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RUBEISH AND RACISM:.
TEE PROELFM OF BOUNDARIES IN AN ECOSYSTEM.

"Wo had fod the heart on o
fentasies;

The heart's grown brutal

from the fere."

W.B.Yeato, Heditstione in Timo
- of Civil Var. .

In en age of mounting racial tensione and in the presemce of
an impending envirommental crisis, it no doubi 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 if thay do survive,
will have no effeot upon the world'e major problems. As research
monoy beoomee scarce Lt seems that both univereitlies and foundations
agree that suoh field work is a luxury whioh they oan 111 afferd.
Anthropelogiaets, of course, have always malntained that their
regsearch has been intimately bound up with the totel humzn oonditicn ,
and if their peoplee have been remote and their theorles esoterilc
this hes baen so only in order to offer & fresh approach to the
probleme whioh we all face daily. If anthropologiats have baen R
right; then they should have somcihing to offer a bewildered western
world oconcerning the tWo major orises which confront it: the growth
of raciam and the threat of environmental pollution.

To date, anthropologlets have offered little guidanoe for these
problems. Perhkapa they have hteen reticent %o addrese the lesues
becausa they foel that their treditional methodology has not equipped
them to discues "complex" socletles. Surely, however, this ie beside
the point, for it is precisely through the inaights whioh anthropolo~-
gists have derived from the atudy of isolated mooieties that thay
can oonfidently offer a new approsch t¢ the problems at hand,

At the  risk of boing both pre-maturs and “trendy" tt is perhaps
nonathelsas useful +to try at this pelnt to sketoh sn anthropological
aporoach, drawing upon apecific fleld sfudien of "primitive" societies.
In the light of this matarial, rubbish and raoism can bp saen as
problems resulting from the Vesterm world's resalution of an issue
which all socletiep confront — the problem of sateblishing boundaries
in an eoceystem.

Anthropologiats have learned from the acience of eoclogy that
it is not sufficisnt to understand sccieties as totally self-
contained units. Rather they must be undaratcod as elements in a
larger functioning syatem, an: ecosystem. As ecologiste have defined
1%, the study of the eoosystem invlioves the exsmination of the
relationebips batween living ocommunities (plant, animal or human)
and their non-living snvironmoent, Ecosystems exist on dlfferent -
acaeles, 4 back yard garden or a troploal fish tank oan be examined -
ag8 sooeystems, Indesed anything which involves an interchangs batwcen
biotic and inorganic matter, from a drop of pond water to the entire -
bioephere oazn ba undarstood as an ecogystem,

The important point to remomber in an eocological atudy ies that
ito focus is upon the relations between glsmenta in = aystem rather -
than upon the elements themsslves. Thus, an ocologist is not concernmsd
primarily with the physioclogy of a aaterpillar, but rather with the
faot that the caterpillar ingeste cartain types of leevas, thereby
temporarily altering the belance of th: environment which surrounds
it., The oatarpillar as well ze the leaf upon which it feeds are
sesn o8 clements whioh cccasion spegific types af interchanges
between nan~-living elements and the biotic world. In this senme
the leaf and caterplllar are not seen as gutonomous units, but
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rather ag epeoifio Yroces=ses or more approprictely, etatee im the
overall procesa of interchange between inorganic and orgunic matter,

. In thie the leaf or the caterpillar is seid to occupy 2 niche" in

a larger ecoevatem.

On a larger scale entire biotic communities oan be stud:.eﬂ as
olements of larger ecosystems. Then the quesiion becomes not what
a partioular oaterpillar does to a particular leaf, but what a
oommunity of caterpillare will do to a tree or indeed a foreset,
and finally, what deforestation will do to the soll. Human Bocietiea,
like any other biotic community, omsn be ptudied in a similar fashion,
and as occologlsta have pointed out, no matter how lmpresslive their
othar achievements, human ecolotlies ocan do no more than occupy a
perticular "niche" in an eocsyetam.

The oentral fact about thas ecoasystem ie dhat 1t ie cyelical.
in a echematioc form the oycle can be underetcod as eimple circular
exchange betwesn inorganic a.nd or ganio materia.l, something like
thio:

TOrga.n:Lc \

I ndrganioJ"

In reality, of c.ursa, the proosse is nat this simple because
inorganio matter doee not spring epontancously into living matarial,
4 more useful model is one whioh represents the cyole in torms of
the- intermediary conversians whioh occur, In aimplifisd form the
eycle oan be broken down into four analytical componente: l)inorganic
matter; 2) “"sutotropha™ or primery producers {ie.plants; plants in
the presence of sunlight’ convert inorganic elemente and commounds
into biotio matarial);'macroconsumers" (chiefly animals who feed
upon plante and eeck other) and 4) “mioreconsumers” or saprobes
(microbes which oonvert. the organio compounds in dead animals and
plants baok into inorganio elements and compoinds.) Schematioally
the cyole oan be drawm asm followa:

/;,, Macroconsumers.
’ "
(Organic) Autotrophs HMioroconsumars

La . ;

g

( Inorgenic) 'Inorasnic mattsr

The syatem as a whole is the objeot of ptudy for the ecologint,
and Within this context no element in the aystem has any intrinzaic
autonomy, Each slement is merely a stage in an overall procese vhich
has no ldentifiable end or beginning but repeats itself in a continu-
ous oyole, In an enonystem, then, there are no intrinsic boundaries.
It is nit clcar from tho study I the proscso::. themselves just -here
one proosess in ths system merges into another. Nor is it apparent
whioh series of processes should be grouped together and bounded
off from other nrocesses whioh proceed or follow them, Any boundaries
vhich are ascribed to the system are artificially impomed by the
obsarvaer in order to make sense of the reslities before him. Since
thesa artifioial boundaries-are oonoeptual fentasies or fictlons,
thelr placement within an ecosystem is arbitrary. As a noted ecolo—
gist bas put 1%, "Since the scosystem is primarily e unit of function,
Just where ons draws a line betwsen one part of the gredient end
another is not particulerly important," (Odum;1967:10).

