a remote corner of the
world and oontinue his study of people who, even 1f thay do survive,
will have no effeot upon the world's major problems. As research
monoy beocmes Scarce 1t seems that both univerelties and foundatiorns
agres that suoh fisld work is a luxury whioh they ocan 111 afford.
Anthropologiata, of course, have always maintained that their
research has been Intimately bound up with the totzl human ocndition ,
and if their peoplea have been remote and their theorliea esoteric
this hes been so only irn order to offer a fresh approach to the
probleme whioh we all face daily. If anthropeclogista have been Sty
Tight, then they should have something te offer a bewlldered western
world aoncerning the two major arises which confront it: the growth
of racism and the threat of environmental pollution.

To date, anthropologists have offered little guidanoes for these
problems. Perhaps they have been reticent to addrese the iseues
becausa they fael that their trrditional methodology has not equipped
them to discues "complex' socleties., Surely, howaver, tnis ias beside
the point, for it is preaisely through the insights whioh anthropolo-
gists have derived from the study of isolated mocieties that thay
oan oonfidently offer a new apprecach to the problems at hand,

At the risk of boing btoth pre-mature and “trendy" tt is perhaps
nonothelens useful +to try at this pelnt to sketoh :sm anthrapological
approach, drawing upon apecific fleld studies of "primitive” societies,
In the light of this matarial, rubbish and raoism can bp seen as
problems resulting fyom the Vestern world's resalution of an issue
which all eocletiep confront = the protlem of ssatablishing boundaries
in an ecosyatem.

Anthropologiate have learned from thoe ascience of ecolagy that
it 18 not sufficisnt to understand cccieties as totally self-
oontained units., Rather they must be understcod as elements in a
larger functioning syatem, en: ecosystem. As ecaloglists have dafined
1%, the study of the socosystem invliovee the exsmination of the
relationobips between living communities (plant, animal or human)
and their non-living asnvirommoent, Ecosystems exist on different
acales, & bacik yard gerden or a troploal fish tank oan be examined
ag socoeystemns, Indeed anything which involves an interchangs batwesn
biotic and inorganic matter, from a drop of pond water to the entire
biopphere ocan bs understood as an ecoaystem,

The important point to remomber in an ecalogical etudy is that
ite focus is upon the relations between elements in a system rather " -
than upon the elements themselves. Thus, an ocologiat is not concermed
primarily wilth the phyesiclogy of a oaterpillar, btut rather with the
faat that the caterpillar ingeeste certain types of lecvss, theraby
temporarily altering the belance of ith: esnvironment which surrounda
it, The oaterpillar as well 28 the leaf upon which 1t feeds are
seen os ¢lements whioh occasion speeific types af interchanges
between non-living elements and the biotic world. In this senme
the leaf end caterplllar are not ssen as autonomous units, but
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rather az epeoifio processes or more spproprictely, etates im the
overall process of interchange between inorganic and organic matter,

. In this the leaf or the caterplllar is said to occupy a 'nieche' in

4 larger ecceystem,

On s larger soale aentire hiotic communities oan be studied as
elements of larger ecopystems. Then the question becomes not what
& partioular oaterpillar does tc a particular leaf, but what a
community of caterpillare will do to a tree or indeed a foreet,
and finally, what deforeetatiom will do to the solil, Human societies,
like any other biotic community, oen be studied in a simllar fashion,
and as ocologlsta have pointed out, no matter how ilmpreseive thair
other achievements, human escoloties ocan do no mora than occupy a
particular "niche" in an scosyetem.

The cantral fact about the ecosystem 1o that 1t ie cyelical.
in a echematio form the oycle can be underetood ae eimple circular
exchange between inorganic and organ;o material, something like
this:
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In reality, of c.ursa, the prooese ls nat this simpls beoause
inorganio matter docee not spring epontancously into living matarial.
A more upeful model is one whioh represents the cyocle in torms of
the- intermediary conversians whioch occur., In simplifised form the
cycla oan be broken down into four analytical components: l)inorganic
matter; 2) "autotropha™ or primery producers (ie.plante; plants in
the presenca of sunlight’ convert inorganic slaments and commounds
into biotio material);''macroconsumers" {chiefly animals who Peed
upon plants and each other); and 4) "micraconsumers” or aaprobses
(microbes which oonvert. the organioc compounds in dead snimnls and
plants baock into inorganio elemsnts and compoinds.) Schematically
the cyoles can be drawn as. followa:

/7, Macrogonsumers.
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(Inorganic) ‘Inorasnic mattsr

The syatem as a whole is the objeot of study for the ecologist,
and within this ocontext no slement in the system has any intrinzic
autonomy, Lach elsment is merely a 8tage in an overall procese which
has no ldentifiable end or heginning but repeats itself in a continu-
ous oyole, In an enonystem, then, there are ne intrinsic boundaries.
It is »it clcar from the study .f the proccos:. themselves just here
one prooese in ths system mergee into another. Nor is it apparent
whioh Beries of prooesses should be grouped together and hounded
off from other processes whioch proceed or follow them, Any houndaries
vhioh are ascribed to the system are artificially imposad by the
obsarvaer in order %o make sense of the realities before him. Since
thesa artifiolal boundaries-ars oconoeptual fentasies or fictions,
tbelzs placement within an ecosystem is arbitrary. As a noted ecolo-
gist bas put 1it, "Sinoce the scosystem is primarily a unit of function,
Just where cne draws a line betwsen one pert of the gredient end
another is not particularly important." (Odum:1967:10).

Anthropologist have drawn attsntiocn to similar types of
arbitrary boundary-making. and classification in ¢ther realms of
human experience. Field work has revealed, for example, that the
light apectrum hae no intrineic divieionm or oolour oategeries -
at least none that are capable of being observed by the.human eye,

.....



