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ABSTRACT

This study is an attempt to describe,define,and
interpret some of the dominant patterns of dispute
settlement among a number of New Guinea societies,

In the main, only those disputes which take pléce

within the political and territorial unit, referred

to herein as a 'parish', have been considered.

Questions pertaining to the legal espects of the
settlement processés are discussed throughout the
thesis, in order to gain a better understanding of the

~ way power and authority, and self-help mechanisns,
operate in the indigenous systems of these communities,
To this end not only the writings and ideas of other
anthropologists, but those from the sociology of law

and social conflict studies have been freely drawn upon,
There have as yet been no systematic éomparative §tudies
on dispute settlement in New Guinea and this thesis
therefore endeavours to elicit the broad patterns cf
similarity, rather than enumerate the manv differcnces,
which characterize these diverse social systems so as to
both proéide a basis for, and su:;gest possible areas in

which, future research might be undertaken,



ERRATA:
PpP.4~-8,& 55~
65 are numerically omitted,



CCNTENTS

INTitGDUCTION - I
Chapter I POLITICAL AND LEGAL INSTITUTIONS 9
Chapter 2 SETTLEMENT PRCCEDURES 66
" Decisions and Principles ' 66
Oaths and Ordeals 74
Third-Party Intervention : 79

Chapter 3 SELF-HELP _ ' .. 88
Altercation : 88
Extension of Conflict 1ok
Ritually Prescribed Conflict , 111
Self-Injury _ 118
Avoidance: Withdrawal: Suicide 124

Women, Sorcery,; and Adultery 145
CONCILUSION , : 152
Appendix I, Diagrams - 157
Appendix 2, Cases 191
Bibliography . . - 221

Map of New Guinea



INTRODUGCTION



"From the point of view of systematic research,
law has been one of the most neglected aspects

of New Guinea cultures" (A.L.Epstein I972).

Despite the lacunae of information regafding
the legal aspects of social control mechanisms in New Guinea
societies,examnination of the many ethnograpnies seems to suggest
.that the case for the lack of peaceful mesns for the settlement
of disputeé among these communitigs, has perhaps been
overstated.To a large extent the aspproacin whica would have us
concentrate on précesses of self=help and self-regulation
(Lawrence I999) is less the product of.systematic analysis,
than an unqualified acceptance of such ethnographic obsgrvation
that the "Iétmul afe fundamentally a people without law”
Bateson 1956:9'7)-I Given the'baucity of literature on law in
the indigenous systems of Hew Guinea,any analysis in terus of-
the use of the concegt of 'law areas',as deveroped Dy such
eminent Dutch scholars as van Vollenhoven and ‘fer Haar in.
their studies of Adat law,would be a somewnab Qremature venture.
In generali the search for valid comparisons has
lagged béhind tiie intense ifervour ior virgin ethnographic
fields,and as yet there exist few Ifraumeworss witn wnich one
mizht attemét to iupose some order,for thne purposes oi coupar-
ative analysis, into the diverse politiéal and soclal systeans

found in New Guinea.It is clear that any study waich atteupts

I.Similar observations have been made for the Dugua Dani
(Heider I970:I02),Keraki (williams 1936:248) Orokaiva(wiiliaas
1928:224),afulu (Williamson I9I2:I44),idowehafen (Todd I93%5:
443%) and Kuma(Reay I959a:24).
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to compare a-number cf societali cases,must oI necessity
define the structurai levels within wnich the analysis is
conducted. The limitation of tné autonomous political unit

is alﬁays to soae ektent an arbitrary matfer.For the purpbsés
of this study tnat politiecal and territorial unit commonly
réferred to in the literature as a 'parisn' is tnc unit -
within which my examination of disputes and tneir settléments
tace place.While it is not necessarily the widest unit in
which there exists a moral obligation to settle disputes
peacefully,and is not necessarily the unit within which wsr
never occurs,tnese factors are generally held to distiguisn
this unit.The schematic representation or the social structures

-

of the societies under discussion is given in Appendix I. and

it is not meant to show every level of segientation,bhut merely

the ones necessary for our study.Where other levels are import-

ant they are given in the body of the text. I have fouad
it necessary to keep distinct residential.territorial 6 ard

descent units,and following the exaample of Ploez(I955) and

] --.' : k e - . - 3 . - - " - .
“*Glasse(I968) have teramed the territorial divisions of a parish

section,and sub-sections.This is followed tirough Lor all Lhe
societiesand is a way of snowing similariﬁies ih tne level
of disputes with respect to the parish unit.The use of the
terms clan,lineape,sub-clan and clan section largely féllows
the original ethunographic accounts.Tpe confederacy denotes_
é politiczl unit wrnich includes two or aore parisnes and which
fuctions,a.aong other things, to carry‘out warare on otner
confederacies or parishes. |

Statistical anulysis is not used nere decause of the

inadequacy oi tie data, whicin in aost c¢sses reflect tvue
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bias of the'etnhograpner.ln most instances the ethnographers
have failed to indicate tne precise source of the.r material-
i.e.whether reported or winessed cases -~a criticisam particularly
applicapnle to Berndt's (I9c2)study.The fact that the cases
most ofteu reflect some cultural distortion,points to tine
importance of makinyg explicit the metnodologicai implications
of using memory cases..Kocn(I967) thus noted that there is a
tendency for those disputes which were settled peacefully
between the parties,or which ended in & verbal dispute, to
fall into oblivion. Other ethnographers have similarly reported
on the tendencies to "plaj down conflict"(Bernut IY62:298,
Read I950:20I),distort the facts to make the inforaer or his
group appear to tﬁe advantage (Hogbin I9%3:250,), suppress
the recollection of violent disputes befween friendly units,
(Ploeg I956:1I12), and to.attribute violence to women by male
informants(Ploeg I956:I75). The use of case material in my
study then, is of necessity iilustrative of my points rather
than explanatory,since rieldworkers have tended to ignore the
intricate pattern of relationships vetween parties to a dienute
seeing the relations only in the context of single event |
issues.

This study attempts to define and intéfpret not only
the patte}ns of similarities in tne adjudication procedures,
but the more general reactions to offences of both men and
woﬁen.The basic approach is to iéolate tne situation§ in
which people make choices between courses of action,and tb

atteapt to elucidate the principles governing such choices.



POLITICAL AND LEGAL

INSTITUTIONS



Desbite-the considerable amount bf literature whiéh has
_been devoted to e1u01dat1nb the polltlcal syatems of New Gulnea,

" there has as yet been no attenpt to prov1de a frawmework for tne

: . purposes of comparatlve analy31s. Kocn(I9o? 302) has sucgested thai

- a classlflcatlon of "systems of confllct control" in teras of
‘those sdcieties:which hdve courts,og court like 31tuat10ns,and
Atgose which lack such institutions,would prove a fruitful tool

of analjsis, while i.G.Smith (1955) has.suggested that the
'c#itical differences between political systems concerns the
_'degree ef different;ation of politicai:and adainistrative
functions in-terms of the units and ferms specisligedftb discharge
.them:_To.a large extent any classifieetion or grouping of societ-
ies will reflect tan arbitrary seleetien, in acccra to the interes
oflthé analyét, and for the purposes of this study I have found
it expedlent and 1llum1nat1ng to maxe an 1n1t1aL grouping of the
soc1et1es in terms of the presence (and combination) of the

different leadersnlp types,I

and to ellc1t sub-éroups within-
these on the basis of the presence br absence of the different
forms- of. settlement 1nst1tut10ns that are found in these d1v=rse
communltxes.n

Institutions absent: Keraki,Orokaiva,Kutubu,Mafulu.

@ouncil: Waropen,Mailu,Koita,Kiwai.
Assembly: Mowehafen,Wogeo '

B Headmen and ‘Big-men

Assembly: Gahuku Gama, NgarawapumiGurufumba,Siane,Kuma.

-~ —_ . .
N T TN T ~
IR . .

I. A headman is an ascribed stutus, while Big-man status
is an achieved position. '
2. The iJowehafen and Wogeo are discussed witn the baxalal,

Kapauku, anrd Toiail,wkile the Highland societies inzgronp

C,where there: ex1sts an assembly,are discusszd as a separate
sub—group. : .
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'C : Big:nen”
AItercEtions:.A rapesh, -Iatmnl Jale; Abelam

'Institutions absent N. Baliem Dani, S Ba11em Dan1 Wang ulam,

Kamano, Jate, Usurufa, S. Pore .

Assemblx Melpa, Chimbu, Maring, hae Enga, Huli Lakalai,
Tolai, Marlnd Kapauku, Tolal.'7' :

YOIt has not been my purpose to provide an extens1ve,

h and exhaustive ana1y51s of the political organ1zat1on of these
soc1et1es but to attecpt to provide an. account of the much

- neglected legal aspects of these communlties.‘ While to a certain
extent my groupings do con51derab1e v101ence to -the obvious .
cultural areas, and’ 1ndeed groupings wh1eh might be erected on

_ i
the ha51s of an ana1y51s of parish structure, 1t is ‘also clear’

that_to a large extent 51m11ar1t1es.of.re51dence units and
~culturally shared institutions omongfthefsocieties,'are evident
in the major sets givén. My anslysis proceedeto specify the
innctions of leadership-in-the sooieties,.the sanctions they
.operate, and their role or lack of it in settling disputes.
Spec1a1 attention is given to the issue of authority power as
they might’ apply_to these 1eaders. The types of jndicial
1nstitution present'is'oefined'ann described, and such important
aspects as the ‘type of. disputes with which the ‘court' concerns
itself, the procedure,Jurisdiction, membership, etc. are- also

discussed The pr1nc1p1es 1nvolved and the type of decisions

made are left for separate discu551on in Chupter III1,.

i e.g. the Siene;and Kuma are clan-parish units; but the presence
of headmen is important in the analysis of their legal structure’

L T e I I


http://raight.be

IT

_"Especially,‘there.are no courts of law'in_whichfpersons

with the equivalent'status of judges orx magistrates give

bindlng decisions and mete out fixed punishments.

Hence, an

-examination. of leadership or authority vested in individuals

Iprocesses of social control" (P. LaWrence 1969:24),

| The above passage exempllfies, in its erroneous

.. in these s001etieslreveals comperatively little about the.

observatlons, the deleterlous consequences which can result

from hasty generalizatlon coupled with an undue emphasls on

Big man/men

Table 3.4

~Society - Level Type " Term ' Judicature
Waropen . Clan’ " Headman Seratinggu/ Council
' | Serabawa |

Lineage ' Big man/men Manobawa .
Mailu Clan- Big man* Dubu Gubina Council
Sub-clan . Headman . - Gubina . '
Koita Parish? Headman Rohi Baugi/ Council

N Rohi Ketaike
Clan Headmen & -  Iduhu Rohi
| Sub-Headman
" Kiwai . Parish 3 Council
Clan

1, Saville suggests there were formerly headman ‘known as 'vere'

(1926:34)

2;fSeligman (1910:41) talked of these as 'section! heads, whose
L authorlty may thus extend over several villages or just one.

3, Landtman (1927:169) also noted the existence of 'great
chiet= of former,
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processes of 'self—help and self-regulation' in the analysis
of New Gulneallegal systems, The two issues that are in
need of clarification here are thus, (a) the nature and
'"'function<of<those.means which exist to settle disputes; and

: (b),the eXteﬁt'to which authoiity and;poﬁer are aftributes of
these institutions, | -

- .With respect to the former problem,-several.ethﬁographers
have reported a fofm of"court'_ﬁhich they variously'termed |
"gouncil of eiders?_(Held,1957:57); or "ruliné_council?
(Lendtman 1927:173),Jand'which will hereafter“be:simply
referred to as.a COUNCIL. This may be defined for the

" purposes of our discussion as a 'meeting restricted to the

respective representatives of thevsociel unit for which it

functions, whose purpose is to discuss and decide political

" and jural issues of public significance!?, The incidence of

such councils has been specified in Table 3 4, from which it
can be seen to ‘function at ‘the clan. or parish levels,llthough
- . there exist important dlfferences»ln the 'formallty! with
which they take place, o | ”

_ In Kiwai, the norms governlng personal competence
restrict part;clpatlon to only the representatives of the
component'clens of the-parish; end since theii position is
dependant on such personal attributes as prestige apd power,
~the membership of the council is fluctuating, The matters of

public 31gnifloance must in each case be emplrlcally determlned

1, Landtman (1927: 169), however, has noted that such a council
- might occur on an inter-parish level as what he termed a
'great palaver',



' and among the Kiwai include such offences as sorcery, theft;.
f,compensation-fcr'homicide, divorces, and disputes concerning

ownership of gardens."There'is little_precise_information

) '_Lccncerning-actual-prccedure;-though'we are informed that

both disputants*and-witnesses arefheard, women included, and
that decisions are made and commmicated tc,the-parties after
.deliberationa, In juxtapositicn to-the statement made by

P, Lawrence cited earlier we may note -Iandtman's observaticn

{ ,'that "the council of the influential men also acted as a

;. court of Justice which 1nvestigates and decides jural con= |
troversies of public 31gnificance, and others which have been
brought-before_it" (1927.170).. While the couneil ccnvenes in i
. sight of the-pébple; it is not»audible, and for cases of -
sorcery, perhaps indicating the degree of. seriousness which
is attached to such accusaticns; the meetings are held Min
secret"° Somehindicationiof'the formal nature oi such |
occasions-is suggested by the necessity for personslto bcw_
their heads-aslthey'pass by,Acontem?t being punished by the
use of sorcery against the‘offender; As regards the use of
principles or. precedents by the council nothing definite ecan.
be said, though Land+tman's (1927 169) remark that "it is rare
for opinions to be in conflict in such an. assembly“ perhaps
suggests this was the case, : ‘ |

.' Among the K01ta, Mailu, and Waropen, the council is
'.similarly constituted by thelheadsvof the:component’units_
affected; influénce in the discussions depending cn force

of character;..The cauncil was usually held at the residence -

of the lRohi Ketaike! or 'Serabawa' and though once again
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information concerniné procedure is virtually-non-existent;;
it seems that they uere very much less fofmal than was the
case in Kiwai.,iIn Waropen, such matters as.debt,;sorcery, |

~or cases of assault,would concern the'COuncil,though enly

. where the plaintiff was unable to attain satisfaction hinSelf'
while among the K01ta such issues as inter-clan land disputes ,

which required settlement constituted the substantlve element

- of the couneils' declsion-maklng function. The scope of’

offences dealt with by the Mallu council is not speclfled, and
| we are simply informed that "the heads of the sub-clans,
together with the headman of the clan form the council

(unofficial) which dlscusses and determines all important clan'

affairs" (Savllle 1926:35). .

With respect:to the second questionlenumerated earlier;
we may similarly note here that P.Lawrence in his article
'The State versus Stateless Societies? while admlttlng that
leaders may have 'authority' - defined as de jure command
over the actions of others - remarks that “genuine authority
does .not spillaover into'the judicial field. The leaders and
the elders in each community do not give legally binding'
u-decisions"'(1969;24-25). Specifically with regard to the
_settlement of disputes; Lawrenee goes on'to argue that while
leaders may in fact intervene in quarrels, because the "
solutions they offer must be acceptable to- the partles they :
exercise only "influence or de facto power" (1969 25).

Lawrence has thus unknowingly changed the basis of his

1, MalanWSKl (1915), however, does not mention the existence
of such a councll. : : '
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definition'of-authority from the. attributes inherent in”an
lnlelduals capacity to make deClSlonS, to. criteria which
relate to questions of 'compliance' With a decision. Clearly,_

it is uecessary to distinguish here between a 'decision' and

- its 'acceptance or enforcement, for as T Eckhoff rightly

: pointed.out "3 decision may-be a gudgement even if the parties
do_not'comply'With itm (l9652163);' We'may_more profitably_

' continue discussion of the nature of authoritj'after'we-ha#e '
':examined the role of leaders in. the settlement of disputes_

- within those’ soc:l.eties listed in table 34 o i

o In this reSpect the presence of a JudlClal function in

| the role of leaders is véry much dependent "on the modes by
which power and authority are vested“ (A L. Epstein 1969 249)
Thus it is ‘clear that the clan headman in Waropen society aid-
exercise authority to intervene in disputes and punish serious
infractions of-adat 1aw, though his lack of 'power' to enforce
his suggestions is eVident from a case of adultery reported

by Held (1957 125), where a headman's solution was - successfully
. resisted. In Koita society, a clan headman might s1milarly ."
-make decisions when disputes concerning land or women were
brought to him, though once again he was. "powerless to effect
'a reconciliation (Seligmann 1910 54), and brawling might
follow where his deciSion was not followed. In both these .
cases the headman often, though not always acted With other -
'elders in important matters, including disputes. There is no
evidence confirming that the Mailu sub-clan headman. intervened
in quarrels, and Malinowski merely tells us that in comparison :

to the Clan head's role, hiséwas‘more.“well'defined"'(1915:519);~
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Among the Mailu and'Kiﬁai, big men did not play a part
| in the settlement of disputes outside their partiqipation in
_é-coﬁncil, "the;legallfunctién'didfnot'enter.into'thé duties
and privileges of the clan chief" (nalinowéki;1915=57§); aﬁ_
observation . applicable also fo Big-men in Wardpén'and Koitd.
These leaders were 1arge1y actlve on ceremonial occaszons, a
functlon symbolized among the Koita by the clan heéadman
owning the front r;ght-post of the clud house while his sub-
headman was owner of:thé.left,fiopt'pbst; the Big men usually
owned the back posts, -_ L - ) y -
When conéidering the - way iﬁ'which-such-in@ividuals attain
‘positioens of.;éédefship;'the neceésity'tbfdistinguish-betWeen
the political'ideoiogies,and the'pqlificél realities is
paramount; for these systems'aré'characterized py great .
flexibilitj, Thus among.the Koita and Waropen respectively, |
the position of clan headman desgendé in,diiecf line to the
| next oldest male‘in‘succegsion, though if that person is-
considered to young then it may descend to a siéter's”son
(raimu) in Koita; or to a paternal gncle'until the sﬁecessor
. reaches the required age in Waropen, ﬁowéier, the system of
hereditary leadership was never all embracing, and as Seligman.
noted for: the Koita; "in this there was no absolute rule, and
succession to the office of Idﬁhu Rohi might be-discussed by
the old men of the division for a: long time" (1910 53) 1
G.J.Held S1m11arly noted in Waropen that “in actual practice

the personal gqualities and the age of the person concerned"

1, See also Firth 1952:88.
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(1957:57) were factors uhich.might modify the hereditaryp‘
principle, notrng-alSO'that-such exceptions in the system
.were masked"over‘by the belief'that a geneOlogical relation
.'“must still have been establlshed 1n some way or another"
(1957:73).1 | | |

| Blg men“achleved‘their position either because of
vstructural facts - e, g. belng the headman of the most
' 1mportant sub-clan in Mallu - or because of a number of
'personalt attrlbutes as knowledge of maglc and customs, age;
and fighting ablllty in Waropen (Held 1957 éé 75), wealth,
generos1ty, oratorlcal ablllty, or being a respected warrlor
in Kiwai society. | | o | |
| Following this examination of the way in which leaders
attain their position and the extent to which they participate
in the settlement of dlsputes, we may return to the dlscuss1on
of authorlty and power as aspects of their role. -In this
respect my analys1s has been gulded by the observation that
the gudlclal act1v1ty of the councils and 1eaders is regulated
by a set of rules or norms, varlously termed by other wrlters
as’ "secondary norms of adaudlcatlon“ (T.Eckhoff 1966 161,
-'Hart 1969: II), "norms of higher authorlty“ (von Wright 1963.
192), or "norms of competence“ (Ross 1968 130), which state
the condltlons necessary for the exercise of audiclal functlons.

‘These rules may prescribe: . . - o

1. This flex1b111ty is to some extent present in matters of
jurisdiction, where Held (1957:76) recorded a case of
another clan headman conferring with elders on a dispute

~ which occurred outside his own descent group.



(a) what person (or persons) are quallfled to act in settling

' dlsputes -~ personal competence

(b) what procedure must be followed in maklng declslons

- procedural -competence

(e) over what types of offencee_and situations they may

%adjﬁdlcate - subetahtive competence

| The question of complianceIdoes not enter into the
definition of authority, though indeed the fact'that a leader
~ has judicial authority is in some cases sufficient Teason for
- the parties to a dispute to consider themselves bound to
adhere to his decisions, In this oohtext; G;J.Held (1957:80)
noted”that.the serabawa's authority in Waropen society,' |
derived from the fact that he was. the dlrect descendant of

the ancestors who were regarded as respon81ble for establishing
the 'moral order’'. With respect to the power that these
leaders disposed of, we have already remarked that they could
not effectively enforce their decisions against the will of
the disputants, though 'power' may have many.bases apart

from phy81cal or mllltary strength Thus Landtman (1927: 324)

- in regard to the Kiwai, noted that the power of sorcery

.greatly added to a Big man's prestlge, and Malinowski (1915.
580) similarly reported that the Dubu Gubina's ability to

- use sorcery in Mailu may have meant.that he was appealed to.
in the "administration of justice".

I.This criticism is relevant also to Pospisil's (I964:258-259)
defenition of authority which makes the degree of compliance

"i.e.the fact that it is followed "by the majority" the
pricipal criterion.
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Among thoée societies listed in Table 306, leaders'do not
 exercise any judicial funqtions whatsoever, despite similarities
' in the modes by which power and authority are vested o the
sqcieties given in Table 3.5. In both Ku£uﬁu and Keraki there
is often difficulty-in ascertaining exactly who ié"the:héadman,
" people sometimes;#aminé mpré'thah one (Williams 1941:260,
1936:236), though ideally the headship should pass from an

elder brother to a younger one, and then back to the former's

- Table 3,6
Soclety - mwﬁeédmen Big Men - Le#el
Keraki ' 'Warasari/Mamus Warasari - - " Clan or Sub-clan
- Kutubu | " Gi-aba/Kabe-ga Erasabu ‘ ‘Village

Orokaiva 1Embo-javoari Embo-be/Embo-peni

- Fmbo-penjavo ° -Embo-pajirari 3

5 ' : ' - -~ Clan

Embo-kiti . Embo-paitukiairi :

| | o Embo-siakabada
Mafulu Amidi . ‘Ake Baibe ~ Clan

Em'u babe Ake Baibe ' Village

l, F.E. Williams (1928:125, 1925:407) states that hereditary
' leaders are found only in the large localized clans,

2. M. Reay.(1953:115) terms this person a "village headman'.

3. Leaders of "small clan confederacies and even tribes"
iwllliams 1925:407) were said to exist, though as M,Rimoldi
1966:36) remarked, the precise nature of these units is
1ndeterm1nable. .
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son,1 There is no formal right of. abdication2 only-a gradual
' process of accession to authority, in which capacity the 1eader ‘
. functions as a focal pOint for his respective group, initiating
,'such activities as building, sago-making, or raiding. In. both
_*'these cases, the headmen do not exercise direct control and ,:
. as Williams. (1936 :248) noted, "the authority of the headman 18
: very limited and is never exercised gudicially“ ' : ;
| . , Among the Mafulu and: Orokaiva, headmen Similarly provided
a reference pOint for the. members of their group, by which
.fthey could distinguish themselves from others Within the |
"'parish (Williams 1930: 103), they acted also as a prime mover :-~-
in such collective undertakings as feasts, fencing projects, :
rj_and ceremonies in which the Amidi was - aided by his sub-headmen.
 With regard to their judicial functions, R.W, Williamson (1912'1-
' 114) noted of the Mafulu that "meither the chiefs nor any other
:persons had. any official duties of settling'personal disputes
: or trying, or punishing, wrongdoers“ an observation applicable"
~ also to the Orokaiva.3 In all four societies there eXisted _ |
l "men of importance" (Williams 1930: 104) who Similarly had ‘no
-official duties, but were shown deference_because of such
personal.qualities as.their courage.in'battle, eloquence,

~

1. In Kutubu the village headman is the. male descendant in |
direct patrilineal line of the 'first established' clan
of the village. - Lo

2. The Mafulu (Williamson 1912: 95) are an- exception heré.

3, see M,Reay (1953:115), R.W. Williamson.(1912:92), F E.

" Williams (1930:215, 325), -and M. Rimoldi (1966:30) who
similarly noted that there "was no status with authority
to effect the settlement of disputes between different
subgroups or their individual members"
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forcefulness,'“snbstance'and'iiberality" (Williams 1936:238),.
and.seniority,:which as a rule:required,respect. .We may
-also note that among the'Mafulu;-the.AkewBaibe constituted

a large proportion. of -the total number of the adult.-male
population of the v111age.1 _ R | | _ |
} The heredltary system was however quite flex1b1e, -and one '
finds constant references (Wllliams 1930: 104,1925:407,1928: 125)
to the fact that 1eadersh1p by the.eldest male in Orokaiva and -
: Keraki (1936:243)fWaevsnbject‘to thefheir poeseesing-the
'rednisite competenceland personality, and R,;Williamson noted
- in reepeot'to the'Mafulﬁ'that "cases have... occured in which

& man has in one way or another forced himself into the position
of chief, though not quallfled by descent and has thus become

a chief from whom subsequent chleftalnshlp has been traced®
(1912:95). Influence in any matter thus depended to a’ large
extent on- force of character,_unless there vas a great disparity
in the size or 1mportance of the component units of the parlsh.

In the absence of any central authority or administrative

system, the political etrncture of those SOcieties‘speéified

in Table 3.7, at the level of the parish, consisted of a
Ibalanced opposition of segmentary group leaders. Any attempt
_ by a leader to become “autocratic" (Sallsbury 1962:28) or
"truly.despotie" (Newman 1965:60),.or by & representative in
Siane society to assume a more permanent_statue; woﬁld'oe

strongly resisted..'Generally,_leadership in groups eof wider -

1. see also K.G., Heider (1970: 89) on the Dani, and M. Reay
(1959:116) on the Kuma who remarked that three-fifths of -
adult males between the ages of 35 and 55 were leaders of
some sort,



22

span was based_on leadership in less inclusive units, and was

- a role with multiple functions,

© Table 3,9
Society Level Type " Perms . Institution
Siane Parish Big Men&Rep. We Namfa " Assembly
Sub~clan '-Big.Men&Rep. We Namfe
Lineage ;Héadman Yarafo
Gahuku-Gama Parish Essembly
: Clan . Big Men&Rep, Agulizagive
‘Sub-clan ”Bié Man /Men Cot m
Iineage  Headman
Gururumba  Parish o - Assembly -
~ Clam Big Men ° EvEnE nambo
Village Big Men S
- Ward " Big Man/Men
Lineage Headman ,UBoho
Ngarawapum ;Linked Vgs, - Assembly
' Village Big Man/Men Garam Tzira '
Clan Big Men N
Sub-clan  Big Man/Men "
Kuma Parish Big Men&Rep. Yi Ng-gi _Assembly.
Suféclan _ Headméh&Big Kéng'b Ro
Men. ' o
Lineage Headman&Big Danan Kumna -
Men.,

*Vgs..= villages.

group on spécific occas
power position.

A leader who uacts as a. represeantative for his
sions, out whicn is not a
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: Headmen were usually the most'senior'members iﬁ direct
line. of descent or, as among the Gururumba, the senior male
in the oldest group of sibllngs still actlve in public affairs,'
and were succeeded by ‘their son. or younger sibling (as in .
Gururumba society). This generalization must-nevertheless*be:
qﬁalifie&-with the observation that hereditary leaders had
-always to be of the'requisite age and'capabiiities; and thus
were often succeeded by. patrilineal kin of various degrees, or
by persons who could not trace any geneological connection._
Headmen acted as spokesman-and'representative for tneir group.‘
in such activities as. disputes, prestations, and marriages,_
-hence their “fitness for public oratory" (Reay 1959: 119) was
an’ important qualification for leadership. : _

Among the Gururumba, Siane, and Kuma, 1eadership at
higher levels was based on being a 1ineage headman, though |
Salisbury (1964: 53) informs us that in fact "there was no
‘necessary connection between the two statuses“ In this
context, the leader of a higher level unit may either have
| been head_of the largest or'most'ihiiﬁential iineage; or simply
 the person who had been able to ™sell himself" (Salisbury
- 1962:29) through his oraterieal abilities or greater renown.
Thus, big_meﬁ achieved their position on the'basis of-a,'
constellatien_bf a@mired_traitslsﬁch as their coﬁrage as a
warrior; physical strength, physique,=oratorj; assertiveness,:
wealth, skill in-debates (as -among the Gururumba,:Gahuku-Gama,
~and Siane), and their ability ‘both to make successful exchanges
'and substantial contributions to festivals, and possess1on of

the.requisite ritual,umagical and custpmary knowledge (in the
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Siane;‘Ngarawapum, and Gahuku-Gama soeiefieS).l Among the

Kuma there also existed the role of what M. Reay termed a
'secondary leader!?!, 2 who eucouraged others to heed the de0131ons'
- of his leader, supported the 1atter 1n assemblies,'and pursued
llnes of 1nvestigatlon which the authority suggested. In

groups with geneologles he was usually in line of succession

but may have been too young or too poor at the time, and thus
acted as a caretaker leader while his own second was learning.

to -establish himself. Howevef,'even where no geneological
connection is demonstrated,. "the flction grows that they have
some vague claim to heredltary succession" (Reay 1959 116),

an assumptlon which .as we noted earller, was often made by

- the Waropen in the same cireumstances. In addition to these

big men there are others who lead factions which cut across
descent groups, and often provide the nucleus for a néew lineage
in which the leader would establish his position on an hereditary
principle. Their ability to do this depended on their success
in attracting outsiders, (especially_hushands of clan sisters)
bosh to increase the;sphere of their influence, and to belster

‘the strength of their group,

l, Among the Siane because a 1ineage head already possessed the
requisite knowledge of ritual forms and speeches, there was
a tendency for them to become sub-clan- leaders. Similarly,
since their sons had access to their wealth and knowledge,
there was an equal tendency for them to succeed to leader--
ship positions., This latter observation is also applicable
to the Gahuku-Gama people, who held -the belief that the
character of the father is to some extent transmitted to
his- sons (Read 1959:427), though this was in no way sufficient
to qualify him. as a leader,

2. There is some confusion as to whether he aided a llneage
head (see Reay 1959:115), or was second to a sub-clan’
leader (see Reay 1964 244).