Anthropologist have drawm attsntion to similar types of
arbitrary boundary-making.and classification in other realms of
human sxperisnce. Field work has revealed, for example, that the
light spectrum has no intrineic divisions or oclour categories =
zt leaet none that are capable of being obssrved by the.human eye,



The number of uolours which a glven society seez will depend upon
how they “cut up" the speotrum, and although Ameriocans mey see six
oolours,- people of the Dassa oculture. in Liberia experience only two,
while peorles of the Shona langucge group in Rhodesia see four. The
discovery of tho phoncme in linaguisilcs provides evidence of a simi-
lar prooess in the human experilense of language. The phonemio system
of a glven T-nguage is imposed as a nategory grid upon the zcoustic
exporienva of that specifio. oulture, and a continuum of sound s =
divided into significant units which are arranged in intelligible

patterns to provide meening, The phonemic aystem of two different
lznguagee may differ, however; and:while "zM and “1™ reprasent

two different scunds in English, they are experiencsn aa. ona sxgnl-

floant unit of eound in Japanase.. '

It is not neoeseasry to go exnlusively to aroas-cultural situations
ta appreclate that boundaries are only operative flctlcrns., Anyone vho
has examined; the graphic works. of the Dutoh artist, M. C, Escher
rezlizes that boundarles. are conoeptual fanteaies. In several.
plotures entlitled “"Metamorphose" Eschor transforms birda inte fieh .
and then intse reptiles without the- obeerver being able to ascribe
satisfaotory boundaries to any of thase elsments as asutonomaue
entitiss, If the graphio work is considersd as a whole the observer
is led to make such mental squations mg ~birds are fiah are Taptiles',
or more &courately, "“fish ars really birda on. the way: to becoming
reptiles”., Someo of the "unfiniehed" stone sculpture of Rodin prorents
the same conoeptual problems. Que. oan say thai the soulpied hend
atande out from the marble whioh ia surrounding it, but only if one
oreated the oconceptual figiion that the two. are in poma prior sensae
geparate. then coneidered as a whole, howaver, it. is equally true
to say that a hunk of marble exists, part of whioh locks lilke a head.

The same point has been elahorated with even ﬁére‘puzzlihg .
examplam. E.Ashby in a book entitled, Depign for o Brain, illustrates
ths problom of intorrelated elemente in. o systems

"As the organisu and its environmsnt are to ba trected as
a fingle oysten, tha dividing line betwaen "orgmnism" and
"anvironment' beoomes partly canoceptual, and to that extent
arbltrery. Anatomioally and kY siocally, of oourse, there is
ugually a unique and obviogus distinction hetween the two
perte of a aystem; but if we view the syotem funsitionally,
ignoring purely anatomiocal facts aa irrelevani, tha division
of the system into “orgenism-and “"emvironment™ bscomes
vague. Thue, if a mechanic with an artificlal arm is trying
to repair an ongine, then the arm may be regardsd eithar a=
part of the orgenism that is etruggling wilth the cngine, or
aa part of the machinery with whioh man is strugeling...Ths
chigel in a soulptor's hand oan bo regardsd either as part
of the compl:sx bio~phvreicdl meobenism that is shaping the - -
. marbel, or it can be rsgardod 28 part of the maeterial whioh '
the nervous system is attempting to oontrol";(Aahby:lQﬁO;40).

If this illusiration peems n little far fetched, perhaps a
more mundane exampls will be more useful. Everyone asocospts without
nuch smagement the faot that by eating food we are emabled to live,
yot moet of us ztop for a momeni's reflection when this same fact
io affirmed in the title of a recent American film, “You Are What-
You Eat",. When we stop and think, the Alm title tells us enly what
e understand as comman senso and elementery  biology, but something
lingers on as odd sbout the statement.

The problem, of course, la thet we know this statement to be
true, but we do not beliave 1t, or more preoisely we do not boliasve
in it. He know that what we ate yosterdsy ie a part of us now and
will be peparate from us at somo point in the future, but nons of us
acte as if ihis were ftrue. If wo did, the sentence "I was a 4..3y"
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would make perfact senss to ue, but olearly it dose not. We affirm
thet this sentence le nonamense despite the fact that we all realize
after a moment's reflection that in_fact the stulf we are made of at
thie point in time was undoubtedly at an earliocr etage some form of

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

all of us need to believe in the fiction that invariable houndariee
aotually do exist whiok aeparsts what we eat from what we are from
what cur rTemains beoome.

At. the core of thie problem ie a2 paradox. While boundariea hawve -
no intrinsic meaning for the scientist whose foous ie -the whole
cyclical ecosyatem, a socliety, which oocupies a particular “niche
within the total system, has no meaning without thom. Just where
ons drews a line between one part of the gradient and another may
not be: particularly important for the ecologlet_gua -a:.antist, but
it ie of vitel importance to men in soolety.

ifech oﬂ:noel..«rn anthropology can be understood as# an elaberation
of thie theme = eodletiea are boundasd aysteme., Following the lead
of Lévi-Strauss, etructuraliats have revealed that belief syptems
and myths are pre-~sminently oconoerned with houndaries. = delineating
thom, olarifying them, reinforeing them when wesk, and above all
professing helief in them, In addition to Lévi-Strauss's worka on
primitive thought kis three volumee of Mythologiques are a demonstra~
tion of the wey in whioh mythical etories ars in faot logical

atatements, presccupied with the problem of boundariee. Mary Douglas's

book, Purity and Denger, is- an amplifiocation of the same approach
appliad to the ooncepts of pollution and taboo. Ae she phrasos it,

M .e.rltuals of purity and impurity oreate unity in oxperilesnce”.