The number of uolours which a glven society sees will depend upon -
how they “cut up" the speotrum, and although Ameriocans mey see six
oolours,- pecple of the Dassa culture- in Liberia experience only two,
while peonles of the Shona languzge group in Hhodesia see four. The
discovery of tho phoncme in lingulsiles provides evidenoce of a simi-

lar prooess in the human experiemce of language. Tha phonemio system

of a glven 1-°nguage is imposed as a ocategory grid upon the z2coustic
exporienca of that speociflo. oulture, and a continuum of sound 1s -
divided into significant units whlch are arranged in intelligible

patternz to provide meening. The phonemic system of two different
languagee may differ, however; and:while "r! and "1™ reprasent

two different sounds in English, they are ezperiencen aa. ohe algnl-

filoznt unlt of eocund in Japansse.. '

It is not necesesry to go axolusively to oross-culiural situationa
ta appreclate that boundaries are only operative flctlcrs. Anyons who
has examined the gramphic works. of the Dutoh artist, M, C, Escher
raz2lizes that boundarles. ara oonoeptual fantosies. In several.
plotures entlitled "Metamorphose" Eschor transforms birda into fish .
and then intd reptiles wilthout tha- cbserver belng able to ascribe
aatisfesotory boundaries to any of thsse slements as autonomous
entitiss, If the grephlo work ie consldersd as a whele the observer
is led to make such mental equations eg ~birds are fish are reptiles’,
or more acourately, "fish ars really birda on. the way. to becoming
repiiles”. Soms of the "unfinished” atone sculpture of Rodin preoeents
the same conceptual problems, One oan say that. the soulpted haead
dtande out from the marble whioh la surrounding it, but only if cme
oreated ths oonceptual figilon that the two. are in some prior sense
separata. When considered as a whole, howover, it. is. equally true
10 say that a2 hunk of marble exista, part of whiah looka lilka a head.

Tha same point has been elaborated with even more puzzling )
oxatplas. E.Ashby in a book entitled, Design for a Brain, illustrates
ths problom of'}ntorrelated elemente in e system:

"As the organisw and its environmsnt are tc be trested as
a2 fingle system, the dividing line between "orgmnism" and
"environment” beocmes partly conceptusal, and to that extent
arbitrary. Anatomioally and ply siocally, of oourse, there is
usually a unique and obvious distinction hetween the twe
perts of a asyatem; but if we view the syotem funeiiomally,
ignoring purely anatomloal facts aas irrelevant, the division
of the system into “organism-and "environment"™ becomes
vague. Thue, if a mechanic with an artificlal arm 1s trying
to repair an engine, then the arm may be regerdsd eithar 2=
part of the orgenism that is mtruggling with the cngine, or
a8 part of the machinery with whioh man is strugegling...Ths
chigel in a soulptor'e hand osn bo regardsd either as part
of the compl:zx bio~phreiocal meobatrism that is shaping tha - -

. marbel, or it can be rsgardod 2s part of the material whioh
the nervous aystem is attempting to oontrol™.(Ashby:1960:40).

If this illusiration peems n little far fetched, perhape a
more mundszne exampls will be mors useaful., Everyone socospts without
much asmagement the faot that by sabting food we are enabled to live,
yot moat of us stop for a momeni's raflection when this same fact
ip affirmed in the tltle of a recent American film, “You Are- What:
You Eat",. When we stop and think, the lm title tellas us only what
ve understand as comman eense and elementery biolegy, but something
lingers on as odd sbout the statement,

The problem, of courae, iz thet we know this statement to be
true, but we do not beliave 1t, or more preoisely we do not bolisve
in it. He know that what we ate yosterdsy ie a part of us now and
will be ceparste from ue at some point in the future, but nons of us
actes as if ihis were true. If we did, the sentence "I was a 4..3y"
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would make perfact sense to us, but clearly it doee not, We affirm
thet this sentence le nonasense despite the fact that we all realize
after a moment's reflection thaet in fact the stulf we are made of at.
this point in time was undouhbtedly at an earlicr atage aome form of’

_vegetation - perhape quite literally a daisy, Inspite of all we know, .

all of us need to believe in the fiction thet invariable boundariee
aotually do exist whiok aeparats what we eat from what we are from
what our remainse beooms.

At. the oore of this problem ie a paradox. While boundaries have -

no intrinsic meaning for the scientist whose foous is -the whole -

cyclical ecosyatem, a soc¢iety, which oocupies a particular “niohe"
within the total system, has no meaning without them. Just whexe
one draws a line between one part of the gradient and ancther may
not he: partioularly important for the ecologilet_gua -alantist, but
it ie of vital importanoce to men in sooiety.

ifoch oﬁ:modurn anthropology can be understood as an elaboration
of thiep theme = godletiea are hounded mysteme, Following the lead
of Lévi-Strauss, etructurazlists have revealed that helief syptemns
and myths are pre-~eminently oonocerned with boundaries. = delineating
them, clarifying them, reinforcing them when wesk, and abave al)

profeesing belief in thom, In addition to Lévi-Strauss's works on -

primitive thought his three volumes of Mythologiques are a demonatra~
tion of the way in whioh mythical etories ars in faot logical
statements, preoccupied with the probtlem- of boundariee. Mary Douglas's
book, Purity and Denger, is an amplification of the same approach
appliad to tha ooncepta of pollution: and taboo. Ae she phresos it,

fonL,pituals of purity snd impurlity oreate unity in oxperience”.