Most important to our concern with their participation:'
in’disPutes;"is'the observation that none of the leaders could
enforce the acceptance of their dec131ons or suggestions, they
'"could not requlre, only persuade and encourage" (Read 1965 72).
Nevertheless, they were not ‘devoid of all 1nfluence, and their -
power derived: largely from the kind of act1Vities with which
they achieved and maintained their positions. In all cases o
there was certainly a moral obligation to respect one's
seniors, and among- the Ngarawapum and Gahuku-Gama the big men =
weTre never in faet the younger warriors, but the men who had

in the past achieved renown, and who had now essentially o

' retired from active competition for prestige, In the Kuma,
Gururumba, and-Gahuku-Gama societies ;eaders were able to bind
-others to them by contributing to their needs (Read 19&5:71).
in the sense of aiding others in their exchange relationships,

" and were skilfully creating obligationS'by arranging marriages':
. of other clan members.-'Leaders used their greater resources '
to make others econOmically_dependent, a point noted by M.,Reay:
-(1959:49) and P.Newman in his remark that'?people.are tied to
them by debt, by dependence on them as a source of resources

- and as a source of contacts" (1965: 60) Their ability-to
attract outs1ders to the group and thus establish a 'strong!
unit was an equally important factor which made for compliance .
'w1th tneir directiveS° opposition to an adaudicator 8 dec1s1on
in an assembly might result in a "possible withdrawal of .
support and the loss of satisfactions" (Read 1959.430)‘_,1

'1. The fear -of public opinion, the possible use of sorcery by
an opponent, or the threat of ostracism, were other 1nduce-_
ments to adhere to a leaders deC131on.
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DisPuteé are aired in the context of what the respective
'ethnographers have varlously termed publlc dlscuss1ons
'(Sallsbury 1962 30), meetings (Reay 1969: 50—51), gatherings
.(Newman 1965.43, Read 1959:430), or formal councils (Read
1950:219); and which will hereafter be}referred to as an

~ny

"Assembly:é a gathering of specified persons for the purposes

of discussion and séttlemént of éertaig»ﬂispttes‘thaf occur

within given 3001a1 groups. These usually take place at some

‘public pldce as a village clearlng (Sallsbury 1962: 16) or,
dependlng on the social range of the offence, a ceremon1a1
ground, or at the Junctlon of the roads Wthh llnk two parish
segments (Reay 1959:56). With rega;d to the;duratlon of the
-’debate; no precise infbrﬁétion'is gifen in the-ethnographiés,
though Read has remarked that they were “1engthy'and desultbry".
(1959: 432), and M, Reay has commented that disputes might.
preoccupy people for’ several hours on a number of days (1959 127).
Among the Slane, Kuma, and Gururumba, those disputes
which occur between (i.e. above the lineagé ievel)-any of the
component segments of a parish; or indeed.befweenvpariéhes,
may be aired in an assembly,_while intGahﬁku-Gama~societ& only
:.igter-Sub-clan or inter~clan quarrels gﬁe ﬁublicly discussed,
-'As regards the Ngaréwapum,'ﬁ. Read noted that the operation of
an assembly depended on "the social range of an offence énd
the seriousness of a dispute" (1950:21?-220), but apart from
.giﬁing an examﬁle'of’a dispﬁte between.linkedvvilléges; he_
fails to make clear exéctly what units may become involved.
' There is a similar lacunae of infofmation.éoncerning the kind

of disputes which are aired, ethnographers simply using the
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ferms ®iispute" (Ne&man 19é5'43), or "alleged misdemeanours“
(Reay 1959:52), though damage done by pigs (Kuma, Gahuku-Gama)
theft (Siane, Kuma), adultery and w1tchcraft (Reay 1964 246)
~are the contraventions specifically mentioned, Once again
only "public% matters are discussed at the aSSeﬁblies,-a
domestlc gquarrel only becomlng a publlc affair or dlspute
.Kuma society, when old grievances are recalled and others
become involved (Reay 1959+ 127) |

Assemblies may be convened elther (1) formally by a
leader if he is specifically approached by a complainant, or:
if he wishes‘te-discﬁss some dispute invdlving an habitual
offender as among the Kﬁma-(Reay'l959:ll7, 126) and Gahuku-Gama .
(Read 1959:430).peoples; or (2)‘they“may develop spontaneeusly
from an abuse situation to which others are drawn and the
leaders summoned, as isvthe case with the Kuma, Gahuku-Gama,
and Siane; or:(3) they may be the result of an arrangement made
by the respective leaders of the units concerned, as is the
practice among the ﬁgarawapum and Gururumba, The debate is
usually opened by the leader 6r spakesman'with "oblique
orations" (Read 1965:160), and is followed b& the contributions
- of other participants; it is noticeable that younger men tend
to roiee their opinions first while the leaders and elders
remain in the backgrqund waiting judiciously for an apprOpriate
2.

moment to interject. With regard to the pattern of discussion '

1. see Gulliver 1969:14 who defines a dlspufe as a disagreement
which has been raised from a dyadic argument to the "public
arena,.,"

2, This has been specifically noted for the Gahuku-Gama (Read
1959:432) and Gururumba (Newman 1965 43).



there seem two distinct phrases:: (a) there is'e statement
Qf the grietance by one or more partiessand,a reply which méy
take tne form of a‘denial, cpunter—accusation, of cnoss-
examination of the principel disputants by some berson (or-
‘persons), and<§b)'there-is a general discussion in which anyone,
who is.eligible to participate,'nay'give'his 0pinion or ‘advice.
To a great‘extent these assemblies are used by big men to
demonstrate, aehieve, or increase their prestige, a fact which_.'
helps to explain not only'theif-numerical prenonderance at the.
assemblies (Read 1959:431) but why they tend te be the most
vociferous of the_participants,."making.lenger_ané somewhat
more involved speeches than other men" (Newmen 1965:43)._
These orations are delivered with much'swagger and aggreSsive—
ness, both of gesture end demeanour, the content ef the speecn
being full of laudatory references to the"strengthf of the
group, and the speaker's own achievements. o
Identiflcation of the adaudicators is dependent on the
social range of the offence, and where there is no official

~leader for the perish segment Whicﬁ includes the two greubs

. to which the disputants belong, then the assembly is jointly

. presided over by the respective leaders of these greups. The
. patterns of alignment in disputes will be discussed later, and
| we may at this point note several important facets of the
personnel.whe narticipate in tnese assemblies, As a general-.

1

- ization, any adult™ who is a member of the segments involved -

l. In Kuma soclety this is usually anyone over twenty years of
age, while among the Gahuku-Gama this is a person free of
‘debts which have resulted from marriage and initiations

(Read 1959: 431).




is entitled %o be present the audience or. public" (Reay
11959:44) affected being that mlnimal segment which encompasses
the subdivisions to which.the.pripcipal disputants belong,

This public is.active in erpressing opinions, giving evidence,
.ccunselling compromise (Reed.l9é5:é27), influencing leaders
gecisions‘(Reay 1959:52), and "reiteratihg maxims.referring to
standards of.ccnduct; ideasHOf'justice, and the proper settle-
ment of disputes in general" (Reay 1959:128), Minors are
usua11y>represented by their fatﬁers as in the Kuma (Reay -
1959 75), and Gahuku-Gama (1965 159) SOCieties, while among

the Siane (Salisbury 1965 53), Gururumba. (Newman 19651 47),

and Kuma (Reay 1964.244)_11neage members are represented by

the lineage headman; among the Kuma'ana Siene sub-clan
representatives also act in disputes for the members of their
respective unitse. _ |

_ There occur among the societies under discussion important
'differences in the extent to which Wives.andfnoneagnates are
';incorporated' intc a parish, differences which affect their
rights to participate in the public assemblies,' Thus, among |

- the Siane-(Salisbury 1962:37), Gahuku-Gama (Read 1954:870),

: and Gururumba (Newman 1965:36) wives are not considered members
~of ‘the clan to which their husbands belcngland cannot therefore
participate in the public discussions; they are “enﬁoined to
remaip_silenthr speak only on points of information“A(Newmen-
1965:37). While this may in part be attributed to the fact

| that women in anj case had “no.voice in public affairsﬁ (Read
1965:153), it is impcrtant to notevtﬁat among the Gururumba

'wcmen whoe remained with their natal clan, as when the husband



. resides uxorilocally, did.pa:ticipate.in the assemblies both
as a disputant, and as a spectator who could "influence
decisions“'(Newﬁan 1965:37). Among the Kuma (Reay 1959:22,38,
._44);and-Ngarawapﬁm'(Read 1950:36) wives are to some extent
';'incorporated into the clan of'their'husbandsl'ana as part of
this,publid she can actively voice her grievances,. draw the
disputants"attention to #he deleterious consequences of
pﬁolonged quarfeling, or "urge a éetflement in the interests
of the clan" (Reay 1959: 45) | | |
- With respect to the right of non-agnates to partlcipate

in assemblies, one may suggest that where they were incorporated
into a clan, and no disc:iminatibn is made between them and
agnatic clan members; as was the.case among the Siane (Salisbury
1964:170) and Gahuku-Gama, then they 4id take an active role
| in the debates. .However, where non—agnates were discriminated
agalnst as in Kuma (Reay 1959 50, 126) and Gururumba (Newman
,1965.37) 3001eties,_then it seems they attended assemblies
only'td give specifié évidence, or.as interested sPectatgrs;
Sin thé event ef,his being a party to a' dispute, a ndn—agﬁate
would be represented.by his"spbnsor“ (Reay 1959:51), In this
respect, the position of a non-agnate in Kuma society is. similar
" to his status among the Mae-Enga (Meggitt 1965 36), where,
should he in fact attempt to voice an opinion in an assembly,
ne is liable to be' rebuked with the reminder that he is not a

member of the clan, and thus -the dispute is not his concern,

1. In Kuma society the wife, however, does not become a "fully
" effective" member as she cannot act, LY -0 in transferring .
goods, on behalf of the clan. .
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‘In both the Kuma and-Gururumba, the son of a non;agnate is-
regarded as a member of the -clan, and does particlpaue in
_ public dlscussmns° |

'While these assemblies are not formally conducted by

- . any speclfic persons, certainly amongst the Kuma, Gururumba,

and.Ganuku—Gama; authoritieS'dofintervene to call the meeting
to'order, or direct tne eourse ofidebate when (a) "a ccntribution.
to the discussion is, patently irrelevant“ (Reay 1959: 128), or
(b) the debate becomes bltter and there is a 1ikelihood of |
physical violence (Read 1959 432), or (c) "the issue seems to

be reachlng an 1mpasse" (Newman 1965 43). When one or all of |
these s1tuatlons obtain, a leader (or leaders) may 1ntervene

to emphas1ze a point, clarify ‘the 1ssue (in an attempt also to

"-eliclt the grounds for the complalnt), summarlze the events,

-or resort to a- lengthy dlscourse (Read 1959 432, Newman 1965-43).
It is 1mp0551b1e to gauge from the ‘ethnographies to what extent
precedents were cited in the course of the debate, though both
M., Reay (1959:127) and P, Newman (1965;43) have noted their -
occurrence in the‘Kuma and - Gururumba societies respectively.

,In these contexts it ‘seems precedents were only referred.to if
they could be used to one's advantage, either -in support of a
case, or to effectively end a dispute._-

o Perhaps the most important'aspect of the leaders!

management of the assemblies was their ability to"drau the
debates to a close by means of ‘three procedures:=~ (1)

Announcing a decision: +thus ledders among the Kuma, Gahuku-

Gama,'and Ngarawapum attempted to ehcourage consensus in the

discussions, adjust or reconcile.conflicting views and interests:



(Reay 1959:56, Read 1965:227),‘and urgé the disputahts to

settle the dispute. In.this'respéct M, Réay noted that an
adjudicator rarely_"attemptS'tg.impoSe a jﬁdgément that is

ﬁot in accord with public-opinion as éxpfessed by the partici=-
pants in the dispute and their interested-supporters“f(i959;126);
?ny‘decision announced must ideally express "an informally
i&erived" (Newman 1965:43) consensus.t Among the Gahuku-Gama

a leader always counsels with other elders,‘though in fact the
deéision is usually:ieférred to as his'alone. _For.the Kuma,2
Ngarawapum, and Gahuku-Gama societies, it is possible to .say
thaf a decision included some bronoﬁncement'éoncerning guilt

or blame in“the mafter, and also‘speéifiéd the appropriate

. punishment, or the nature and amount of'éomﬁensatidn to be

: pald. (2) In Kuma soéiety an adjudicator may also atfempt

to close the debate by persuadlng the disputants to retire and ,
consider the matter before carrying .out their threats, or by

_ "transform;ng the tense situation into a. joke" (Reay 1959 126).
(3) A leader, certainly among the Kuma (Reay 1959:117),
Gururumbe (Newman 1965:43) and Gahuku~-Gama (1959:432), may
announce a decision by forcefﬁlly and abruptly making a statef
ment at a crucial point in the debate, following which he
immediately left the assembly.3 | |

However, there were no organized sanctlons or "compulsive

l. see also Read 1959:431.,

26 There is no case material for the Siane or Gururumba, thus
rendering any tentative statement pure- speculatlon.

%, A tactic which we shall see was also used by the b1g men in
Jale society, :



'machinery" (Read 1950:221) which the adjudicators could use to
.enforce the acceptance of their declsvons, and consequently
the debate very often did not settle the dlspute in the sense

'of a-flnal resolution. "Though they could not compel the

dlsputants to a¢t on their dlreCulveS, there aid operabe

various pressures,l

such as public opinion, which in addltion

to the sanctions which 1eeders already disPoeed of, corstrained

pepsoné to accept and follow the decisions which were announced.
Among”those societies listed in Tebie 3.7L we once again

encounter the fact that leadership in a group depended both on

Table 3 T
'Sociefy- Leével - Type ' Termse ’einstitution
Abelam - Parish - -  Altercation
Section Big Man & Flders Kumbu Ndu '
Cian , Big Man & Elders - Nemandu
__ Sub-clan Big Man & Elders "
Jale ‘Parish o S ' o Altefcation
Section Big Man & Elders Ap Souon
Lineage Big Man & Elders "
Arapesh Parish Big Man/Men - - Altercation
Clan . - Big Man & Elders _
Tatmyl - Parish - R o | : Mens House'
o ' ' ' - Debate.
Clan Big Man/Men =
- Initiatory Big Man Rep; Nambu Wail

Grade

J. These are discussed in Chapter three.



certain structural featnr es 1nherent in that unit, and on the
personal attrlbutms of an asplrant to the- pos:.tione In Jale
society section 1eadersh1p was always 1n'the handg of an
individual who belonged to the most numerous "sib-fragment"
(Koch 1969); while among the Abelam;'the'seotion big'man was
elweys a member of the "founding clan® (Kaherry 1957:14) of
the section. In this context both K Koch (1969) and P, Kaberry.
(1957:28) have enumerated several tactors which help promote
an aspirants chances of becom;ng a leader, as well as con—- -
-gtituting, among the Abelam,ﬁreasons.why an individual:might
affiliate himself 'with-his--l@‘s-or WF's clan:- (a) that
pereons seniority to others’ in the ‘group. (h)'the number of
. juniors in the group whom heé can-support and nake dependent,
and (c) among the Jale, the slpatial' proximity of affines which
affects the success of exchange relationships.
Those attributes considered necessary for leadership

- were generosity, oratory, skill in debates (Abelam and Arapesh),
prowess in wérfare (not among the Arapesh), the production
and distribution of wealth, ability as a painter and carver
in Abelam society, and the possession of magical (Abelam,
Iatmul) and shamanic (Ietmui only) knowledge, In addition to.
these, the ebility to assume a theatrical manner and simulate
angerl or defiance was impontent not. only when'presenting one-
self to a public in debetes_and altercations, but in the

special 'buanyin! reletionship of the Arapesh in which

1. However, the really violent person rarely became a leader
(Mead 1947:208), and where a leader became too autocratic
(Kaberry 1957:30) people would ally themselves with
another leader or group.



-eeremonial hostility was the required.mode_of behaviour,

The Arapesh constitute somewhat of an exception here, in that
the people hold‘the assumption'that no one wants to beeome a
leader (Mead 1935 27) and assume. the various onerous duties
whlch a leader has to carry out, and, therefore, they have to
~ be selected and tralnedl-ﬁor the position by the elders when
they are guite young. The_selection is-made.on,the basis of
an individual possessiug the requisite intelligence, willing-
ness to assume respons;bllity, success in the produetion of
yams and growth of pigs, and later on h1s skill in the exercise
of judgement and ablllty-to quote precedents in disputes. ?e
this end, the individual so selected is often assigned an
'exchange partner (i.e. buanyin) in which relationship he learns
 the skills necessary to the role of 1eader. To the extent
that the buauyin relationship_in Arapesh society is."loosely
hereditary® (Mead 1937:28), and that in Iatmul society there
is a belief that the shaman's spirit descends to a son, there
is a tendency foi sons of a big man in theseftwo societies to
also become leaders. . |

. Big men are active iu initiating and directing such
activities as yam exchanges and ceremonies (Abelam), building
aud c¢learing projects; and initlatlon ceremonies; they thus
'serve as a focus for the group which, among the Abelam, finds
expression in the titular ownership by the section blg man of-

the house Tamberan and slit gongs.2 This capaclty to represent

1. ‘see also P, Kaberry 1957 22,

2. lhe clan big men in Abelam society assumes titular owner-
ship of his group's yams in exchanges,
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'their respective groups is eVident in a number of other

- activities such as disputes, in which they act as spokesman

‘»for their lineage or section (among the Jale and Iatmul),‘or
in the leader's exchange relationship-inﬂArapesh society
.where all the clan members cluster around -this one buanyin
relation.‘ ”he prestige of the group is thus very much related
'to the prestige of its' leader, and thus often where there

is in faect no big man of the group (Mead 1947 208, Kaberry |

©.1957: 18), this may result in dissolution of the unit

Leaders exercise their entrepreneurial skills by creating
r,debt relations among their kinsmen (not necessarily those
within the same section) and section mates, by providing the
pigs and yams needed ior marriages,;initiation, compensation
payments, yam'exchanges} and puberty'rites}' Thus,-in addition
‘-to the respect due to the seniority, wisdom, and integrity
of both the leaders and elders, the economic dependence on
_them for assistance, and the importance of their role in the
vital activities of the community, serve as important sanctions -
 for compliance With their directives or suggestions in disputes.

With the exception of the Abelam, where elders "have a

"'aoint responsibility for the maintenance of peace“ (Kaberry

-.1957:18),1 J._Koch's,remark that "big men are neither obliged

nor ever asked to settle'or.mediate disPutes“-(1969:58); is -

:g;applicable to the remaining societies under discussion. How—jl
-'eter,_this-is not to say-that they do not intervene_in quarrels

1. Elders often intervened in a fight, or just before it
developed, by wresting the combatants' spears from them,
. and placing "the.yellew yauwal leaf, the symmbol of Deace,
. in the centre. of the piazza“ (Kaberry 1957317).
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for they quite clearly do, eithner-to (a) suggeat POSS 1ble

corses of action (iead I935:I2b), (v) warn an offender (Jead
1935:69), (c)_empnasize noras of Kinéhip and tue Qeletérious
conseqﬁénces'of fighting'(Meadfl935:I28;.Kabbéry 1957:17),. or
(d):elicit'the facts of'phe éaéeland_urge a_settleﬁent (Rabbery
T1957:I). With respect to the Iafmul, G;Baféson (I§58:98)'similarly
noted that big-men may intervene. in a dispﬁte where they have

some personal interest in the'Cgsé, and recommend that the

offender pay compensation; however, this in no sense constituted

a decision of the dispute by an authOrity'Leadérs did not dispose
' I

of any organlzed sanctlons and could not "command iorce to
secure compllance with his orders" (Kaooery 1957 IB)
~For the societies under d;scu531on tne-medla'for
. 5

airing disputes were altercations® (which are discussed separately

inQChapter III) and, among the Iatmul'and Jale,gtne mens huuse
debate. As regards this latter wmedium G.Batéson noted "that any

' matter of'géheralvinterest may'bg'disputeé'formally“(I958:125)
though disputes arising from édrcery'acéusatibns,nomicideé; |
ownership, and raée are among those specifically-méntioned in the
‘ethnography.The participants speak in turn using.bunches of
coconut or Dracaena leaves to strixe the sacred debafinglstool
both at the commencement,'during, and to conclude tneir

~

I.i.e. otber than thaose already ﬂentloned.

2.Thus P. Kabbery notes- "The v1llaae lacxs a Jjural 1nst1tut10n in
that none of .its members act as a Judsv or constitute a court
for {the hearing of cases"(1942*560)

3. As a preliminary debate to an ensuing arcercatlon between two.
or more sections.
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speeches (Batéson 19385125-126); The'impoftance aftached‘-
to the style of oratofy'is partly due to the fact thaﬁ these
debates served as a platform foi politieal'éompetifion.in
which men attempted to gain, or increasé,tthéir Prestige._:
Nevertheless, the lack of any judiciél aufhority who could
?ttempt to settle these dispuies'éontributed to the incon-
;luéive endings which charactéfized many of the debates

_'(Bateson 1938:155).,

Al



'.tendency'for sons of big men to Succeed their fathers.

'in attaining leadership,

“.59

Whiié undoubtedly!leadership‘positions in the sobietieé
given in table 3.8 aré aéhievéd statuses, there was a strong
_Among
the S.Baliem.Dani (Bromley 1950: 240, 1962f&)§'N; Baliem Dani
(Heider'196é:16, 1970:93), and s.Fofe (Glasse1969:319),
inheritaﬁce of wealth and éécess to éxchénge relations made it
easier for a son to beéome a ieader, while among the Wangguiam

(Ploeg 1969:81),_Kamano, Jate, Usurufa, N.Fore (Berndt 1962:

-175) and S,Baliem Dani (Bromley 1962:6), there exiéted the

belief that sons of successful warriors would similarly be

sudcessful.1 - Perhaps the most importaht qualifiéation‘for

leadership in these societies was onel's ability as a warrior,

a quality often taken as evidence of supernatural favour.

Verbal skill in presenting decisive arguments, the production

‘and distribution of wealth, and generosity were also importaht

though it-wés the skillful tactician

Table 3.8
Society Level Type Term
S.Baliem Dani Parish Big man/men
Section Big man/men Gain
Lineage Big'man & elders -
N.Baliem Dani Parish Big man/men .
’ Section Big man/men  Ab gogtek
Sub~clan Big man_ _ -
Wangegulam Parish ,Big'man/mén 'Ap Ngwok
‘ Section- Big men’ - "
Lineage Big man "
South Fore Parish Big mwan/men Tabei Wai
. Section Big men & Rep. L
: " Lineage Big man | " _
Kamano:Jate: Parish .Big man/men ‘Kabatie (J)
Usurufa: Section Big man/men Kavahaittie (K)
N.Fore Lineage Biz man Kezigawai'(U)
_ . ' Kiarezeni (F)
1 Among the N, and S, Baliewm Dani leaders were identified w1bh thp sun

Dv-nm'l axr 1 ORD icd

T-'ln1ﬂnv- Ta7n-and
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rather than the exeessively violent individual who échieveq

and maintained prominence,l'and one notes that in both the
Wanggulam (Ploeg 1969:76) and S.Fére (Glasse.1969:319).societies
the silént-indiViduals ("whose mouths were fast" - Namagi Yagala)
. were most often the big men. Tﬁe notable absence of any orator-
ical.skill in the list of_attributes-given'by the respecfive
ethnographers (seé Ploeg 1969:76, Glasse 1969-319, Heider 1970:
92) can be attrlbuted to the lack of any form of judiciary or
.altercat1on among the societies andcr discussion,

Leaders tended to make 1argér'contributipns to-exchangeé

iat funerals, initiations and were active in initiating feasts

at marriaées; deaths, peace ceremonies aﬁd'the=pig feasts
themselves,. Amoﬁg the two.Dani communities leaders often had
-attached to their domgstic unit affines; cognates, and unrelated
pérsons known as 'adidikf-(S.S,Dahi) who in return for help

in the leader's gardens, received support in their disputes

#nd ﬁérriage payments, However, apart from these dependents,
leaders invthese societies did not have any permanent body of
supporters, a fact to a large éxtent attfibutable to the high
residential mbﬁility of the respective populations which, as
Ploeg (1969:94) noted, "hampered lasting associations" (see

also Glasse 19?9:322, Berndt 1969:357, Heider 1970:71).

Big men did'not-exercise any judicialzauthority though it

seems they oftep intervened whefe a dispute'threatened'the

peace of the grouﬁt or where they were personally interésted

in the outcome, Thus'a S.B.,Dani ieader could bring fighting

1., Indeed, a violent leader considered too dominant would
qulgkly experience a loss of supporters (see Bromley 1962:247,.
254),
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"to a stop,1 or demand compensation to be paid (Bromley'1960-

'.1247—248), though benerally a leader's power was limited to

oral persuas1on or attempts to "deter by threats" (Ploeg

1965 265) There were no trad1t1ona1 1nst1tutions to settle

1ntra—par1sh dlsputes" 2 the prevallanee of v101ence and

!rellance on selfnhelp procedures der1v1ng to some extent from

'i.the
‘men
big

was

competetlve nature of the.system-of 1eadersh1p maklnglblg :

selfmihterested parties;' The only effective sanction that

meﬁ'could wield was their own phys1ca1_f0rce, though this

often little imore than that possessed by others in the

s001ety (see Ploeg 1969 91). 3_ However, with regard to the

two

Dani communitles, leaders ‘may have exercised cons1derab1y

- more power than was the case for.the:other_socletles, béecause

of their control of sacred objects and believed supernatural

‘affiliations. Thus both Bromley (1960:241) and P. Matthiessen

(1963{32)'noted'that'big.men:had the "priveleged right" of’

killing those who committed.shch offences as theft against

them.

'was

With regard to the s001et1es g1ven in Taole 3 9, a headman

usually the flrst born . son of the prev1ous leader, thouWh

\

among the'Wogeo peop1e~1t seems_that_a headman could choose-"

his

~the

successor from the sons of any. of his wives;  1in all cases -
- e - f L : ’ . ' . B

successcr had to possess the requisite capabilities and

1.
2,

3.

As among the Abelam, he declares the f1ght1ng taboo (Wesa)

Helder's own admission of hrs fallure to observe any

_decision making processes (1970:103) precludes hls mention

of a 'moot' from consideration,

Econoumic sanctions were not of great importance among.
these societies, - '



‘_personality. Where leadership was an achieved status,'this

- was based on_wealth; ritual knowledge, age, industry, and

_ generosity.2 Generally, leadership of larger groups was
'founded on leadership of a more inclusive unit, the position

of parish big man in Kapaoku societf,-of village ieadership

in Marlnd soclety, g01ng to ‘the leader of the most populous

- of the subugroups. The formal statement of the system is often
deceptive and one'generally found in the villages of the Wogeo
"and Marind that one orxr more‘leaders.; primus.inter pares (see
3. 'van Baal 1966'67) A number of factors operated-to increase
an 1nd1v1dua1's ‘chance of becomlng a leader:e the inheritance

of boars tusks from maternal and paternal k1n (Woveo soc:nety),1

(ii)the inheritance of a special feather belt from a prev1ous3
' Valipoi (Lakalai society){ (iii);en.individual'e seniority
and the number of junior kin Qas imoortant if_oﬁe wished fo
becomera "frustee" in Lakalai society, an indispensable aid
-to leadership. | | - |

Leaders were active in initiatrng and directing work
projecys, such as building and'planting,.initiations, and most
“important of al} the ceremonies through which they attained and-
maintained.their prestige (i.e. the Walage and Warabwa (Wogeo),
‘Dukduk and Tubuan (Tolai), Ausan.(Mowehafen), Juwo (Kapauku);

memorial and menstruation ceremonies among the Lakalai, In

l, The inheritance of sucn artlcles was not, however, tantamount
- to 1nstatement

2, Thus both Pospisil (1963 49) and Hogbin (1967 17) have
noted that an ungenerous lsader may lose hls position, -

3, Only umembers of a landowning clan were elegible for this
position,
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respect to thelr participation in d1sputes, it seems they

could intervene -in almost any type of quarrel, though the:r

- authority in land_dlsputes was undoubtedly derived from their

status as land trustee for théir:descéht groups {(seée Chowning

1966:481, Epstein 1969:12%, J.ﬁan.Baa1 1966:66, ﬁogbin 1967:2i),
With régard to the probleh of jurisdictioﬂa1 compéﬁence,

the practice was'generally (and as‘far as is‘dgtgrminable from-

the ethnographies) thét the leader of the most immediate groﬁp

to which bothldisputants belonged was the proper persoﬁ to .

. édjhdicafe. However, it is interesting that in fact there are

several instances in the ethnographies where a leader has

' " adjudicated outside his-iegitimate sphere of authority., Thus

in Mowehafeﬁ society leaders_haﬁe authority to stop.combats

. - during the ceremoﬁial fiéhting which £akes place at an Ausan
.fea;t the participants often belonging to a different parish
to the medlator Both'Pospisil (1964:case 107) and Hogbln

. (1938: 241«242) have recorded cases 1n Wthh a leader, who was
‘related to both the disputants, decided the 1ssue despite the
féct that he did not belong to their parish;h and it is
uﬂdoubtedly uecéssary for.futufé researchers to document
these type of cases more carefuily and td make exﬁlicit the
circumstancesMunder which %he decisions are accepted, Where
there are several leaders who miéht intervene in'a_dispute,
‘there is a clear order of procedﬁre: among the»Lakalai-the
duty ?o settle a dispute is incumbent first on a:Savarasi,
“though if he fails to end the matter it might be-taken néxt
to a Sﬁara and then_pdsSibl& to the Valipoi depending on the

level of the disputie and its seriousmess, . Among the Kapauku


http://Both
http://Pospis.il

people, village leadership is réally a de facto.status, for
in fget all thé 1eéders of the 1ineage have authofity iﬁ all
the villages of thatllineage to which they belong, and thus

- a big man will intervene in'a dispute wﬁich_océurs in some
 other village than his rééidenﬁ one where fhat leader is
%absent (see Posﬁisil 1964: cases 58,25);-(iii) 'Where there is
.more'than one headman in-a Kapauku village theh it appears
that jurisdiction belongs to that leader who came to the
disputeﬂfirst; ;

' Pospisil-alsd noted another jurisdictional’'rule, which
seems to have caused somercéntrovers? aﬁong severél writeré,
which states that'where an authofity‘becomes involved in a‘
fight, he forfeits his right to adjudicate in the case.

With regard to this specific rule, G, Cochrane (1972:51) 
-questioned the value of propounding a principle which is
"contradicted"'by cases 36, 49, 54, 105 in Pospisils ethnograﬁhy.
Cocﬁrane?s statement seems on ﬁhe one hand to fail to understand
that the rule is“ﬁo'mbre.than the Kapaukuts conoeptibn of what
ideally (Pospisil 1964:14%) should happen, and on the other
‘hand to be the prbduct of a complete misundérstanding of the
cases which he érroneously terms contradictory, While it is
certainly true that Pospisil has failed to document his cases

so as to ruie oﬁt all ambigyity; it is clear that in Case 36

‘the headman intefvenes as'a husband i,e, as the only person

with the right to punish his wife (see Pospisil 1964:167),

and wi%h a penalty which haé been‘ggggigg§lz imposed by "all

‘the headmen" (Pospisil 1964:170, see also case 23), There is

some grounds for suggesting that Pospisil has been careless jip-
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onitting an important qualification,'such_that»the rule shouid_
read *cannot adjudicate in a case if he participates in a fight

before he has given a. decisiOﬁ;' This would explain his

statement in Case 94 that "the autaorlty's de01s10n had been

reversed as a result of losing the f1ght" (POSplSll 1964 181)

and his statement in Case 105 "since the authority could not

enforce his-decisiot (Pospiéil 1964:212), ﬁhich cleafly'implies
that the fighting followed an initial decision,-and was paft of
the correction process.¥ | . |

The institutionalized mbde of adjudication characteristic
of the societies specified in Table.3.9,-does not substaniially
differ from that descriﬁed for the communities given in Table
3.6 though the assemblies or moo_ts2 are here more in the mnature
of de facto gatheringé rather than de jure media for the settle--
ment of disputes._ The iack of explicit information'concerning
procedure is in part attributable to the fact that it was
not the object of systematic observatioﬁ, and thus thé infor~
mation is defective (sée J, van Baal 1966:677, 680, and Epstein
1971:159)3, and in part due to-the faiiings of ethnogrdphers
‘who have made studies of the judiciai'process to give sufficient

attention to the actual decision making itself.4

1. Perhaps a fuller account of case 49 would also support my
argument

2., Known as 'varkuralf among the Tolai and defined by Epstein as
an ?ssbmbly of nelghbours and kin who decide disputes (1969:
185

3., This is particularly applicable to J,Todd's study of tne
~Mowehafen in which he merely states "that headmen and men
of rank take part in disputes" (1936:419)

4, "Not much can be said with certalnty concerning the settlement
of disputes among the Tolai in pre-contact tlmPS (Epstein
1969 138):
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Table 3.9
Society  Level = Type @ -  Term Institution
Wogeo . Clan Headman T Kokwal  Assembly
" Sub=clan_Sub-headman ' Ngaro | L
Lakalg; . Village 'Big man & Big men . valipoi | Assembly
*Sector  Big man/men . = . Suara/Tahalo Uru '
. . Ward ' Big ﬁan.& Big men ‘Savafasi _ N
Marind village . ‘Big men - . ~  Samb Anim/Pakas Assemﬁly.
- Submclaﬁ. 'Big'ﬁan/men o _’7 aﬂim ’ ' :
Lineage .. _Biguman_ ' _'. ' n
Mowehafeén Parish Headman . - i Assembly
-Kagéuku»' Parish . Big_man . .. . Maagodo Tonowi/ Assembly
. .Sub=clan Big:man'_ " fMomowi ' -
- Lineage _ Big man/men no | |
zglgi .Parish Big'maq/héh .:' © Ngara - ‘ Assembly
Lineage 'Blvlman . <Lua1ua'

| ¥ji,e, "that part of a phyle—w1de kinship group which is
centred in any one parlsh" (Hogbln 1952: 244)

' It seems that most dtsputes began w1th some form of
altercatlon or argumentatlon (known as mana koto.among the
Kapauku (POSplSll 1964:255, -see also J, van Baal 1969: 692),
'to WhlGh other people were attracted either as-observers or
supporters of the'disputanté; 'all-atcusatioﬁs; threats,

. deni&ls{ and justifications were_ﬁsually _loudly._voiced° Among
-the Lakalai anE-Tolai'in'intersseétipﬂ_disputes the parties.
: did hot confront'each'othef directly;jbut—presanted'their casé-
‘through the terms of settlémentimedium of représqntati#eé
(Chowning & Goodenough 1959:467);“0r.imbartia1 govbetwgens.
(Danks 1888:312), Where the parties were not willing to

negotiate, or where temperé‘bébame-inflamed, the. aggumentation
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developed into a fight (Pospisil cases 55, 57, 59, and éhOWning
‘& Goodenough 1969:467). Intervention by third parties was
likely (a) where the parties coneérned could not settle the
dispute themselves,'(b) ﬁhere fighting occurs, or is likely
.(J,Van Baal 1966:692, Chb&ning & Goodenough 1969:467, Pospisil
1964:255), Thus Hogbin noted of the Wogeo that "the headman

of the descent groub is available_for theé settlement of disputes,
.but he intervenes only'when the . general harmony of the village
is endangered" (1967:335..Leaders wereféither-fetchéd to the
dispute (Chowning & Goodenough 1969:459), or appeared on the
scene following an altercation (Pospisil 1964:213:255), but
they in no sense attempted té dominate.the proceedings,
limiting their activity to (i) "maintain decorﬁh aﬁd-eonditions
for orderly debate" (Epstein 1971:167), allowing the disputaﬁts
to state their case without interruption (see Cases Appendix A)
- (2) intérvene to keep the debate on the relévant lines, or to
admonish the parties invélvéd to control theﬁselves, or (3)
question the disputaﬁts.té determine points of information,
collate, and examine the gvidence! an activity known as boko
petai among fhe Kapauku (see Pospisi1'1964:255; Epstein 1969:
185, Hégbin 1938:261), —