They do thie by satablishing bounderles, and msoribing objocts and
zotions to propor oategorise. The ideas of pollutianm, rubbish znd
dirt preaent thomeelves as "matter out of place”. "Ae we lmow it,
dirt ia essentially dlsorder., There is not suoh thing as abeolute
dirt; it emlste in the eye of the beholder.... Dirt offends agminat
order. Eliminating it is not a negriilve moviment, but a posmitive
effort to organize the environment." (Douglas:1966:12,48). Ths work

af Victor Turner draws upom the ideas of Levi-3irausa apd the mnalyti-

cal conoepts of A. Van Gennep and concerns iteel with the way in
which all colleotive ritunls are publio deoclarmticns of the society's
acoeptable boundaries. The implications of these theoretionl works
reoeive elaboration im several recent fleld monographe, inoluding
Petor Bividre's Harriage Among tho Trio, Louis #aron'e Hawks of the
Sun, and Pavid Maybury-Lewia'e Akwa-Shavante Scoiety. Telken as a
whole the work of these authors omply illustrates the universal faat
that sooleties aseign boundaries to separato themselves fmm their
smound:.ng environmont.

-

It 1s not suffioient, hewever,merely to ascribe boundaries; we need
ia ~doi$icn te belisva i th~c, I ardor o do this "tho boundcorise must

be conaidersd in some gonse "given", for it is nommally impossible
to make oux eelf-generated fictions into the substance of belief,
We nead to believe that these boundaries are actueslly expliolt in
reality ltself, in spite of the fagt that as ecologiste looking at
2 oyotem sa o whole we know that boundaries are not intrinsic in a

oyclical system but rather imposed by tha obaerver in erder to provide

meening. At ths besis of society, then, there ia & confidence trick.
We nsad to helieve in the boundaries within what we know to be a
boundarilese eystem. We noed to hoodwink cureslves into thinking
that the ocategories which wa assign to the things of nature are 4n
fact onea which are self-evident in "the nature of thinge.

The problem of delimiting the sooiety's boundaries is not only
one of diatinguishing what it is from what it eats., In addition to
marking itsslf off from its naturel eurroundings, a given swciety
also must distinguish itocelf from surrounding communities. To put
thie another way, a esocolety is not only conosrned with distinguishing
what is natural from what is cultural, but also who 1s in.from who 1is
out. The inside/cutside dichotomy is thea social corollesry to the



nature/oulture distinction. It also sceme appsrent from fleld work
ovidence that in practioe socoipties fusme thase twa separate dioho-
tomles, 2nd tend to use them intorchengebly to describe ooncaepte of
boundary. Thitgsof nature are in some sense outalde, and things of
culture are understood to be insides while thoee people who are
autelde are seid to be in the realm of nature, and those who are
ineside are seen to be part of the culture oategory. Whenm we haear

& gtatemant like, "you are 2 bebboon" we all know that an anatomiogl
degseription ls not implied. Tho aspeakar is likening ue to scmething

in the realm of nature probzobly beosuss we. have done something w:hi.oh

is outeide thse bounrdary of acoepteble hehavicrur.

Although. the neoessliiy %o delineate both secial and natural
boundarieg is & universal problem whioh faces-any soclety, not
ell socletiss solve 1t in tho game wey. Tho oriterion whiloh cerve
to Judge which elamente are sald ta be part of nature ae opposad to
oulture  or ineido inetead of gutside olearly vary from one scoloty

to the next, and 1t -1s part of the anthropolegiste's task to desoribe

the variety of baunding systems gvident in humen experience. Soms
people rogard lizards witk partioular mivercnoe while othars oonaidar
tham oaly a mulsanne. Some peoples abhor exorement and will go to
great longthe to avold cll contast with 1t, while othere not only
hurn the. exorement of oows for fuel tut also hesp it ovor their
heads at prescribed times. The darimess of the undisturbod rain
forost ie appreached with oonaiderable apprehension by some peoplos,
while othore feel at ceme- within 1t end regard it es the eourve of
ell that 1s good. Clearly, tho vorieties of behaviour asasooisted
with tha same. typa of objeot indiosate thn.t nooiaties bound them=—
selves in different ways. .

Cnoa: again,on. does not need to resart to oross—cultural
oomparisone to: understand this, Both literary orltios and- historiene
heve pointed out that within tho English languags word meanings
have ohanged over time., This has. boen partioularly true of the
conoept of "nature'"iteelf,. As Baymond 1:1\111&.11:3 remerkeds

Like. aamé other fundamontal. idees which expreas man's
vision of himself and hia place in the world, nature hae
& nominal oontinuity, ovar meny oenturies, but oan be
sean, in anplyeis, to bsn both compliocated and changing,
as other ideas annd experienca ohange.(Willi=ma: 1970:1419).

C.3.Lewle sponds. £ifty pagees of hie book Studies in Hords detsiling
the different meanings whioh tho word "nature” has zcquired through
usaga. What 1o evident in ocomparing different cultures is affirmed
in the history of any one oculturs aa well: scoieties bound then-
selves off from naturo and from one another in a varlety of waye.

Thla obeorvation, of oourse, bege the further question: what
is it thet determines e soclety's choioce of particulsr boundarioa?
Hary Douglas haa arguss porsuasively that +the dofinition which a
8oglety has of its onvironment is nothing more than s refleotion of
ite soolal etruosture, Ae zhe pointa out, any oconception of environ-
ment *...,oxiete as a struoture of meamingful distinotions'. Further-
mors, " ...the dlaoriminating principlos come. from the scoial
atmeture”. She goes on to point out that when the disoriminate
oategories of any ayetem =are croesed or confused by mattsr out of
Place = that ia to say vhen somothing ia asid to be “polluted” or
"pelluting" - then the anziety whioh this creatos should really
be understood as a deoper anxigty about tho struoture of the sgoiety
iteolf. "If the study of polluiien idena teaches us anything 1t is
that, taken too muoh at faco value, foars about rules of nature
tond to meak ecoiel ruloe”. Adcording to Mory Douglam, then, we
must learn to understand "...each environmont aa a mark and eupport
for a oortain xind of sooisty'. (Douglas:l970:1274~5),
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. Raymond Willioms adopts Toughly the same kind of oxplanation
for the histcrically variant moenings for tho word "naturs” in the
English language. The mecaning of the word changes, he argues, ae
the soeial structure of the society changee. Thus, in the medieval
world the concept of "Hature the absolute monarobh" presents itself,
with all the rigid hierarchy of the chrin-of=being which one could
axpaot from a feudal social struoture. By the moventsenth and eigh-
tesnth centuries, nature has beon traneformed into "...a lees grand,
less imposing figuro: in feot a conatitutional lewyer'. Under
circumetances of rising competition involvod 1n the industrial
revolution the concept underwent yet another metamorphosis.