Thay do thie by establishing bounderies, and msoribing objocts and
zotions to proper ocategeriss. The idems of pollution, rubbish znd
dirt present thomeelves as "matter out of place’. "Ae wae Imow it,
dirt ia essentially disorder, There is not suobh thing as abeolute
dirt; it existe in the eye of the beholder.... Dirt offends ageinat
order., Eliminating it is not a negrtive moviment, but a positive
aeffort to organiza the environment." (Dougles:1966:12,48). Tha work
of Victor Turmer draws upomn the ideas of Levi-3trausa apd ths mnalyti-
cal conoepts of A. Van Gennep and concerns iteel? with the way in
which all colleotive rituals are publio deolarations of the society's
acoeptable boundaries. The implicatiaons of these thesoretiosl works

reoeive elaboration im several revent fleld monographs, inoluding -

Peter Rividre's Marriage Among tho Trig, Louis Faron'as Hawks of the
Sun, ond Pevid Maybury-Lewia'e Akwa-Shavantec Sooiety. Teken as a

Vhole the work of these authors amply illustrates the universal fact

that sooletios ameign boundaries to separato themselves from their
au:roundlng environmont.

It is not suffioient, however,merely to ascribe boundarios; we need
ia ~doitica to belicvs in thre, Iu arder to du tidls “tho boundorise must
be conaidersd in some acnse "given", for it is normally impossible
to make our eelf-generated fictione into tho substance of belief,

We need to helieve that these boundariea are actuelly explioit in
reality itself, in spite of the faot that as scologiste locking at
oz system as o whole we know that boundaries are not intrinsic in a

oyclical system but Trather imposed by tha cbasrver in order to provide

meening. At the besis of society, then, there ia =2 confidence trick.
He nsac to helieve in the boundaries within what we know to be a
boundarilese aystem. We noed to hoodwink oureelves. inte thinking
that the oategories whioh wa assign to the things of nature are 4n "
fact ones whioch are self-evident in "the nature of thinge.

The problem of delimiting the sooiety's boundsries is not only
one of distinguishing what it is from what it eata, In addition to
marking itsslf off from ita naturel eurroundiange, a glven seciety -
also must distingulsh iteelf from swrrounding communities., To put

thie another way, a saclety is not only conosrmed with distinguishing -..

what is natural from what is cultural, but also who is in. from who is
out. The inside/outside dichotomy is tha social corollary to the



nature/culture distinction. It algo scems appsrent from filaeld work
ovidence thet in practioe sooiptieos fuse thase two separate dioho—
tomles, and tend to use them intprchengebly to describe oconcepis of o
boundary. Thingsof nature are in some sense outside, and things of
culture are understood to be insides; while thoee people who are
outelde are said to be in the realm of nature, ard those who are
ineide are seen to be part of tha culture oategory. Whem we hear

a otatement like, "you are = babboon" we all know that an anatomioel
desoription is not implied. Tho speaksr is likening ue to scmething
in the realm of nature probaobly beosuse we have dons something whioh
is outepide the boundery of sacoepteble behaviour.

Although. the neo_essit;r to delineate both secial and natural
boundariees is & universal problem whioh faces:any sooclety, not
ell socletien seolve 1t in the geme wey. The oriterion whlah serve
to judge which elamenta are sald ta be part of nature ae opposad to
oulturse  or ineide ineterd of guteide olearly vary from one scolety
to the next, and it -1s part of the anthropologiste's task to desoribe
the variety of beunding aystems evident irn human experienos. Some
poeople regard lizards withk partioular miveronce while others oonaidar
thom ouly a nulsanne. Some peoples abhor exorement and will go to
great longthe to aveld cll contast with 1t, whlle othere not only
hurn the. exorement of oows for fuel btut also hesp it ovor their
haads at prescribed times. The darkmess of the undisturbod rain
foraost is approached with oonsidsrable apprehsneion hy- some peoples,
while othore feel at came within it end rogard it es the eourcs of
2ll that is good, Clearly, tha vorleties of behaviour assaciated
with tha samg. typa of objeat indioste thnt aooiaties bound them— -
selves in diffarent waye. .

Cnoq; agein,on. does not need to rescrt to oross—ocultural
comparisong to: undexstand this, Doth literary oritios and historiens
have pointed out that within the English language word msenings
have ohanged over time. This han boon particulorly tiue of the
conoept of "nature"iteelf, As Raymond ‘H:I.llia.ma Temerked:

L:.l:e aamé other fundamonta)l. 1daas which express man's
visior of himself and his plage in the world, nature hae
2 nominal oontimuity, over meany oenturles, but oan be
sean, in anelyeis, to ba hoth gomplioated and changing,
as other ldeas and experience obange.{Williams:1970:1419).

C.3.Lewle sponds. f:l.fty pages of hls book Studlgs in Hords detailing
the difforent meanings whioh tho word "nature” bas acquired through
usage. What ie evident in comparing different cultures is affirmed
‘in the history of any one oulturs aa waell: sooieties bound then-
solves off from naturo and from one another in a variety of weye.

This obeorvation, of oocurse, begs tho further queation: what
is it thet determines e society's choloe of perticular boundarioce?
Hary Douglas has argues porsuasmively that +the dofinition which a
soclety has of its environment is nothing more than a refleotion of
ite soolal etruoturs, Ae she pointms out, amy oonception of environ-
ment “...oxiete as a atruwoture of meaningful distinetions'. Further-
more, " ...the disoriminating principlos come. from the sooial
streture”. She goes on to point ocut that when the dilsoriminate
oategories of any ayetem are croeead or oonfused by matter out of
Ploce = that is to say vhen scmothing ie ssid to be “polluted” or
"pelluting” - then the anxiety whioh this crestos should really
be understood as a deeper anxiety about tho struoture of the scoiety
iteoclf. "1f the study of polluiien idens teaches us anything it is
thet, token too muoh at faco value, fears about rules of nature
tond to mesk pooisl ruloe”. A¢cording to Mory Douglas, then, we
myst learn to understand "...each environmont as g marie and support
for a oortain kind of sooisty’. (Douglas:il970:1274-5),
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. Reymond Willicms adopts Toughly the same kilnd of oxplanation
for the historically variant mosnings for tho word "naturs" in the
English language. The meaning of the word changes, he argues, &as
the sooial structure of the society changee. Thus, in the medleval
world the concept of '"Nature the absolute monaroh" presents 1ltself,
with all the rigid hierarchy of the chein-of-being which one could
oxpeot from a feudal social struoture. By tho moventsenth and eigh~
tesnth centuries, nature has been transformed into "...a less grand,
less imposing figure: in faot a conatitutional lawyer". Under
circumetances of Tising competition  involvod in the industrial
Tevolution the concept underwent yet another meotamorphosie.