Clearly,uthe intervention of leaders was not restricted
solely to helping the disputants coﬁpqse their difﬁerences.
_(Hogbin 1970:326) or pnrsuading "one .or other of the parfies'
to yield gracefully" (Epstein 1971:167), for decisions were
made in the sense of establishihg-the-terms of a settlement,
and allocating responsipiligy, and specifying the requisite

punishment, The essential difference here between the
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ju&gement of”e western court of law, and a decision made in.

a moot, is that the latter is more often made "in the form of
'an.bpinion or sagvestioh, and the followers are bursueded
ﬂinte en acceptance of it" (Pospisil 1963:48) rather than

} being an order backed by physical compulsion of a state,

. Among the Kapauku the deelslon maklng phase was known as 2;5
“duwai, in which several leaders may have taken part (see cases
13, 34, 80 1n Posplsll 1964) const1tut1ng a council (Posp1s11 .
1964 224) especially in disputes- between sub-clans or par1shes.
_' ~ Once again P, Lawrence's statement that "genuine aubhorlty'
"does'not spill over into.the judicial field" (1969:24) is belied
by_these,ethndgrephies§ ‘The exercise of judicial functions is |
‘not simﬁly an aspect. of power or eiercise of an "ability"
(Chowning ald Goodenough 1969 432), it is a clearly defined

function 6f authority, The malntenance of order throuch the

settlement of disputes is conceived by the respectlve peoples

as a duty, or obligation of leadership, a factlattested to by
all the ethnographers (Pospisil 1963:39, 45, Epstein 1969:127,1
Choﬁningﬁ 1969:465, 466, J,..van 3aal 1966:66, 679, Hogﬁin
'-1955:3);. Leaders disposed of various.sanetion which they might’
use to enforce cempliahce with their directives, Considerable
.respect wes due tp‘them in the first place because of their'
age, knowledge, and achievements, in addition to which they -

were of value to their'group as the initiators and directors

1, i,e, the responsibility of a lualua to KURE, variously
translated as rule,'manage,”decide, or arbitrate,
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of the feasts and ceremonies outlined earlier, all of which
provided strong incentives to comply with o ieaderfs decision;
With regard to this point, I..Ho.gbin noted that the power
of a headman in ﬁogeo society‘to setfle disputes increased
with the number of ceremonies he-sponéered as he was later
'.able to reumind d1sputants of what he had done for them in the
paot, "have I not given you many Warabwa, have I not initiated
all your sons" (1970'326) | |
- The most 1mportant sanctions which leaders commanded in
theso SOOlPules derived from the. economlc activities in which
thoy were act1Vo, esp001dlly the extens1on of credlt Among the
Tolai big men ser?ed as bankers for a number-of people (Danké
© 1888: 307), their power to refuae loans thus serv1né as an
1mportant weapon, and their assamptlon of respons;b111tv for
the bride wealth of various matrilateral xin was a "chief
means of asserting controi-over_the younger members of the
groﬁp" (Epstein 1969:233,. ' The creation of debt relations
by acting as a financier to individuéls in their marriages,
initiations, etec,, was also the Dbasis of the power of a_Kapaukﬁ
(see Pospisii 1963:26), Lakalai (Chowning aﬁd Goodenough 1§69:
455-456), and Mowehafen 1eader, .One important facet of their
eoonomic activitieé,‘wgs the fact that their dependent; often
cut across both residential and doscentlgroups, often constitu—
ting factions in a hamlet or.village, thus permitting the |
_exercise of power and authority across the segmentary units of
the soéiety;l Among the Lakalai'peopie; both Savarasi and

Suara enjoved the support of other wristband wearers, Two

1, A Kapauku leader could attract boys (Ani jokaani) from
. various clans or parishes to. take up temporary residence
with him, and these undoubtedly constituted an important
category of adherent (see 1964:81-82),



other important sources of power were (a) Supernatural

which was thought tO'res1de 1n-the 1ndi§iduals.whd wore the
wristbands in Lakalai society, such‘that it was taboo to

: quarrei in their_presence,.IAmong”fheJKapauku andfMarindmanim

it seens that‘leaders might also have had certaih'magieal or
shamanic'powers which afforded tham an adﬁitional means of.
control, (b) Sorcery = Wh11e big men among the Kapauku

(POSplSll 1963 82) and Lakalai (Lhownlng and Goodenough 1969 455)
may have been thouvht to possess the ability to use sorcery

it was by no means regarded as a_legltimaﬁe means of contro},

- This contrasts shafply with the situationm among‘the Wogeo and
Mowehafen where sercery-was regarided as a privileged right of
headmen to use avaiﬁst any person who eommiﬁted adultery with

_ their wives (see Hogbin 1935:324, Todd 1936 437). NeVﬂftheless,
there was no sure means of enforcing a Jud"cment agalnsL a

_ strong fecalcitrant.(Epstein 1969:186), and armed resistance
was-possible where there was not a great disparity in the amount
of power which the various disputants could muster in support

of their case.' Though the information is somewhat thin, it
seems from a rzuark made by Todd (1936: 401) that an 1nab111ty
to reach finality in disputes is perhaps also due to the process
of mediation itself, a point to which we shall return in

chapter II,
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Big-men in the societies given in Taole 4, with the except-
of the iaring, were usually individuais who had achieved rencwn
- and prestige throuzgh their wealth,bratqry, verbal skills, aud

invéelvement in decision making activities. Success in their

~ Table 4.
SOCIETY LEVEL - - TYPE . . TER4S . INSIITUTION
Huli Parish Big men Aguli Tiwmouni Assembly
Section - Big men ' -h9m°3°
Chimbu Parish Big men’ ~ Yomba Pondo . Assembiy
Sub-clan Big man/men oon
~Lineage ~ Big man/men. "
Mae Enga . Parish | Big mangen . :Kamunggo Erete/ Assenbly
a Kamunggo Andaiki .
Sub-clan Big man/men Kanunggo. Kore/me
: . Kawnunggo
- Lineage Big man '
"Maging I Parish = Big men Yu Maiwai Assembly
- Sub-clan Big men -
2 Parish Big man/meén - Aram ku Yu
: I P A s Y g
Sub-clan Bigaan/men | (Fight Medecine man)
- Raua ku yu
(Ance .strul syirit man)
sbamnp kund Yu
(Bignt Magic wan)
Melpa - Parish _.Big umen Wua Nuim . Assembly
Sub-clan Big man/men " '
"Lineage Big wman . "

I. As reported b& Rappaport I9G8.
2. As reported by Lowman-Vayda I9&8.

exchange activities as the ioxa(idelpa) aud Te (#Mae Enga) were also

critical for the achievement of Big man status, and among the Hae,
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Meina and Chimbu there existed a -gradation of Statusés from'rubbiaﬁf
ﬂjmen through to maJOL and mlror blg—men In all of tne three latter
"e001et1es Blg-qen tendud to create debt relatlons both amon* members of
their clan and pcopié,outslde,and_lt 1s tn;s eXtensive network of |
exchange“partnéBShiDs outside his own groap which freea the Big man
from "a segmentary euclavenent" One 1mportant aspect 01 leadership
among tne Cnlmbu iae, and Jelpa whlch had 1mportant repercu551ons
on Datterns o* w1chdraual fron dlsputes was that uney encouraged
outs:ders covnatlc or .affinal kin to come and JOlnqthelr group

'lor whlch tney could oifer them qdallxled rlJHtS in land(Megbltt I9ob:
- 30—)1 Brown I902°bo) Among tne Aarlng,accordlnD to Vayda(I9od),

it wss the ablllty to rpeaK to +ne ancestors show evidence of treir
support,and demonstratclshamanlc powerds wnich were critical attributes
'for leadership. Apart from the Mariﬁg;where_the<leadersnip positionS' |
were ideally hereiitary(Vayda I958), there was little inherited

Inon-agnates nlght also achieve .

'advanta,e, and apart from’ the uae
big-man status.

_ The baéis for ths power of Big zen was througa their
avt1v1b1es in COnLrlbutlnr to tuc indemnity payiuents oi others, thus
establishing claims agalnst themrﬁ,phy51ca1 iorce, contrlbutlons
to the exchange commltments or kln and axong the Maring,the bpelelC
ablllty to deuermlne the w1ll of the ancestbr splrlts(Vayda 1948; 200).
In all these communities Big men were_actlve ;p settling dlsputes
(Brown I964:4, Meggitt I967:27,I965:258,N111es 1950:40,) ana_were
often‘"called 1'An to-advise on Quarreis"(Glasse~I959'252 1968-98)-

at different leeo acting "as 51mple medlators, as active negotlators,
I NON-3agnates only rarely beCadé Blg man among wne dae.
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or as judgee who would pronoudce what fney considered a proper
settlement should be“(M Stfathern I972b:25).1It is deubtful'that
thiQ sphere'of activi*y was llmlted to the residential or descent

: vroup with which they were a55001ated bOLh because of thelr extens
sive netuorx of reiatlonsnlps outside the clan, and bethSe asaong
the Huli a Biz man could clearly act as a mediator in disputes or
several parishes where he had cognatic éffiliatione (I958:I55);Big
m°n might call for peace negotiate a compromise arrange indeﬂnitiee,i
- or soothe heated dlsputants (Nllles 1850: +O, d.Strathern I972b 2+—25I
In addition to the prestlge they derived Iron such dct1v1cles, §
'Blg men were also mediators in inter-clan conxllots,'wnere they i
'used'theirlaffinal-or.cognatic links to inhibit'laSting wars-

‘as among tke Huli(Glasse I968:97,I959:286),Melpa.(M}Strathern 1972b:
24),and iaring(Vayda 1958:231).Within the-clan intervention was nost
1ike1j where a dispute threatened to involve others (Glasse I958:98)'
or when retelietion “wae mnost likelyetq ihvolve force or become a.

political issue"(M.Sﬁratherﬁ 1972b:25). It is'evidept that Glasse's

comment that in societies with discrete descent groups, tue poWer |
of a big-man is limited to these gfqﬁps(l968:135) ,rests on a
a fundanental mieunderstandiné of the way inwwhich 1eéders achieve
their status and maintain it. | _5 ; . _- | | i
With regard to the 1nst1uut10ns ler tne settlement of
dlsputes the respective etnnograpner nave noted tue existence
of what they have varlouSLy teraed "1niormal;trials or moetS"
(Glasse I965:40),discussions (fleggitt I955:I147), @eetings (Rappabort!
I968:30),public hearings (Vayda 1958:231,228), or gatherings (Brown :
1952). With the notable excebtlon of il.Strathern's study(I9?2b), -

there is virtually no data on adhy-aspect of these assemblies,and
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while they retain similarities to thne gatherings noted in Table
3.9 there are two very important distinguishing characteristics;
(I)they are by no means ss regularly comnvened, and (2) it was not

a duty of leaders to mediate in disputes,they uid not iu vais

respect exercise autnority.Exactly when,winere,uand now these asseadlies

conv?ned.can not be determined from the étnnographies,tnougn.it
may:%e, as was the case for tne ifelpa, that they took place when
people were essentiall& géthered fbr other pﬁrposes as a feast,
or bridewealth.exchaﬁge (See case'2d,app.2),tnoﬁgn théy may equally
have simply deveiopéd from dispute_situatiohs whicn involved others.
With rega;d_to procedure,it'seems a@aong both the ilelpa
and'Mérixg that there was-some_pfeéentation of téstimoﬁy and then
lengthy discussion'in which sﬁall grdups of_men might'ta1k among
themselves(M.Strathérn 1972a:21I8,Rappaport 1968:30). The emphasis
éﬁ lengthy verbal disecussion or'talk'auwong the'Maring (cep) and
. #Melpa(ik) is due-to the fact thatftalking_is conceived OI a3 nuving
an intrinsic vaiue-in the settlement of disputes,-tne purpose ol the
assembly being to "make the talk one",i.e. reach agreement.There
seens some avoidance of.making the issuesVégiiigif as this is likely
to cause conﬂpptation, and among.tne Melpa this takes the fora 6f_
anvchaﬁéidancé of-pronouncing either disputant quﬁg duriag
compensation debates. It is interesting to note that both among Che

. Maring and Melpa, big men often endéed an assembly with a homily or

“anecdote (M.Strathern I972b:I9,Vayda 1968:232) reminding the disput-

ants of their obligations and the need for amity in their relationus:

ships,a strategy used in the assemblies of other highland societies.
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In the preceding chapter I was concerned mainly to
outIEBe some of the formal aspects of those decision-making
institutions found in these New Guinea societies. Attention was
paid to the kind of disputes aifed,thc procedure carried out, |
and the kinds o. situution -in which leaders.took direct action
to settle disputes. In this éection I want to discuss some oi tae
principles involved in the disputes theaselves,zana To examnine
those circumstances_in‘which a Jdispute "atv one group level ....
affects that of another "(Nader I965:23). ifore specifically, my
intention is to examine to what extent the basic tenets of Gluckman
(I955) and Epstein-(I970) are relevant ﬁo the analysis of disputes
and the nature of the settlement institutioans in these Néw Guinea
conmunities. Broadly speuking,these latter anth;opologists were
concenea to (A) see the settlement of disputes.within the contegt
of political relationships, (b) emphasiie that the total nistory-
of relationships between the disputants was c¢ritical to both the
understanding of any quarrei and to an understanding of the tasks
of mediators or.judges, and (c)sugggst that wmost disputes in such
tribal communities are concerned nqt SO much wita wnat tvhe rules
are,as "with how they shall be appiied in any given case"(Epstein
1969: 149). |

The significénce of the secbnd tenet is well exemplified
in the cases reported in the context of aséemblies; and alter -
cations where there is a tendency for previous disputes or |
causes fér grievance to be recalled in the depate, This most
commonly takes the form of sn exchange of accussstions and countsr-

éccuséations (see cases 2,4,7.8, app.2) between the partius eithep'

recalling old debts,or ocuamisions or obligation, or revealing
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~that previous accusations were nisdirected (case 4 aﬂp.2). Thesge
cases illustrate both thot such verbal guarrels are a part of the
pOllthdl inter-action between individuasis and groups, and that

the nlstory of rblatlonshlps between tnese units is an import snt

“part of this interaaction. Thus aaong the wowehafen, Todd(I936)

(7]

explicitly notes that accusations are not made wicu vae direct =~ -
intention of seéuring compensation,but vo induce shaae in tue other
part ani thereby increase that persons own prestige;fhe only
way in which the shamed person can achieve eguivalence again is to
maKe some eﬁually'valid counter, to which end old disputes are
recalled.It is important,however, té point out that the format
of such debating is only partly a fﬁnction of tne mode of inter-
action between people, and must also be related.to tne facf that
there was no effective means of third-party intervention among the
Mowehafen, headmen didﬂnof:exercise any formal legal powers to
make a decision on such matters, and thereforedisputes did nct so
much get settled,in the sense of a final resolutién,.as aerely
..cease to be active for a while, 6r settled oy daefault,neither
party attempting to resort to violence.The. .resuscitation of old
- grievances has been noted for the WObeo(Hogbln I945 340), Gahuku
Gama(Read I955:225) and Kuma (M.Reay I959a: I&?) in disputes between
sub-clans "recrininations are excnanged reeaLllng affairs commited
by the opposing group in btae past".I Similafly aimong the Arapesh,
where disputes inevitably tena-to taie the form of sorcery debates,
it is common for one SOrCer 7 event to iniviate discussion of pust
ones (iead IG47:285).
A further aspect ol any disbute situation which again
points to the necessity of reporting fully the pattern éf relation-~

ships between opposing units, is that (a) a dispute councerning

T.See also Glasse I9o3:1oc) councernlng ta. AULl people.

;
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Oii& issue may hide a more deeply rooted aﬁd fundanental conflict
between two parties, an. (b) a disputve invoiving otner people may
be used by a third party to pursue nis/her OWnﬂpersonal'interests.
The 4distinction between the superficial issues of a case, and the
. real basis of the conflict,is fully realized among ﬁne ilelpa
people who talk of the formér as "fk peng"(#.Strathern 1972 b:20)
-the head orf the talk - as contrasted with "ik pukl" - tne'root!
or 'base' of an issue. The most notable ethnographic example
of this is the case reported by Hogbin(I94C) concerning the
relationships of a headman and his sons, where the :eééntmgnt:of_
Tafalti towards his father, because of his preference for his.:
other younger son,waé expressed in his opposition to his fathsr's
intentions as to the marriage of hisvéistér, Pospisil (I953:C.24)
similarly noted a case where tine Jjealousy or a uwan céncerning
a rival for thé woman he wished to mnarry was expressed or provided
the basis for an;accusation of debt.Among the Ardpesh, accusations
of sorcery between co-wives can often be attributed to fne feelings
of neglect which one party feels on account of her nusband'é
preference for the other wife,(M.Mead I947:II5). In these casés,
an»elder woman acts as a cross-examinér in the process oi eliciting
the basis of hostility between the wives.

*fith regard to those instauces wiere third parties
use other peoples disputes to further their own ends, many
.examples,especially those deriving ffom tne coaplex nature of -

,'affinal exchange relations, and from ccnfliciing ioyazivies,will
be given during the course of_cnis study. Pospisil nas recordcd
two such instances froa the Kapauxu people(See case 35;app’2, and
case 45,p. I74,I958) where in tne latter instance of a dispute
betﬁeen husband and wife, the wife's motner atteapts to exploit

the situation for th purposes of forcing tne husband to hand over
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additional bride price money.These considerations.point to the
necessity of viewing any dispute not as a single episode of
confrontation between two parties,out as an event in a continuing
series orf inter—actions# where past and preseat rei.tions arfect
peoples choices of one pattern of action s against anotacr.

#hen one reiates-‘:these considergcions to The process of
adjudication, it becomes clear why a.aonyg t.ue assémbliesof tlhie Siane

Tolail,Kuma,and Gahuku-Gama, solutions to disputes tend to be

comproaises, The task ol eilers in these 'courts' is as w2 have

seen in chapter II, to achieve eguivaience in the relationships

of pezople aud encourage coascnsus, often by leiaginy aua desulto:j
debating, ; they could not, ana rarely attehpted,ta impose a decisior
on the disputants, an. the sucesz of their erforts_depended'
entirely on the willingness of the. parties to bave the conflict
resolved. Where this interest was absent, the mediators (those
persons whoinfluence parties to come t0 agreement by appealing.

to their own interests) could attempt to instil a motive for
agreement by appealing to the nofms reguiring co-operation,
frienship, and amity in relatiénsnips within the agnatic,:
residential, or territorial unit.Undoubtedly, the fact that the
mediators did derive preétigé from succes:ful composition cf !
Quarrels, in addition to the point tuat disputes rarely reflected
single interest issues, made'the "compromise a way oI least resis;-:
ance for one who shall get utne narties to égree to an arrangement"A
(Eckhoff I956).There seems little attempt in these assemblies to
apportion right td any one party,bgt rather to recognize just claims
on both sides,and pursuade the partie: tiat there was an " |
equivalence" in their relationship by pointing out that the injuries
balanced, The interdependence of the mode of adJudication and

the nature of the dispdfes concerned is very marked among these

societies. ’




70

Compromise sclutioné secil also important in the context orf
politically competitive felations, and Case o(app.2) well
exemplifies some of itne points discussed. The issue over land
rights was merely a superficial conflict,beneatn which lay a
number of claims and counter-claims, and the altercation ends in
this instance with'a eompromise solution in which both parties can
save face without loss of prestige. Other examples of compronise
solutions are given by Pospisil (I958:Cases.50,26) anﬁ clearly
"1llustrate that tue decisidns of a ﬁig'man.are often pased on -
choices between rival sets of purposes and interests, and: not.. ===
by a choice between conflicting norms,. "~ uim oottt '
The nature of a dispute is only one sef of factors
which can affect the Jdecisions ol an aucgoriuy.ihe character
of a défendent or plaintirf may eguaily intluence the situation
(Pospisil I958:I94),as do”pleas-for,leniepcy (Case 22,app.2)
circumstantial evidence, énd political considérations. Thus,
dispute-settlem&nts,'in the words of u.Strathern(I972b:23),
were often events in wider strategies and Pospisil has recorded
several cases wnere following an inter-parish killing the offender’
was extradi :ted to avoid the possibility of& war.I Such political
expediency seeme also to have been iamportant in cases where a
stronger party demands couwpensation, often without a just clainm
(see case I7 app.2) and it is paid out of fear ¢l sorcery or otaer

considerations.

-

When we come to consider thosé cases where a dispute
at one level affects that o- another? it is evident that quarrels
which develop between previouély friendly groups most comaonly

occur as the result of an extension of responsipility. Thus among

I;see also Bateson IY%67:98.
2.e.5.Case 20 app.2. ,and Case I0,app.2.
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the Huli, disputes between parish members may develop following

a war with another parisn,lwhen claims are made on the war initiatc
(wai tene) for ieachs of allies aui wounds. Three factors tend to
contribute to this situution,(a) the lack 61 any formal adjudicatio
to fix responsibilivy, (Z2) the ambiguous nature oI oath situations
which are one means often used to determine responsibility, and

(3) thse differenf interpretations whicn are put on tne saize set of
events: The norm concerning responsioilitvy is uot itself in
gquestion, >ut where a war gives rise to a further series bf deaths
often the offended ﬁersons seex to claim damages from.the pérson-
who was initially held responéible for the war.The denial of
liability usually takes the form of ciaianing that the set of events
are entirely separate,and points to suvime anbteceaent czuse or event

to disclaim cuipability.lt is not simply an issue of facts,which

are not usually disputed,butc a question'of tne application and
interpretation of the norm as it adpplics to the facts, As we

have already noted,paymeﬁt of indemnities does not always connote
an acceptance of responsibility és the cases reported by Glasse
(I988:95) illustrzte. Disputes within the parish anay also arise Iror
inter-parish confiict among the Huli wwhem the partics consider the
question of wound payments(nogo nisi),as very often these. are |
similarly at%ributed to previous ehcounters unconngcted to the'n
_present war. Case IS (app.2) similarly illustrates how an intere
pafish confiict may éause intra-parisn disputes when the allocation
of respons.oility is in guestion,and the dispute between Wogogi
-Loubarek (intra-subsection) and Wogogi -Enggawarek(inter-séction),
show the repercussions of.an extension of responsibility for
injuries or deaths caused'by an offence of some person. Qase
I7(app.2) shows how a death attributed to sorcery in revenge for a

theft is compensated for by the initial offender. As among the

Huli, and Lakalai(Chowning &'GoodenougH.I965:466), coapensation
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payments are not though of as providing a final settlement of

the dispute, and aany renewal oi conrlict is not expressly
disaproved of (Ploeg I936:I52).Among both the Wsnggulam and
waropen, retaliation by an - outside parish in response to an
bffence commited oy one section of tne¢ parisn,may oe executed
against section of .he pérish;aﬁd while'tnis aay festofe the
balance between the périShes, it creates an imbalance in the
relationships between the sections of tne same parish(Ploeg I966:
I54,Held I957:20I)which may cause conflicts.Amnong the Kapauku
responsibility fcor offences of.a rerson are shared hetween
parallel cousins apd in Case 23 thus shows how revenge on a
-rglativg‘of th; initial offender creates a. sianilar iwbalance in
the relationships of the offender ana the orother of the innocent:
victim or this revenge,However, the estension of responsibility_
to help one party may cause an intra-section dispute to eécalate
until the maximdm-units are in opposition, or this may siamply »
result from the segmentary nature of peclitical relationships, aix
thén it becomes expedient to settle Th. matter in tne interests
of peace within the parisn. _ .

K.E.Read(I950:21I2) has recorded a case amﬂng t he

Ngarawapum of an inter-village plig theft,where the offended.party

is considered &@s having the right or self;he;g to kill a'pig
i belonging to any member oif the offending settlement.
A offends B: B offends € of'samg group as A: C must
gain satisfaction from 4,
The fact that C cannot aé of right gain satisfaction froa A,
indicates bith that the wronged party 1s justifieu in compeasating-
itself in the name of tns wrogdoer, and that The transfer or blame

is accepted oy C.
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While undoubtedly oaths and crdeals sre'"impcrtsnt means'

' fof settling conflict" (Glasse 1965 40), the paucity of rﬂcorded
examples prohibits us from a thcroughg01ng test of such
.hypothesis as those advanced by J.M. Roberts coneerning
tconcomitanu social structural and political variables. Nevsfa
theless, we may examine the s1tuations in which they are likeiy '
to be employed, though we’ cannot, as Roberts (1965 189) did,
class unreported instances as absences. Oaths consist of a.
calling upon some supernatural agent (or agents) to witness .l

either (a) the veracity

TABLE 5 - S

_Oaths
Society Term , -_Ieve1 - Offehces L Ref}
Huli Tera  Intra-parish To identify ~ R. Glasse 1965 40
| :' . ' War 1n1t1ators 1968 94, 106.
‘Dolaj  ----  Intra-parish Not stated  G.Brown 1910:254

Waropen Awoura Intfa—parisn. Sorcery-chargesGuHeld'19573237,2441
Kutubu Auamc- .Intsrfsection. Theftsand - F. E:Williams'194i:-{
L _"' L -Adultéry'. - 390-301, f
Melpa ~ === Intna—parish' 'Thefti.Debts, ,A M.Strathern 1968.:
& Intsrépanish - Poisoning _ '560.1973:1;0,21-23.;
o Vo 19721127-130, A7,

‘Strathern 1971:87. !

. of what ‘one says, or (b) cne'S'intention.to act in the way one-
states. .

In Huli society, oaths are frequently sworn at 'noots'




~
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during which both disputants invoke the deities in orde: t0

establlsh issues of fact or respon51bility. Considerable

preparatlon is necessary by a person who w1shes to challenge
his oppcnent, ‘the appropriate 1ncantatlons being performed by
a.specialiSt for a fee, and refusal to take an oath is tanta-.
mount to an admission of guilt. What is important here is

that the ritually prepared pork with which the challenge to

 take an oath is made, is produced in those situations where

elther (1) "after long .testimony and cross-examlnatlon no

' conclu51on is reached" (Glasse 1968:94), or (2) a person flnds

the case g01ng.aga;nst him., This latter observatlon is

similarly applicable to.the Melpa, where oaths are also taken

.in the context of public trials, as a "drastic action" by

"persons under duress® (M, Strathern 1973:21).t In thié
instance the oath is taken by'énly one person to prove the
veracity of his own sfateménts, of a challenge is made to an
opponent to eat (suck or chew) a piece of the 2tribe'
divination substance ('Mi'), as a test of his 1nnocence.. In -
apparent contrast to the Huli, Melpa oath-taking did not

"prove singie points of fact - they revealed the whole judicial
truth" (M, Strathern 1973:22), thus disclosing not only the .

. factual truth of statements, but the motives and attitude of

lo See also P.E, Willjams 1941:391 vwhere the '1mpasse' situation
is evident in the example recorded.

2. In Melpa society, one usually swears on the Mi of onets-
father, but in the event of a person being accused of -
theft by a member of his FZH's clan, then a son of the F2
" may swear an oath on the Mi of his MBS to test the latter's
" innocence, M,Strathern (1972:127) has also noted that a
.married woman ®may swear on the Mi of both her own and her
husband's tribe" dependlng on the context of the accusation.




the person. swearing the oath. The challenge.tO'the ghosts to
harm a person if he lies, thus establishes "overall guilt or
innocence" (Strathern 1973:110), and in Huli society.it seems
that if any member of the parish seetiqn of either maﬁ-falle
ill, or suffers some misfortune within. éight’déys of the daths,
then guilt falls on that man, and he must compensate both his
opponent and the kin of the v1ct1m of the ghosts°

J.M, Roberts hypothesis that oathu and ordeals “probably
contribute to more- correct or successful outeomee than other- '
wise® (1955:186) is not berne out in the Huli case, Thus
where no misfortunes occur within the;jirst‘period of time,
there is an extension of .the interval fof a further six weeks,
though injufies sustained during this-fiﬁe’are‘usually denied
~to be the actions of the nine deities responsible for oaths, |
This uncertainty which mltigates the effectlveness of oaths as
a settlement procedure, is similarly evident in the fact that
"there is no precisely defined group oi kin-implicated by an
oath" (Glasse 1965:41). Similarly, the contention-thaf oaths
are used in contexts where the resort to physical violence is
inapplicable (J.M. Roberts 1965:208,186)" is belied by Glasse's
(1965:41) .comment that physical coercion was often substituted_
-'for, and where, imprecations failed. .Indeed, among the Huli
immediate physical action was the."preferred“ responee.to
‘wrongs. While the available case material does not specify
the relatlve power positions of desputants who - swear: oaths,

renderlng an analys1s ‘of the "costs of résorting to physical

1, i.e. where there exists what Roberts terms a "power defieit“.
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" violence" (Roberts 1965:186),somewhat'difficult, A, Strathern
'(1971:87) has recorded a case where even after an oath taker
has died, and hisfguilt theréby established, this in no way

settled the dispute as compensation was refused, .and violence

followed. .
% Among the Waropen and thubu people; oaths were also
;wern on sdme object as a lamp, rifle, bamboo, or, in Kutubu,
~the fossil stones known as"auama—kanap' and 'auamo-gi'. The
ﬁractice in Waropen was to protest pnels innocénce; or one's
intention %o break off intercourse with another pe?son,-by
declaring thé specified 6bject df individual 'tabo&', or by
"consciously éxposing“ (Held 1957:244) onself fo supernatural
'influences: -“Aminara-we'ahasani - by this bamboo I expose
 myse1f té supernatural influences"™, In this coﬁtéxt é dis-
‘satisfied wife or Melpa bride may h&la or eat their Mi
--substénceg declaring to their parents their. firm intention not
to return to their husband; this form of suicidal threat may, |
however, also be used by the parents themselves (see M;Strathern
1972:128) against such reculcitrance on the part of their
daughter.' In Melpa society; an avoidance relationship was
initiated by a man hahging a piece of hié tribal Mi on the
door of his house, and swearing he will never;have.relatiohs
with his offenders again.t »l
In-thé sense that-oéth taking often.representéd a
response to a challengéhby aﬁ opﬁonent, the Kutubu procedures

share similarities with the Melpa and Huli instances, though

1. Used mostly in cases of débt,'or dissatisfaction with an .
exchange relation. (see A, Strathern 1973:30, 1968:560).



" oguilt or innocencé of an dCCUSGQ oerscn BY mEarl

in this instance.tnere is é compiete absence of.any_form cf ;maott.
the individﬁal S0 challenged swears his inpoce.ce wpnile holding
“the fossil-shells-which are owned by some tuird party who redeives
a fee both for thelr use and subseguently, for the necessary -
fumlgatlon treataent anCd an offender ﬂUbt ud“rgo. Tué'nature.of

“the_lnxllctlons whlcn-can deteramine guilt or innocence varies

b. .

according to the society under consideration,'frbm the Kutubu
.diSease'known as 'auamo- s;agabo' (J. .stiff aneck etc.) to death

as anong Lne Melpa,and Tolai.where the words "wirua Ba"™ or "iLinmlinm
‘ra nimuan" (G.Brown I9IO:254) exhort the deities to kill,'or bring
into relation with a prohibited pepéon, an ‘eath taker @nb swears
.falsely.“ - : o .  ,' : !

u With respect to ordeals'- i.e.the deterainatica of the

OF Gegtis bellevel

\m

to be under supernatural control - thé occurences are too simall

to permit any deanife statement conqerning'poséible Judicial_
co-variants. Among the Waropen people, a hot water-ordeal nay be
fesorted to either t6 clear oneself of a'charge'of being a sorcersr
(Held I957:244), of to test whether one owes a débt‘(Held I957:232).
In this context it is véry=mucﬁ.a "device of last resbrt” (J.4. '
. Roberts 1965:209) ‘and is taken only ﬁhén the accused individual

is subjected to strong pressufe from his fanily. The only other
instances of ordeals in ouf saaple of:soéieties'occurs anong the
'Melpa, where a suspected poisomer is challenged to test his_innbcenée
by eating a piece of his i (i.e.divinatioﬁ substance) (A,Strgtnebn
I971:87),and among the Arapesn people. In this la#ter sociefy the .
ordeal foiioﬁs an ééccusation of sorcéry ﬁitniﬁ'the parish whép a
'suspect,in order to clear niaseli, gives food'to the.widpw-of his
supposed victim (M.Mead I1970:253) or to the plaintifif who mad: the
charge (Fortune I939:32-3%3%); if tpat person then venits tJe Aooa,
thié is taken as iﬁdicating the defendant's guilt.However, these

ordeals -rarely provided & sure means of‘settlement of the dispute as
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either one -side refuses to"compenSate the other and fighting

results, or the offenaer,ln Ardoesh socisty, tranéfers the blaae

to the real sorcerer vho lives 1n another parlsh I

'DHIRD-PARTY INTERVENT ION

in whlch other forms of thlrd-part 1nterventlon occur, w1tn bpeClIlC
attenthn to the principle of crossjcutt;ng.alfillatlons,_commonly
termed the Pconflicting lnyaltiés" theorynfollqwing the work of
001son(I955)-aﬁd Giucknan(1965);1ﬁ is necessary to reiterate once
.agaln that the case mat*rlal does not aliow of as detalled an analysis

as is de51red and’ I userthe caoes in App=n11x - ratner to 1llustra+e

“my 901nts thdn to brlnﬁ'out tue struotural prlnglplea 1nherent in the .
relatlonshlos the;e descrlbed. Tne nunlpTex nature of tne r~lat10nsn1p
in any given unlt are not developed in ihe cases descrlbed oy
Berndt (I962) or Pospisil(I958),_and we certainly-need to_know more
about the proceéses Qf,;andiqdndifioné fon.mediafion?'as Weil ns the
.nharacter of the notrms appealed to. However thiS'inadequacy in the
data 1s certainly admltted tOJbJ tne ethnogranh=rs tneaselves gPLoeg‘
I9o9 IBo) as” Bateson's (I95b 80): remarxa 1ndlcace.
One 1mp11cat10n of Colson S 3ppT oacn to the SOClal
control functions of-conflicﬁ;ng';Oya q1§s wnlcn'has prOVOKed-some
criticism from several ﬁew Guinea'étnnographérs,'is the idea that
individuals balance several courses oi actlon cn0031ng the one wnere

their interests are best served. Glasse (I 58:I07) dismisses the

factor of "calculating delibe:aneness",,noting-nhat decisions auonyg

I. There is ro:oconcept of 1nLedt10nnl K1*L1n¢, or indeed or the
instigation of sorcery witnin the ‘Parish amony the Arapesh.