"From the underlying image of the censtitutiongl lawyer men moved
to a different figurs: ths selsotive breeder; Neture the seleotive
breeder”. (Williams:1970:1420)

Vithout denying the validity of the approach used by Mary
Douglaa and Reymond Willdame, it is trus tbet it haa only limited
valus in providing an explanation of the bounding ohoioces whioh ]
sooiatiss make. In' offeot an explenation of this lkind ie 1litile moze
than a sophisticated tautology. Following Mary Douglas we ooms to
the oonolusion that a soolety dofines oortaln thinge to he outside
i1ts boundaries because of what ls inside them. The oilrcular oharsmoter
of the argument is apparent.

It is poseible to escape this kind of tautology by socking an
oxplanation for the bounding phonomonn of a given sooioty as a
function of the ecologloal nicha which it ocouples. This approzoh
involves the assertion that varietiees of bounding-systems develop

to provide sooleties with categories of meaning under widely dlffering
acologlosl oconditions, The question, then, ase to why a society develops

perticular boundaries is answered by saying thaot theso boundsrles
hove emerged ap symbolic stztemsnts about the eoologlcal niche whioh
that aonoioty hes sxperiances ovor time.

Ethnographlc examples oan holp make this clear. The Mbuti
Pyagnles of the Congd; numbering approtimetely 40,000 live in tha
Ituri Forest, borderad by Ugmnda to the east and the Sudan to the
north. They dopend for thelr subsistenco upon hunting wild gamo
and geathering edible plznts within the forest. Geme tends to move
away from pormanent human scttlemants, and souros of edible wild
plenta are rapldly oxhausted within the ilmmedlate environs of a
settlement, 30 the BaMbutl migrate as forest nomade in searoh of
Toode Colin Turmbull reporte thet:

after about az month, as a rule, the frults of thce forest

.have baén gathered from all around the vioinity of the oamp, and

the game has beon soared away to a grenter distanca than is
cenfortable for dally hunting, As tho economy relies on day=to-dey
quost, the simpleet thing is far thes cemp to move to a toatally new
one,porhope ton or twenty miloe awey, perhcpe farther, '{Turnbull:
1965: 286=7) .

In suoh & aubsistonce system 1t iz the undisturbed forost
vhich provides the rloheat reeources for the BaMbuti, =nd Lt is
not surprising te find that in their symbolic repressnt:tions
tha "doep foresat” or tho"dark forest'" ia portrzyed as benevolent,
Indeed ths image of the benovolent forcet is the most pervasive
and powerful olement of Pygmy eymbolism, The Bablbuti ooll them—
soelves "people of the forest, snd every aspect of their system
of bellef sgems to refleot tho intimate identification which thay
mako between thomselves and the forsst. As one informant, nemed
Moke, sxplained to Colin Turnbull:

The forest im a father end mother %o us, he said, ond
lilke a frthar or mother it mives us averything wo need -



food, clothing, shslter, warmth...zand affsotion. Normally -

‘everything goes woll, baczuse the forost is good to its o

obildren....{Turnbull:1961:37).

~ Even when things go poorly, tho foreat is not considered
nelovolent., Inaterd it 1s sald to be "aslcep". As Moka phresed it:

“.s«When something big goes wrong, like illness or bed
bunting or death, it must be beoausc the forest 1es aleep——..-.
ing and not locking aftor 1ts children. So whet.do we do?

We woko it up. We wakeo 1t wp bty singing %o 1t, and we do
thi.e bacause we went it to awaken hepprt, (Turmbulls1961:

87) . -

Whon death oocurs the BeMbuti do no regard the foreal sa hoatile

oither, Rather, the worda of their song refleot the fundamentel

harmony which they feel with the foroat whioh surrounds them.

"There i darknese all eround us; but Lf darkness is, =nd tho e
darimess is of the forsst, then the derkness must be good". e
(Turnbull: 1961:88) . _ .

The I'turl forset is also ocoupied by verylng tribes of Bantu
origin, inoluding the Bire, ths lLess, the Mengbetu and the Mamvu-
Mangutu, Although their phyesical surroundings ars virtually ldenti-
oal o those of the BeMbutl, the+r modes of expolting the environ-
ment differ oonslderably and corsoquently the type of niobe whioh
thay occupy in tha ecomystem stande out in marked contrast to that
of tha BaMbuti., The subsistencs. eoonomy of the Bantu groups rolies
upon s¥idden agriculture. The collective work of the group ia direoted
townrde outting down forest growth, burning it off in order to form
oultivetable fielda, planting thelr crope, and tending them until — -
the time of harvest. The planting precess repeats itself mnmually
untll cre olocrad plot of land hecomes exhaustod. When thia occurs
the oultivators are obliged ‘to shift thelr asctivity to 2 new area
of undisturbed foreat, leesving the exhausted lend fo reouperate in - -
fallow, In the newly chomsen foreat area the proocess of outting,
burning, plenting, tending and harvesting begins again,