"From the underlying image of the constitutionsl lawyer men moved
to a different flgure: the seleotive breseder; Nature the seleotive
breodert, (Williama:1970:1420)

Without denying the velidity of the approach used by Mary
Douglas and Raymond Williams, it is trus tbet it hee only limited
valus in providing an explanation of the bhounding oholces whioh '
soojetios meke. In offeat an explenation of this lkind ie 1little more
than a sophisticated tautology. Following Mary Douglas we ooms to
the conolusion that a soolety defines oortaln thinge to be outside
its boundaries because of what is inside them. The oilrcular chermoter
of the argumant is apparent.

It is possible to eascape this kind of tautology by socking an
explanation for the bounding phonomens of a given sooiety as a
function of the ecologloal nicha which it ocouples. Thls approaoh
involves the assertion that varieties of bounding-systema develop
to provide sooleties with catogories of meaning under widely difforing
acologlozl condltions, Ths question, then, as to why a society develops
particular boundarles is answered by saying thet theso boundarles
have emerged aa aymbolic stztemsnta about the eoologlcal niche whioh
that 3onoioty hes experilences ovor time.

Ethnographlc examples can holp make this clear. The Mbutl
Pyanlies of tho Congo, numbering approximetely 40,000 live in tha
Iturl Forest, bordered by Uganda to the east and the Sudan ito the
north. Thaoy depend for thelr subsistence upon hunting wild gamo
and gathoring edible plants within the forest. Game tends to move
away from pormenent human scitlements, and sourco of edible wild
plenta are rapidly exhausted within the lmmedlate cnvirons of a
settlement, 90 the BaMbuil migrate as forest nomade in searoh of
foode Colin Turnbull reporte that:

after about a month, 28 a rule, the frults of thc forest

_have baén gathered from all around the vioinity of the oamp, and

the gama hae becn soared away to a grester distance than is
confortable far dally hunting. As tho economy relies on day=to-dey
quost, the simpleet thing is for the camp to move to a totally new
one,perhaps ton or twenty milos awey, perhcpe farther, {Turnbull:
1965: 286-7) .

In suoh & subsistence system 1t is the undisturbed forost
whlch provides the rlohest reeources for ihe BoMbuti, end 1t is
not surprising to find that in their symbolio repressntctions
tha "doep forest” or the"dark forest" ia portrzyed as benevolent.
Indeed the image of the Benovolent forcet is the most pervaesive
and powerful olement of Pygmy symbolism, The Babbuti oall them—
selves "people of the forest™, and every aspect of their system
of bellef scems to refleot tho intimate identification which thay
mako between thomeelves and the forast, As one informant, nemed
Moke, explainad to Colin Turnbull:

The forest im a father and mothsr to ug, he szid, ond
like a frther or mother 1t mives us averything wo need -



food, clothing, shslter, warmth...ond affaotion. Normally - _.

‘evorything 2098 woll, boczuse the forest is good to its e

ohildren....(Turnbull: 1961:37).,

~ EBEven when things go poorly, tho forest is not considered
malovolent, Inatezd 1t is sald to ba "aslcep". As Moka phrnsed it:

“...Whsn something big spes wrong, like illness or bad
hunting or death, it must be beocaunse the forest ie sleep=— ..
ing and not looking aftor its children. So whet.de we do?

Wo woko it up. We wake it up by singing %o 1%, =nd we do
th%s because. we Went it to awaken happr®, (Turnbullz1961:

a71) . -

Whon death oocurs the BaMbuti do no regard the forest ss hostile

oither, Rather, the words of their song refleot the fundsmeniel

harmony which they feel with the forgat whioh surrounds them.

"Phere i darknese all around ue; but if darkness is, and tho e
darinese is of the forsst, then the darkness wmust be good". e
(Turnbull: 1961:88) . .

The I'turl foreset is also ocoupied by varying tribee of Bantu
orlgin, inoluding the Eira, the Less, tho Mengbetu snd the Mamvu-
Mengutu. Although their physical surroundings ars virtually ldenti-
oal to those of the BaMbuti, the+w modes of expoiting the emviron-
gent differ oonsiderably and corsequently the type of niohe whioch.
thay ococupy in tha ecosystem stands out in marked contrast to that
of tha DeMbuti., The subsistencd. eoonomy of +the Bantu groups rolies
upon swidden zgriculture. The collective work of the group ia dirsoted
townrds outting down forest growth, burning it off. in order to form
oultivatable fielda, planting thelr crops, and tending them until — .
the time of harvest. The planting process repeats itself anmially
until one olocrad plet of land hecomes axhmustoed. Whan thia oocurs
the oultivators are obliged ‘to shift thelr sctivity to 2 new aresa
of undieturbed foreat, leeaving the exhausted lend to reouperate in - -
fallow, In the newly chesen foreat ares the proocess of outting;
turning, plenting, tending and harvesting beginas again,