. 2. I use thls tera in the sense of influencing pdftlea to. come Lo

. an agreemnent bv an appeal to, tnalr couaon 1nt sreests..

It is ny 1ntent10n in’ uhls secL*on to dlscuss the c1rcunstance:
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ambng the Huli tEn& to be made on current and immediate sympatiies,
ra;her than any deliberate balancing of obligations,incerests,' |
‘of rights and wrongs of the issue. ihis.position is echoed by :
ﬁ.E,Williams(1941:555-536) and Berndt'(I962:4I09 though tne latter

I and is clearly

also states the. coqtrary position as well,
an ihadeqﬁate statement of personal potivation,tending dangerously
close to the anschronistic tneories of primitive mentality.

The determination oI tnb pergggg who are likely to
intervene in any given CODIllCt situstion will depend on Lhe
.prevailing soecial-structural ani_pblitical syszem,_tand;a generaily:

the conditions in which this is most likely are where Iighting

has broken out,. or is a serious p0351b111ty, or wherevcertain

valued relations are.in danger oi belnb severed 1hus we shall

analyse these factors in terams of inper—pe:sqnal and intar—group-
‘conflict. _ "- j - . : U B
Among thoée societies where there exists a clan- ~parish
affihal_relatiqns will not be the avenues through which people-
attempt to mediate in dlsputes.2 dore commonly this is effected
by blv—men or otners of neutral segmencs within the parish (see .E
Mae Enga,Meggitt 1965;2585,Siane, Salisbury I962:3%0-3I:) where :Q I
they urge the disputants to come to an'amicable and peaceful
settlément of the'issue; émpnasising tne nora "not to spiit tiae
" group"(Salisbury I962:3I). The process and circ.ustances are not
‘elucidated by the ethnog:&pher# tnough'it seems clear that
T."This aspect of weighing a situation and taxing,si@é; (of
abstaining from action altogether) is most noticeadle in intra-
district(i.=.parish) Jlsturbdnces."(I9od 300)
2.The Maring are sn exception here as rnostility petweei suo-Cians

might cause brothers to ovserve food aau Lfire tadoos,in preLeren»e
to which they may atteapt to nbervene in a dispute.




81

'Iﬁtervention ie.made in the interests oi peece¥tnough Big ﬁen
jundoubtedly seek -also to iﬁcrease their prestige througn such
activity. Similarly, it is impossible t0 deteraine whether
-certain types of dispute are more freguently seetled by this
kind ef'informal mediation as eppesed to the procedure of-an
asseubly.The eanctionsanich sueﬁ mediators can wield are very
weak and'usually coniined to censure or witndrawal of support.
. The clearest eipositibn of third-party intervention is

* that given:by‘Réad.(I950)'ror the Ngarawapum, where clans and
villages are linked as “brothere" in a criss-crossing fashibn.
"It seens that 1nt“rventlon was dependent on “two main factors

(a) the seriousness of the dispute, and (b) the poss;blllty
of an amicable settlement. Thus linked—clans tend to remain
interested, bot non—participafing'obeervers'at first, intervening
to urge the disputants to.return to amity when tae peace ofhtae
v111a:e is serlously threatened Once agaln the norms eaphasising’
'the common 1nterest= of the people are relteraued o:ten through
the idiom of common re31dence or loc allty-— "we are one place"
(Read I950:202-203),=- and are voiced usuall& by the elders
-(Garam Tzira). Otheriinstances of intervention oy clan eidsrs
:_have_been noted for the Arapesh (dead I935:128), Abelam (Kabbery
I941:257,1942:353),0rokaiva (Williams I930:326) Ngarawapum (Read
i950),Me1pa (A.J.Strathepn'I972:26),eﬂi Mae Enéa (Meggitt I957:
157,1958:273), and S.Fore (Glasse & Lindenbaum I1969:3II), Inter-
vention in village fivhte has been noted for fhe-KeraKi (Williams

11950 :254), and Marlnd (van Baal I935 292), mnlie,ﬂecn( :See Case

T. AnonT The Hull,neutral SSCTIONS T8y G150 TOTSZVens To peevenb
intra-parish nghtlng,empna3121ng commnon bonds (I908 129).
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I,app.é) has nofed thatfintérventidn is-liKely in.the»ward

where common interests_are strongest«<It 1is e?ident that disputes
which occur within the segnents of a parish wnére there is a strong
injunction againéb any'fighting, is 1ikely to also be Gune unit

in which third-part intervenfion‘ié'coﬁmonlyffound; the illentity.
of »thesmediators-will.vary with the- kind af political énd'legal 5,
'sygtem,thbugh it is possible that certain of tpe intervenors
pufsued private pufposeé rafher thzn justntne.commoh:interestss

and .need for peace.Agnatic SUlidarity,or the ties:sbetween people

of the sane loculity, are comnonlf reaffirmed and renewed by public
ceremonies of reconciliation such.gs»commensality'o: exchange of
gifts. | _ | ) . . )

I Where there is a high_incidené¢ of intra~-parish
marriage,and particularly where these exist within a-villége

unit, affinal reiationships nay be fne channels taroush whica
mediation ta#es place, és.among the Waropen (Held I957:75), Abelam
(Kaberry.Igés);Arapesh (Fortune I1938:%3), and Iatmul (Bateson
1955).—I It is important to note that with thevexception of tine
Waropen, ﬁhere are no assemblies in these sepik communities, and

a marked cultural emphasis on the MB-28 relationsnip.2 The
clearest analysis orf conflictiﬁg lpyaities émong these socieities
was made by Bateson for the'Iatmul,5where he noted theat "the

patterning and ubiquitj of affiné¢ relations are sucn asfto'ensure
that wheﬁever a quarfel'reaches sericus dimensions there shall be
some individuals marked out to act as peacémaxers.and intervene"
(1935:107).

With regard'to the normative.pattern of'Support,i.e.
the ideal norms go#efning whom a person should support in a

given conflict situation, Bateson(I935:73) isolated the folliowing

I.There is no information on the Jailu,Koita,Kiwai, though here
disputes would be settled by headamen,or through tie council.

2.Among the Wogeo,Hogbin(I1970:328) has zlso reaarxed on the
~conflicting loyaities ol affinal relations. -

3.85ee also i.lead IG%7:12.



.three:-
?(a)If.a wau(4B) 1is involvéd_in a guarrel with eéo's father,
ego should support_the formez. (I936:73)
(b)If_ggo's wife's clan is involved in a dispute wifh nis
own clan,he should support the former party.(I1955:80)
(é) If ego’'s mafernal clan is invoivéd in s quarrel with his
~wife's can pe should remain neutral or attempt to'mediate.-
However, examination of Césé.S(app.2).reVeaLs to wnat extent
such normative=formulatibns are arfected by thé personal interests
or more specificdlly, the degree'uo'whicn the specific nature of
a kinship relation . -will be determined by égch factors as re51@encé
andigeneral relations. Thé casé_is_inﬁerestiﬁg from many aspects,
sudﬁ as the repercﬁésiohs one dispute haswon the relations of.: g:
other people,the statemenf that afrines shéuid not interiere |
in the concerns of fhei: daughter whé-is now a mem5er of'ner
-husband's clan,‘tmé resuécitation of old disputes bétween tane
parties, and Tmeans of reconciliation; all points whichiwe
have discussed in the sectioﬁ on Decisions and Principles. The
relevant aspect is the infervention of Koulavwan between his

father and Kwoshimba,who was his wau(i.e.MdZ8). It is clear thnat

in tgrms'bf Comsoh1861955:210)'Jentanglemenh of ¢laims", there
is:no conflict'on the normatiQe level;as the batterns of duties tc¢
support another are clehrly explicit,ltne:conflict isnmore:. .
'1ikelycto:exéstﬂbetwe§n ﬁersonal interests and the possible.
motivation a pérsoﬁ.has for coaglying with the_norm governihé

his actions;I

I.i.e, It is here a conflict oi interests.



Befndt's analysis -of Lne 'nénafu' (cross-cdusin) relationsihip
similarly showed that the conventional expectations of help
based on certain kxin relatidnships, tends to be modified by
other féctors as-(I)self—intefest (2)past or present disputes
Ibetween the partles (3) an tne ri rnts or-wroﬁgs in tne case.
These points are lLLUS*at 4 in Cases 4% and 44 (appcnalx 2)
and it is 1ntoreat1ng tc conpare the Latuer dlspute wnere a
father takes ture side of his scn's wife, with the discute froa
the Kapauku (Case 32 app.2) since they both show how the feér

of hav1ng to return brluewealtn Lo Ghe daufhter—Ln—law s kin

aflects the behaviour oi the fatner-ln-law. While the yObblOllLtv_

always exists that a gerson will in fact experience an entanglement

of claims on hlS support,among the Kamano,Jate',Usurﬁfa,'this
seens rarelg to result in an autempu to mediate -between tne
disputing partles, as aﬂh01ce is made on otncr'detors, the
genealogical closengss of the parties peing aiso iaportaut.
Marital dispufes'p:ovide anotner area of anaysis
in which ot-.er related persons maj'éttempt to mediate between the
parties. Considerable atteﬁtion is given to this in thne sections
on Suidide,and.Women, but we ia&jat this junéture orierly
cénsider the kinds oi situation in.which intervgntion'mpst
typically occurs. We hévé_already poted yhaf among che Tatmul
there is a tendeﬁcy to resent intérference by the wife's xin
(Qase.B app.2),as indeed thare is-émong the Arapesh (I947:284),
and this generally applies to those cases where women are incorp-

orated into tne hﬁspand's group,though the nature of tTae marriage

Ps N

I.Sée - also Rerndt I932:295.
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itself, and the nature of the réiéﬁibns-aétﬁéeh'ené wife's and-
Ibusband s kin are 11portant factors Thus a'aonT the Kuua and
Kerakl where the 1deal marrla re is ‘one based on: s1ster—ezchange
the wife's kln rarely support thelr daubnter s wisn to

.divorce the husband and- where . sne has quarreled wltn nim and r

attempted to return to tnem "she 1s not’ warnly recelved..and

brouvht back to the husband"(Wllllaas 1930 152)I Wlth regard +o the

Kuma. thls tendency towards non—lnkerference in marltal dlsputes

by_afflnes is to a larue extent based on the fear or having to

return Drldewealth already d1551pated they have a’ vested interest -

in the contlnuance of thc marrlawe. Among the Keraﬂl the fear

of the w1fe 5 kin 1s based on the affects 1t'has on the marrlage
of the other 51ster who' has marrled 1nto their group. In this
kind of 51tuatlon the wounan w1ll flnd 1t ditficult to fursuade
'her kin that she has a dust grlevanee and 1nstead of returning
to her kin she is llﬁelJ to elope or desert to another"man.;ﬂ:
(Willianms I930:Ibo).However,the matt er is somewhat more cowaplex
than this since among the Kuma and‘ Kamano maritai dlsputes

tend to be concerned with sexual mautcrs and desertlon to another

man tends to reflect the fact tnat the husband has full sexual

rights over his wife (Berndt I9o2:IZI) and her kin are unllxelyf_.

_to 1nterfere or support her, in thls type or dlspute.

Where afflnal relatlons are the pa51s_ol 1mportant-

- and continual exchange relationships, as anong tne Mae.Enga,
Melpa,Jale;Chimbn,and Waropen; affihesfmayrsimilarly-oe reluctant
to support a Wife who threatens to endanéer~these'valuable-relat—

1onsn1ps There 1is some conLllct in the 1nterests ol affinal kln
. I75868 3TIS0 Reay 1959a lou. o '"]' i
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in these;cir0umstances as they hoth wieh to deny the blame
for a diverce action as bheing the“wife's sirce fhis would ﬁean
. a return of.hrideweEIth, and at the saize time may wish to
"méintain existing relationships with.tﬁeAhusBand. Tﬁus whether
they a&e preparod to supp01t a wife in her quarrels with the
hvsband will depend on the value tﬁey place on their exchan"es,
- though where there are outstandlng debts they may attempt to use
_these disputes in order to make the husband fulfill his .
obligatibns;” The stability_of the marriage ean.thus to a large .
extent depend on the success oﬁ failufe'of‘theséeerhanges.
eThe other aliernatiee is fop'them tp attempt to ;ecencile the
disputants{»as.if,oten the case among the MaepEnga (Meggitt 1965:
157), Waropen (Held 1957:105) Melpa (M.Strathern ,1972a), and
Jele (KOQF 1068'-103)- The blatant m1streatment of the wife by
a husband and the phys1ca1 dlstance between the two sets of k1n-
- are othor factors which will effect the s1tuat10n, and theqe are
more fully develowed in Chavter IV, I -

1n Iiis study of conflict ameng the Jale people,lKoch
(1967) attempted to relate-the absence'of'third—party mechapiSms.
to the low incidence of cross-cutting affiliations, since among
the Jale, wefds are independeﬂf political, ritual and jural units
and maffiages create ties oﬁly at an.individual.level, tiiis lack
of affiliations across wards.expiained the high iﬁeidence of
violent means of redfess. The degree of politicai integration
at the parish leeel'was held to he significant for the
'development of confiict cohtroi'agencies. These statements'are

too general to he amenable to detailed analysis,‘gs suich

I Among the howeﬁufcn, Arapesh and Lakalai women who insult
the1r hushunds are ceremonially 61501p11ned hy the mnle cults
of the Tamoeran (Arapesh) and ValLLu {Lakalai), :
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coﬁcepts as "poiitiqal inﬁegratipn" would need to be defined
in'respect of é number of factors one of which might be the
pfesepce..of.feud,Aand as this clearly implies an aosence of
conflidf control agencies, Koch's hypothesis rather begs the
gquestion. The bresﬁncé# of third-party insﬁitutibhs is likely
to depend on a'numbergﬁféeconomic,sodial,and hié@orical factors
ana any exPlanation'in terms of an . either/or pypothesis will -

most commonly fail to take account of all the relevant variables.
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LEVEL

TABLE IV

Intra~Clan

Avoidance

7 SOBIETY __ OFFENCES ) ___ASSOCTATED PROCEEDURES
I | JALB Inter~Seciion Pig klllng/WOd ding Brawling - Avoidance
' Adultery, Rape, Tresspass,
Cmission of payment.
Tntra—T neage - Theft, & minor offencss Brgwiing = Avoidance
' Intra—-Section ‘Theft, Adultery. Brawling -~ Avoidance -
2 | WOGEO Inter-Section 'Abduction, Theft, Brawling = Avoidance
: Adultery- . )
Intra-Seciion Adultery, Theft. v Brawling — Avoidance
- Intra~Clan Adultery (Flagrante Delicto) Avoidance
3 | ARsPESH - Inter-Section Theft, Adultery, Brawling
Pig killing, Abduction,
_ . Sorcery accusations.
Intra-Clan Adultery, minor offences Avoidance
: Sorcery sccusations.
-4 | ABELAM “-Inter-Section Offence in Yam exchanges Brawling - Avoidance & or Yam
. ‘ o _ Ckallenge. ,
Intra~Section ﬁ&ultery,'Theft, Brawling ~ Avoidance & or Yam
. Tresspass, Challenge. _
Ma;ital disputes.
5 | KERAKI Inter-Section Adultery _ Brawling
' Intra~Section Adultery, Theft, Brawllng - Food/Eead Challenge
Rapeo-. )
6 |OROKAIVA Inter—-Section Unspecified Brewling
Intra-Section Theft, Adultery Brawling - Avoidance
7 |NGARAWAPUM Inter-Village(L&N1)| ~Adultery Brawling
' Intra~Village Theft, Adultery & other Brawling
- offences. ' )
Adultery (Flagrante Delicto)




ALTERCATION ; I '

Despite the 1aeunae of iﬁfqrmationTregarding'thé breeise
range of offences and circumstances uﬂder which'a-'nurlic
verbal d1spute'>w1ll ccecur, examination of thls rechanlsm is
1mport¢nt both as a cultura11y patterned form of aggre831ve
‘behaviour (LeVine 1961:6), and for the expresuron by the
s001et1es.spe01f1ed in Table IV of such,rdeals as "faClng_f_
people publicly with their deiiﬁquencieS“ (Mead 1947'277), eﬁd -
prosecuting disputes 1n full publicity” (head 1950'20 Yo
Whlle the distinction betwéen an harangue - vehement addr s_'
to an assemb]y - ;nd an eltercatlon - excnange of accusations
between two partles - may be analytlcally justified, mplrlcallj
the former 1nvar;ably shades into the latter through "retorts® .
(Williams 1930:26), "rejoinders and interjeerions" (Williams
© 19%6:254). Indeed, Koch noted with regard to Jale society
that where only ene party uttered,recririnafions the acrivity
was known as 'Pet"(i.e. a scolding), theughﬁeither the
partieipants_or observers may view-the‘same event.differently.'

-In respect of the means‘used to publicize an offence,
_ the societies listed in Table IV readily diﬁide themselves
iﬁto'those that empiby'the formal mechanism of.the slir gong -
fhe Wogeo, Arapesh, Abelam and Ngarawapum -~ and those remaining
cases.in which reliancepis pleced-upoﬁ verbal meaﬁs. ‘The
Similarities which exist among the former three s001eu1es,'
with regard to the dispute procedure vnder discussion, p01nt
to the dangers of comparihg theee'cases as though they.were

" cultural isolates. Indeed, there . is evidence to suggest that ...

#

the Iatmul, also part of the Sepik complex, similarly use the

T. Verbal quarrels wmay follow any oifence,in New auinea, and I
am here concerned only w1tn this. more @ewterg@@ form of Vedel
d1 sputdf ion. :
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.s8lit gong to summonfpeople.to an altefcation concerning an
attempted abduction;'fbllowing-whieh; |
"therehis e great deel of shouting and erghment.
There is ho.speaking in turn as in a debate on the
stool,lbut confused neisy'Vituperation“ (Bateson
'1932:281). | |
The slit gong may,thus be»used to_pﬁhlicize an”offehce, to
assemble heeple.to sympathize-or avenge a wrong, oxr to fohmally
end an altercation (Case Nos.2 4); it is also SOunded'in the
offendert's settlement when the dispute involves opposing. |
sectlons (Case Nos. 2 3)e The importance of emphasizing the
point that the use and procedﬁre of a ipuhlic verbal dispute!
are dependent both on the nature of an offence, as well as the
status and relat1onsh1ps o? the dlspuulnv parties, 1s
. demonstrated by the followlng three situations: (a) .Wheh
an offence-intolVes two sections in Jele'society, it'is first .
-publicized in_the.mens house (Jouie); where all aveilable_
Ainformation, evidence: end'circumstances of the'event are
collated ahd discussed in prepafation for the ensuing
jaitehcation (Suaxal), |
- (b) When an offended inditidual is very young, and without -
| the'requisite'prestige in WOgeo‘society, it is not considered
customary for: hlm to beat the sllt gong and publlcly shame
an offender, and he must therefore seek redress in the
fituaiised fiéhts aecompany;ng initiations and other events_
(Hogbin 1946:736). |
(c) Among the Wogeo and Ngarawapum, as is etident from Table

V, it is only those adultery offences committed ‘'in flagrante
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délicto‘, and within the clén, which are made bublic..

| Conside:ation of,such_aspebts as the ogéasionQ place,

and time when éltércatidns obcﬁr, indicates the. manner in
which full publicity.ié attained for the statement of a
Jgrievance, and consequently how the makimumleffecti§eness of
pubiic opinion is-achieved. 'Alpublié verbal dispute may také'
place either following an offence, or in a prescriﬁed context
such as a feast of ceremony, depending once again on the
social range of the pffenée;- In the former case thére éeems

a distindt tendency for disputations to take place in the
‘evening, thus perﬁitting-sbme_time to elapsé'between the
initial stimulus and its verbal fesponée; F,BsWilliams!
'ethnograbhies’on the Orokaiva (1930:26), snd people of the
Purari-Delta (1924:117) illustrafe this last point as does

- his remarks on the Keraki where "harangues in the gquiet of

the evening are the means-of giving vent to_grievaﬁces, aﬁdwi
of.éecuring a pﬁblic heariﬁg" (1936:254). IOthér_ethnographefs
. have similérly reported the-occurreﬁce of altefcations at

| nighﬁ'(e.g. Koch 1969, and Mead 1947:292) “ﬁheﬁ the Yillagers_
are assembled at their hearths" (Read 1959:211). The signifi-
_cance'of this 'time' aspect is partly associated with the
necéssity of ensufing that the meximum audience is available
to listen to- the grievence, and partly the mannér'in_which it -
.serves to mitigate possible physicél violenée, Thus Koch |
‘noted that the elapse of timé between an offence and the
verbal counferaéfion in the evening, both'permits_tempérs to
cool, and makes it difficult fbf fighting to take place.,

These functions are similarly manifested where altercation.

‘I see also H.Mead IY70:77.



occurs in conjunction with'village feasts (Mead 19474305;

; Read 1946:116), or in- the context of a 'sham' fight as the
 Esu in Orokaiva society which occurs as a prelude to "fierce
harangues and altercationu".(W1111ams 1930:31), The accusations
- may be vented either from some préscribéd public place as an
open: space, knowvmn as %he.'Ameii (Abelam) oz 'Agehu! (Arapesh),
_ the centre of the village (Hogbip-1°38-243), or, as in Jale
,éociefy, from the mens:house}i In the case of charges being -
uttered from the offended person's hearth, they are 1nvar1ab1y
aﬁgmented.by various speech and gesture patterﬁs'ih'érder to
achiéye,theirequiéifé publicity. The place where‘altércations
occur is onceaagain dependent on such factors as oceasion, and
"where chérges are made at some public gathering, the individual
concerned may simply "rise to his feet, and standing in the

. space between the men and woman, shout at the asseﬁblgd
“people” (Read 1946: 116, also Williams 1924 117).

' The offences which maj occaSion a public verbal dispute
“have been enumerated in iable.IV, to which one must add ‘the
following qualification: +that the systematic failure of

' ethnografhers to specify the.full range of offences‘fenderé
any accurate.éOmpilétion impossible. .Anal&sts have either
been content to diséuss"oniy such'crimes as adultery and |
theft (Hogbiﬂ 1938}2é3~§&1, and Read 1950:210—217);1 or

employed sﬁcthague phrases as "SOme'incident.of slighted

1. Some indication of the reasons for such a treatment, albeit
totally unsatisfactory, may be gained from Read's remark
that offences -axe "in most respects similar to those
reported for other Melanes1an comuunities, and need nct _
be con31derea in detail' :(1948:210). : R



feelings™ (Willi_ams.J.GBO:26). This qualification is similarly
applicable to the list of associated procedures in Table IV, |
where once again the ethnographies fail to make_ciéar whether
the yam, head, or food challenge foilows solely-fiom those

' offendés for which they are discussed, or whether'they may be
.'used-fbllqwing other breacheé.:

While the parties to an altercation may be either
vindividuals (e.é.'Jalé'—_M/D,-F/S, co—wives,hH/W) or groups,
according to the level of the offencg, in both paseé it
invariably consists of a series of accusations énd counters
between two persons who are supported by their respective -
desbent'of téfritorial group. The parfieipation of other .
members bf'these'uni%s may vary from,actife-verbai or physical
aid, to simply taking _u§ threateﬁing'posifions (Hogbin
“19@8:250, Mead 1947:24), However; even where altercations
occur without the fOrmation.of oppoéing'grOups;,other people
sféhd;by in casé the élassificatofy famifications of the |
. dispute should involve théﬁ (3ateson 1939:281), The offended
party-@ay.be represented by another individual where the
'folloﬁing'circumstances obtain: |
(2) In the event of a person being excluded from participation
on the basis of age (if the plaintiff is very young in Wogeo =
: Hogbin 1948:2315,1'or.sei (aé in‘Jale where'females do not
act for themsélves in intef—séction disphtéé), then that

party may be represented by a father or elder brother,

1. The idea of deference to elders is similarly expressed in
Ngarawzpum where the young must suffer in silence the abuse
of elders "and only rarely do they rise to answer charges"
(Read 1946:116)." : :



' (b) In dale, wlen repuolation'of an'adu’*ery charge .is not
:¢ea51nle, the orotner of the accused w111 reply to the
initial 1ndlcument- wnereas amone the Arapesh (Mead 1935'137)
and ufokalva (Reay 1950:116) reqpoctlvely, an 1n3ured husband
" will be represented.by a maternalﬂ;elative (MB .or MBS), or
tnaname' (friend). - ) | .
(c) Where disﬁuﬁes in;olve'enndpfésifibn'of.sectioh gfoups .
 amorg the Jale and Wogeo, accusatlons may be v01ced by the |,
acting representdtlve of that unit., | - |
lThe nartlclbatlon of woman 1n altercatlons haS been pe31t1ve1y.
documented for the Orokalva (ﬂ1111ams-1930'l42- Reay 1950:116),
. Jale, Abelam (habbery 1942 341), and- Arapesh (Mead 1935 115)
While the content of a publlc verba1 dlspute is
uniformelly that of the presentatlon of some complaint,
accusation, or‘eéinion to which abfeply is made,-such
-structural-simplicity ﬁesks the.impdffanﬁ vafiants which may
constitute a !cbuhtérf.l Theee'may range froﬁ the justificetion
‘or excuse of some conduct, aenial.ef.a eharge, or stefement -
of an'eninion;-ﬁe an accusation either differing from or
' resembllng the initial char ge.l’.An accusation may be repeated.
. several times as the form of rhetoric used (Mead 1947:307),
or as part of the dispute procedufe: 'However, the attitude
of a plalntlil in his des1re not to sever ex1st1ng relat;on—

vShlpS or contravene certain 1aea1s of condu t, may affect

1, M. Mead's Ieport on the quar rel between Balidu and Aden -
" well illustrates this last situation when Aden concludes.
his harangue "with the accusation that after all Balidu

" had not helped him in hlS feast" (1947 )Oo)
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both procedural and substantive aspects of an altercation.Thus
in oﬁe case of inter-village adultery_reported by Hogbin for the
Wogeo, charges were nof repeated in.the'offénder's'settlement
because the plaintiff was reiated to the headman of.tnat.unit
and the defendant was.the iabter's son (I938:23I).8imilarly,
an accusation may be Specific in regard to the identity o? the
culprlt or,where the prosecutor does not wish to allenaue puollc
oplnlon by 'breaklng the clan', a general harangue not exp11c1tlJ

naming the offender.I

Harangues may also be delivered in the .
form of a general homily against the young(Read I948: 116, Mead
I970:77) though among the Arapesh the fagt that these adcusations
are sometimes recieved in silence doesfnot_ﬁignify deférence to
elderé,as is the case fbr the Ngarawapum, but rather that the
:scolded person is aware that the rebukes'serye as a catharsis for
the plaintiff (Mead I970:77).° B
Detailed examination 6f the substantive,aspecfs of suchn
- verbal disputes reveals tﬁOﬁfeatures recurrent througnout all.the
procedures discussed in thisﬁ?h@éiS:- (D Past.grievances aay be
résuécitated either during the altercation (Williams I930:I42,1I3;
Mead I1949:285), or as KOCh reported for the Jale(I967:I53), during
the debaté preceding a 'suaxal' in which 0ld offences by the
offender,his kinsmen, or residential group, may be fecalledm
~'(2) The overt issues expressed may have iittlé relevance to the
patterﬁ of underlying tensions and_cohflicts between tue two partiec
involved.This is well illustrated in a sase £rém Wogéo 5% where the
hostility between’ Waru and-Sékum-concerning the latter's daugntér
provided the background to an accusation of theft.
Investlgatlon oI the 1ncr1m1natory and defensive speech

and gesture patterns utilised by participants in altercations,:. -::-

" indicates both the basis on whicn prestige depends in these

I. see Caseé & .in Appendix A.,éﬁd Read I946 II5.
2. see section on 'thually Prescibed Conrlict' in this chapter.
3. see Hogbin (I938: 200)
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societies, as'Weli.as the importance'of specifying_their. 
'cbnteit. Thus Read noted -that a cerféin lattitude in the
expression of opinions 1is pérﬁitted.only betWeen linked
village groups emong thelNgarawapum (1950:213), while Williams
has simiiarly-remarked of the Keralci that the use of “the word
'‘karoroat (excrement) within the viil&gevﬁay oqcésion.ﬁhysical
‘violence (19%6:251)., Within such;sﬁeéified éontexts there
thus exists.whét E. Goffman termed a ‘'working consensus!
‘,Qhereby partiéipants “agree‘not to disagree on the ﬁropér toné
of woice, vocabulary, and degree of sérigusness in which all
arguments are to be phrased® (1969:9). -
Three Qiéments coﬁmonly used in alfercations may be
‘enﬁmerated as follows:~ - | |
ggﬁg@: Usually reported as "streams of indigﬁationﬂh(Williams'
1930:26, 1936:254); or "harsh vituperation".(Bateson 1832:282,
Kabbery 1946:341), it ﬁéygbe directed af a specifié_individual
or at a group of people such as a:villagé,'depending on the
level of the dispute. To insult a person’ by reference to their
failure o fulf11 certéin obligatibns, or their inébility to
acquire prestige'through the prescribed chaﬁhels, constitutes
the principal form of abuse. This is well exemplified: in the
foliqwing quote from a quarrel befween.a husband and wife .
of the Abelam tribe: _
g (Husband). . You do nothing; you are'a;béd"woman;'ypur o
brother's sago ié no godd; you have borne no children. - You
do nothing. ' | |
T, You do not plant large yams.. My brbfhér digs out large

vams. - You plant one, or two, or three only (Xabbery 1942:218)."
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F.E.Williams has similarly remérked'how'casting'doubﬁ oﬁ the
food producing ability of ‘an oébdnent serves as alpotent'férm '
of abuse (I936:233).I
BOAST ING: This consists 6f emphasizing to the advan?age of Odne-
self or one's resPectiVe group,ﬁarious attfibutes valued by thé
soc1ety of which one is a member. Those ‘noted by W11L1ams for the
Orokalva - prowess as flghters, strength of numbers, and materlal
wealth - are thus used to deride and shame the opposing party.
THRFATS These may be' expllclt'ln their conveded 1ntent10ns of
physical v1olence (W1111ams I9%v: I42, Read 1956 2I15), or 'covert'
through "reference to what has been done to persons in the past for
similar offences" (Hogbin i958:255). Such Qpéech patterns are
invariably véiced in loud tones indicating both the importance
of the speaker and the seriousness of the issue itselr J1ro a large
extent this is what i. Mead (I970:77) termed "cultlvated aggression"
which Big-men, as well as those aspiring to such p051tlons, are
ideally expected to‘manif;;t when thef present theimselves to a
pﬁblic.However, in Jale sociefy,when the volume is considered too
.hiéh by one party, they may effect a temporary ¢essation of’ the
diSputing by utilizing a form of laugnter called 'nge Kngok',

| Ritualisedgggestures and dancing aﬁgment the verbal
" tirades,and may take tﬁe form of_parading back and fortn'between
the hbuses as in deeo society (Hogbin I938:230) and among the
Orokaiva (Williams I930:26))stamping up and down the piazza
slapping one's thighs as among the Abeiam.(Kabefry'l942:341), and
brandishing one's spear to intimidate the opponent.Tue 'performance’

may conclude without any formal or informal settlement where

I.éee also Read-I94éwIIé, and Mead 1947:3%05-306.