Unlike the Ballbuti, the Bantu agriculturalists subsist by oon-—
stantly battling the foreat. Swidden agriculture depends upon & raw
materlals~to~-rubbleh contiuum based upon systematio predatory expanw
elon into uncut forest, and as 2 result it encourages s warrior's
ettitude towarda the environmant, Naturs ia seen as something whish -
exlrta outelde of oculture in order to be subdued and axploited by
men. i3 the Bentu agrioulturalists carve out tholr livelihood in
continuous opposition to the enorocaching forest vegetation, it is
rnot surprieing thet on 2 aymbolic level tha forest is fearsd and
regarded as. tboe scurce of all that is unciviliced and evil. is
Celin Turnbull observed: "The forest ...i= thought of by them aa
hoetila for its refuesl to support itheir modest orops while it
nourishee the luxurlant vegetation of the foreet end ite immense,
towering trece. The hosetlllty ls thought of as & conscious ect on
the part of the foreat itmalf, and of tha spilrits whioh inhabilt it
vesee"{Turnbull: 1965; 288) T soological niche which. ia implied by
ewidden agriculture osn be aeen, then, to give rise to a syatem of
convepiual bounding which differentiates the Bantu pecples signifioant—
ly from the BeMbutl who ocoupy roughly the sams habitat.

Swidden asgriculturalisis throughout the world bound oulture off
fram nature in muoch the same Way as ths Bantu. Nature 1la seen as
alien and potentlally boetile, =nd the proper relstionahlp towards it
ia aspumed to be one of conguest, subjugation,expleitation and .
sbandonment. The self-image of these zocietlse ls based upon an over-
all oonceptual fremework of "gulture" vs, neture”. The Trio of Sauth
dmerios prectioo swldden agriculture, and as Peter Rividre reportas
tholr whole symbolio system 18 an slaboration of tbis underlying
oonflicting dichotemy.



Forhaopa the mogt important 4istinotion which the Trio moks
ie that between forest and village. The village is the world --— -
of humans, a sanotuary in which animale kept as petz, even .
those which are normally hunted, will not be esten if
accidentally killed. The forest is the world of epirits and _ _
atrangers, and uncertainity. But these two worlda esre not
separate and indspendent; the jungle forever enroeches on

the village, and the Trioc by cutting snd burning hie fileld

is' not merely performing an essential agriculturel aotivity,
since these acte symbolige for him a fer greater battle.
(Biviere: 1969: vil-viil)

A similar attitude prevell: on the cuter islandm of Indonesia
where swidden sgrioulture persists, and it ie grounded, as Clifford
.Gearte points out,in "...an historically rooted convictlion thaot there
are slways othoer forsate to- conquer, a warriorts view of naotural re—
sources as plunder to. be exploited,..." (Gaortz:1963:27). It is not
an exaggeratlion to aay that the image of society for these peoples
ie something like a digestive irect with Traw materlals being consumed
at one end and waate produote and rubbleh depceited from the other.
The very concept of rubbish, thercfore, appears as the operstionel
oon¢lusion of & soolety whose self-imege depsnds upon the plausible
fanteey that the reelm of man ls to be bounded off from tha venim
of nature.. : : ’

Rociem- 12 the apermtional conclualor for the same type of sootiety
when ennlyred In the perapective of soclal relatlons, Naturas is to
culture as “esavegery" is to-civilization™, and any socilety which
defines the first dichotomy antagonisticilly with reference tc its
physios]l envircnment is bound to oontain within it the seeds of raoist
thinkcing 4rr social relations. This occure in the process of fueing
the natural and social diohotomies vwifk boundary-maiting in socilal
gpace. For oxample, the word'smvage" oan be elther an adjeative or
a noun, In the esntence, "The world arcund ws wme noture's savage
domain”", the word desoribee what the epeaker perceives to be an —_—
attribute of "noture" as opposed to 'culture". In addition, however,
the neoum form of tha word can be used to atand fér those people who
are "outside" as opposad to "inaide" an acceptable socizl boundary:

"All around our community there were sevages', The naturs/culture
end outside/inside dlohotomiass are assimileted to one znother - v
they become co=terminous; and in this procsss of fusion, both
distinctions beccme instances of an overarching "savage"/"civilized"
dichotomy, the very hagis of rmolst thought,

Evidence from awidden rgricultural scoioaties makes this c¢lecr.
Anthrapologists have lang obaerved that the reletionshins between
thoee ooneldered inside suoh sccieties and those outside are Ly
definition antagonietio. Those outaide aro suspected of scroery,
witchoraft, and every sort of conceiveble eubversion with reference
ta the society's welfare, Furthermore, such avil dainge are taken
to be evidence that these peoples are depraved by naturae, Their
very exlstenoce constitutes a threat to the eociety's well-being. -
Henoce, =zs wlth the physical envirnonment, one's only proper relation=__
shin towards those wio are outside is one of conguest and subjugation
in on effort to offer them clvilization of whioh by definitiony they
have previously been deprived. Tha aggressively superior attitude
of swldden ngriculturalists suoh as the Ibo of Nigerla hes long
been noted, and in this oontext it cen be seen to be & logical
extonsion of the wey in which they bound themeelvee in a particular
niohe of en overzsll eocosyetem,

Societies do, of course, occupy different kinds of ecologioal
niohesy, and aa a Tesult the ways in whioh they bound themselves lecd
to different kinds of conclusions. Problems of 1ubbish end recism
may be the inevitable outocome of swiddem sgricultural sgoieties,



based aa they are upon aystematic predatory expsmsion, bui ulter-
native madas of bounding are present among peoples whose evological
nichs doeg not allow them to susiain the illusion of antagoniam

{Yowarde neture. Tho conirast betwsen the BaMbutl cnd the shifting
agriculturaliste has already been mentioned as an illuetration of
this. The pyamios depend upen a dellicately b-lanced aymbictlo ralatipn-
ship with the forest, totally unlike the raw-materiale-te—rubbish o
oontlnuam whioh ncurishese" the shifting cultivator. In additlon, the -=-
sedentery acrioulturalist oF peasant cocupies an scologleal niohe
whioh differs as a toial system fromw both the hunting and gathering

of the BaMbutl and the swlidden cultivaetor, even though individual — ~
elaments seam simllar.