Unlike the Ballbuti, the Bantu agriculturalists subslst by oon-
stently battling the ferest. Swidden agriculture dependas upon 2 raw
materlalas~te~rubbish ocontiuum based upon esystesmatlo predatory axpan-
elon into uncut forest, and as 2 result it encourages s warrior'se
attitude townrda the environment., Neturs ia ssen as something whiah =~ -~
exlsts outside of oulture in order to be subdued and exploited by
man. As the Bantu agrioulturaliste carve out thelr livelihood in
continuous opposition to the enorcaching forest vegetation, it is
not surprieing thet on a symbolic level the forest 1= fearsd and
raegarded aa the source of all that i1s uncivilized and evil, As
Colin Turnbull observed: "The forest ...i2 thought of Yy them as
hoatila for its refussl to support their modest oropa while 1%
nourishee the luxurlant vegetation of the forest and iis immensae,
towering irees. The hostility 1s thought of as & conscious act on
the part of the forest itmelf, and of ths spirits whioh inhablt it
vee0e"(Turnbull: 1965; 288) .Tuc soological niche which. ia implied by
awidden agriculture oen be meen, then, to give rise to 2 syatem of
conceptual bounding which differentiates the Bantu peoples eignifioant—
ly from the BeMbuti who ocoupy roughly the sams habitat.

Swidden agrioulturalists throughout the world bound oulture off
from nature in muich the same Way as ths Bantu. Nature 1s seen as
alien and potentlally bostile, =nd the prover relationahlp towards it
la assumed to be one of conquest, subjugation,exploitation and }
abandonnent. The self-image of these societles ls based upon an over-
all oonceptual fremework of "gulture" vs. neture”. The Trio of Seuth
dmeriocs prectioo swidden agriculture, and as Peter Riviére reporta
tholr whole symbollo eystem i8 an slaboration of tbis underlying
conflicting dichotomy.



Forhapa the most important distinotion whioh the Trio moke
ia that between forest ond village. The village is the warld -—-— -
of humans, a sanotuary in which animale kept 20 peta, even
those which are normally hunted, will not be ezten if
accidentally killed. The forest is the world of epirits and _ _
atrangers, and uncertainity. But thaese two worlds ere not
geparats and indspendent; the jungle forever enroeches on

the village, and the Trio by cutting and burning hie fleld

is not merely performing an essential agricultursl activity,
since these acte aymbolize for him a fer greater battle.
{(Biviere: 1969; vil-viil)

A similar attitude prevmdil: on the cuter islande of Indoneala
where swidden agrioulturs persists, and it ie grounded, as Clifford
.Geartz points out,in ",,..an historicelly rooted convictlon that thers
are alwaya otber forsets to- conquer, a warrior's view of natural re-
sources as plunder to. be exploited,..." (Gaertz:1563:27)., It is not
an exaggeratlon to say that the image of soviety for these peoples
ie eomething like a digestive trect with rew materials being consumed
at ane end and waate producote and rubbleh depoesited from the other.

The very concept of rubbish, thercfore, appears zs the operationel
oconclusion of & ecoiety whome pelf-ilmege depsnds upon the plausible
fanteay that the reelm of man ls to be bounded off from tha. vrealm
of noture. . - ' )

Rocien- 12 the opermtional oomclualor for the asame type of sooiety
when ennlyred 1in the- perapective of soclal relations, Nature is to
culture as “savegery" is to-civilization", and any socilety which
defines the first dichotomy antegonistlcslly with refeorence to its
physioal environment is bound to oontain within it the seeds of ranist
thinking in social relations. This occure in the provceas of fueing
the natural and sccial diohotomies wifk boundary-meking in soclal
gpace. For example, the word"savage" oan be elther an adjeaotive or
a noun, In the esnterce, "The world around us wes npture's savage
domain”", the word desoribae what the epesker perceives ta be an ——
attribute of "noture" as opposed to "culture". In addition, however,
the neum form of the word can be used to atand fér those pecple who
are "outside" as opposed to "inaide" an acceptabls sociel boundary:

“All around our community there were sevages™, The naturs/culture
end outside/inside diochotomisa ere aesimileted to one znother - -
thay become co=terminous; and in this procsss of fusion, both
distinctiona become instances of en averarshing "savoge"/"civilized"
dichotomy, the very besis of rmolst thought,

Evidence from awidden zgricultural sociaties makes this clecr.
Anthrapologista have lang obaerved that the reletionshins between
thoas oonslidered inside suoh sociaties and those ogutside are Ly
definitlon antagonistio. Those outeide mro suspecied of sorocery,
witchoraft, and every sort of conceiveble subversion with reference
ta the society's welfare, Furthermore, such evil doinge are taken
to be evidence that these peoples are depraved by natura., Their
very existence constitutes a threat to the eociety's well-being. .
Henoe, ms wlth the physical envirnonment, one's only proper relation—__.
shin towards those who are outside is one of conquest and subjugation
in an affort to offer them clvillzation of whioh by definitiony thay
have previoualy been deprived. Tha sggresaively superior attitude
of swldden agriculturslists suoh as the Ibo of Nigerie hea leng
been neoted, and in this ocontext it can be seen to be g logical
extonsion of the wey in which they bound themeelvee in a particular
niohe of en overzll scosyetem,

Societies do, of course, occupy different kinds of ecolegical
niches, and 22 a Tesult the ways in whioh they bound themsalves lead
to different kinds of conolusiona. Problems of rubbish end recism
may be the inevitazble outoome of swidden szgricultural sooietiea,



besed aa they are upon aystematic predatory expension, bui uzlter-
native modes of bounding are present among peoples whose evological
niches does not allow tham to sustain the illuslon of antagoniam

tovwards neture, Tha contrast betwean the BaMbutl ond the shifting
agriculturaliste has already been mentioned as an illustration of  _
this. The pyagmios depend upen a delicately b.-lanced aymbietlo rslation—
ship with the forest, totally unlike the raw-materiale-io-rubbish o
ooniinumm whioh nourlshase' the shifiing cultivator. In addition, the -
sedentery azrioulturaliast oF peasant cocupies an soologloal. niohe

whioh differs aa a toial system from both the hunting and gathering

of the BaMbuti and the swidden oultivator, even though individual — ~
eloments peem similar,