- 2.The problem of distinguishing between real and ceremonial
hostility in the course of the ethnographerg:fieldwurk has
been remarked upon by i.dead (I947:305).

3.F.E.Williams similarly notes that a loud voice is not always a

a sign of anger, but "the native rhetorician's mode of empha51snn5
his meaning" (I936:238)
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(1) .the protest has been more a matter of-form than an

expression of real an:er, and where exhaUSuJon and tedium set

in (Wllllams 1@30 c¢f,:142; Koch 1969, Kaberry 1942:338), (2)
either the charges cannot be proven, or.the accused is not |
:cqn31dered responsible for h;s actions, as -is the case for an
talomato'in' in Arapesh éociety (Mead 1947:388), (3) the
offended individgél does -not consider further action.appropriate
in the circﬁmstances (e.g. wher¢ he‘might alienate public
.épinion by !breaking the.clan').lu |

... Table IV enumerates thfee common'procédures.associafed
with alterCatidns, though we must reiterate that the ethno-
'graphies do not allow-of:aé fuli a treatment as'desired,

. F.B. Williams has. thus. noted somewhat casually that."an

acknowledged type of rejoinder in any disputez is to challenge

yoﬁr adversaries to displéy as ﬁuch'food as you can diépléy"
(1936'233) A s1m11ar nrocedure involves. depositing a tropby
head from a raid qu an adulterer's feet, challenging him to
-match it -(1936:162). A.moncr the Abelan, challeﬁging an .
adulterer to eoual one's dlsplaj of yams occurs only in those
S1tuatloﬂ° where e1+her +ne o;Lender will not admit his guilt
(Kaberry 1942:215), or vhere no settlement is reached (Xaberry .

1942:338)° -In one sense these procedures represent what

1, viz, infra p.OOl.
2. The emphasis is mine;

3, Yam. eXﬂhaﬂgeu ‘are carrled out between members of two clans
of opposite 'ara!', and though the clans of one ward usually
- be10ug to the same ara (Kaberry- 1657:8), it is clearly not
always the case (Eaberry 1957:19). This explains the
occurrence of the yam challenge at the intra~section level
in Laolc IV,



99

" TABLE V. REACTIONS FOLLOWING ALULTHIY

past '

avoids all-.

use ritual fights

CASE , AVOIDANCE TEIRD PARTY ADDITIONAL MEANS OF
NO LEVEL BRAWLING WECHANISMS INTERVERTION PROCEDURES RECONCILIATION
1 Intra—~Clen ' Dffender tazkes Bating in public
Flegrante ~-.i:4% = = = = = | Withdrawal of ~! Clan elders bunishment without by disputants
Delicto .. | offender -{ intervene retaliating '
Intra~Villege Brawling | = = = = = = = Influentials of = = = = = = = = = Bat in public
. ' in pastrow ‘ linked clan following
FPt. matched units intervene compensation
inter-Village JBrawling |~ = = = - == Nor—-related * - = = = = = = = «~ =~ | Exchange of food
(1inked) . clans of villagep .
_ involved inter-
vene : .
- Inter-Village :|Brawling | = = == =« « Elders intervenep — = = = = = = = = Exchange of food
(non-1inked) after wounding
2 - ,.Intra-blén R Withdrawal of - | Headman Self-inflicted Eating in public
" Flagrante: offender or intervenes injuries - by disputants
. Delicto = husband ) o . -
. Intra=village |= = = = = = Withdrawal of | Not Speéified Self-inflicted ' | Not Specified
P P P . offender - injuries ‘
Inter-village |Erawling irn | Offender - =~ - - Young men must Gifts given to

offended husband

Withdrawal of .

6 -Intra-willage" Brawling Elders may Offender takes Exchange of Pigs
’ . : offender intetrvene - punishment with- .| or Dogs
Lo - : . out retaliating B '
Accusation of " Withdrawal of
Hugband Wife '
Inter~village | Brawling TN I U U Not Specified
5 Intra-village ' Brawling ------- Not Specified Offender izkes Eat or Smoke
' o punishment with=- | together or
. out retaliating exchange tobacco
Infer-viliage Brawling - - = - - —-—— e mm= ] - ————— Eat or Smoke

Ft = footba11 

| together
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4 Intre-clan

Withdrawel of

Clan elders or

Section

possible

offender relatives inter-
_ vene
Intra- Brawling - Ritual ° Section elders may | = = = = = = - Brothers—in~-
Section : ‘avoidance intervene law and Cross—
‘ ‘ cousins exchange
: rings
Inter— .Brawling Ritual - ‘Intervention by - e e e - -—— e e - -
Section ' aveoidance elders possible
'3 Intva-clan | =~ === - - |Withdrawal of Clan elders may = | === - = = = Exchange of
: offender intervene rings _
"~ Inter- Brawling -—— - - - - - - -~ —-—— - = - - Exchange of
Section ' - rings/pigs
1 Intra~- ' Brawling | Withdrawal or Intervention by | = = = = = - = Exchange or
Section : ritual avoidance section members gift of pigs
by offender possible
Inter-— Brawling - Informal or Intervention by —_— - e = - - - - — = - - -
' ritual avoidance Big-man or elders

- KEY TO NCS.

JALE

WOGEO
ARKPESH
ABELALE
KERAKT
OROKAIVA
NGARAWAPUM

~I NI B O -
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L. Coser termed 'safety valve mechanisms 'y the function of
which is to direct hostility into substitute channels; a
poinﬁ'recognized Dy Kaberry in her remark that "it is a
mechanism by which rivalry can De expressed'and'superiority
démonstratea without recourse to violence"-(1942:349,339).
The 'challenge! thus serves'both'to permit competition for
ﬁrestige in addition to prOViding'a means whereby the guilt

- of a person may be determlned i.€, in that failure to meet a
challenge is rcgarded as evidence of the latter fact,

From an examination of Tables IV and V a number:of
important pdints-emerge in respect tb_ﬁhe kinds of action -
whibh ﬁay precedé'or follow a public verbal_d,isp_ute,1 and the
circumstances in which they prevail, Inlthe caselbf adultery,
withdrawal by the offender 1nvar1ably follows the offence when
committed within the clan, or (in Case Nos. 2 4, 6,) within the
section (Case‘Nos 1,2). Withdrawal by the offended party
(Case Nos.2-& 4) may also follow an altercation where (a)

"tne 1nd1v1dual con81devs the p01nt at.issue to be one crucial
to his self-interest and rig cnts", (Kaberry 1942 341), (b) he

- finds tue prospebt of co—ﬁabltatlon with the offender unoearable,
and (c) when he is faced with the conflict of his wish to use
violence and the moral injunction not to (viz.infra. Casé 9).

These avoidance patterns are in most instences correlated
with‘an absendefof"braﬁling', which'bcqurs mainly where
~adultery involves the oppositioﬁ of villages, or sections

(Casg Nos{B & 4). The correlation is partly attributable to

1. These activities are discussed more fully in later sections.
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the greatei pressures.which exist to SQttle disputes witﬁin
the clan, from recognition of the deleterious.effects.of any'
division which may weaken the'streﬁgth of the unit in“relation
to othgré within the pafish, and the implicit'acknbwledgement
of.the mutual interests and need for-éo—operation among
clansmén; These Valuesjsimilarlyﬁfind expression.in the

following two clan prohibitions: on Quarelling when elders

"intervene witih the exhortation, "You must not quarrel; you

are one clan; you are one totem" (Kabefry 1941:95, also Mead

1935:128, and Williams 1936:260,148), and on Fighting as that
noted by Mead for the Arapesh, "It is all one geﬁs, they will
guickly make peaée."'Within'one gens there will be no fight"
(1947:359), a pronibition similérly;noted fér the other

respective societies, and usually expressed as a moral norm

requiring dispuﬁeé to be settled 'peacefully' (Read 195@}195,

Williams 1936:260, Kaberry 1957:17). Thus we find in Wogec
a complete denial of intra-clan édultery (Hogbin 1938:239),.

while the Ngarawapum "invariably attempf +to minimiée the

importance™ (Read 1950:201) of such clan disputes in case it

‘results in a permsnent breach within the group. In both these

societies we may again note, as indicated in Table V, that
only. those instances of adultery which-are in 'flagrante
delicto! are made-public. We may also take note of the point'
thétlsuch actions as tgelf in@licted injuries' aﬁd the

principle of 'mon-retaliation' similarly demonstrate the

importance of restraining the impulse to use physical violence

within the specified contexts.

This latter observation is similarly applicable when
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brawling does in féct'cccﬁr, where_én element of ritualized
aggression is chargcﬁeristid of such encounters as that
reported by Mead for the Arapésh.'lThié'is never a-"general
fracas“, but a-"serial and carefully recorded exchange of
spears in which the-éim.ié to wound lightly, not to kill“--
(1935:24)., F.E.Williams has also remarked how among the
Keraki and Orokaive "combatants are not bent oﬁ killing

(1930:328,163;ﬁ1956:251,l63), a. facet noted of the fights in

'-Ngarawapum (Read 1950:215-216) and Abelam (Kaberry 195751)q

. . . .- . - ] -
Intervention by some third-party invariably follows™ when the

dispute is within the clan or section, being less predominent

where the ﬁaximal inits of a parish are opposed, since both
authority is absent at this level, and there are less pressures
to settle quarrels, - | . _
Phroughout- our discussion we have emphasised how the
various elements of a_publig verbal'dis@ute incorporate and
exenmplify the officially aqcredited values of their réspective
societies. Where the desire to restore and maintain friendly
relations thué results in some'reéonciliatiQn betweeh the
disputénts, fhe publicity in which_it takes place fﬁncfions ©o
expresé these ideals to the-relevant auvdience. As is evident:

from Table V, reconciliation may be effected either by

- participation in - some joint activity as smoking, or by an

"~ use of food as a means of reinforcing and reestablishing social

.exchange of certain specified items. . The prevalence of the

-
1

relationships, indicates the way in which it symbolizes the

common interests and values of the disputing parties,

1. In the case of the Abelam, elders may intervene before
fighting actrally begins, and place 2 yellow !'yauwal! leaf
on the piazza as a taboo on further fighting (1957:17).

oy
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Dispute Settlement by the Extension of Conflict: ' - !

We-may discuss at this Juncture a form of self-help iﬁ
which there is a deliberate "enlargement of the éonflict, creating
a new situation in which other socio-political units are forcibly
_iﬁvolved“ {(Kopytoff 1969:65)..We shall ﬁot be concerned here with
those cases. where the?eﬁlargement of the initial dispute occufs as the
result of other units becoming involved through an appeal for help,
or on the basis of conceived obligatio?s, or with fhoSe cases where
a unit reteliates against a third unit whiech is held liable for the
offénces coumitited by the originai offenﬂers.These have been discussed
in Chapter 2., The type of settlement procedure I am spécifically
eoncerned with occurs among thé'Numfoor and_Tblai péople where a
third party can be either'forcibly! inﬁuééd to enter a dispute, or
'contractually"pursnadéd, However, to rétu}n'for é'moment to a case
of iﬁtér-village pig-theft among‘the-Ngarawapum(Read 1950:212) where

the offended party steals a pig belonging to a co-villager of the F¢

offender; this third party is not regardedas having a 'right' to
" retaliate against the individual who offended.him,huf must scck redres%
from the original cﬁlprit.' '
Model I: A offends B: B offends L of same group as A: C nust gain
satisfaction from A. | '
Thé fact that C, iﬁ the above model, cannot aé of right proceed against
A indicates hoth that the wronged party is to a certain exfent
justified in compeunsating itself in the name of the wroﬁgdoer, and thaf
the transfer of hlamelis.accepteﬂ by C; | o
‘The most notéble'example of conflict extension is thaf
"custom with the auﬁhofity of 1aw"(Dnnks 1887:311) reportéd for _:
.the Duke of York Islands and the GazellePeninsula, known as Kemara,

P.G.Sack (1972:249-257) has discussed past references to this

institution in the writings of such people as G.Brown,A.Hahl,
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chmeﬁle, and-von Pfeil, and it is not my intention- to traverse

n

the sane ground though the glar1n5 omission of Danks paper
_entluled "On the She]l-money of New Britain" (1887: 305 317)
renders many of hlseebservatlons more in the nature of pure
repetitiOn.' The lack-of detailed-informaticn concernj-.nrr the
offences,'nartles to, and 01rcumetances under which Kamara -
will be used, as well. as the resthant enlgmae it poses for.
the antnropologlst have been no ed both by P.G. Sack (1972 ?58)
" and B.L.uDStelﬂ (1971'160), thou*h*adultery, assault taeft
and cases of d bt were among the most usual ofrences which
might prompf a resort to Kamara.

. Model II exempllrles both tne 'v1n1rua‘ reported by qahll
(1n Sack 107?) and the hamara pat+ern noted by Danks (188 11);

in thch a number of persons are for01bly 1nauced to enter a

MODEL II

A aSSaulﬁs.g : B cute eroten of C : C destroys a canoe
of D : Q.damages several canoes of'E-........;.
In the case of the nedel,recorded by Hahl, the pattern'continues
unfil ir reechee'the original offender A. whereas in the
Drocedure reoorted by Danks thé chain of hostllltles ends by

some form of consen_sus.2 As 1s evwdenu, there is no n0u10n of

.1, This consists of a series of killings following an offence
- such as adultery, and re»embles_in many respects the 'Kembi'
.0f the Suku Deonre. :

2. We are 31mn1y Jnformed that "a2ll now uhoughc the matter
should be settled" (Danks 1887.;¢2), a stauemenu which
illustrates the validity of S, Lﬂste1 ! CITL‘C sm that the

n's
settlement processes are "far from clear ' (1971:160).



precise or equivalent return of injury in the pattern of
offences, and compensation in-the above model is made by A

" to g; g to E, etc, until the series of payments Teaches that
in&ividﬁal who has not injured anyoné in return for a wrong
committed against him.' ?hus B does not receive any compensation
despite being the recipient of the initial ofienée, his only
satisfaction deriving froﬁ the fact that A is in some sense

held responsible for the resultant hostilifies,_and may h
consequently suffer shame. .Whatever cathartic function this

procedure may_fuifil,l

there is no accumulation in legal
}1iabi1ity.beyohd that arising from the first act of Kamars,
as is evident from the pattern of indemnificatidns; This
contrasts with the procedure noted by G. Schmeile.(sée Sack
11972:250) where if A steals a pig from B, and B cuts the
croton of C, A is held responsible both for the offence against
B and C i.e. he is faceé with an incommensurable increase in
fineso ' | . |

The status aﬁd social'felafionships of the parties
involved may, as we noted in our discussion of public verbal
'.disputes, affect both the uée and form of Kamara., This is
demonstrated in the case where an influential and strong man
.0offends a relativel& weaker individual who is then confronted
with the following possibilities:- (1) He car appeal to the
offénder.for c?mpensation, théugh unless he is able to summon
considerable sﬁpport this is unlikely to be successful. (2) He

may resort to the-action of Model II, in which event he WOuld'

l. P, G, Sack regarded this form of Kamara as "a legall
protected emotional outburst to let’ of steam" (1972) -
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be liable to pay-ihdemnificaﬁion himéelf without receiving
anj compensation, (3) He could seize some pfoperty of a
prominent'pg:sonage, retaining it until such.time_as the
offender makes réstitution. Kamara is here used ‘in those'
circumstances where-an offender refuses to compensate the
plaintiff,,and:the.offended party lacks the requisite support
to force him,

A sllghtly dlfferent varlant of Model I has been recorded
' by both Burger and G, Brown (1910), where the third party -
replaces the stolen obaect to B, and attempts to seek
satisfaction from A often cléiming extra for his 'inconvenienée'.
In the event. of a thief,proving-somewhat stronger, the third |
paity may turn to D and E with'the same request he faced from
B, until combined they feel stronger than the offender; the
transferees thus do not diééppear from ﬁhe 1ega1 scene, Public
oéinion is important in determining the valuation of an
offence,l though excessive amounts beyond the norm may be
demanded from the culprit where he is facéd with an over-
whelmingly sfronger claimant. _

Hdwevér, as an alterﬁative procedure the offended party
may involve another individuallby offering to sell him a .
claim, Thus if the damage is valued at 30f, he takes 3f
(i.e; 10 per cent) to a third person who, if he accepts the
offer, Will repay the 30f and attempt to collect payment from .

the initial offender. Where the latter course of action proves

1. cf, Danks 1887:312 which echoes M, Mead's comment for the
Arapesh that "there are no sanctions to deal with the
violent man® (1935: 26) :
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difficult, the following poSsibilities are 6pen té_the new
claimant :- (1) he may resort to physical violence against
~ the éulprit, ér (2) he may refuse to issue loans to anyoﬁ?
until the payment is made, thus. mobillzlng the rest of the
_communlty against the offender, and (3) he may adopt the
procedure of seizing property from other persons to allgn
them.agaiﬁst his opponenf. That the third party g is not
acting as a mere agent of the offended B, and that the.latter
thus does not disappear from thé ensuing events, is ‘demonstrated
.both by Danks observations that B "engages'(C) to assist him® |
(1887:312), and G. Brown's comment that "if an adulterer does
not pay he must be prepa;ed.ét once to face the chief and B |
‘and his friends"‘(1910:253).1 One may also cbserve how the
'forcible' and ‘contractual' models were co-existent patterms
of altérnative action, the choice ofien depending on whetheﬁ
" the aim was revenge or recoupment of the debt., Where the
former is the case, a person who has had somethiﬁg stolen-
might "break a leaf or dracaena plant in the chief's garden
ér injure a canoe (Brown 1910:300)_1eaving this third party
to_collect_payﬁent-from the offender; even though he will not
receive anything himself, |
The importance and indeed necessity of involving an

tinfluential' individual ‘is related to the Tolai's notion bf-
' profit making and ﬁrestige; Thus the factor of choice for C
in the contrac% éituation is crucial to thé effectiveness of

Kamara; since it is only where the '!chief! deems himself

1, As Sack (1972) rightly notes, the third party acts as part
of the group of the injured.
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capable of forcing the offender to pay will he accept the fee,
for “1t would be a serious loss of prestige if he were to
" fail® (Dankg 1887:312). Similarly Sack's . (1972:254)
observation.on the Tolai‘s eagerness to make a profit échaes
Danks remark that it would be “quiﬁé contrary fo a New Britain
man's nature if he did not try" (1887:312) to extract a
further 10 per.cent from'an.Offender when the latter makes
his paymént° The third party thus is not angry at the_
individual who commits an'offenée.aéainst him, a éituation
contraéting with that of the.Suku, where the third parfj is
angry'at both parties for involving it in the quarrel,

Kamara thus con51sted of a number of rlcgal pOSSlbllltleS'
which both allowed weaker partles to seek redress against
more powerful offenders, as well as effectively mobilising
public opinion in supporé.pf one's claim, Indeed, G. J. Held
(1957:232) explicitly stated that the action of a creditor in
%aking goods awéy from a third party in Numfooi society was a
means of making a debt pubiic knowledge.' However, one is nof
5ustified in inferring that the involvement of influential
persons in an&'way guaranteed a settlement, it merely |

facilitated one.~

* % X X *

1. Danks remarked that "atonement is often made at once as
~soon as the great warrior has been dragged into the quarrel®

- (1887:312),
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LEVEL OF CONFLICT EXPRESSED

TABLE 3,

IntrarParish

(c) Mourning ceremonies .

SOCIETY QCCASION OFF“N CES
HULI Intra-Parish TEGE ritual during Initiations Omission of various
A ‘ ' C obligations
_ Intra=-Section Accusations of
- laziness etc.
KIWAL . . . Intra-Parish ‘Mimia ceremony held at Initiations | Homicide -
- Intra-Section - S ' L : B
WOgﬁQ InterfParlsh. Initiations and Warabwa Feasts held Adultery
"Inter-~Section  When. \a) Complation of a new club ° ‘ I
B o SR . house.
Intra~Section (b) Appointment of an heir to
o o ' the position of headman.
. (¢) Settlement of an 1mportant
- dispute. .
(4) Completion of a new dwelling
;or the headman.
B ) (e) For the purvose of enhanclng
the prestige of the host. )
MOWEHAFEN ‘ Inter-Parish . _Ausan feast as part of the cycle of Theft
Intra-Parish mortuary observances. Adulte?y
- . . N Land disputes
Omission of
obligations
OROKATVA ——Inter~Parish (a) Acceptance of bride-price Killing of dogs
' . : . " |'Esut (a~dorobu) Depredations of pigs
- . (b) Peasts. Defilement of water .

supply
Sorcery accusations

R, _ L e e Sttt N
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 RITUALLY PRESCRIBED CONFLICT

My inteﬁtion in this section is to discuss those ritual '
conflicts which have been eoneeived'of, following Coser (iQéS);
as 'safety-valve' mechanlsms that provide a qOC1a11y sanctioned
framework for carrylng out conflict such as flghtlng, w1thout
leading to cheequences that disrupt relations within or
between given'groups. It is perhaﬁs important to emphasise
at the outset that recognition of the cathertie'value of such
rifualised dramas is not simply the product of aﬁthropologiCali
observation;.but something explicitl& understood'by %he‘
participaﬁts themseIVes.l Thus I..Hogbin noted in regard to .
the Wogeo that "the purpose of the affalr 1s freely acknowledged
as prov1d1ng an opportunity for the expres51on of pent—up
emotlons" (1938.318). Table III specifies those societies for
. which such ritual conflicts have been.recorded, and it is at
bﬁce evident that there exist-importent differences between the
g;oup composed of the Wogeo, Orokaiva, and ﬁowehafen, and the
remaining societies, '

In_tﬁe case of the Huli and Kiwai, ritual eonflict occurs
:as a prescribed part of initiation ceremonies, and fhere is no
consequent expression of inter—parish disputeé_as is the case }'
in:all the other societies° Among the Kiwai,’mock fights take'
place outside the.village_in the bush, ﬁetween_the adult men
and initietes Wheh despite the use of weapons, great caufion.
is exerc1sed in the fighting, This activity may take place

several days in succession, endlng when the leaders, in order

_ ia cf. Todd 1935:406, and Glasse 1969:108,
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to.avoid the possibility of serious bloodshed,'“méke the
.:participants exchange their weapons for pieces 6f flat board
and sago-leaf stalks" (Landtman 1927:369), There is no
formation of opposing groﬁps, but an exchange éf biows
.between pairs-ofwindividuals who may or may not belong to
tﬁe same clan, While Landtman;does not explicitly state
that the partieipants may use the occaéion fo rédresé any
grievance, if someone is killed in the course of the flght ing
the qffended clan may walt untll'the next Mimia to exact
their revenge. ‘ | |

Among the Huli.hosfility is similarly exercised between
-pairs of individuals, though.whére tempers become inflamed
the event-can defelop iﬁto a generél melee, Both residents
and non-residents of the sponsoring section (or sections)
ﬁartigipate; calling upon some person against whoﬁ he has a
grie%ance because of a pésf offence:br omission of some
;bligation, though cognizant of the prohibition on involving
' one's father or father's brother. The complaint is publicly
 énnounced following which the.nominee presents his back for
the- plalntlff to whip; the defendant has a rlght to immediately
‘retallate by counter—lndlctlng his accuser, the whole episode
conclud+ng when someone announces ‘he has heard “the cry of
the Urungawe bird" (Glasse 1969: 108).

Where inter-parish conflicts are'expreéseq in rituaiised
'fights, as is %he case for the Wogeo, MoWeﬁafen, and'Orokaiva,
the whole event serves as a form of pélitical aggression in |
which the aim is to'gain prestige both for the sponsor and

his group. In Wogeo, invitations to a VWarabwa feast are made
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by one village headman to another headman of a hostile parish,

' and since acceptance always entails an'obligation to make a

return invitation, it is often necessary for a prospective
host to resort to devious means to manoeuvre a desired guest

into the situation where the 'Warupo'1 may:be performed, The

hostilities take place oufside the hosts village, or where
' the occasion is an ear-pierecing ceremony outside the club

- house, and last for approximately ten minutes when the headmen

and elders intervene to restrain things'from developing into

a general brawl, There is no principle of division ;n the

. 6pposing groups and as in the Huli and Kiwai, fighting
-consists of a series of séparate,encounters between individuals

in which_the uge of weapons is prohibited. Grigvances of long-

standing, such as adultery,2

are thus expressed in a context
governed by definite rules, the level of disputes aired'béing
(;) inter-parish, (b) intra-parish conflicts of the hosts,
and (c) the intfa-parish quarrels of the guésts-themselves}
The rules of kiﬁship behaﬁiour which normallylforbid iiolence

between affines, brotheré, and persons of the opposite moiety,

:are in abeyance during these ritualised combats.

Like the Warabwa, the Ausan is similarly an occasion
when, apart from the. display, exchange, and distiribution of
food, its raison dfetre is to "provide an .opportunity for the

settlement of grievénces and quarrels" (Todd 1935:406).

1. This consists of bowling "an orange coloured coconut along
the floor on to the man's knees% (Hogbin 1970:310),

2. Apart from this offence, there is no mention of the range
of grievanceés which are capable of being expressed in this
manner., : - :
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'Invitations are formally made between village headman hy
means of a gold-lip shell, the headmen being in constant |
reCiprocal exchange throughout the festival. Hostilities -are

1 when

carried out on the dancing ground outside the village

the opposing'groups-face each other across a sduare_SO'yds.

in length, Among'both'the Orokaiva and Mowehafen there seem'

two distinct phases ofﬁtherevent:- |

(1) There is a ritual display of hostility by means of a

threatening advance and retreat by the opposingvparties in~

turn, crouching "behind their shields and w1th spears in |

readiness" (Williams 1930:31).

- (2) There is actual fighting which consists of a series of

individual duels between'pairs’of enemies'discharging their

| grievances. Thus, as w1th all the cases recorded, the

opposing groups 4o not fight as units, it is only "a few '

.ind1v1duals who perform excited excureions_(W1lliams 1930:141).
" Despite the participants conception of the alignment of groups

' ~in terms of clans or villages, there is a great deal'of
flexibility in the system.? Among the Mowehafen; where there

are . two mens houses in the parish, the members of each nnder

itheir respective leaders form the opposing units, each attemp—

ting to outdo the other in terms of the size.of,their following.

m“ Where the Ausan is arranged jointly by two villages, the sons '

1. We may perhaps-speculate that the significance of such
fighting occuring 'outside', as is the case for the Kiwai,
Wogeo, and Orokaiva (Williams 1930:141) as weéll, is

. related to the fact that the village is regarded as a place
~ of peace. '

2. cf, I.Hogbin 1970:3214
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of the twq headman may act as leaders, though the parties are
" not necessarily aligned by village-membershiﬁ. The level of
confllct expressed is 81m1Lar t0 that noted earller for the
Wogeo, though in the case of the Mowehafen 1nter-parlsh
disputes may not necessarily involve one of the hosts, i.e,
it may be a dispute between individuals of two guest parishes.,
A'number of restraints oﬁerate to ﬁrevent fhe fights
ffom developing into something more serious, these may be
- enumerated as follows:-'(a) The wives and daughteré'of parish
‘headmen dance in the middle of the ground, and (b) the headmen '
themselves may intervene by going into the centre with lighted
torches and imploring the participants to deSist from further
fighting., (e¢) Fighting is prohibited between both real and
. classifieatory affines, thus restricting possible opponents.
| , - Among the Orokaivé, the 'Esu' occurs whenever one group
of clans enters the village of another, though, unllke all
the other cases dlscussed, women ‘Seem to take an actlve part
in 1n01t1ng the men to v1olence, often "armed aggress1vely“

(Vllllams 1930:31) with their gquarterstaffs; however, real

..clashes are'carefully avoided. -



One of the functiqns attribufed to such ritual combats
which we have not.aé yet discussed; concerns the political |
relationship between the participant parishes, Such occasions
serve to.mitigéﬁe the possibility of surprise raids by (1)

., providing an oppdrtunity.for socially approved fighting, and
(2) because the guest is obligated to return ‘an invitation, he
finds himself under a moral bbligation to refrain from réiding,
or aiding othé:s to attack his creditors, ﬁowever, among fhe
Orokaiva and.Mowehafen there is-always a remote possibility
that the elders will not be successful in preventiﬁg the mock
fights developing info more serious.brawling, but evéﬁ this

is to some extent governed by a 'definite pfoéedure;; There
is a great "deal of sham" (Williéms 1930:162) in these brawls,
and no serious intention to kills "the men of one side .
dlscharge their spears which are carefully avoided or de*lected
by their opponents, who then take thelr turn to assume the
offensive" (Todd 1935:406). :

‘We musf'alsé note that these fights in no way'fuﬁction
as a means whereby'a decision.as t0 the guilt or innocence of
- an individuallmay be reached; they simply provi@e_a chance to
express and redfeés grievances. Thus, whether the infliction
of a wound is likely to be regarded as ?settlement! of the
'dispute, depends entirel& on the attitude of the defendant- and
those of his kin group who may bélinvolved. “However,'the_

- contexts in which the ritualised fights occur may affect the.
settlements of dlsputes within a parlsh because the accretlon
in prest1ge and authority which a sponsoring headman in Wogeo

‘derives from a Warabwa permits him to meore effectively inter-
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vene in guarrels,

The notlon that this form of confllct acts as an temotional
.purging! has been. explic:tly remarked upon by-all the |
respective ethnographers, an example of which is I. Hogbin's
observatlon that "people give vent to Their hldden feelings
_and thereby expel them., Then a fresh start can be made®
(1970:105).. As we noted for public verbal disputes, there
is a certain license of expression permitted during these
ritual conflicts, a point_iilustrated in Wogeo society where
certain fighting prohibitions are temporarily suspehded.
,Iﬁdéed; 1. Hogbinl haé:gone so far as to suggest‘that such
refersal of ﬁprms serves.to-emphasise.the requifed iéeals
themselves, again showing the-éxtent'to which these ritual
" dramas are rule regulated activ:.ties°
_ Despite the paucity of recorded instances of self-
inflicted injuries and the lack of information concerning the
circumstances in which this procedure is‘used,2 it would seem
that'the activity of "drawing attention to a wrong by actually
maklng it worse® (Williams 1936:260) occurs both where (a) the-

'-1dent1ty of the offender is known, as in Keraki and Wogeo, and

(b) in those cases where the culprit is unknown, as in the
l Tolai and Orokaiva., The necessity to make explicit these

situations derives from the functions which this form of self-

1. ef, 1970:106

2. The table specifies only those -offences which have been
specifically recorded by the respective ethnographers,
thus rendering it impossible to assess what other offences
may have prompted a resort -to self-injury, as well as to
what extent the type of offence may determine the mode of

'.procedure tahen.
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help fulfils for the individual who :uses it. In Wogeo

society an offended husband will attempt to set fire or

demolish the corner posts of his.own house following

Table 2.3

Self-Inflicted Injury

Society Level Offence " Ref.
Hogeo” Intra-clan - adultery I.Hozbin
Intra-section Adulitery : I938:240-241
Orokéivg_ Intra-section TTheft o L -F.E.Wiiliams
 1950:332-333
Xeraxi inﬁra-seqtion Thefp - - F.E.Williams

I830:250

Tolai - Intra-section - . Theft - G.Brown

Prespass I9I0:300
Wanggulam Intra-section Theft | A.Ploeg
' 19569:58
. Chimbu ' Female ego- - Unspecified J.Nilles
' ' agnates . ‘ , I950:50

the discovefy of an adultery, and often rfollows such.activity
By temporarily withdrawing ffom.thé village as well. The
importance of observing that this course of action is likely
to follow an>offeﬁce committed by a fellow clansman stens
from the fact‘that the orffended individual is consequently
‘faced with the conflict between his desire to seex revenge
by.physicél violencé, and the clun nora prohibiting such _
violence witﬁiﬁ the érqup. Thus aéar; fronm ?ernaps allowing
tempers to codl, sellf-injury was aISO'an"effective way of
bringing home the.guilt of the culprit without direct.
violence” (Hogbin I938:240), especially in those situations

where the offender's identity was kxnown. Siailarly - aaong the



- TI9.

Keraki, a man.who finds his stolen taro shoots will desiroy -
them on the spot and carefully place the remains on some
conspicuous pathway. Onee'again, such ection may,partlj be
attributed to the desife to refrain from any'violence;l though
as Williams cerrectly pointed out; the offence is thereby also
made public knowledge; in aﬁ attempt to shame the thief into
paying compensation., | |

Among the Orokalva,the theft of a man's water-melons may
-simllarly provoke him to destroy a whole crop, ;eav1ng the
pieces on some.well used path; or where someone steals ano‘her
persons' spears, the offended party may demollsh hlS own house
"hefore the eyes of the whole village" (Williams 1930 333).