The peasant, like the swidden oultivetior, derives his subsiptence
from agridultural production, but unlike the swidden agrioulturslist,
this produotion. dspends upon a delioately balanced symbioeis with a
fized pisce of land over time, In this latter respect, his conooptual
relatlianship towards the natural world is muoh more azkiln to that of
the BeMbuti than to that of the ewidden ocultivator, He owrnot afford
10 austein the image of an inherently antagonistio nature which ha

cen parpetually oconquer, exjoit and abendon. Sinos as a sedemtary = 7 - -

cultivator he oannot move iop new lands when old ones beccmea exheusted,
bho can survive only by replenishing nature as wall as exgoiting it.
Irrigetion aystems, terrace tmildings, fartilizer distribution and

orop and fleld rotation are all +teobnigues used by the peasant to
replenish nature for what he axtracts. Whiles all of thase may not be
preeent cenourrsnily,. or in any onesaquential petiern, some restora~—.
tive mecheniems ‘nvloving human labour are neseded. In thie senas, —
both men and the land are oooperative alaments. in cne inter-related
nature, rather than two distinot realme piited agminet one another .

in porpotual anta.goniam. Man. providss for nature who in turn. provides
for MEaD, . .. , .

This sadentary aymblosls insoribes itself in the eymbolio e
ayatems of peasent peoplas. They often coneider thamselves “pEople
of tha land" and express their relstionship to the cultivated earth
in muoh the same perscnal teras ag the Mbutl do towards the foreat.
Natural forces are frequently personified se d§j ties, and thase
dei tles are in turn arranged ip a variety of hisrarchies. Ae farming— —-
is subjeot to oombinations of netural forces, man himeelf is undsrsiood
to be subordinate to the gods who oyntzol these forcos. The appro—
priate attitude of man towserds the @de is one of sutmimsive bumility. _
md the relaticnahip ie continucuely recalled through the enamctment © -
of ritual appoasament of propitiation. As the anthropological study _ ..
of ritual reveals, rites are nat concelved naively =a meohanioal
operations to bring about Tain or stop the flooda, ete., but rather - -
as drematio relterailons of the appropriata symbolic order. Man 1la
subordinate, and it is his duty to cultivate the land; the gods o
are superior, and it ls thelr duty to produce the raln, It is this
type of symbollo ordsr wbioh resceives repeated affirmation part-
ioularly in ths agrioultural rituals of peasant peoplee. The
oonoept of duty is inherent in such & hierarchiocally arrenged systemr -
of coemio rolos and it pervades all espeots of the individual's
undarstanding, Ono has a duty to undertake hie apsigned role in the
larger oosmic system. Thies 1s gxpressed in India as '"dharme",
Dharma is variously transleted into English as "duty®, 'role", or
‘the moral order", but as I understand it , it literally msans
"the supporter". If one 1s acting aporopriaiely one 1s sald to be
following dhasma or aoting in support of tha entire moral ordsr,
Everyone 1s seld to have bis dharma, but thie varies socording to
his stetion, and the dharma of a Brahmin is underetocod to be
merkedly differsnt from the dharma of a sudra.

The cyclloal rhythms of the agricultural prooess reoeive
partigular symbolio astatement among peasants. Calendars developed



among sedentary agrioulturists to mark the paseing of the yoarly
¢ycle ar: based either on solar or luner movements. Rituale regular=-
1y reinact the processes of sowing, reaping and eowing once again.
Scholsare like Eliade have even suggested that the concept of after—
1ife is the extension into the human sphere of experience which
poasants wltnees annually in the renowal of life. One neged not aocept
all of Eliade's evidence ar reascning, tut it still seems true that
pedentary agricultural soclsties sesm quite consistently to develop
concepts of ansiterlife, some of which are quite slaborate indeed.

In such systeme one'e whola 1life is symbolically a cycle, for as

one rveaches death, one is "borm again". '

In the realm of social relations sedentary agrioulturalists
mediate the inside/outside dilemma through systems of ritualized
hieraroiy. The peasanfe entire life, and sven his afterlife, is
nompreheneible to him only in terms cf a hierarchy. Usually one's
pooition in the total hiererohy ie ascribed at birth; and while
-4t i8 true that one oan ohange from one etatus to anotber, this A
aan only be done when one ie symbolioally "born agasin', either
tkrough a prosoribed ritual or through reincarnation. The Indian
caste system with ite attendant beliefs of reincarmation illustrates---
this clearly. One is born into & given caste and must live ocut .in-'s
earthly life in that hierarohiocal poeition. Upon death, however,
one ie symbolically reborn, and it can ocour that ome ohanges ocaste
either rising or falling in the human hiererchy or becoming mocme
othar kind of being altogether., Takan as a total syetiem, then, the
caate syatem is not rigid. Rather it rapresents over time e oonetant-
1y oscillating aymbeolic expression of the oyolioal relationship of
man and ths natural world expressed at any one tims in the primoiple
of hierarchy. To equate the omate system of India with the r-nocpt
of racism 18 from thie perapeciive olearly ridioulous. As Louis
Dumont has observed, "it is hard to imagine a greater misinterpreta-—
tion”. (Dumont:1970: 214). Racism, based or the aniagonistio dichotomy
savagism/civilization, 18 a feature only of sooteties which bound
themsplves off from nature. In a society in which nature and culiure
are not opposed, scoial differences are phrassd in ths metaphor
sppropriate to a aystiem of cyclicnl inter-ohsngae—— that is to say,
hierarchy. Jince the total system is recognized to be a cyolical one,
the boundaries which exist baetween castes are in no way like the
boundary which delinesztes tha savage from the c¢ivilized in a sysiem
of perpetual expansion. Racism and the oaste system belong, gquite
literally, to iwo diffsrent worlds of discoures.