The pessant, like the swidden ouliivator, derives hias subsistence
from agridultural production, but unlike the swidden agrioulturalist,
this produotion. depends upon a delioately balanced symbiosis with a
fixed pisce of land over time. In this letter respect, his conooptual
relationship towards the natural world is muoh more akin to that of
the BeMbuti than ta that of the ewidden culiivator, He owmot afford
%0 sustain the imege of an inherently antagonistlo nature which ha-

ogn parpetually oconguer, expgoit and abendon. Sinos as a sedemtary -~ v - -

oultivator he camnot move to new lands when old ones- beccme axhausted,
he ocan survive only by replenishing naturae as well as exfioiting it.
Irrigation aystems, terrace buildings, fartilizer distribution and

orop and field rotatian are all +echnigues used by the peasant to¢
replenish nature for what he extracts. Whils all of these may not be
preeent cenourrsntly,. or in any onesaquential patisrn, scme restora—. .._
tive mechsniems invleving human labour are needed. In thie senss, e
both men and the land are oocperative alaements- in one inter-related
nature, rathsr than two distinot realms pitied agminet one angther .

in porpotua:l. anta.goniam. Man provides for na.tm wha in turn. provides
for man, . . :

This sedentary symbiosis insoribes itself in th.e aymbolio o=
ayatems of peasent peoples. They often conslder thamselves “psiople
of the land" and exprese thoir reletionship to the cultivated earth
in muoh the same personal terus ag the Mbuti do towards the foresdi.
Natural forces are frequently personified as d§j ties, and these
dedi tles are in turn arranged in = verlety of hisrarchies. As farming— —
is subjeot to oombinations of nptural forces, man himself ie undsratood
te be subordinate to the gods who ogntrol these forcos. The appro-—
priate attitude of man towards the @de is one of submimsive humility.
end the relaticnahip is contlnucuely reocalled through the snmctment '
of ritual appeasament o propitiation. As the anthropological study _ ..
of ritual reveals, rites are nat concelved naively ra meohanioal
operations to bring about rain or stop the flooda, ete., but rathaer ----
as drematio relterations of the appropritas symbolic order. Man ia
subordinate, and 1t 1s his duty to oultivaete the land; the gods e
are superior, and i1t ls thelr duty %o produce the raln, It is thia
type of symbollo ordsr whioh reeeives repeated affirmation part-
ioularly in ths agrioultural rituals of peesant peoples. The
oonoept of duty is inherent in such & hierarchiocally arrsnged systemr - -
of cosmio rolos and 1t pervades all sapeots of the individual's
undersianding. One has a duty to undertake his assigned role in the
larger oosmic system. This i1s axpressed in India as “dharma’,
Dbarma ie varicusly translated into English as "duty™,'role", oT
“the moral order", but as I undgratand it , it literally msanse
"the supporter". If one is acting aponropristely one 1s sald to be
following dharma or aoting iln support of ths entire moral order.
Everyone is eeld to have his dharma, but thie vaories according to
hls stetion, and the dharma of a Brahmin 1s underetood to be
maricodly different from the dhsrma of a sudra.

The cyclioal rhythms of the agricultural prooess receive
particular symbolio statement among peasants. Calendars developed



among sedentary agrioulturists to mark the paseing of the yoarly
oycle arc based either on solar or luner movements. Rituale regular-
1y reinact the processes of sowing, reaping and sowing once again.
Scholare like Eliade have even suggested that the concept of after- - -
1ife is the extension into the human sphere of experience which
poasants wiltneee annually in the renewal of 1life. One need not aocept
all of Eliade's evidence or reasoning, tut it still seems irue that
psdentary agricultural soclstiece sesm quite consistently to develaep
concepte of anaiterlife, some of which are quite slaborate indeed.

In such systema one'e whols life is symboliocally a cycle, for as

one reaches death, one is "born again". ' '

In the realm of social relations sedentary agrioculturaliets
mediate the inside/outside dilemma through systsms of ritualized
hierarohy. The peasanfe entire life, and sven his afterlife, is
nomproheneible to him only in terms of e hierarchy. Usually one's
position in the total hierarochy ie ascribed at birth; and while
© 4t is true that one osn ohange from one etatus to anotber, thie e
asan only be done whan one ie aymbolically "bern again', either
tarough a prosoribed ritual or through reincarnation, The Iadian
caste system with ite attendant beliefs of reincearmation illusiratea-- -
this clearly. One is born into a given caste and must live out .i1.'s
earthly life in that hierarohical position. Upon death, however,
one ig symbeolically reborn, and it can ocour that one ohanges ocaste
either rising or felling in the human hierarchy or tecoming mscme
othar kind of being altogether. Takan as a total syetem, then, the
cagte oystem is not rigid. Rather it raopresents over time a ocnetant-
1y oscillating symbolic expreseion of the oyolioal relationship of
man and the natural world expressed at any ons iims in the primociple
of hierarchy. To equate the oaste system of India wiih the renocpt
of racism is from thie perapective olearly ridiouloue. As Louis
Dumont has observed, "it is hard to imagine a greater misintsrpretes—
iton”, (Dumcnti:1970: 214). Baciesm, based or the antagonistiio dichotomy
savagiam/civilization, i a feature only of sooieties which bound
themsplves off from nature. In a society in which nature and culture
are not opposed, social differences are phrassd in ths metaphor '
sppropriate to a eystem of cyclicol inter-ohenge—— that is to say,
hiersrchy. Since the total system is recognized to be a cyolical one,
the boundaries which exist between oastes are in no way like the
boundary which delineetes the savage from the civiliged in a sysiem
of perpetual expension. Raciem and the oaste system belong, quite
literally, to two diffsreni worlds of diecoures.