In these instances the identity. of the culprit is not known

'_'but the intention, or purpose, of the procedure is very much

the same as in the case where the offender is knmown: by
aggravating the injury the plaintiff attempts to gain a
measure of sympethy from others and-thereb& induce sheme (meh)
in the offender. This 'revenge of being injured! iﬁ Orockaiva
society is conceived of as deriving from the mental state
termed 'sisira'; part anger and part self-pity. An injured
individual may also resort to fasting, avoidance, or even
suicide as forms of self-inflicted injﬁry,'though in precisely
what circumstances each may be used is not explained by
_.Williamso G. Brown noted in regard to the Tolal, that
.follow1ng a case of theft the 1njured party is 11ke1y to burn

down his house to (a) shame the offender into compensating

1. See F.E.Williams "the group should be at peace" (1936:260),



. 120 -
.him,I and (b) as a means of symbolically ventlng hlS anuer.2
In this context'Brown also suggests'that this act1v1ty may
‘also be a form of cursing, a speculation impossible for us to
-substéntiate, altnéugh A,pPloeg (I969°58) has recorded a case
-of self- 1naury armong the Wanggulam where ‘following the thefs
-of a stocx of bananas, there was: a clear 1ntentionito harm. the

culprit sgperpaturgill by destructlon'ox the victim's own property.

‘Self-inflicted injuries occur also in other situations,
notably as an expression of grief for a dead rélati#e,and-in
Kapauku sociéty as a-meaﬁs to convince others of one's innocehce
(Pospisil I964:I95). It is not my intention to discuss here

3

those instanceé of sickness or spirit-possession where there is

a clear imputation-of.supernatural’intervention other than to

make a number of* ihﬁortant observations.relevant to the discussion
in hand. Firstiy;it seems that such self-inflicted states also
serve to makelpubiic some grievance in an attempt to gain'sympathy
and commonly occurs in those situations of coﬁflict'wnere direct
_confrontation'wifh'the oppoéing party,in physical terms,is'
conceived by}thatlperSOn’és detrimental to his/her interests (e.g.
it might provoke the husband to divorcé his wife)} The state of
sickness or poésession which results from a dispute with another
.person functions to-.avoid open conflict. Secondly, it is:an
"instance of a more generél tendency to. substitute supernatural
.methods of retaliation for physical force within that sphere of

relationships4where there is "an inclination to avoid open

quarrels and disruptions" (A.Ploeg I969:I57).

I.An intention which an offended wife in Chimbu society also
, seeks to effect.

2. M.Mead (I970:77) similarly noted that an- angry person in
Arapesh society "will cowme home and hack violently at his own
palm tree."

3. Readers are referred to A d.Strathern's paper (I968) on
'*Popokl’. '

4, The precise limits of this sphere will depend on the degree
of 1ndependence of the units of a parish.
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Table 8

to

to

to

SOCIETY LEVEL CIRCUMSTANCES IDENTITY MEANS
- KAPAUKU Daughter-agnates Dispute concerning marital Threat/real by - Drowning
choice daughter ‘
GAEUKU~-GAMA  Male ego-agnates Failure of kinsmen to Malelego irom Surrender
' ' provide a bride shame (Nogoza Helekave) eneniy
LAKALAT Intra-clan Serious offence Offender from ‘shame
. ' - (mahela)
KIWAI 1Intra'-clan Incest Vietim'!'s brother . Hanging
- : 5 . - . : from shame (h1r1ro)
Husband-wife Appropriation of property Wife Henging/
» ’ Surrender
enemies,
S.FORE Daughter-parents 'Dispute concerning mdrital Threat/ueal by o
T o choice daughter,
CITIMBU TIusband-wife Ill-treatment of wife Wife Drovming/
- o S Hanging
Dsughter-parents Dlsnute concerning marital - Daughter n
: : : ch01ce/refusel tc sanction
_ divorce. '
WAROPEN Intra-clan Inqut/serious'offences Male offender from Drowning
: c shame (ninggamaro)
MOWThrFI Male ego-FB/F. Refusal to provide bride- Ego Henging
: wealth, . : .
Daughter-parents Premarital pregnancy Danghter from shame Hanging
TOLAX Husband-wife Ill-treatment of wife Wife
HULI Ferale ego-F& /B Dispute concernlng marital Female ego Hanging
i choice/refusal- to sanction -
divorce, .
Hushend-wife Unspecified Wife Hanging
N.B.DANI Unsnecified Unspecified Female- Prowning
S,.B.DANI Unspecified Unspecified ‘Female Surrender
: ' ‘ enemies
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:
'

Intra-clan

Co-wives

'naname' (friend)

Serions offence

Unspecified -

Victim from anger &
self-pity (sisira)
Offended female

SOCIETY LEVEL CIXCUMSTANCES IDENTITY MEANS
MELPA - Daughter-Parents A& Dispute concerning bride- Real/Threat by Hanging
wealth pigs promised to daughter
daughter/refusal to make
moka with husband/refusal
to sanction divorce/marital
g choice, '
.. Husband-wife Assault by husband and refusal Wife from Hanging
' to give compeusation/default in anger (popokl)
exchange payments to wife's kin/
insult, _
Wife is discovered in Wife from
adultery with kinsman shante (p1p11)
Female ego-Z Dispute concerning distribution Offended female Hanging
: - of a pig.
- KAMANG & Intra-clan When male receives public Ego from shame & Hanging
- JATE: reprimand considered unjust anger
UGSURUFA Tushand-wife Assault. following wife's Real/Threat by wife Hanging
' refusal to have intercourse/ from anger or shame, :
_false accusation of adultery/ :
preference for co-wife/sexual
- incompatability, o : _
Wife-husband's Accusation of sorcery Wife from fear of Hanging
agnates : retaliazion
Intra-Lineage iefusal to send female -in Female Ego from shame Hanging
-marriage
KUMA Male ego- B/MB : Aaultery with B/MB's Offender from shame Hanging
. - wiTe and fear of branding,
Daughter-Parents Dispute concernln; marital Threat/real by Drowning
choice/refusal to senction daughter
~ divorce '
- Husband-Wife Dispute concerning neglect Wife Hanging
: of duty ‘
QROKAIVA Male ego-friend Offence against a Ego Hanging

Surrendor to
enemy/ Tanging
Yoisoned her-

self
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7

SOCIETY LEVEL CIRCUMSTANCES". IDENTITY MEANS
QANGGQLAM Unspecified Unspecified - Female Drwoning
MAE ENGA Daughter~parents Dispute concerning marital Threat/real by
N - : choice daughter
~ WOGEO Husband-wife Assault by husband following Threat/real by Hanging
: . dispute/adultery by -husband wife
GURURUMBA  Wife-husband's  Accusation of witchcraft - Wife
- agnates -

, see G,Landtman 1927:173,

'see W,N,Beaver 1920:177.




- SUICIDE:

- In general, cases ofﬂsuicide have not been-as well
documented for New Guinea as:they_have for African societies
(see Bohannan I1960) and'any analysis in terms of social—
structural variables is perhaps a little premature'given the
present state of our knowledve. HOWever, it is an area of
imnense 1mportance to this study not only. because 1t represents
another form of self-inflicted 1n3ury¥ but. because of the way
sulclde patterns reveal womens reactlons to dispute 31tuatlons.
The majority of the recorded 1nstances of su1c1de from our
sample of thirt y-flve_socletles,wnlcn are the result of some
dispute or offence (i.e.not from suchJinstitutionalized
situations as grief) are compiled. in Table 8 on which two
points must be nade:(I) that included under the column of,
-'means' are those instances where a person voluntarlly |
surrenders hlmserf to an enemy in the expectatlon of death.
R.M. Berndt's suggestlon that we should l1limit the term solely
to cases of "death by one's own hand" (1962:180) places an
unwarrented réstriction on the interpretation of suilcide cases
in terms of the peoples own concept'ions.2 (2) That there does
exist certaln differences as regards the observations of
lanthropolovlsts who have worked in the same area (e.g. Helder
~I9‘7O I28 and Matthlessen I96d 92) whicn nay e due to tue vagaries

of fieldwork experlence though clearly Berndt's (I972:1059) 3

analysis is based on an 1nadequate readlng of tne ethnographies.

'I. see also relevant section in thls chapter.

2, Thus one aight also include a case noted by A.d,. Strathern
(IS71:39) where aftera dispute with a fellow clansman, an
angry man nignt cut down a Poklambo tree as a fora of protect
and in expectation of death from his ii.

B.Speclflcally his discussion’in tne Bncyclopedia of Papua and

- New Guinea vol.II, and his ouission of those suicide cases
which occur among the Kiwai. :
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The initial difficulty in any study of suicide arises
principally from attempts to understand 'motive', both becauée_-
stated reasons often differ from-réal reasons,“ahd_because the
ethnographer has often to.rely.on traditionai accounts where
there inevitably occurs what Befndf terméd "rafiohélization cere
after tne-évent" (I962:I8I).'Cléarly, any.analjsié must consider
'§uicide n6t_only in tgrﬁs of personalify faétors, put situation,
Eultural expeétations, and personal choice. To a lérge exténﬁ
interpretations:of suicide in New Guinea have been based on
Malinowski's analysis (I926:94) in whidh pe distinguished'tnree
imp&rtant factors: (d) that suicide répresents an attempt to
escape from situations without an issue, (b) or to expiate a
a sin or offence- selfspunishment,'of (¢) a rorm of protest
against those that have d;iven hin to such éction - revenge. In
'this context it seemns that thé pebple themselves attribuce such .
suicides to stafes of extreme shame or-anger, the two 6ften
conétituting a temporal sequénce.I |

‘From an examination of tue ethnographies it séems'that

men cémmit suicide in the following situations: (4) When because
of the direct action,or inaction, of others he suffers shame and/
.or anger.Thué instances of suicidé among the Gahuku—Gama;
Mowehafen, and Melpa(A.M.Sfrathern I1972:256) reflect frustfation
on the part of the suicidé with those on whoa he.depends; there 1i:
an element of shame also in the former two cases beéause tne
‘individual cbns;deres himself unequal to tne rest of the malés or

his group who have achieved marital status.a

I.Thus Berndt (I962:I96)notes that the term Agaze connotes that
" shame which leads to anger".cf. alco F.E.Williams (I93%0:%33)
on the berm 'sisira' as self-pity and anger.
2. Females may comnit suicide for the same reasons(see Berndt
1952:196).
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Aﬁong the Kiﬁai (Lyons I921:25) it seems that when a FBS coamits
incest'with_male ego'siz,.ego may- hang hiﬁself both from,shamé
and as a form of ppétest.Thé.impoftant fact here is that any
direct physical action against the offender is'pfecluded because’
it is t_'-.;boo(sabi) wi'thin. the clan._Sjim_ila..r-'ly, ‘Berndt (I962:205)
records fof.the,Kamano;Jate, and Usurufa that quarrels which
arise within thé iinéage(and possiblytélan) may result in suicide
by the party which feels itself wronged.Once again the-choice
qf_other:avenues.of protest»or action are to a certain extent
“limited becausé (é) diredt‘physica; actibn would:céontravene the

B mbfal norms of the group, "members are éxpected to refrain from

-attempting to_injure'one another bj diréct violence or sorcery"

| (Befndt I962:396);andﬂ(b),cohtinued.guanréling might lead to a
.split'within the groﬁp_thus wéakening its strength in relation to
other co;ordinate ﬁqits. Thése cpnsidefqtions afe 3186 applicaole
fo tﬁbsé cases of sﬁicide among.thé Orokaiva (Williams I930:33%2)
and Helpa which result from scmé~dispute with fellow clansmen.

:: " (2) Cases where the suicide has himself cdmmited some offence.-

Kuma,Waropen,OrSkaiVa, and Lukalai. Whilé suicide may be-in some

sense understood here és an gttehpt-to expiate a'sin or offence,

it is important,to note that for the Kuma and waropen instances,

| the offence may properly be termed a 'crime' (i.e. offénée
against. his clan) and it seem$s according to Held(I957:79,2IO)
and M.Reay (I959a:48,I25)th¢ offender wéuld in any event have

" been expelled from the pa:ish, 6r have'beeﬁ killed or sufferéd
mﬁtilatioﬁ.Suicide:perhaps in these .cases fepresents an escabe

.- from such situations of extreme,punishment.'

With regard to the pétterns of female suicide two

general statements can be hadé following an exaaination of Table

- 8: (I) Females seem to resort to suicide more than men.<

4

I.This applies not only in ceras or reported instances, but
statistically as well.(see Berndt I962:I3I,aud d.Strathern 1972

o n
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(2) That Bohannan' s(I1960) conclus1on regardlng African societies -
"by far the greatest nuaber of suicides occur in domestlc 31tuat1ons"‘
seems,also applicable to New Guinea.
Suicide uﬁdoubtedly serves here as an index 6f strsin'in certain
social relationships, and i.Reay sﬁggesﬁs this'is most likely to
occur whcre "over-rlgld regulation (in the cause of social unlty)
is sought at an excess cost of self expr9551on"(1959a 202) One
exempllflcatlon of this might perhaps be in those instaaces of
dispufes between dsugnter-pafents concerning marital choices -
Kapauku case 57 App.2,S.Fore, Chimbu,Huli,Kuma,Mae Eﬁga,Melpa-
though the probiem here, as regafds Reay's theory, is wnat the
hostlllty might be more an 'expected' response than a real. show
of hosUlllty.I WhllQ statlstlcs are not available, it 1is reasonable
to suggest that one would find q:greater-preponderance of attemgted
suicides in these situations, as the person-often sees a-peal
"chance of coercing the other pagty intd giving up(A.M.Sfrathern
. 1972:2%%) or effecting a resonsiliation (Berndt I962:188). Quarrels
between ds-wives mignt also result in suicidé-OroKaiva (Williams
'1950:177),Usurufa (Berndt I962:I90) — though this is rare principally
because residential separation is alternativs meaﬁs,.and women
-often resort to violence ambng themselves. However, what doés emergs
'frpm:the_cass cited by Berndt is'tpat suicide often results as: fhe
culmination to a long period of continued quarreling.The fact that
the two wives were}frsm mutually hostile parishes was:a further

3

source of strain in the relationship.

T. HOwever, this is explicitly denied by Reay(1959a:179).

2. The incidence of 'threatened' suicide is.also likely to be

: greater in these situations.

%2, This is also a factor in the relationsnhips of co-wives among tne
Kuma(Reay I959a:80) who also tend to resort to physical means,
and any suicide here is likely as in the case noted by Berndt
(1I962:I90) to contain some hostility against the husbani as well.
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Another area of confllct in the- relatlons oetween
dauvhter and pdrents arlses over Lhe latter s refusal to sanctlon
a dlvoroe.requested_oyre woman_- Cnlmbu,hull,Melpa,and Kuma -
.;end.often.as-other avenues of esCape,aotion, or protest are.not
.feasible in'theaoircnmstenoes,'suicide.may result Host typioally,
the type of 31tudt10n is one of dual allenatlon, by a woman's
husband anl her kln. r"hus 1n Kuma s001ety a woman'" agnates have a
vested 1nterest in ensurlnv the contlnuance 01 the marltal
relatlonshlp since. otherw1se the ~would be llaole to repay the
brlde-prlce mhlch has long since been dl&Slpdted, and thus refuge
w1th her k1n is not always an alternatlve course of actlon since
they are llKely to send her baok promptly.I Returnlng to a former
lover is another pOSSlble course of actlon though once agaln unless
.tnat man's parish 1s in confllct w1th the husband s parish,he
lmay not wish to incur the latter S hostlllty and start -a possible
-war, anj will therefore "send her back mlth ' small payment for the
1naured husband"(Reay I959a 180). bulclde unaer these condltlons
':‘may offer the person an escape from a 51tuat10n w1thout any

'»concelvable issue. Slmllar con51deratlons are applicable to the
:suicide cases-reported for the Chimou and Melpa,where theﬂéimportencs
of the exchanée relationships betheen the wife's kin aad toe husband
‘may prompt the former.to return a wife who nas fun back to her
natal -kin.2

“1th certaln exceptlons,tnese argunents seen also

1.A4s w1ll be seen in OUT discussion of marital conillct amonv the
Kuma a wopan has much difficuity in pursuading her Kln that
she has a justified reason for dlvorce.(ﬁeay I3959a:15).
2. With regard. to the Huli, it seeus that it is the fear that
they mlght have to return the full bride-price which urges
then to send the wife back(ulasse I908 /5)
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relevent to those instaﬁces where @ wife querrels with her husband,

and ﬁheﬁ comzits $uicide.Ign6ring.motives for thc moment,Berndt
(1962:188) has suwceinetly stated the possible éourses of action which

a wife .faces in such sitﬁations:refuge with kin,eiopemeht,desertion,_-,
continued ﬁuarreiing,reconciliétion}or retaliation. Aé we have already
seen, whether the first course of actien is open to her dep ‘nds on her

-~ kin's assessment of their relations to ber huqband and hlS parish,and

whether they feel she is th: wronged party,In thls context however,
- one finds among the Kamano:Jate:Usurufa,Melpa, and Kuma(ileay1959a:202)

- that irrespective of the real causes of the. dispute, the wife |

invariably serves as a focus for blame both .by her hushand, and her own
agnates who may wish to appear innocent of any charge of complicity,or '
' i
simply de51re to malntaln c:anqtinrr exchange relations with the husband,

l

The clrcamstanees nd reasons as to why women - flnd themselvcs blanmed

- will Ye discussed.later,thouth.we may here note that ameng the 7.
Gﬁrurumba and Kamzo.:Jate:Usurufa, socigt}es in which women.retain their
natal clan membérship,suiciﬂe-mﬁv result from accusétions of.witchcraft
or sbrcery, offences for which they uonld othcrw1se bc killed, 2

Elopenment may not be an alternatlvc in any. g1ven situation (Berndt

1962:188) and desertion among the Melpa (A.M,Strathern.1972=187) and

Kamano:Jate:Usurufa would more thén likely he punished by plural ;

3

copulation,” The notion that suicide .thus represents a choice based on}
perception of a number .of possibilities, must take account not only
of the factor of preferences in these, hut often of factors divorced

from the dispute itself, In addition, smicide patterns may also

1, Which can be effected by an attempted suicide(Berndt 1962:188),
2, This may have heen the situntion among the Melpa as well where
. women were accused of poisoning, and the fact that she comes from a
" hostile parish would be an important factor in the situation as it
was in the case cited by Berndt (1962:182),
3. It scems reasonahle to suggest that suicide may also have occured
among the Keraki where uunl-alienation,and plural copulation as
punishment for desertion, were also present(Yilliams 1936:163),
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thus reflect not . only situations of dual alienation, but the lack

of other effective sanctions which could?be'used against a hl;:s?:)ami-.'i
- With regard to the nature of the offences themselves,-it ie
evident from an examination of Table’8 thet ameng the Tolai,Chimbu,
Melpe,Kameno,Jate;Usurufa; and WOgeo; en'assault-at_some stage of a
qﬁarrel is a precipitous cause in and eventual suicide,Thus Berndt
(1962) recorded nine cases of suicide from marital disccrd,two by men
and se;enlby womeﬁ, of which five of these iest seven illustrate
serious'assault-by the husband It is also evident that that an

offence such as vrongful appropriation of property does not of itself

i i

allow prediction as to the 11ke11hooq of su101de or the ;dentlty of the
party vhich might take such action.Thus in Kiwai society where the -
offeﬁce'is againét_a-wife-she maf commit sdicide-as a form of protest,i
while the same effence'amonv the Usurufa will fesult in th e husband?s:
snic1de(Berndt 1962: 192) Any marltal d1spute which eventuates in

suicide is 11ke1y to have a complex etiology,and reflect not ornly the
interests of the partles concerned, but the dominant cultural themnes of
their reEpeetiQe societies, This laftef point is we11 exemplified in -

the very marked contrast betueen the pervadlng setua150vertones of

those cases reported for the Kauano Jate: Ueurufa,and the concern
with exchange relations which .characterizes Melpa society, With respecé
to this latter society,and indeed the Xuma as well(Reay 1959a:20%4), 1t
seems that Bohannan s suggestion that "certaln comblnatlone of roles
are su101dogenlc"(1960.“60) is+s not part1cu1ar1y relevant in these

New Guinea societies, Thus, even though a Melpa wife identifies her- :

self with the interests of both her husband and her owm kin to the

1,Amonz the Melpa a wife has a range of sanctions such as popokl-
sickness,pecison,sorcery,menstrual pollution,spirit-possession,oath
taking ete, which she night resort to in any. snecific situation,If
the statistics were available,it would he interesting to see whether
the number and naturée of these alternative patterns of action in any
in given conflict situation, affected the appropriate incidence wate
of suicide,The fact that suicide among the Melpa rarely results from
disputes hetween co-wives perhaps reflects this point, '
2,This wmay,however,uerely reflect a facet of the cases witnessed,or
reported by Berrndt himself, ' ' '

3,.darriage is conceived of as a means of engagin o
artiviftuvl Rerndt TONRD. TP‘/\ gagingin reg gular sexual
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extent whﬂrc she mav find. herqclf popokl(angry) with both these vart:es

at the same tlme(A.M ‘Strathern 1Q72 282), her sunicide results not from:
any conception of 1hcowpwt1ble roles, hut from her failure to |
successfully fulfill tnem,(A.u.Strathern 1962: 284) ' o
Lastly,we may con31der attitudes rclat1ng to the act of .
suicidé itself, and the problems coneerning culpab111fy °n€ liabllltv.%
Vh11e the ethnograchles ‘do not permit as full a d1scuss1on as one |
would like, it seems that among the Kapauku (Posp1s11 1958:153) - ;
su101de was consldered an "immoral™ act and an ‘offence agalnst either
the person ﬁho.paid the bride-price or was entitled to it if she had
.married;thuc thé}hpébacd-ié not liable tc give compensation to her
kin, Thiélcontraéts with tﬁe Huli where'a husband who causes his wife'sf
'_death is liable- to 1nJenn1fy his affines though if the dlspute concerns
.her Father or brothez they *have.an ob11gat10n to 1ndemn1fy her MB ;
who would have recelved some of the brlde-prlce given for her, However;
'compensatlon pnymerts do not always connote an acccptdnce of blame, :
on the part of those paylng it. Thus; among the qudno Jate Usurufa | |

there is no notion of apport1on1ng blame to elther the husband or

the suicide by the former's kin,and normally only mortuary payments
at the wife's death are given to her brothers,However, where her -
kin are members of the same parish and fighting has occured or is

likely,compensation may bé forﬁafded'by thé husband and his kin to

appeasc the othcr party; it is not,however, an ccceptance of liahilit&.
.(Berndt 1962:189).1 ‘Among ‘the Chilmbu A(Nilles 1950:1}8) ‘and Melpa

death payments are-made'to the wife's kin at her_ceath and in these
cases may‘subsume compensation payments as wéll%However, for the Melpa,
the direction of thcse payments(Kikkapa) is determined by the placc
where the wife commité sﬁicide, ihdicating which gﬁoéts are heid

responsible for her death,

1.Cf.also G.Brown I910:253,J,A.Todd 19364424, :

2,i,e, %Where-the wife's kin feel the suicide is a2 result of the
mushand's neglect or ill-treatment, they may demand s higher 3
mortuary payment, : : : -
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SOCIETY

TABLE 9

adultery

~ LEVEL - DISPUTE TERM & MEANS. - INTENTION
CARAPESH " ‘Intra-parish/ ' Unstafed She ne Shnpul[%“e ho wagon:Aggrieved person
B Intra-clan e : .ties a mmemonic knot ol croton-leaf and
' .hnngs it on his door.Indicates his intent-'_
- . ion neither to g1ve or receive food from his
. . . offender, '
Husband-wife - Wife's incompetence in She. ne Shapul um Mbul: Husbqnd affixes piece
: ' her care .of pigs, of bark with arrows and spears on it,to her
‘ : . . - ' . door as. ameans of disciplining her,
Exchange partners Disatisfaction/default She ne Shapul um Buanyin:Aggrieved party
(Buanyin) : " in exchange relation places wooden bowl on agehu to termlnate
' : : ‘relationship,
LAXALAI = - ‘Inter-clan K Follows a peace ceremony Tahalo;Avoid physical contact and henCefort*
: ' .after feuding 'bécomé exchange partners,
MELPA . Wife-agnates Default in their payments Swears a Mi oath not to visit them again.
' ' L " to her husband 7 .
Exchange partners Dlsatisfactlon/default/ Swears a Mi.oath/places Mi on his door as a
' s R debts- : 'sign of termiration of relationship, '
Intra-lineage Any grievance ~ "Puts a mi"(Taboo) on co-residence, -
Wife~-hushand Neglect/Jealousy of co- _ Swears a Mi oath. ava1nst intereourse with
w1fe. - her husband, °
WAROPEN - - Intra-clan " Violent quarrel(Held Swears an oath which places other person
T ' - - 1957 37) : T as taboo for h1m total avoidance,
OROKAIVA .~ Husband-Wife Unspeclfled Wears a piece of his Heratu(totcm) on his
_ s ' o . arm and refuses her food.,
Wife-husband. Accusation of neglect _  Vears her totemic hadge and refuses food
- - by husband : from his gardens.
Intra-village Boundry dispute’ Erects. a 51gn(bnnch of leaves) to signify.
L - encroachment and neither g1ves nor receives
T : ‘ : . ~offenders hospitality.
Inter-village Unspecified " Wéars heratu and publicly refuses food in
' . . . order. to -shame offender,
ABELAM Inter-ward/Intra Unproven accusation of - Wauna Ndu:Refusal to sit/talk with offender
: ward

and henceforth compete as exchange partners
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SOCIETY . LEVEL: . ' ___DISPUTE TERM - MEANS - INTENTION
JALE Iﬁtrarward / - Theft/Adultery and most Heleroxo:Refusal to share food, speak, sit, or|

Inter-ward ‘ other offences , sleep with the offending party.
MARING - Intra-confederacy/ Insult/assaunlt/adultery/ Initiate taboos(Acek) on eating food cooked
' - Intra-clan . ~ Theft/homicide/pig over the same fire, or food grown by the
' - L depredatiOn/Where persons opposing person or group,
or groups are allies of two _ )
. . other opposing units,they
. must observe taboos.
KUMA : " Intra-subclan ' Serious and long sténdiﬁg Initiate fire-taboos(Doap ma Bii),.cannot use

.disputes o ‘ fire or food cooked on them,The taboo applies
: - ' to the descendents of the disputants as well
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AVOIDANGE:

'Whiie the ethnbgraphies'under_cohsiderat;on prévide few
_examﬁles of cases of informally instituted avoidance, it is
evident that elther 1na1v1duals, by usinm gardens at diiferent
'tlmes, or groups which were spatlully separated, could simply
avoid contact w1tn an opp051ng party (see cases 7,I0:app. 2)
'However, my concern here is to examlne those instances of ritually .
assumed avoidance patterns wnlcn in eizect place specific restrict=
ions on 1ntercourse between the two dlsputlnb partles. bxamples of
1these have been complled in Table 9, whlon also 1ncludea cases where
a relationship 1s‘symbollcally and irrevocably terminated. These
latter cases seem to pe resfficted to instances where an exchange
‘relationship has deteriorated because of fhe "shérp practice". . tiei
(Kabbery 1942:348) or negléct of one of the participants.I

_ Despite ﬁne paucity of'recorded examples of such
taboos. a ﬁuber of tentétive points ¢an be made with respect to
their occurence and the kinds of situation in &hich they might be
used.Firstly, such avoidances were not casually initiated by a parf
but weré.used onlj as a drastic or last resort measure (il.Mead |
1955:54-55,A.M.Strathern.I972a:I50) since tne-consequences for the
person who swears an oath,or executes the ritual prosedure, were
very sefious.-The fact.that it did represent an extreme stsate of
anger aad Self;deprivétion was no doubt an importaht factor in
endeavouring to 1nduce shdne in the other party: Secondly, formal
av01dance may elther nave followed dlrectly after an ofxence or '
dlspute, or axter fighting, aitercaticn (see case 3:app.c), or an’
_éssembly.-In ﬁne context of tinis last observation, the situations
where such avoidances were most likely to be adopted were(a) where
other courses of action were seen as inappropriate and 1ike1y to

sever?the reldtionsnip itself, and (b) where other courses of

1. Thla ritual abrogation or a ceremonial exchange relation occurs
mong the Abelam as well.
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action have falled to produce a settlenent of tne dlspute Thus among

., the Abelam, P. Kaboery expllcltiy states that avoidance only [
follows an adultery case where "no settlement has been reached" i
(1942:338). This kind 0¢ impasse 51tuatlon may very well ‘have
been charecterlstlc of tne disputes among tne Kuma, Waropen,
Arapesh, urozalva, and Melpa; by instituting a tenoo serious hostils
ity‘is_everted, The esseﬁtial'differeﬁce betﬁeen these latter

cases and_the instanées'amOng the Lakélai ane Abelam is that the
_natureeP the relationship itself does not change,-while 1among-the
Abelanm the dlsputants enter 1nto a new mode of 1nteractlon by

' competetlve exchange.a

Examlnatlon of the parties to tnesemdlspubes reveals that
they noetly stem from close 1nter-pe“sona1 relatlonsnlps, either
in a kin or residential sense, Tne intention of 1net1tut1ng these

av01dances is to Eubllclz declare a grievance and attempt to

d1$01p11ne the otner party by avpeallng to puollc sympathy, with-
drawing co- operatlon, and attempting to 1nauce shame 1n the offenaer.
The nature of the restrictions tnemselves, (I) on glVlng and recelv-;
- ing food, (2) using eachothers Ilres, (3) and the termination of ’
-co—reeidence, are well suited to the expression of hostility
becauée:they symbdliie shared interesfs,co—opefation, and frienship;
resumption pf'friendly'relations ié‘thps.expressed in these way

as ﬁell,e.g. commensality. The importance of the rituali involved in
instituting such taboos lies precisely in the fact tnée che conflict
is‘both'ﬁade public and, 1mperbona1 and formal discussion over the
taboo is unnecessary in these 01rcunstances(m Mead 1935:58). The |
vrestrlctlons are spe01flc and do not entail non~cooperation in otneri
activities, "the grea'ef the conrliict is narrowly defined"(Rappaport
I958:209) thus inhibiting a compiete breaikdown of tne reiaticnship

and the possibility of a more dangerous exgression of enmity..

I.Among the Apelam this also sServes as a ieans wheredy a person.
can refute a charge of adultery; failure in tne eAcndh e thus

1ndlcat1né gullt(haooery I942:215).
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It is inétruetive at .this juncture to compaié these
avoidénce patt¢fns ﬁith:seme pf the-@thér.self-help mechanisms
alreddy'discuséed The use-of'the'terﬁ "Fafety-Valve“ as applied
to these: varlous proceﬁures by anthropolog1sts, 19 a recogn1t1on
 +hat they prov1de an 1nst1tut1ona11zed outlet for hoetllltles Mlthln
spe01f10 confllct s1tuau10ns, and serve to mltlg;;e the serious
conscquances th at might otherwise ensue from such disputes. L.Coser
| (1956:41) distinguighed three.ques qf:exﬁression of such conflict,

 with which we can interpret the procedures previously enumerated;

(a) The dire@t:expression of hostility against the source of conflict:

-thua117ed f1*ht1ng, -duels,

(b) The dlsplacoment ‘of hostility onto subst1tute ohjeets:i~ Self-

" inflicted 1nJur1es su1c1de.

(c) Tens1on release activity without the ﬂeed for ohJect of host111tv

or qubstltute-- Hdrangues altercatlon.

Wh1le ritually assumed taboos snare similar functions to
these mechanlsms, it clearly represents, in Coeer's termq " a

displﬁcement of the means "(Coser 1956:43) of expressing conflict,

The essential, and important, difforence beiWeen this,dnd instancés
of ritualized ‘combat,is that the naturéldr terms of the relationship
doeé not éiter'ahd thus is a suitable means of expressing_hostilit&l
where a complete severance of the relationship is not desired .. While
R. happaport doeq not anquqe ritual av01dance 1n these terms, he

does suggest that taboo is. "better f1tted% (I968 209) to the
expression of ccnflict,because it turms the disputants away from
eachother;jhan'ritual% Thls statement apart from being too amh1vuous'
to allow serious discussion, ignores both tne fact th t institution-
alized conflict is by definition a rule-re ulated qct1v1ty and has tﬁ(
merit of "clearing the air"(Coser 1956:42), and that self-help

procedures,aé theose discussed, are usually part. of a total

1.7t is similarly unclear whether he uses the term for a system
of religious rites,or merely for any prescribed procedure,
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_strategy, or Series bf-ectiens in response to.an;effence._
The'abrOgation of such ritual:tabOQSﬁis'effebted_by a

| nunber of proceduresrThus,_aﬁon?'the warepen (G_Held.1057°913) and
Arapesh people the practlce is to'throw lime'to. s1gn1fy a.formal end
to prev:ously-host11e relatlonshlps, or, among the Mar1n (Rappaport:
- 1968:205) and Waropen (Hela 1957: 237) this is achieved by the use of
certain leaves for rubbing ea.chotner.1 In Orokalva soc1ety the
.state of avoiéance is informally ended by an etchange of glfts, er
as in the case of 1ntra- lan or 1nter- lan conflicts among the
Arapesh, by commensalltv of the two d1sputant=. In -the case of the’
-Jale and . Maring peoples where r1tua1 avo1dance is more frequentlv |
.resorted to, the resumptlon of relat1ons is formally 51gn1f1ed

at the respective Pig feasts of these commun1t1es where the person
who 1n1t1ated the taboo (har1ng), or tbe offender(Jale) must Eill

and present a plg(or p1gs) to the other party.2 o _ -_‘

1.%We may note that among the Gururumha (Newman 1967:87) the Lusu

ritual similarly serves to end a state of illness produced by intra-

village, or intra-clan disputes,and in which the dlsnutants rubhb

eachother with specially prepared water,

2.Known as Mangawaroxo auiong the Jale, 2nd as Acek Kung (taboo rigs)
in Maring society,
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WITEDRARAL:

It 1° ny 1ntent10n to examine here thn occurence ci
withdrawal -as a response to ooth 1nter—personal and 1nter—groun
- conflicts.Tue. motives rfor any rc31dent1al move are llKelj in each
caseto be comglux,‘reflectlng not onlJ aspects of the dlspute 1tselJ
'but ‘such factors as Lne size and status of TLe groug to waich
he 1ntenab to go and cne extent to uhlcn ne wiil himseif sufier

! In

Jural enopom=c, or 5001ai dlsabllltles from w1tnarawal.
addition to thls, cases of w1tharawa1 nust be analltlcally
dlfferentlated to reveal the Iollow1ng very dirferent 31tuations:2

Withdrawal

-~

THREAT of withdrawal

 ATTE4PTED withdrawal

Voluntdry S .