In the light of ethnographic evidenos, we can see that ths
Hastern world and America in particular are faced with mors than
merely tochnical problems in dealing with rubbish and racism. Tha
historical experiance of mcdern Europse and America is rooted in ths
gama type of eoologioal niche as swidden agriculturalists-—that
of syatematio predatory expansion, Ae a result a whols system of
gelf-understanding has been ersctsd upon the fantaeies of nature vs.
culture and savagism vs.civilization.

Historians have long effirmed the importance of the frantiar
in Amerioan history, and some have even held it to be responsihle
for the development of a unigquely American chsracter. The first and
by now classic statement of ths “froniier ihkasis" came at a meeting
of the American Hieitorical Association in Chicago during July 1893
when Frederick Jackson Turnsr delivered his apeech:

"Up to our own day American history has been in a large
dpgree the history of the colonization of the Great Ueet.
The exietence of an area of free land, its continuous re-
ceseion and the advance of American scettlement westward,
explain American development'. {Turner:1920:1),




After theoes cpening worda, Turner went on to aelaborate:

"From the conditions of frontier life ocsme intelloctual

tralts of vrofound importance...Ths result is that to

the frontier tha imarioan intellsct owes ita striking
charaoteristics. That ooarsenesa and strength combined
with acutenese and inquisitivenese;that praatical, inven-
tive turn of mind, quleck to find expedients;  that masterful
grasp of material thinge, lacking in the artistio but power—__. .
ful to effeat great ends; that restless nervouwm ensrgy;

that dominant individuallem, working for gouod and for evil,
and withall that buoyanoy and exubarance whioh comes with
freadom theee ara. tralta of the frontlier, or iraits ocalled
out elsewhers beoause of the frontier. (Turnsy:1920:37).

Turnsr himeelf was never very sxplioit about how it wae that
the frontier motually acocomplished thess nhenomenal feate, btut he . .
never really thought that to be his task, The frontier for Turner wae
a kind of myetio vislon. The oontent of this vieion mattered .
little; the important faot was that Turner believed in it. &ind so .. _
did othar Amerioans——the Turmer thasle provided a framewark for
their self-understanding, The theeis managed to articulate what other
Amerioons felt strongly, and it provided a ooherent picture of their
own hiatorioal experience. For a long time in Aimerican historio—
graphy it was not neOesaary to examine tha idea; it wes suffiolent
to believe in 1t, .

The oritios of the twentleth ocentury finally did attack the
Turner thesels, but their criticiema are best understood as oorrecli-
ves, adjuetments, extensions or emplifjoatlons rather than oontra-
diotione of Turner's baelo observatlone. Perhaps the moat au‘bata.ntial N
and most widely accepted ocorrective is the one offered by Dgvid Potter -
in his book People of Plenty:Eoonomio Abundance and the Amsrioan
Charsater, Pdtter feels that Turner was too carried awey with the
myetio quality of his vision to identify whet elamente of ths fron~
tier experisnce were the meat powerful in. determining the American .
oheraater. For Potter the frontier contained tho key to the Amexrloam—=-
achiavement abundanca, It was not the frontier itszelf, but the
abundance which it represented in the early imerican experiance whioh
acoountted for the Amsriloan oheraoter.”

In short, ebundance %8 partly a pbyeical and partly a

oultural manifestation. For iAmerios, from the eighteenth to
the twantieth oentury, the frontier was thes foous of abundmoce
phyeically because the land was virgin and oulturally because
the Anglo—Americans of the time were particularly apt at
exploiting the new oountry. eas(Potter: 1945:164) .

Since abundance was a funotiom of both the énvironment and ths
teohnology epplled to it, the source of American greatness did
not evaporate when the physioal frontler disappearsd. Instead, an
expanding industrial world become tho now source of abundance. In
this eenee industrial expansion functloned ae a new frontier.

« e ve though physically the frontler remained the olte of
virgin land, cultural ohangse gave to peonle an aptiltude

for explolting new industrial petantialities and thus drew

the foous of abundance avay from the frontier. But this ohange
of foous iteelf perpetuated and reinforoved the habits of :
fluldity, of mobllity, of ohangs, of the expeotation of"
progress, which have been regarded as distinctive frontier
traits, (Pottera 1954:164) .

Aocording to Potter, then, the industrizl revolution is not a
break with ths expanding agrerian tredition in America, but rather )
an extenaion of it. Turner's thesis and Potter's correotive comulemant



more then contradict one another. Anslytiecally, of course, this-
bocomas epparent 2 Well, for the expanding industricl aystem ovcupice
the samo lsing of ecosyatom nicho as that of the sxpanding. agricultur=
15t. Both depond for their self-undorstanding upon an immutablo
distinction imponed between noture and culturse and schomatically

oth arc constructcd in tho ssme fashion like & digostive tract with
row naterials entering at ono end and rubbish being depositod et the
other, Ths American oconomy, lilte tie swiddon agriculturo of outer
Java, is founded upon what Goertz has termod "am historically rooted
conviction thet there aro always othor foreste to conquor, o warrior'e
viaew of natursl rascurces sa plundsr to bo mxploitod..."(Geerts:1963:
27}, Rubbileh then, is moat adequately undcrstood not as an inoidental
technical, problem for the westernm world, but rather as a built — in
feature of tho scoicty itself-—something vhose abolitlom would

posa ochaldarabla problamn te the wostorn world. It may well ha that
rubbish has to bs eliminatod, but in order to do so, Amerioz will

bave io updertake am ontire rostructurin. of ite historically dorived
catagorios of meanling.