In the light of athnographic evidenos, we can see that ths
Haestern world and America in particular are faced with more than
merely tschnical problems in dealing with rubbish snd racism. Tha
historical experiance of mcdorn Europe and America is rooted in thas
sama type of eocologioal niche ae swidden agriculturalista-—tbat
of systematio predatory expansion, As a result a whols syatem of
gelf-understanding has beeon eorscisd upon the fantaeies of nature vs.
oulture and savagiam vs.civilization.

Historians have long affirmed the importance of the frantiar
in Ameriocan history, and some have even held it ic be responsitle
for the development of a uniquely American character. The first and
by now ¢laseic statement of ths "frontier thesis" came at a meeting
of the American Hietorical Association in Chicago during July 1893
whan Frederick Jackson Turnsr delivered his apeech:

"Up to our own day American history hae been in a large
degres the history of the colonization of the Great Vest.
The exiastence of an erea of free land, its continuous re-
caepeion and the advance of American sotilement westward,
explain Amcrican dovelopmont”. (Turner:1920:1),




After theee opening worda, Turner went on to elaborate:

"From the conditions of frontier life osme intelloctual

tralte of vrofound importance...The result is that to

the frontier tha Amariocan intellect owee ita etriking
oharaoteristics, That coarseneea and strength combined
with acutenese and inquisitivenese; that praatical, inven-
tive turn of mind, qulck to find expedients;- that masterful
grasp of materlial thinge, lacking in the artistio but power—__ ..
ful to affect great ends; that restless nervoums ensray;

that dominant individualism, working for guod and for evil,
and withall that buoyanoy and exuberance whioh comes with
freedom these ara.tralta of the frontler, or iraits ocalled
out elsewhers beoause of the frontier. (Turnsr:1920:37).

Turnsr himeelf was never very sxplioit about how it wae that
the frontier motually accomplished these phenomenal feate, but be _ .
never really thought that to be his task, The frontier for Turner wae
a kind of myetio vislon. The oontent of this vision mattered .
little; the important faot was that Turner believed in it. And so .. _
did otbar Amerlosns——the Turner thesis provided a framewark for
their self-understanding, The theeis managed to articulate what other
Ameriocne felt stromgly, and it provided a oocherent picture of their
own historioal experience. For a long time in American historio—
greplky it wae not necessary to examine tha idaa; 1t was suffiolent
1o believe in it. ' . .

The orltioe of the twentleth ocentury finally did attadk the
Turner thaeis, but their criticiema are best understood as ocorrecli-
ves, adjuetmente, extensions or emplifioations rather than oontrz-
diotione of Turner's baelo observationse. Perhape the moat aubatantial .
and most widely accepted correotive is the one offered by Dgvid Potter -
in his book People of Plenty:Eoonomio Abundance and the Ameriocan
Charsoter., Potter feels that Turner was too carried awey with the
myetio quality of hls vision to ideontify what elamente of tha fron—
tier experlence were the most powerful in. determining the American |
oharaster, For Potter the frontier contained ths key to the Amerloam™=-
achievement abundance. It was not the frontlsr itself, btut the
abundance which it represented in the sarly American experience whioh
asocunted for the Amerioan oharaoter.’

In short, abundanoe L8 partly a phyeical and partly a

oultural manifestation. ¥or imerice, from the eighteenth to
the twentisth oentury, the frontier was ths fooue of abundance
phyeically bacause the land was virgin and oulturally because:
the Anglo—-Americans of the time were particularly apt at
exploiting the new oountTy, ... (Pottor: 1945:164).

Since abundance was a funotion of both the environment and the
teohnology aepplied to it, the source of American greatness did
not evaporate when the physioal frontiler diseppearsd. Instead, an
expanding industrial world became tho new source of abundance. In
this eense industrial expansion functioned as a new frontier.

- +»sthough physically tha frontler remained the elte of
virgin land, cultural ohangee gave to people an aptitude

for oxplolting new industrial potantialities and thus drew

the fooua of abundance aray from the fromtier. But this ohange
of foous itmslf perpetuated and reinforoced the hebits of '
fluidity, of mobility, of ohange, of the expeotation of
progress, which have been regarded as distinctive frontier
traits. (Potterzl954:164).

Aocording to Potter, then, the industriel revelution is not a
brealk with the expanding agrarlan tradition in America, but rather _
an extenaion of i1t. Turner's thesiz and Potter's correoctive comnlamant



moro then contradict one another. Anslytically, of course, this-
bocomas epparent 26 vell, for the expanding industricl aystem occupice
the same ling of ecosyaton nicho as that of the sxpanding. agricultur=
15t, Dotk depond for their seli-understending upon an immutable
distinction imposed Letween nature oad culture and echomatically

“oth arc constructcd in tho some fashion like & digostive tract with
raw materials entoring at ono ond and rubbish being depositod et tho
other. Ths American aconomy, like tihe swidden agriculturo of outer
Javae, is founded upon what Goertz has termod "an. historically rooted
conviction that there aro always other foreste to conquor, a warrlor's
view of naturel raeources sa plunder to bo mxploitod...'{Geertsz:l963:
27} . Rubbish then, is woat adequately undcretood not as an incidental
technical, problem for the westernm world, but rather as a tullt - In
fenture of tho scoicty itself--—something whose abolitlonm wauld

poee ochalderabla problemn to the wostorn world, It may well ho taet
rubbish has to bs eliminatod, but in order to do so, Amerioz will

bave ito underteke an ontire rostructurins of its historiecally dorived
oatagerios of meaning.