Total or teaporary 1nvol\r1n-r residential
separation & or change of group affiliation.

AGTUAL withdrawal:-

‘

Involuntary

Thréatened'witndfawal'from a group can'in'many instancés be
seen as part of a pursono strateay to both Iofce ovuers to 1nteerne
as well as make onhe's opponent retract an accusdtlon or desist from
some action. The kinds of situation where this mode of action is
takeh fevaal two quite. different sets of circumstances. (I) Where
aﬂtual withdrawal is likely to have berlous social and economlc
erffects on the group to which bdéth dlsputants berong. While
ethnographic examples ére'rare in Arapesh society co-operative'
economic units: are, small and moves are deprecated as weaﬁening both
the size and strength of thé: clan. Tﬁﬁs M.dead (I947:2I2) notes
that in any serious dispute the final resort'of an aggrieved party

"is to destroy his own property and threuaten to cease all co-operatio

I.¥ithdrawal from effe¢cts of feud or warfare are not here discusssd.
2.Empirically, however, Lngy often shade into eachotner or rora a
temnoxal oequenc,.
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with an opponent aud his gfoup.K.Burridge.(I950:95-97)-siﬁilarl§
noted a case of a'dispute between_é big man and‘another individual
of much less social statureiwhere'fellowing the endeavour of the :
former to engage in @ verbal dispute(to potn increase hi s prestige
and shame the leﬁter,) tne eccused attempted to destroy his coconute
as ah indication o his intention to:sever'relationships with the
villége. while this action mej have ‘indicated ‘tue maﬁ's inaoility
fto engagein the kind of political competidﬁ his opponent ooviouely
wanted,the threat or attemét to withdraw may a;so have been made as-e'
calculated bluff know1nb or:expectlng unat nis xin woudd prevent

him, and thereoy restore hls p051t10n vis a vis nis 0pponent to

one of "eqlvalence“(Burrldge 1950:96)..The threat or atteapt at
wlthdrawal_seems to occur among the Wogeo and Ngarawapum partlcularlf
(Hogbin I9%8,Read I950) in qases_of adultery witnin the cian where
.tﬁere is a strong ﬁoral-injuntiqn'restraining the reaction of &n

' I

~angry and offended husvand not to "breax the clan". The offender

‘may na<e a show of withdrawing in the'expeetétion of being stopped
by the'offended party, though equally an offended party may
attempt to withdraw as en'expression of real nostility (Berndt
1952:297). The:threat or withdpawal Bzy also be made in an zttempt
to ceerce otpefs ;nto fespectina ene's ﬁisnes,.es in the exemples
given by A.J.Strathern (see case?I;I972:155) concerning moka plans.
(2)The other eet‘bf circumsténces in wnich the threat
of withdrawal is‘mosf typically used is when Big men or headmen
use it against persons-Who.tnreaten-their authority or power in sdme
way. The e;fectlveneSb of tna threat oxr attempt is dependent on the
extent to whlch a ledder is critical to the stzeuotn continuance,
"and status of the group to which he velon 5s. ‘fhus in the case |
concerning the quarrel between Harighmiand his son(Hogbin I940)

the use of the threat and actual withdrawal is effective in aligning

initielly public opinion agzinst his son who causes his feﬁhér tc
U
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fo'endanger the group vy withdrawing ffom the village fbr a shorﬁ
time. A HMowehafen headman may act in a eimilar manner when his -
authdrity is'challenged (Todd I936-422-425), and‘it is reasonable
to su st threts of withdrawal were used in similar c1rcumstances
-1n other socletzes where a leader was 1ndlspensable to the
functioning of his group and did not by his actions threaten his
own position.

Volunfary departure'ﬁas a course of action employed by
either an offender or Victim; and once again the factor of prop-
inqﬁity assumes paramouﬁt'importance.Thusﬁwe have élreédy noted
ip.our diecuswion bf-altefcations that a persoﬁ who comamits |
adultery'is likely to temporarily_witndrew from the unit in'wnich
he cemmited the ecelof adultery, and.tnaﬁ this may immediately
follow the offence or follew.aﬁ altercation.In ine'societies |
'giveﬁ in Table \'4 we'aleo neﬁed that Withdrawel was most likely
to oceur where the adultery occurs within the clan(Nos.2,3,4,6,7,)
or w1th1n the sectlon (I,2) the units w1th1p whlcn the offender
suffers most shame irom his action. Adultery within the clan is
'-Similarly likely to :esult in a temporary withdrawal by the offender
among the Kamano,@ate;UsurufafBerndt I962:I60),1Kutubu, Kuma (Reay
'I969a:48)'and'Weropeﬁ.Another offence which causes a similar
withdra@allis amurder within the Parish (e.g. Kapauku Case 38, I71I
Pospisil I958, N.B.Dani Heider 1970:79).

-In.a'ease reported rer the Wogeo(see C.IS app.é),.tne
offended partj,-eyen after formal reconciliétien, leﬁtae the s
viliage temporarily both because he finds the pfospect of . co-resid-~
- ence with the offender unbeazaaleeand to restrain himself from
assaulting the man whlch would seriously contravene the moral

norm requiring pedceful settlement of dlspuues in the clan.#.H.
Goodenough (I962:9) has alsc commented on a similar reaction oz

. a Lakalai to any quarrel within the nemlet,:wnile J.A.,Todd(I935:422)
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has remarked that a Mowehafen man may temporarily'withdraw from
the village if his wife quarrels with her brother, since he
suffers shame from this action oi hers.

| -'However,.while sueh mo#es may mitigate the possibility
of serious'violence they de not'in theﬁselves bring disputes to
an end. Thus Heider‘s (1970:I0I) observation that"withdrawal
is a means of resolving confllct by diminisning or ellmlnatlng
contact between the parties" is not applicable to all instances
of moves and depends on the nature of the 1ssue which causes the
w1thdrawal Thus among Lhe Kuma(heay I959a 74) and Wanggulam (
Ploeg I969:C.9) residential seperdtlon of brothers axter a quarrel
'dees not reselve cenflict, but merely allows the pefsensfto-continuej
hostility froa their new home; and.where similar disputes betweens
'brothers among the Slane Melpa Kutubu, iaring,Huli occurs, and
one party mOVes to another place within the parish thls is often
indicative of relative power p051t10ns rather than an acknowledge-
Jment of wrong. _ _' | | |
The 1mportance of the relatlve status and power positions
. of disputants is also retegant in cases of involﬁntary'withdrawal,
either aé%hresultwoﬂeefieans agaiqst a group or against a stronger
faction. Thus among.the ilelpa people offences by a Big man against
a weaker party, or by the latter against a Big man nay fesult in
the weaker man's expulsion(A.J.Strathern 1Y72, Cases I,2, p-I503.s¢ee
Broaley I950,Case 6,p{247). An indiviuuel who has cemmited an
offence againsﬁ another parish may have.been extradicted to'
the victims parish where there was a desire to avoid a war with -
then, aﬁd while fhis_ﬁas oniy been bbsitiveiy documented for the
"Kapauku-(Pospisii'I955;cases 2,39) and Koita (seligmann I9I0:I29)
‘may equally have been present in otner societies with a council.

While ethnographers have generally been at pains to.

point to the absence of 'crimes" (offences against society at large,
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.in New Guinea sociéties, the ethnographieé do indicate nuinerous
casés Whefe a group reacts awainsf ap offender by expulsion'and/
or ex ecutlon.I Amonw the Klwal Mowehafen, WMering, Chlnbu (Nllles
1950:59),Kutubu, Waropen,W%ogeo, and S.B. Danl (Bromley 1960:250)

- a person suspected or convicted orAinitiating or making sorcery
within the parish ié likely to Dbe ekpelled'and killed, a punish:ﬁenpj
me%ed'outzfo witches inKu@a'sociepy-énd pqisonersiamong'thé‘mélpa |

- (Reay.1959a:48,M}Straphern1;972a:268).Other offenées include
treachefy(Kamano Jate,Usurufa, S.B.Dani,Xapauku), adﬁltery with
a KiB (Kuma) and promlbculty (Mclpa), homicide- (Waropen) anm
fal;ure to contrlbute to section payments(hull).

| R The‘factors‘affecting'a.persons choice of where
Eg_ggzg'are muiﬁifold; and'iikéiy tq'ihcludé not only the nature
" of the dispute i.e. whether he is’moving'td continue hpétility
or as a result of expulsion ~but ecological,politicai, and social
 variables ‘as well,.Thus anong the Mowehafen and Huli withdrawal
is é common reaction to almost any dispute situation (Todd Iv35:
456), and the hlgh rate of re31dentlal moalllty reflects partiy
the fact that cognablg ties in theSc 3091et1es make 1t easy for
a man to'ta&e up residence in another parish. however, we find
a'high rate of residential mobilitj among the S.Fore and Daﬁi
communitieé, though the ease with which a person can attach:
. himself to arotner parlbh is not linked to cognatic ties- so ﬂuch
as a toleratlpn,amonb the S. rore or dual loyaltles in tn face-
of the exigencies of war. Thus the ease w1tn which one can change
clan aiflllatlon ( as among the Abelam, S.8. Dani (Bronley T9oO 241)
and Qrokaiva (Allllaﬂg 1930 100)3) or the extent to whlcn a man

can,malntaln dual loyalties(as among the Xutubu,(Williams I94I:c93]

I.These can usually,thouoh not aiways, o¢ distinguished froa those
cases where there is 51mply 8 benaral censure of certain vctlons.
2. A compardtlve study of incest as crime cr sin would be .
revealing as wvell(see Held I957:79,2I0 aud Salisoury IYs2: /5

| for expulsion and execution foilowing incest)
3., see qJ.<'o d.Rimoldi T1905:49.
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and  Abelam wil‘ iect the 1n01dence or mitndrawal.sach social
_ SUructure w1ll thts present a. ranve of relationshlps or ties -
___w1th1n Wthh an 1nd1v1duai maJ make a ch01ce, whlch will be in
-fsom cuses dependent as we noted in Chapter 'IT on his expectations
of heip and opporaunlties for leadership.'Tnus wnere we iind
dispersed clan groups as among the naxalal TOldL, and Dani
.cdmmunities ; a person w1li use these as aoa51s for his choice of
residence, thoth he may equallyjaoin his wife's.group. as aaong the
. Orokaiva Abelam Arapesh ani most other 5001et1es. However,’whether
.-a person alopts the latter course o action he is ilkely to be
affected oy the kind-of help he can receive €ega lanc rights, and
the prevailing attidudes to non—agnates. Thus among the Chimou,
‘and S. Pore non- avnates do not suxfer any Jurai dissaoilities in
relation to agnates whereas anong the lae Enga who have acute
land shortage non—apnutes do suffer ceruain disabilities as we_

INevertheless, as we also noted there Big men

: noted in Cnapter Il,
‘among the Chimbu,ﬂae Kuma and &elpa are active in actracting
non—acnates to LhelI parlsh in order to pbolster its, . (and ‘tneir- own,

' strength and will offer quaiiiled rlvhts in land to them; thus’
"such ties as the MB-ZS,-and'WBsZH may be the basis of ones choice ¢
as to where to.move.' o . |

ihese'attitudes to non-agnates are thus important as
affecting notﬁonlylthe:decision_to'mOVe hut'thepdecision of where.:

to move to.‘In.his study'of the Kamano,dJate, Usurufa,‘Berndt (1952
I55) polnted out that réfugees in a parisih: are treated as "out-v

51ders",1n their disputes witn memoers of "their resident parish,

and as emerges from the- dlspute recorded on that page they

I. Non-agnates may also e expelled from the parish for anti-
social acts while agrnates cannot be (seggitt I965:%5-37).



Ta4
'cennet rely on the suppert of members.of'that parisn,outimust
call 6n‘the aid of their natal clan members. Dual lojalties are
not tolerated aiongst tnese communities‘end "the principle of

agnatic loyalties would be invoked against him in times.of stress"

(1962:401). Similar“considerations are applicable to the Melpa

peopie where freguent ehanges of residence may rerlect a spiral
of decrea31ng status, and the only way in whlcn a man can begin
again to achieve prestlve througn yioka is to return to hls natal

clan(A.J.Strathern 1962). I
' The last aspect of w1thdrawa1 is the erfect. inter-
group coniilcts have on social structures, thougn the subject
of segmentathn,f1531on,spllttlng is too complex to discuss in
any'detail here._Factors'as population increases and pressure on
land are llkely to effect the incidence of flss1on in addition
to any 1nter-gro p conlllct However, among the Chimbu,ifae Enga,
‘Melpa, and.Chimbu the level.of the clan section is imDortant as |
fission may develop along thase llnes wiiere the sectlons develop’
autonomy over time. Among ttue Aallu (MalanWSKl 19I5 519)
K01ta,Waropeu! Iatmul, andahuma,.éegmentatlon or fission is ' i
likely to follow ﬁromfactional rivalries within the minimal
agnatic units, and is usually associated with spatial separation
at the same time,'br by withdrawal of a clan or.sub-clan to auotner
territory.ZDisputes between Big-men among the Huli,ﬂafulu, and
Lakalai may alao cause new res1dent1a;.unlts to be estaoilshed,'
though aweong the Laxaia;.tnls is not associated with descent group
structure. The seghentary paradigm is not,therefore, necessarily
the key to segmentary politicel.relationsnips,and notably among the
.Mélpa the disputes between Big—men over wheu and where Joka will
I.Refugées are frequently accused oi sorcery or poisoning oecause
of their uncertain loyalties.See also 3Bromley I950:2I5 where
refugees are also accused ol sorcery and treated as outsiders.

2.In the ¥arcpen aud Orokaiva segaents of a clan are likely to’ '
retain clAn meabership at flrst achieving independent clan

.svatus over a period of time.
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be madé; are'significant in the processes or str@cturai change.‘
. In order to illustrate souae of the principies derived
from our discussicn of suicide and withdrawal, and to provide_a
.Basis.for a'brief discussion'bf sorcery acéusacions, I Want af ﬁnis
JLanU"e to eAamlne an aspect or male-Leuaale relatlonsnlps in
relation to ddultcry by a wife. Severa.i snudles have been converned
to relate various aspects of sex antagonism in the Western
. Bighlands of New Gulnea (Me rgit I9o4%4, Read I1954b) to other SUClaL-
structural variables'and my intention here is to.follow toe
teﬁtative fihdings 6f M.Strathern (I972a) conéerﬁiﬁg éorcery/
'p01son1ng accussations, polltlcal dfflllatlon of wife and her
agnates and the cultural thenes of poilutlon and strengtn. More

specificallyITwant to relate this cluster of factors to the

>

attitudes of men towards their wife's adultery.

Among the Kamano,Jate,ﬂsﬁrufa,,Ganuku Gama,Kiwai, I
Gururumba, Melba, and.Mériﬁg one aspect 6f the marked sex-antagonisg
is polluting powers of women and the relaQed fear bJ men of

~ ¢

menstrqatlng women. Interpourse, even within the sanctioned
.relationship‘of hﬁsbahd and wife, is considered dangerous and
weakeniﬁg the strength ol men. One also finds that in alli these
communities women are also coasidered dangerous’becauée oo

of their affiliation to their own clans;i.e. they retain

memoership to their natai c.lans.2 The third point of similarity
is that womén'are seen as the agent through which enemy sorcersrs

obtain the semen or'leavings' to work their art (Berndt I962:I59,

Z2.A considerable amnount of generalization has been necessary
and it is understood that teras iixze iacorporation deserve
to be elucidated in each case in teras oyl tne rignts or
each party to a marriage. ;

I. One mlght 1q0¢u4e tne Huli among this group as welili.
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aII Read I965:176,I954:27-28, d.Strathern I972a:I75; Newman
I1955:9I,Landtman 1908:258)7The fact of.beiﬁg open %o suggestion
as well as having the opbortunity to cdollect leavings is -impbrtani
.thou;h in all theée cases the 1pc1dence oL'abcusatlons are
affected byifhe polltlcal relation 01 tnu w1fe s kin to the
husbands “arleh - ac cuaaflons tendlng to be nade aDalnst wives
fron eneny groups.The interests of wwoamen are felt, in some-". '
areas oI behav1our, to be antlthetlcal to- those of m&n.I'
When we consider the reactions to the ddultery of a w1fe
1t is necessary to taxe account not only of tihe dlSpOSltlon
- of the husband,but the character of the offence, and the ;
réspective‘politicalﬂaffiliations of the wifé's.kin to the |
hUSbands'group. The severity of'thf reaction to the situation
among the Kamano,JatE,Usurufa;-usuéliy plural ¢opuiacion,
mutilation, or death - is not rgléped as such to the act or = |
adultery itself which"is'not per se- condemned (Berndt I962; | ;
57,I46), but to the fact that "alien seminal fluid has entered ;
his Wife's vagina and can harm him"(Berndt I962:159). ;_.;if_
Specifically, adultery is conceiyed aszcausing a loss or sfrength'
to the husband, and is one factor in the situation of marital
distrust.Women afe conceived as being lascivioﬁs and self- ... o
interésted parties,é point which is refiected in the cases oif
adulfery cited by'Berndt(I962) where femaies are portrayed as
taking tne initiative and as being too "strong" for men to resist:

(see Case 40,app.2); women serve as a focus for blame in such

I.It is interesting to note that witn tne excepgtion ol the
welpa(w.otrabhern I972a:194), barenness is considered a
grounds for divorce by a husband, reilectlng the concern
with growth and fertility.
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.cases ef'adultery Turning.to'the bther.secieties-mentioned,
1t is 1nte“est1ng to flnd th*S complex of features also
_ present Tnuu,'ln casea of adultery anstereotype ‘defence
in a Kiwai counc1l, or in an assembly among the Gahuku-Gama
and Melpa, is alnlea'of innocence and an imputation ofiblamelr-
(i;e. respensibility-uis iaid en-tnejwife ior enticing tne'mén)-
~ to the feuale (Lendtmen 1908~i71 Read I965:I54, ieo, M.Strathern
1972a:42). Adultery is 51m11ar1y held to have a weakening
effect on the strenath of ‘men (Read I954 27,3, Strathern I972a-
- Io4, ) and death is sometlmes tne penalty for such action.
. Howver, the factor o; th, pOllthdl affiliation

of the womdn 1n the case can axfect the consequent reactlon to
.the adultery. Thus, anon5 the Kamano wnerelaxflnal rulatlons
exist within tne_pdrlsh, tne penalty 1nfllcted on the wife may'
:be greater than.if ner-egnates cone from outeide tne parish
where there exists the p03510111ty oi war 11 her kin support
her against the hustané The 31tuat10n is llKely to depend- on the -
current relatlons ‘between the two;par;snes, acd such con31nerswi;
ations may influence the hquand's_behaviour towarde tne wife
(Berndt I962:BOI)g' | -

Comparing;thisnsituation with that among tne:Kuma

and Chimbu,2

it is immediately noticeable that though they
share'tne general-fear of menStruel pOllution the sex relatione'
and restraints arve far more lax tnan the 1nstanceb we have alread
diseussed.Marriage is largely with frmndlyunits and w1vea are
incorporated'into the clans of their'nusoands,albeit a quélified
.membershib.One méjor difference t6 the-Conmunities diseuseed'

-.1..-..,. i

é. Inform tion revardlng tne Siane is 1nsu1flclent 10r a
detailed analysis.

-I. The offtnder was still- llabie for ‘his actlons now»ver.
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above, is'thsf wives are rarely susbected of sorcery, and ?e:sonal
leavings are not critical to the performance of it, & fact perhaps
explained iﬁ_terms'of both tuoe friendly naﬁure of affinal relations
and the lack cf;fearuoﬁ the pollutlng powers of women between '
husbaﬁd and wife;Among.the'Kuma as among the Gururumba,'women are
more‘frequent Yy . accused of w1tcncraft However, both among Lhe Kuna
(Reay 19)9a I85) and Siane’ (Sdllsbury I96& 49) women are regarded
as_sexually promiscuous and.tnere may slmllarly have also been I
present an attribution of blame tq:women'in éuultery-cases, though
there is insufficient data to confirm this. Where the factor of
incorporation seexzs to be important'is'thgs in tne area of the \
type of danger which women hold for men, and this may explain
.why,womenfare not revarded as operating peisenior'soreeryI in tnese

communities.g 1m11arly dmong the Hae Enva ‘where there is found an

extreme anx1ety over menstrual pollutlon, and @marriage is concelved
of as w;th-enemles, one finds Both that women are 1ncorporated into 1
the husband's group and tn&t there is no accusation'againsc-them i
of either sorcery or 901son1n . With regard to tne reéaction aoalnst i
a wife for ddultery these see:m less severe aﬂong tne Kuka,udae Enga,
Cnlmbu, and Siane, than was the case. awonyg the oﬁher'Highland _
'communities discussed, and usuallﬁ stopped at beating or-mutilation?
While this discussion has beenusemewhat'restricted in it%s
'raﬁae of factors, and any full unﬁerstanding must necessarily

' tane account of male initiation rituals and otner aspect of male-

female relatlonshlps the broad patterms do nevertheless remain

I.i.e.. As acting as 1nst1 zators by purloining leavings.

2,The situation is perhaps ccnsiderably more couplex than given
here, because other factors aiready meantioned may arffect the
husband S resboqse Generelly, adultery in fla$rante delicto=was
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valid.Thus in other sbcieties wnere women are inCOrporated'into,
"the clan of %he husband,. as amnong ﬁhé Koita,Mailu,'Orokaivé,
Mafulu,Ngarawapum,-chere'is.no"ﬁarked sex anxiety as iﬁ the
Sociéties preViously diséussed, and there teads to be a high
incidence of intra—?illage marriage or-intranafish marriage.

" Women are not accused of sorcery,and do notibecome & focus for

blame as was the case in the Hiuhland comanunities. The.reaCtion to

a w1fe s 1dultery is thus more dlrectlj relatea to tne Uharacter
of the'offence;:én habitual offeqder was usually divorced, while
in flagrante adultery may have resultéd in ﬁnégwife's'deatn
as amdng the Mailu: (MalanﬂSKl I9I5 580),Koita (Seligman I9IO:
80); and Mafulu (W1lllambon I9I2 I74)

Among tone Sele-5001et1es Wogeo, Iatuul ,Arapesh,
and Abelsm sex anta’onlsn does ex1st but w1tnout the yolltlcal
connotatlone ol uhose reiatlonshlps noted for ‘the ngnlands*”.
women are invariably anorpordtea 1nto the hubOand'S clan aud
there is a high 1n01dence of 1nLra—v1lla e marriage. While

. I .
women are notznormaily suspected of sorceryy, there is certainly

some indication that adultery is considered as having a weakening

effect on men eithef directly;or on their yam érops (il.ilead I93%5:
I28), and amoﬁg the.WogeQ-that woaen témht'men into intercourse
(Hogbin 1938;242).2 Thus,though Ploeg (I966&259) does not ¢« n)°
explicitly mention.it;it ma& be that the fact of women SCrCerars
among the Wanggulam,and their abéénce among-tne:Baliem Dani, can
_be related to the poiht_fhat women do not become memders of tneif

husb“hd s cldn 1n Wanggulam. While such one to one correlations

T. Except among thé Arapesh,oul here accusations 'invariaoly
are levelled against women from ithe Plains area, and not
against wonmen from within the parlah Plalnswomen ar
regarded as more highly sexual.

2. mhus while the S.Fore share the Kamsno fear of menstrual
-pollution,women are never accused of sorcery, aad unlike
‘the XKamanc,are incorporated into the husband's group.
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can rarely offer a full explanation for the prescence of any

I

factor -it is clear that attitudes towards a wife's adultery,

'botn in the sense of the 1nputatlon of vlaame,zzs the effects tie
ddUltbr} is hclu to have on cthe husbands bglng, and the severity
of ths reaction to the wbman, are 1iKely to vary with ﬁné'nature
of the relationShip.petwéenvtﬁe'éexes, and the'reébective polit-
ical affiliations of the parties involved.

' While it is not my intehfion toﬂeiscuss nere the
natuve of borcery dlsyutes, 1t is ev1dent that the 1nc1dence

oif ac Cdoathdb within a parlsn 1m¢larly reilect: relatlonshlps
of political hostiliity. Thu$, tney seen to occur petween .
,(a)bectlons of a par;sh wnlch are polltlca+ly autonomous, and rnern
the tleu un1+1nv the sections are relatlvel weak, as among

the 0roka1va,£erax1 Jafulu, Aarlnd Gahuku Gama, and Gururumba;

(b) where clan or parlsh secmantsxare developing an increasing'
llndppendence and are in the process of flSSlon y 85 amdng Chimbu
~and llelpa clan sectlonb or Lhe =ect10no 01 ‘the- Abelaﬂdand S.Fore;
(c) against individuals who are regarded as in 'some sense
anti—social,though_whefé vhey are made it is invarciapbly betwéen

the sections pf J»pafish:as amongitne Vogeo,Xiwal,Waropen, Arapesh.
Accusations are also- wade againét such undesirables among the

" Mowehafen and Maring_.-5 and (d) against refugees withiﬁ a.parish,
as agong the Kaménb,Melpa,Marind,S?Baliei,and Kutubu. These xinds

of sorcery accusations are thus statements avdout social and Toenay

‘political relat 1onoh1ps.

I.Thus among the Kapauku,one might attribute the  attitude: 6f. aan

towards women's sexuality and theirinitiative in adulitery to the

relative independence znd autonomy taey &njoy as coapared to soae
c? the other Highlaud societies.’ :

2.This is always ao accusation of 1n=t134cL0u not perforiznce,

. &s sorcery is denied tu pe pructised in vie parish.

3. This is usualiy a successrul paiher than iapoveri.nec person.
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CONCLUSION
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The principal 6rientation of-this.sfudy'nas been towards .
the analysis of diéputes és tota¥ situatidns within which |
disputants are confronted withﬁqhoicés between a nﬁmbér df.'
alternative cburses_of_actioﬁ. The'principles,govgrniﬁg such choices
~as we saw in Chapter IV, vary according‘to.the_social range of the

of fence,the character of "the offence itself,and the relative

S

stg%uses and intentions of ths parties involved.'HowéQer, it is
néceésary to'view”subh étructﬁral features of disputes within the

. wider qontext o@nthe dominant and pfevailing éttitudes towardé-
disputes themselﬁes,and dispuﬁaﬁts,ahd fhe social norams (or coacepts
of morality) wnich gssume"relev;ncé within éiven conflicf situationst
To this end, anthropologists have fécbgnised thét the use ol the
term "descent ideologyP(A;J.Sfratherngl972)'cpnnotes not only

a set of ideas which articulates a conception of social order,

but that these ideas are both used and identified with the interests
~and policies of given groﬁﬁs; Thus we noted in Chapter III, that
among the Kuma the nbrms.énd Qalues'ﬁnich are used as a basis for
_judginglﬁehaviour; and‘in the interesté'of which attempts are made
to reconcile conflictihg parties, are those of the cian. In
situvations that have-leéd,-or which might lead vo intra—parish
conflict (Glasse & Lindenbaun I969:5155 the ideals of clan
identity_and clan solidarity, 6T indeed other principlesthich
‘symolise common interests, are stréséed and reiterated by third
parties either Withinlthe_confext of.court.sifuétions,altercatiogé,
or fights., These'iﬁeais ofteﬁ take the form of specifié injunctions
not to fight, guarrel, or spiit the group'(Salisbury'1962z3l, Read
I950:21%,2I5). Amony the Abelam, elders often intervene in quarrels

' admonishing both purties with the words "You are one clan, jou

I.#ost typicaily bthese .are based on common residence or iocality,
and people of one ward among the Abelam stress being "one
Piazzaf,as people of a viliage among tne sgarawapui ‘stress they
are of "one place".
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must'not quarrel. If-we.querrel the'cieo.will‘be'divided“ (Kaberry

I941: 255 I942: 86) Dlspute 31uuat10na; as we noted 1n onepter
III, and as Gluckman (I955) continually empha51ses in hls study of
the lozi,"are concerned w1th_re1atlonshmps.whlcn embrace many
Zinterests rather thao ephemeral relationships-involvihg single
rnterests_" (1955119)»and'thesen muliplex reletionships and the
&ecesqity of their maintenence find e#pression in the ideals and
1n3unctlons v01ced in confllct 31tudt10ns.

However, we -may qlstlngulsh here between such norms’

relating to flghtlng and quarreling, and whlch we saw .in the luast

Chapter are commonly phrased as .an expectation of a peaceful

I

settlemont of ‘dispute s w1tn1n given units,? and thdt nexus - of

vattltudes which functlon to limit and locallze hostllltles to tne
1mmed1ate persons or groups concerned These are dlrectly releVant
to any analysis whlch attempts to answer buch questlons as those
propounded by G.Cochrane_(I9/2.51).mM.Liu |
(I) Under what circuistances do people, knowing that an
offence has been comaited, fail to take'action?
(2) When do citizens say of something known to be a crime
'it's oothing to do with me'."”
| To a large extent bart'of the answer t¢ the first
question was given 1in Lhe chapter on self ~help where the factor
of proplnqulty, both in termq of klnsnlp and locallty,was seen to
determlne the reactlons of persons in such oases as adultery.
However the ouestlon is alqc amenable to analysis 1n terms of
of* the relatlve power p031tlonb of the partlea to a dispute, cane

weaxzer party often unable to redress the offence a5alnst nim

I. "The phratry is considered a field of action for reaching a
settlement in matters under dispute ..... and within which
people are willing to admitt the possibility or an amicaple
settleﬂent..“(Newman 1965:%1). : '
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(Case 29 app. 2). 1

| The importance. of maklng exp1101L the social range ox
an offence; in respect to the questlons enumerated apove, 1is
similarly evident in the light of such facts that among the

‘Wogeo- (Hogbin I938:239), Gahuku Gama (Read I955:264) and Kutubu
(Wllllams I940:276) there is both an explicit denlal of adultery
1n the clan, and 1nvar1aoly an "attempt to minimize the 1mportance
of clan dlsputes"(ReaJ I950:20I). This tendency to "play down"
bonflicts will thus occur.where the value of clan unity or

parish unitj is held to be importanf for reasons mentioned at the

beginning of this section, and noted by Berndt in his study (I9a2:

298), Such valies and iptefests, as we remarked in the introduction

to this thesis, will invariably be feflected in the cases which
anthropoloplsts collect from 1nformdnts,-e1tner because there has
been a suppressed recollectlon of serious hostllltles between
closely tied 1n11v1duals or groups(Ploeg I9o9 112), or oecause
informants tend to distort the facts to the advantage of themselves:
or their group. Thus non-actlon appears to be the desired form
of reacfion where the injunctions agaipst'any form of violence
are stroﬁg and where inquiry to‘esstaolish:the identit& oI an
offender,ior where anysvioleﬂeéragainst e known oifender, is
llkely to cause dlsseﬂs1on within the units wnere these pronlolt—
ions apply. Apart fron the cases of adultery already mentioned
non-action is also evident in cases of hom1c1de amonyg the
Keraki: (Williams I93b 162),Mailu (Mallnowskl 1915:579), Koita
(Sellvmann I9I0: I34) and Gahuku Gama (Read I955:264).

