
Mark 35
This paper is an original piece of work, and it shows good independent thought. It has a well-argued reflection on the nature of egalitarianism among the Ju/’hoansi, the Inuit and the Andaman Islanders. The paper is nicely written, and it displays well the methods by which order is maintained in these societies ranging from humour to insulting the meat, singing duels and following a generous leader. The ethnographic examples were very interesting and unique, and the way by which they were chosen display careful attention given to the assignment question and a good understanding of the nature of social life in egalitarian societies. 
The comparison with the Western society’s mechanisms of control was original. The paper was reflective in the way by which egalitarianism may well be something our society would need, and as such dealt well with the overall aim of the block, which was to reflect on the nature of hunter-gatherer societies in relation to our own societies too. 
Unfortunately, the assignment was handed in late and the mark had to be capped.















In up to 1500 words, offer four different examples of how social groups maintain social order. Explain how these methods maintain social order.
     There are as many ways of maintaining social order as there are societies. During this block we have studied indigenous, egalitarian cultures such as the San, Mbuti and Yanomamo, where everything is shared. Food from foraging or meat from a hunt is for all, and the responsibility of order within the community is for all to uphold. In these types of societies, social discord is apparent and is often addressed with humour and play. Derision and mocking of an arrogant attitude or conflict results in a return to a socially acceptable attitude and a resolution of conflict.
     The Ju/’Hoansi people have an unusual method of maintaining social order, they never praise an impressive kill to the returning hunters, in fact they actively deride and insult it. They may refer to the meat as a ‘skinny old sack of bones’ or worse. Foraged food and meat from the hunt are shared amongst all, this act is not seen as the hunter or forager giving away their food but simply as the socially accepted thing to do. This group behaviour ensures that no individual becomes too arrogant and proud, and that egalitarianism is maintained within the group. Another way the Ju/’Hoansi maintain order and good relations is by reciprocal visiting, this consistent contact ensures good relations are maintained with other familial groups and can also be a way of diffusing conflict within the home, by getting away from the problem.	Comment by Jasmin: What was the name of the reciprocal visiting? (Hxaro exchange)
     The Innuit, who live in the Canada arctic use societal pressure to maintain order. Socially acceptable behaviour is upheld by the whole community, no one person upholds it, responsibility for more serious offences is publicly discussed by elders and a decision is jointly made using experience from the past and knowledge of the offender to understand why they offended and how best to avoid future problems. If an individual is seen to behave badly, she/he will be treated in a way which brings attention to this behaviour. The offending behaviour could be anything, examples are- selfishness, laziness or jealousy, or conflict over partners. Whatever the offence, in the first place, the ‘victim’ may simply ignore the problem and carry on as normal, giving no indication of animosity. Further action would be to discuss and gossip about the offender, this shares the information about the individual through the community in the hope that the offending behaviour comes to an end and conflict is resolved, the offender may be ostracized and excluded from hunts or food sharing. If a situation does not resolve thus, further steps are taken, fist fights are an organized community attended event where the opponents strip to the waist and take it in turns to punch each other until one of them gives up. The winner is acknowledged by the community, and this usually resolves the problem. Another method of conflict resolution is a song duel, two couples involved in a dispute will write a song each, the community gather for the performance where the wife will sing the song and the husband will dance and play drums. The favourite song is decided by the crowd, judged on the humour and resourcefulness of the composer, and serves as a way to air the problem and publicly address the matter, often leading to normal life resuming afterwards. Although these may not seem very severe punishments, in fact not being invited to a meal or on the next hunt is a big deal if you are part of a very small and isolated social circle so conflict resolution and maintenance of socially acceptable behaviour are essential to Inuit life. 	Comment by Jasmin: nice	Comment by Jasmin: very nice – we should all resolve conflicts by singing! 	Comment by Jasmin: good
The people of the Andaman Islands have a similar system to the Inuit in that the social order is a communal responsibility. Land is shared by the whole tribe. Sharing and gift giving are expected and valued traits, and laziness is frowned upon. All kills are shared. The leader, as in the Ju/’Hoansi people are meritocratically appointed, good traits are kindness, hunting skills and even-temperedness. No individual has power to punish an individual or enforce law. Ridicule can be used in order to encourage good behaviour and elders can help decide on conflict resolution. Order is maintained by following the kindness and generosity of the chosen leader. As all food is shared, no one goes hungry, whatever their ability or standing within the group.	Comment by Jasmin: did the Ju/’hoansi have leaders? Or elders? 	Comment by Jasmin: Nice 
      Western society depends on law enforcers and a penal system to uphold the law. Children are taught values and morals at school and home but unlike children of the San and Mbuti, our young people are not expected to be involved in or responsible for the maintenance of social order or conflict resolution. Surely children who feel a part of and responsible for society are more likely to mature into socially conscientious adults? Western society harbours more intrinsic and sinister social control. Our children and ourselves are exposed to a myriad of social expectations and pressures through the casual brainwashing of television and social media, and priorities can lie in more superficial areas of acceptance. Our other forms of social control lie in education, medicine, religion, poverty, fear, punishment and prison. If we consider the simple and transparent social systems of the Ju/’Hoansi or the people of the Andaman islands, it is obvious that some of our democratically appointed world leaders would never come to power within those social groups due to the arrogant, selfish, egocentric, uncaring ethos they embody, self- serving in the knowledge that families in the ‘tribe’ are hungry and homeless.	Comment by Jasmin: When referring to other groups, you need to have introduced them at some point earlier. Imagine you are writing to an audience who isn’t familiar with the readings. 	Comment by Jasmin: Interesting point	Comment by Jasmin: Such as? 	Comment by Jasmin: Good – you are talking here about structural issues	Comment by Jasmin: Avoid using the word simple – it might not be that simple, we are just taught to think that way	Comment by Jasmin: This is great, I agree. It might sound a little bit too opinionated however, unless you reference it somehow. 
     These three examples of indigenous egalitarian societies show that this type of society, where a fundamental expectation of respect and care is upheld and adhered to through communal responsibility and participation creates no social divide, therefore the conflicts are based around relationships and behaviour, not possessions, money, starvation, homelessness or worse. The equilibrium is a shared and constantly maintained effort by all, for all. The final example of our  democratic, capitalist,  western society could do with applying these egalitarian ideals.	Comment by Jasmin: good

References;
The Andaman Islands, Radcliffe Brown. A.R.  1922. 	Comment by Jasmin: Check referencing guide. Name comes first, then year of publication, title of book, town and publisher e.g. Radcliffe Brown, A. R. 1922 The Andaman Islanders London: Penguin
The Inuit Way, A guide to Inuit Culture. Produced by Pauktuutit Inuit Women of Canada, Revised 2006.
Boehm’s Theory of Reverse Dominance, 1993.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Hierarchy in the forest, the evolution of egalitarian behaviour. Boehm. C.