Amerioaa hietory indicatos that the devclomment.of resism is
similerly a oonseguence of predatory oxpanelon. Curner unwittingly
affirmod this whan in roforence -to tho frontier Lo wrote, "In this
advanca, the f{rontisr ioc the outer edgc of the wave - the aocting
point botwecen ssvegery ead sivilization”.(Turmor, 1920:3}. In a
lator worlt, ontitled Scowacigm and Civilization: A Study of the
Indisn and the Amerioan Mind, Roy Harvey Pearce traces- tho bhiptor— .
ical devalopment of the concept of the Indian as-"savegc', 4is his
painptating roscarch indioated -, the imaga of the Indian as a 3avaao
emorges from- e hlstory of ocanflict. o

hen frontier New Englanders sufferod st the bande of Indiens

they inovitebly.interproted their suffoeringe as God's warning

to New.England through Satan...Thus for thoss who livad in the
frontier scttlements. to the west and oouth and to the north in
Mailne, it oame to he, simply enough, dostroy or bo destrayed;
‘thls was yet another skirmish in man*s Eoly Yar agalnst Setan,
now on e new=world bettlofield (Pearse:1353: 22-23)

There is no doubrt that Amecricans belleved in such imagery. Politiciana
a8 woll as olorgy .often used it throughout Amorloen history. Nor was
racial prejudice ooniined to the Ameriean Indian., As the spoooh of
Senator Thomes Hart Benton in 1346 indioeted, attitudes itowarda blaoic
races ware meroly extsnsione of rzoist oategories Amoricesne hzad de-
rived from tholr own exrperionoe:

It would soom that the whito rece olono raeceived the divina’
oomaznd to eubduo end replenish the earth. '

For my part, I cannot murmur at what.scome to bo the
offect of divine law, I cannot repino that this copitol has
ronleced ithe wigwam—-—the Christian hcople, ronlaced tho
savages——white matrons tha: red squawes——thct such men 23
Fashington, Franklin, and Jefforson have talen the pleoe of
Powhattan, Opechonecanoupgk and othsr reod mon howsoover respect—
able they may have been as saveges. Clvilizavion, or oxtinotioen,
has baan the fate of all poople who have found themseclves in tho
traok of the advanoing Whitos, and civilization, =olways tho
praoferonce of the whites, has been prossod as an objeot, while
oxtinction hes followed as a conscousnce of rcsistanoo, The
Bleaolt and tho Red Racer have often felt their smelicrating
influonoe. (Cited in Pearce, 1953:239-40),

Raoism does not diseappesr srith the end of the physiocuwl prosunce
of frontier, for zs Potter has indiccted, tho irentior oxporience
transforms itsolf zlmost without interruption inte the strpotures of
oxpending industrializatlon. Although recism may originato as the
solution to an inside/outsido dichiotomy within a eystem of predatory
agrarian oxpanelon, it hazs no difficulty in surviving as 2z phenomenocn
in a scciaty basad upon industricl expension, ior ao we



have soen the transformation from one type of scoiety to the other
involves no fundamental changs in ths kind of nioche which ia exploited
within the eooceyetem. Raolem, every bit as much aa rubbish, iz a bulli-
in foaturo of western ecoioty, and in a similar way ita elimination . _.
would involve a fundamentel overkauling of weatern categories of self-
understanding, It is not euffiolent to conceive of either of these
problome as anoillsry flaws to an otherwise impreesive scoietal =
achievement,

Doubtlese there are some who ses gvidence of ohanges in weetorn
attitudes on thsse two subjeots. Indeed our teohnological achievemants
may be loading us to the type of oyolloal comprehensions oharacteri-
stio of a feudal secolety or the Indian pessant. The seli-contained
apaoca oreft is an. ettempt to reproduce an artificial eocosystem, in
whioch the oarbon dioxlde, body heat and weste products of the astro- __ _
nauta will be re-oyeled to.providoe oxygen, food and water. New
conocopte of boundary are needed to oonvinoe the astroneuts to eat
the food they produce. Similarly, the "untidy" eiyles oharacterietio
of youth seem %0 indicete a healthy experimentation with artificilal
boundaries. Michaol Thompaon has even gone o far to say that theme - -
events are- indices of what he oalle "The Deeth of Rubbish",. I hope __. . .
that he is right ;and I lack “orward to seeing somsone announce tha '~ Z. |
deathk -of racism with similar canfidencs. ) .

For the time boing, however, I musit oonfees that I remain un-—
denvinced of what Thompeon olaims is tha olear trend of the future.
The imagery of the weaterm world and particularly America is atill - -
grounded in predatory expanslon, Preaident Eemnedy won the eleotion —
in 1960 on the promias of a "Now Frontisr" znd Presidant Johnson
found it ueeful ta desoribe his walfare programa to the alsectorata
g8 a''War on Povarty”. It may well be true that youth 1s exparicment-
ing in e hopeful way with-boundaries, but radical youth, with ita ==
imagery of etruggls, revolution, war on the '‘pig", eto., does not
egem to have transcendod the nature/culture and savage/oivilized
dichotomien; lnstead, they have only ohanged the content of the
reepaotive catagories. If those ostegories porsiat thore seems to
be little hopa of ovorocoming the dllemmag which racism and rubbish
present, evon though it may be poseible to underteks a slight re-
arrangement of those things whilobh are ineslde as oppoeed to outside.

Ap for the space oraft dream, I fesr thet the preocpts whioch 1t
should teach ue wlll esvepe our grasp. No doubht tho teohnicel proble .
of re-oycling will be eolved, but I can hear our technioians and
politlolans oongratulating themselves already, without e hint of
irony, on the faotthat this will open up '"'new frontiera of epacs". -~ -
Cne could hardly oonoeive of a more complote misunderetanding of
our own tochnioal ashievement. Prontior imagery leaves us with no -
way of ooping with the probleme before us. If the elimination of -
rubbish and raciem is our goal, ther ohanging our minds is the
first etep.

T.C.Hoiakel
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