American hietory indicatos that the develomment.of recism is
gimlilerly a oonmeguence of predatory axpanelon, (urner unwitiingly
affirmod this whsn in roforence -to the frontier lhe rote, "In this
odvenca, the frontier ioc the outer edgc of tho wave - thc mocting
polnt botween ssvagsry ead oivilization”.(Turnmor, 1920:3}. In a
lator worlc, ontitled Sovacism and Civilization: 4 Siudy of the
Indisn and the Amerivan i dlnd, Roy | Harvey Poaroo traces tho Diptor—
ical devolopment of the concept of the Indian as-"savage', 4s bis -
painstalting roscarch indloated -, the lnmaga of the Indian s a savago
emorges from g hiatory of oanflict.

Then frontler Hew Engianders sufferod at ths bhande of Indiens

they inovitebly.interproted their sufferinge =zs God's warning

to New. England through Satan...Thus for thoss who livsd in the
frontier scttlements to tho west znd oocuth and to the noxrth in
Melne, 1t came to be, simply sanough, dostroy or Yo destroyed;
‘this was yet another skirwmish in man*e Eoly Var against Satan,
now on & new=world- bettlofield (Pearce:1353:22-23)

There is no douvt that Amcricans belleved in such imagery. Politiciana
88 woll ap olorgy .often usad it throughout- Amorlesn history. Nor wes
raoial prejudloo oonfined to the imerican Indian. Ae the apoooh of
Senator Thomes Hart Benton in 1346 indioetod, attitudes towards blaok
racge waro meroly extsusione af rzoist oategories Amoricsns bcd de-
rived from thuir own experionooc:

It would soom that the whito rece slono raceived the div1ne
comnrnd te eubduc snd replenish the aesrth.

For my part, T cennot murmux at what scome to bo the
offect of divine law, I cannot repine that this copitol has
rovlacod ithe wigwam— —the Christian ncople, romlaced tho
savagep-—whita matrons tho: red squaws——thct such men as
Hashington, Franklin, and Jefforson heve tslion the plaoe of
Povhattan, Opechonecancugk and othsr rod mon howsocover respect—
2ble they may have been as saveges. Clvilizaticn, or oxtinotion,
has boan the fate of all poople who have found themeclves in tho
iraok of the advanolng Whitcs, and civilization, olways tho
praferonce of the whites, has been prosaod ae an objeot, while
oxtinction hes followed as a conseogusnce of rcsistanoo, The
Bleolt and tho Red Racer have often felt their cmelicrating
influonoe., (Citcd in Pcarce, 1953:239-40).

Raoism does not diseppear srith the end of the physicel prosance
af frontier, for as Potier han indiccted, tho irentior osxporienoe
transforma itself zlmost without interruption into the strrotures of
oxpending industrializatlon. Although repism may originato as the
solution to an ineide/outsido dichotomy within a eystom of predatery
egrorian oxpanslon, it has no difficulty in surviving as z phenomenon
in a sccloty besed upon industricl expension, for as We
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heve Boen the transformation from one type of scoiety to the other
involves no fundamental change in tho kind of niohe which las exploited
within the evoeyetem, Raolem, every bit as much aa rubbish, iz a built-
in fegaturo of western ecoioty, and in a similar way ita elimlnatlon . ..
would involve a fundsmental overkauling of weetern categories of szelf-
underatanding, It is not esuffiolent v conceive af either of these
problome as anoillary flaws to an otherwise impreseive sooletal e
anhievement.

Doubtlese there are asocme who ses gvidenoe of changss in weetorn
attitudes on thsse two subjeots. Indoed cur technelogical aohlievemants
may be loading ua to the type of cyolloal comprehenaions oharacteri-
atio of a feudal scolety or the Indian pessant, The self-contained
apaoa oraft ie an ettempt to reproduce an artificiel eocosystom, in
whioh the oarbon dioxide, body heat and waste products of the astro- ___ _
nauta will be re-oyeled to- provide axygen, food and water. New
concopte of boundary are needed to oonvinoe the astroreuts to eat
the food they produve., Similarly, the "untidy" etyles oharacterietio
of youth seenm to indicste a healthy oxperimentation with artificial
boundaries. Michaol Thampason has even gone eo far to say that these -~ -
events are- indicea of what he oalle "The Death of Rubbish". I hope __.. .
that he is right ;and I laok “oerward to seeing someons snnounce tha ' ° 2. |
death of raciam with aimilar canfideance. ) .

For the time being, however, I muni oonfees that I remain un-—
denvinced of what Thompeon olaims 1s tha olear trend of the future.
The imagery of the weatern world and pariicularly America is etill
grounded 1n predatory axpansion, Preaident Eemnedy won the eleotian
in 1960 on the promige of & "New Frontisr" and Preasidant Johnsan
found it ueeful ta dosoribe his walfare programas to the electorata
g8 a'"War on Poverty". It msy well be true that youth is erxpariemcnt-
ing in e hopeful way with boundaries, but radioal youth, with ita =~
inagery of etruggls. revolution, war on the '"pig®, eto., doaes not
ecem to have transcendod the nature/culture and savage/oivilized
diohotomios; instead, they have only ochanged the content of the
reopaotive catagories. If those oategories porsist thore seems to
be little hope of overooming the dilemmag which raclam and rubbish
present, ovon though it may be poseible to undertake & slight ro-
arrangement of those things whloh are inslde am oppooed to outeldse.

I
|

As for the spacse oraft dream, I fear that the preozpts whioh it
should teach ue will escepe our grasp. No doubt the teohnicel proble .
of re-oycling %ill be molved, but I oan hear our technioiana and
rolitiolans congratulating themselves already, without e hint of
irony, on the faot that thie will open up ''new frontiera of spacs". — -
Cne could hardly oconceive of a more ocomplote misunderetanding of
our own tochnioal sshievemont. Frontior imagery leaves us with no -
way of ooping with the probleme before us. If the slimination of -
rubbish and raciem is ocur goal, then ohanging our minds is the
first step.
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