In answer to the second question posed oy Cocurane,

we have to consider the complex of attitudes concerning voth

the willingness,or reluctance,to judge actions or people, and

I.See also HMatthiessen (I952:32).
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tﬂe attitudes towapds interference in other peoples affsirs. 4s
yet, there has been little'systematic én&lysis.of eitner or these
issues,‘and observations on thése.points tend to be in the nature.
'of.passing conments. Neveptheiess, both Ploeg(I1969: I0S,I38)
,andaReéd(I§55:28I) have remarked for'thEIWanggulam,and.Gahuku Gama
resbectiVely, there thére is'a3relﬁcfan§e to judge actioﬁslor
%ituations againStfabstréct noﬁions of right or.wrong, though
ﬁogbiﬁ (I938:226j and ﬁernéﬁ (I952:292) explicitly talk in tefms
of actions aS'"idéally wrong". Té a_lérge extent I think-the‘ ’
differeﬁceé between these.interpfétaﬁion stém less from the |
diffefences in the empirical situatioﬁs, as from the inédequacy
of our 1anguage to reflect prim;tive.conqepts of justice etc. We
need to know in what sense the terms Mwang Tabo (Hogoin I93%33:23I),
. or Kets(Reay i959a) may be understadbdas"wrong". The ethnographies
we have considered in.thié study seen to-éuggest,as do their
.aﬁthors, that the moré;'connotafion ofJan.action is dependent on
the social context in Which it qccurs; that 'offences'as homicide
or adultery are not wrong per se,.but only where, in ieggittfs
(1965;95) words,"they cause ill-feeling between tnose who should
not quarrel " (Wiiliams I94I:534, Seliganann I9I0:13%4, Malinowsx«i
I9I5:579) and "cause haram to éoncreﬁe interests (Held:I957:120).

| Thé principle of non-interierence in disputes
which do not concern other éeople,_seems_directly linked to the
observations just made, and though_tne'qontexts“in which this
attitudé prevails are not méde-explicit by éthnograpneré wlio
have ﬁoted its e;iétence, it is reasdnable to assuine that it.
is relevant in those situations.where phére is a desire to limit -

and localize the dispute to the immediate parties involved. It
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is unlikely that aﬁy.single“explanation of its'ocqurenCe in

terms of such principles as ﬁautonomy" (Ploeg I969:IO6)'caﬁ"

’acaount for its existence in such. random an. varied societies

as the Iatmul (Batesoﬁ 1936:99), Orokaiva (Willia@s'lQBO:ﬁEéj,

Keraki (Williams 1936:16I5, Ngarawapun (Read I950:é05),M0wehafen

_ (Toéd 1935:440)fﬁKamano,Jate,déurufa (Berndt I95é:293),N.Baliem

Dani (Heider.I970:IOO)t S.Baliem D@ni-(Bromley i960:249),Woged

(Hogbin. I938:231), Maring I (Vayda 1968:230), and-Kuma 2 (Reay

I959a:17). Undoubtedly a fuller elucidation'of contexts would

' Eéve hélpe&.tdiexplain fhese occurehqps, and to Qhat extent we

can relaté.these notions-to the saciai range oIl a.dibpute.
This,sﬁud& has attemﬁted.to isolate contexts and

situations ih order to understahd the prihciples goﬁerning the

‘ éhoice of one mode of redress rathef_than anotner. Explanatory

hypotheses'in terms of ah either/ér'chqraéte; nave been_aVoided

as unlikely to accounf,for the extreme compexities-involVed

in any. dispute situationLP.G.Sack's vistatement thét'"it is'npt

-simplicity which makes traditionai law in New Gﬁinea primitive"

(I9?2;258).seéms particularly apt in the light of the observétions

made in this study.

I. "Ngot yenako awa" (Its none of my vbusiuess).

2. "Nim Konngan ma'".
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Explanation of Symbols

OB = v

+

W o wife

H Husband

M Mother

F Father

A Sister
Brother.
Daughter
Son
Classificatory
Elder

- Younger

C Case

" where the symbol / appears in a table, it is to be read

as or. With regard to the diagraas in Appendix I,horizontal

and vertical unoroken lines represent territorial divisions

of a parish where this is a village. Horizontal anu vertdical
broken lines represent territorial divisioass of & parish

where this unitc consists oi severai villages; subsecfions
within the sections are¢ demzreated. by diagonal unbroken
lines.Where the residential pattern of a parish is composed

of hanlets or homesueaus; territorial divisions arc¢ represented
by the use ci broken diagonal and vertical lines.



ABELAM

VILLAGE

WARD

Confederacy:

Temporary allies (Ngeindu
for war against trad-
tional enemies (Mama)

Parish:

Dual organization for
initiation and Yam cere-
monies (Ara)

Possesses a bird totem
(Djambu).

Work unit for construct-
ion of Tamberan house.

Clan: -

PARISH

SECTION
Nagura Amei

Sub-SECTION
Walgamu Ngai

Exogamous - totemic,

Own spells,songs, names
-and spirits (Ngwalndu).
Unit for -Yam harvesting,
planting, and display.
Communal land rights,.

Sub~Clan

Owns and works garden
 and bush land.
Possesses 'Ngwalndu!,

Ward :

Tamberan house,

Linked for ceremonial
occasions,

Unit for Yam display
with own piazza (Amei).

PHRATRIES

CLANS ~ ..
T Nagura Gem

CLAN(S) & SUB-CLANS

»  Sub-CLAN or CLAN

R



X
-300
)

200
’
’

HAMLETS
or VILLAGE(S)

HAMLETY
or WARD

A Y
A Y

PARISH

SECTION
Sho'vheli Wabul

Parish:
Feud occurs.

Communal fishing rights
Ritual unit for Tamberan.,

Clan:

Tamberan house
Communal hunting and
gardening rights,

MOIETIES

" . CLANS

CLAN
Awhilap

— — i



Confederacy:

Fluctuating enemy/ally
relationships.

Unit for Pig festival
(Buga Gende), & veget-
able distributions
(Mogena mbiri).

+

-+

200-1500 o . Exogamous
,7'80\0 Av. ' Main war unit.

- Ceremonial unit in Pig
feasto ' )

Sub-Clan:

Unit for feasting, and
marriage & death pay=-
ments,

PHRATRIES

" HOMESTEADS _ PARISH . o . - CLAN.

SECTION _ . Sub-CLAN

" . LINEAGE
Boromai | Svara




Confederacy:

Unstable enemy/ally
relations in war (Wim),
Feuding (Umai'm) occurs
Unit for Pig feast,

Moieties:
Exogamous-n Food taboos

Clans: .
Exogamous - Totemic,

Parish:

Named for a dominant
linked section group.
Unit for war, victory
celebrations (Edai), and
-1Je Wekanim' ceremony.

Sub-Clan:

Ganekho group which
possesses its own spec-

P o ~_ific sacred objects.
ks ~-
N.BALIEM DANI
‘ MOIETIES
_ CLANS
HAMLETS , PARISH CLANS or CLAN SEGMENTS

Sub-CLANS

'’ Sub-CLAN




SECTION

Sub-SECTION

Confederacy:
Fixed alliance

Phratry: .
Exogamous.

Clan:

Exogamoﬁs
Possesses bull roarer,
and arable land.,

~Sub—Cian:

Possesses sago swamps
and coconut groves,

Village: ST
Ritual unit with open
clearing behind the
village (Soso).

MOIETIES
PHRATRIES
" CLANS

CLAN SEGMENTS

Sub-CLANS

, LINEAGE(S) &/or Sub-CLANS




PARISH
NeiAgina

SECTION

Confederacy:

Amana Kina

Unstable alliances,

Parish:

Unit for offence and
defence, initiation, and
age gradeing rituals.,

Section:

Effective political unit
for war, and contracting
alliances,

. Exogamous

Lineage:
Unit for contracting
bride-price payments.

PHRATRIES

" CLAN-
Ka Kora

Sub-CLAN(S) or
LINEAGES

LOCAL LINEAGE




100-H00
350 Av.

VAR

'MAE-ENGA™

HOMESTEADS. PARISH

SECTION

Confederacy:
Temporary alliances,

Phratry:
Ideally no warfare
Unit for fertility rites
and 'sporting fights?®.

Clan:

Exogamous, Cult housé,
Feud occurs,

Sub-Clan: .
Unit for gardening,
purificatory rituals for

bachelors, fights, and
death compensations.

Lineage: _ _

. Communal land rights.

, Unit for bride-price
payments, injury com-
pensations, gardening and
building houses, .

PHRATRY

CLAN"*

Sub-CLAN

LOCAL LINEAGE

r

P s 3y PPt i o -



SECTION

Sub-SECTION

Confederacy:

Permanent war boundries.
Praditional allies for
war, trade, and exchange

" Moietles:
Exogamous.

Parish: -

Named for linked clan
unit, e

Feud occurs, but no use
of war fetishes or
victory ceremony.

Unit for Pig feast,

Section: !

" Feud does not occur.
Unit for fighting, and
victory dance,

Sub=Section?.

Men's house, :
Unit for gardening,
fencing projects, and
initiation, . '

MOIETIES
T CLANS

CLANS & CLAN SEGMENTS

Sub-CLANS

Sub-CLAN

[




-~

Confederacy:

(Ha'makoko ve None) .
Warfare prohibited but’
feud (Hina) occurs,

- Traditional enemies (Rova
Ve or Gara ve).

Unit for making temporary
alliances with other like
units, and Pig festival
(Idza Nama).

Parish:

""""" =======<|Feud prohibited.
Unit for initiation and
Pig feast

Clan:

Men'!s Club house (ILabusave
Exogamous - Land rlghts.
Unlt in inltiation.

]
!
!
!
|
i
|
1
[
!
]
|
|
!
[
N
)
(o}
o

100

Sub—Clan.

Nama flutes and tunes.
: : ) . Communal land rights.
T Lo .- . - . Unit in offence & defence.

TN a oS s R W s TR G aw ces Wp am e U

i
l

/ -
) Lineage:.
. Communal land rights.
Work unit. .
CAHUKU-GAMA
o .
n~ . .8.
. VILLAGES , PARISH ' ~ 'CLANS
VILLAGE SECTION CLAN
Ha'mako Ve None
waro/ . . . \Ssub-SecTioN Sub-CLAN

Ha'mahoko Dzuha None

*  LOCAL LINEAGE -
Dzuha



Confederacy:
FPixed alliance

Parish:

Unit for War gRobo)

Pig festival (Idzi Namu)
and Jabirisi ceremony.
Feuding (Nande) occurs.
Unit for grass-burning,

Clan:

Exogamous
Unit for war, gardening,
and exchange.

Sub-Section?

Arranges moriuary rites,
Bride~price payments and
food distributions,

Ward: .

' . Men's house, Flutes

oo T and tunes.

e L " Unit for initiation,
R - e 'Lineage:- '

- ' Communal land rights.

I
|
|
i
i
-
t
|
‘10
i
1
|
I
{
'
)
.
1
!
]
1
i

)

GURURUMBA
VILLAGES PARISH - PHRATRY
VILLAGE(S) SECTION - . .CLAN
- ot - Juhu
VILLAGE Sub-SECTION LINEAGES

WARD . : - e LINEAGES




270-~700
S00 AV,

'

HOMESTEADS PARISH
: Hamigini

SECTION

Confederacy:

Temporary alliances for
war (Wai Timbuni)

Parish:
Feud (Wai Emene) occurs.
Unit for initiation
rites in Tege, and for
bachelors! ritual (Harol
gamu),

Section:

Initiates war and peacé
Sponsors Tege festival
and mortuary feasts.,

PHRATRIES
CLANS

COGNATIC GROUP
" Hamigini

COGNATIC GROUP

BT L




Confederacy:

Traditional enemy/ally
relationships,

Parish:

Possesses dancing ground
(Wompunau), and cere-
monial house (Ngaigo).
Symbolised by the 'Fagle
as the fighting force of
the unit (Kau),.

Stick fights occur.

Two cross-cutting pailrs
ol initiatory moities
sub-divided into age :
grades.'

Clan:

Named lines based on

alternating generations

(Mbapma).

May be linked to anothex

clan as 'elder-younger!

: for ceremonial co-~

] . operation. '

IR ‘ Exogamous, myths, flute:
R totemic relics, and

ancestors, (Wagan),.

Land owning.

JATMUL - T

MOIETIES

- PHRATRIES

VILLAGE PARISH _ . CLANS

INITIATORY MOIETIES

WARD SECTION CLAN
Ngaiva

LINEAGE
Ngwoil-Ngqu
i



(——

Confederacy:

Temporary allies for war
(Wim) _ _ :

Moieties and Clans:

Exogamous
No political, economice,
or ritual functions.

. ’/
' " e -,_:.. _." <
JALE 7ol
VILLAGE , PARISH
"WARD

SECTION

T TR P TN, ey E e e e

Parish:

Bipartite division.
_ Feuding (Jeik) occurs.,

Ward : .
Men's house (Jouei)

 MOIETIES
. CLANS

CLAN SEGMENTS

Sub-CLAN(S) |
& LINEAGES

LOCAL LINEAGE
Ari




Confederacy:
Shifting alliances.

Parish:

Unit for Pig feast, and
age—gradeing rituals.,

Clan:

Unit for offence and
defence, initiation, an
tAvagli! ritual.
Exogamous-men's house

~ b~

2

" Lineage: .

- Possesses sacred flutes
and ritual tunes,

. Unit for houss building

and arranging marriages

Communal land xizhts.

C oy

'KAMANO: JATE:USURUFA . . = . o

VILLAGES A PARISH

CLANS -
VILLAGE SECTION o CLAN
WARD Sub-SECTION LINEAGE
Nofi (K)

NoTani w)



KAPAUKU

VILLAGES , PARISH

SECTION

Sub-SECTION

[4

Confederacy:

Fixed alliance for war
with traditional enemies
(Jape bugee).

Section:

Exogamous
Stick fights occur,

Lineage: .
Communal fishing, garden
ing and collecting
rights,

Village:

construction of
fences, and

Unit for
ditches,
bridges.

Sponsors Pig feast,

PHRATRIES

CLANS'
Tuma

CLAN SEGMENTS -

Sub-CLAN

LINEAGE




-

CKERAKI o

PARISH

VILLAGES
. Ive

VILLAGE SECTION

WARD Sub-SECTION

14

Confederacy:

Fixed for war against
traditional enemies
(Moku Devenar, or
Areviar) :

Moieties:
. Exogamous - Totemie

Parish:

Unit for war and making
alliances,

Feud (Guwari) occurs. .
Unit for initiation.

Clan: i

_Totemic - Exoéamous
Specific magical and
religious functions,

Sub-Clanz:

Uais for feasts, hunting
gardening, and raids.
Owns a Bull Roarer,

MOIETIES
Widama

CLANS

CLAN or Sub-CLANS
. Tuardr

Sub-CLAN




Confederacy:

Fixed enemy/ally
relations, '
Feuding occurs.,

Parish:

Unit for Horiomu, Mimia,
& Meguru ceremonies,
Men's house (Darimo)

Clan:

Exogamous - Totemic
Owns carved posts in
men's house,

.Unit for food distribdb--
ution in Horiomu,
“Principle feud unit,

KIWAI

PHRATRIES

" VILLAGE | PARISH " . CLANS
WARD ' SECTION CLAN
Gu

LOCAL LINEAGE




Confederacy:

Fixed enemy/ally
relations,

Parish:

Unit for Koriko and Tabu
feasts.

Communal hunting rights.

KOITA

VILLAGE(S)

PARISH

WARD SECTION

Clan:

Men's house (Dubu)
Communal land rights, .
Unit for mortuary
ceremonies and feasts,

MOIETIES

CLANS

CLAN
lduhu

LOCAL LINEAGE




Confederacy:

Traditional enemies,
fluctuating ally relat-
ions. .

Clan:

May be linked to other
clans for intermarriage,
aid in fighting, and Pig

|
-+
:

200-1700 ceremonials (Konggol)

700 AV,
P ~

" HOMESTEADS

KExogamous, -
Unit for war and Nut
festival (Wubalt)

Sub=Clan:

Unit for initiating war,
" building houses,
Communal land rights.

Lineage:

Unit for building,
fencing and clearing.

RS

PHRATRIES
Kang'm Wom

PARISH o - .CLAN
: : . Doogum Wom

P
SECTION Sub-CLAN
: Doogum Kembis
\ Sub-SECTION , LINEAGE

Doogum Kembis




VILLAGES

VILLAGE

PARISH

SECTION

Parish:

Feud (Yako Enibu) occurs
May unite for war. .
Unit for initiation.

Village:

Unit for offence & defe-~
nce, feasts, gardens,
building, initiation,
Men's house,

Clan:

Exogamous-Totemic
Communal land rights, .

k]

CLANS & CLAN SEGMENTS

Amindoba

CLAN(S) & Sub-CLANS

Sub-CLAN




Confederacy:

Pemporary alliance for
war,

Clan:
Communal rights in mask
designs,dances,trick cost
umeu,cultlvable land,
reefs & sacred places (Oh
Common fund of myths,
hosts (Hitu) & splrits
Tauna )., .
Incorporeal property of
magic and nose-piercing
technique.,
Parish:
Communal hunting and
gathering rights,
Unit for canoe contests
war, and ceremonies,
Feuding occurs.

Village:-

Fishing, collecting and
water rights.

Unit for war, gardening,
o and Valuku ceremony.

S e Ward: '

' Unit for contests, net-

fishing, hunting plgs,
building. .

o o Controlling unit for clan

’

CLAKALAL -

PHRATRIES

CLANS
Maratatila

Sub-CLANS . . .-

VILLAGES

PARISH - : CLAN SEGMENTS

- VILLAGE SECTION CLAN-SEGMENTS

WARD o Sub-SECTION  LINEAGES & LINEAGE:
’ SEGMENTS




~}-

“MARING

HOMESTEADS PARISH

SECTION

Confederacy:

e cme e e E————

Shifting alliances.
Entity for war and Pig
feast (Kaiko).

Rights in non-domestic-
ated resources,

Feud (Ura aman/Gui Bamp)
occurs.,

Clan:

Exogamous - Land owning
Fight Magic House.
Specific knowledge (Noman:

" 8ub-Clan:

Communal land rights,
Unit for recruiting
allies, bride-~wealth,
gardening, and food
distribution.

PHRATRIES

CLAN
- Yukai

F

Sub~CLAN
Yukai Timblu




- Confederacy:

. G G S D D S S SEN ED BB E G e e

Temporary Alliance

Parish:
' Communal hunting and

fishing rights,
Unit'for-feasts.

Clan:

Exogamous.,
Unit for war,
Club House (Emone)

MAFULU
VILLAGES . PARISH CLANS
T o Bilage .
VILLAGE(S) SECTION CLAN
. B Imbele
VILLAGE Sub-SECTION - Sub-CLAN




Mangkona

+-

45-500
N
/ N\

HOMESTEADS , PARISH

SECTION

Confederacy:

Fixed alliance against
traditional enemies (el
parka wamb),

- Unit for Pig feast.

Common origin symbolized
in 'MI? divination sub-~
stance and creation
place (Kona winyndi)

Clan:

Exogamous - may be paire
Own ceremonial ground.

'Sub—Clani

Men's house (Rapa).
Unit for Moka and stick
fights. _ .

Lineage:

May have own ceremonial
ground (Pena)

Unit for raising bpride-
wealth, and garden work.

CLAN
Tepam Tenda
'bi Tenda

" Sub-CLAN
.Rapa Tenda

LOCAL LINEAGE
Tepam Kangemal




MAILU

 VILLAGE

PARISH

SECTION

’

Confederacy:

Traditional enemies and
allies for war (Garaa)
Co-operate in annual
feasts and sago-swamp
activities.

Parish:

Unit for offence & defe-~
nce,

Communal fishing and
land rights.

Feud (Leko) occurs,

Acts as hosts in Maduna
festival,

Clan:

Exogamous

Men's house (Dubu)
Communal huntlng & land
rights.

Owns War canoes (Bobore)

Owns seafaring canoes &
flshlng nets %Gauma

CLANS

LOCAL Sub-CLAN

Dubu

e o L i ettt mneens W Sms -t e mm——— SR - gt



Parish:

Men's Club House

Unit for Ausan feast,
Co-operates with other
Parishes in ceremonial
& enonomic activities,

Cognatic Gioup;

Totemic :
Land~holding
i
' '.M_OWEHAFEN
. i
. VILLAGE . PARISH COGNATIC GROUP

Endit




SECTION

3

Sub-SECTION

~

Parish:

Ceremonial burning of
kunai grass,

Section: -~

Unit for Yam gardening
and mugus festival,
Linked to another sectior
for mutual aid,

Communal hunting and
gathering rights.
Offence and defence groug
contracting alliances

" outside parish,

Sub-Section:-

Exogamous

Communal land rights
Linked to other like .
units for reciprocal aid
in raids and Mugus feasts

Sub-Clans

Communal land rights.
Unit for Yam cultivation
_and making gardens,

CLANS

CLANS

CLAN
" LOCAL Sub-CLAN

- 4 meee s weermr e g e mc



—

- VILLAGES , PARISH

Pusu Tahavo

VILLAGE SECTION

WARD ' Sub-SECTION

Confederacy:

Temporary alliances for
war (Isoro)
Parish:

Feud (Embogi) occurs.

Section:

Men's house (Arijo)
Bachelor!s house (Oro)
Unit for initiation.

Clans -

Exogamous - Totemic
Communal lapd rights.

CLANS

Embo Javo
Araho

CLANS &/or
CLAN SEGMENTS

CLAN or LINEAGE




Confederacy:

Fluctuating enemy/ally
relationships in war
(Rowa).

' Phratry:

Exogamous

Feuding (Fine) occurs,
Pig feast (Yafo Koiya)
War prohibited.

Clan:
Main fight unit.

Unit in Pig feast, and
for "First Fruit ceremony

Sut=Clan: .

Men's house (Hovanum)
Unit for initiation,

Lineage:
L Owns Gerua designs,.

- ¢ - flutes, ritual speeches,
te , and post in men's house,
o Work group for women's
houses and garden plots

Communal land rights,

e PHRATRIES
' . L . Nenta Wenena
Kunarafo

VILLAGE PARISH i " CLAN
: . . ' . . We Rako -

WARD SECTION | Sub-CLAN

’ LOCAL LINEAGE




Confederacy: -

Temporary alliance for
war (Noogwe Mbanggwe)

" Parish:
Unit for Pig feast.

Clan:
Exogamous-Dispersed.

o---_-———----—

/
»7Q

"5
’

Sub=Clan:

Linked for inter-marriag
Unit for Pandanus feast.

l
.‘,j-.
) [y . _J o
WANGGULAM :
P00t MOIETIES.
: ' PHRATRIES
LT T CLANS
HAMLETS  PARISH . CLAN SEGMENTS -
SECTION Sub-CLAN
., Sub-SECTION * LINEAGE




Confederacy:

Temporary alliances for
raids (Da)

" Parish:
Feuding .occurs

Clan:

Unit for feud, and Saira
ceremony.
Men's house (Dama)
Linked ceremonially with
.another clan for ritual
co-operation, .
Communal land rights.

|

Exogamous _
Unit for funary feasts
(Munaba), and contracting
‘marriages., '

WAROPEN

VILLAGE . PARISH IR CLANS
. - Nu ) .

2

WARD SECTION CLAN
) Da
Sub-SECTION ' LINEAGE

Ruma




Confederacy:

Traditional allies and
enemies,
Unit for Warabwa ceremony

Moieties:

Matrilineal -~ Exogamous
"One blood" (Dara Ta)
group. :

Parish: . .
Communal hunting, felling
and collecting rights.

Village:
Men's house (Niabwa)
Unit for exchanges and
_ Walage feast. :

Clan:

- Unit for Pig-~hunting,
fishing,clearing,fencing
oo and gardening,
A : -‘Principal war unit.

Sub-Clan:

Acts as a unit in focd
preparation.

. MOIETIES
Tina

VILLAGES _ PARISH. , "~ CLANS

s

VILLAGE SECTION - " CLANS

WARD ' - Sub-SECTION - CLAN
Dan

LOCAL LINEAGE



>

Communal rights for
hunting, collecting, and
" to the egg lands.,

i
l .

} A Confederacy:

E Temporary alliance.
:“ Moieties:

: Exogamous,

[} .

. Parish:

|

L]

2

0
o

Clan:

\“Unit for lafge scale
mortuary rites, Tubuan,
and Balaguan ceremonies,

Lineage:

_Communal land rights, an
. unit for bride-wealth,

T ~ MOIETIES
o - . . Borniuruna
c T . 57 CLANS

E e Vunatarai

HAMLETS , PARISH T " 'CLAN SEGMENTS

Gunan

.t

SECTION ‘ LINEAGE &/or
Iklik Nu Gunan LINEAGE SEGMENT(S)
: Apiktarai
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1. Type: Intra-Lineage : '

. .Cause: Unauthorised harvesting of crops
"Place: " Pasikini Parish - Nelelum Ward ‘
- Date: April 30th 1966

Ref: Koch 1967, Case 52, De 416

. Parion's younger brother Enebo, had infermed his father :
Seiekmangke of tne fact that Parion had harvested some yams
belonging to him ﬁithout3pernission; Wﬁereupon Seiekmangke
immediately began shouting complaints from his adjunct jouei
towards the main mens house where Parion resided. There was
further abuse between the two which culminated in Parion
enterlng his father!s-house, and wpundrn%jhim. In retaliation
Enebo and Avele (Seiekmangke F+Be) prdceeded to assault:Parien;v

other men of the same ward then intervened to separate the

'dlsputants, whereupon Parion and his father entered 1nto a

heterexo relationship.

Type: Tnter-Ward -
Cause:. Alleged Adultery ™ e
Place: - Pasikini Parish E 9

Date: March 9th 1966 -
‘Ref: Koch 1967, Case 51, p.414

-

Joulimo (Nelelum Ward) had acquired Arpental (Womika)
by courtship, but the latter had contlnued to reside in her
natal ward. While preparations were taklng place for the_
wedding in Arpental'g father's-shed, she went to Nela Spring
to wash some potatoes but waS'there accosted by Tilip' |
(Arpental's + SH—B, -Womika), who sneaked up behind her and
attempted to have 1ntercourse. During the quarrel which:

ensued Tilip answered the accusatlons of Arpental with the

* retort that Joulimo had not provided the requisite pig for



Wamelek's (Arpental's -B) 1nit1at10n. _

' When Joullmo heard of this incident, he returned to

his Jouei where, with the other men of the ward, the events
were discussed, durlng which - Joullmo -gtated that he had been
searching for Tilip's wife 1n order to copulate with her, a
declsaon which recelved approving comments. Joulimo! s.father

Aloat, then proceeded to Tilio‘s'Joueiiin-Womika wherelan

- altercation followed, but with no apparent settlement.

Type: Inter-Ward » .

Cause:  Refusal to pay Compensatlon
Place: Pa51kini Parlsh .
‘Date: 1963 :

Ref: Koch 1967, Case 34, p.387

Nengblsa (Masaxavil) had 1nduced his sister's husband

Fovole (Saveaplnl) to accompany him on a trip to acquire some

new vines for a rattan dress. However, when - subsequent to the

Journey, Fovole dled, his death was attributed to an attack

'by-a female ghost of the Vlne, and Nengbisa was held responsible.

FPovole's younger brother Namne demanded a gullt-pig which

Nengblsa refused to. pay, and a suaxal followed, arter which

“both parties entered into aiheteroxo relationship;

Pype: Inter-Ward ~ ‘
Cause: Accusation of Adultery -
Place: Pasikini Parish

Date: May 24th 1965 '
Ref: Koch 1967, Case 41, P. 373

Durlng ‘the night someone had tried t0. enter Namovak's
(Wife of Leveng—Seraxanplni) house, and had attempted to have
interéourse with her. Following this unsuccessful attempt

Nanovak and her mother Sue (Halepini) discovered footprints

- leading to the Nelelum Ward and a'hrief'euaxal occured betweén

EIF ¢



these wards, in which charges wereimade-against Oulkmo.

In fact the identity of the real culprit became kmown

later (see Case 46)IWhen Ysaxon (Neielum) made a specific-

"~ charge against Leveng Seraxanpini),

“Leveng, you man over there, your W1fe was’ copulated

with by Oloveng (Masaxavil) at night butzit was us whom you

'have spoken to%, .

Type: .Inter-Ward

‘Cause: Child's defecation R ;-

Place: Pasikini Parish

" Date: December 16 = 17th 1965 L

Ref: Koch 1967, Case 43, p.375

Malaxe, wife of Avesu (Kenanghelomo), had moved to the

ehouse of her brother Wali (Nelelum), That nlght Molaxe's son

defecated on the sleeplng floor, and Esaven (Wali's W), on
discoverlng it, scolded Malaxe: . | .
- #Come here, look yourself the faeces your son has dropped‘
in my house; come take them away." _
‘Malaxe then returned to Kenangheiome in the middle of
the night, despite the fact that Esath's own father had
admonished his daughter for her actions in sending.fhem away.

' Wali put an end to the matter by providing his wife with a -
' pig to take to Malaxe to restore amity. |

- Types Inter-Ward

Cause: Unauthorised clearing of Land
Place: Pasikini Parish

" Date:  17th~18th March 1965

Ref: Koch 1967, Case 39

Selelemangke (Nelelum)began clearlng a stretch of land

outside the confines of the Seraxanpini Ward, a small part of

_~whieh area belehged to Isonu .(Seraxanpini). A few days later



one season on “the 1and.

_Herin (Seraxanpini) started work on the lands belonging to
'Isonu, but Selelemangke claimed that he was clearing brushwcod
- on his soil, and a Suaxal commenced.- However, next morning.

 Herin again started work on the disputed piece of land, and

a brawl ensued in which the_elder men tried to calm the

'younger fighters of both wards. During the Suaxal which '
-followed this fight, it soon became apparent that the real

issue between the parties concerned ‘a pig ‘which had been

given to Selelemangke by a man from his ward, and which had

never been returned. Herin now claimed this pig as a brother-

in-law to-this nan, and agreed-to 1eave the disputed area if
the pig was repaid. Selelemangke rejected this proposal and

himself claimed the pig in regard to Herin s unlawful inter-

':course with a woman .of hlS ward. The Suaxal ended with a

compromise solution when Selelemangke retracted his claim for .

a pig, in return for which Herin agreed to harvest for only |

mypé: Inter?Ward' 5
Cause: Attempted intercourse
Place: Pasikini Parish

Date: 9th Jan, 1966

Ref: Koch 1967, Case 46. Pp.397/8 |

~ 'Lilen (Nelelum) Wlfe of Ongliolilo (Seraxanpini), was
weeding beds in her father's_garden, ‘'when Weak (Kenangheiomo)
attempted to have intercourSe with her., After the men of
Seraxanpini had been informed of the'incident.a Suaxal
followed against the men of the ‘Ovolukmo Wards. and various

"1, Ovolukmo was the term used for all the wards of the Village

with the exception of Seraxanpini, which was geographically
- separated from the others.



people of Nelelum, Haleplnl, and Womlkna gathered together
in the aouei of Kenanghelomo ward to answer the charges. The
first accusations made by the men of Seraxanpinz were

directed against Weak, but soon other complaints and charges

_were.made against other Ovolukmo Men.who_had in the past

made similar-advagcee to their women., These_accuSations were
couﬁtered.by men- of the Qvolukﬁo side who made disparaging .
remarks coneerning the weaknesé'ef Seraxanpini men who- '
neither fought, npr'took.revenée. ‘However, as the Suaxal
began to fade Savulaxe (Big Man of HaIepini),made-a.Fpeech
which halted the recrlminatlons. & -
“Seraxanpinl is gust fine you in Pasikini Ovolukmo

~are just flne,.....all are flne.....women.....you Seraxanplnl .
‘men don't abuse the Ovolukmo Women, you of Ovolukmo men don't

rabuse the. Seraxanp1n1 women. Just stop it'“

- This ended the Suaxal, and an informal avoidance
between the two parties followed for a short time.
;AL
Type: Intra Clan

" Cause: Adultery C ‘{

Place: Palimbal
Date: 1932°
Ref: Bateson 1958, Case 4, pp.102-105 |

When Koulavwan had returned from a trading expedltion,
he was 1nformed by his mother Kapma-Tshat-Tagwa, and other
resident woman of his house, that Membi-Awan (Koulavwan's KB)
had made a visit to his wife during the night and put his

hand inside her mesquito bag. Koulavwan decided tthake

_ Membi~Awan before'the village Tultul, in front of whom the

offender claimed in his defehee that he had seen Kaindshi-



mboli-agwi giving a betel leaf to her sisfer's husband
i_Wompur-Ndemi, and that he had visited her later to check that
"she was not héving an affair with the man. .Ehe Tulful heard'-
the evidence froﬁ both pafties but took.no‘action;

- In addition to his quarrel with Membi-Awan, Koulavwan
also beat hié!wife, *bécause she had ‘not herself come ‘and
_told him, but_ had waited till Kapma-Tshat-Tagwa told"; a
course of action in which he was encoﬁragedfbj Kandam-Nowe,
‘his wife's KB, | ' ' .

This last quarrel had repercussibns oﬁ the relationship
between EKili=Mali (Kou;éﬁwan's F);.and his wifé, the former
'beating'her because she had élept whiié the offepder enteféd
the housé, and committed the offence. |

.Thé follqwing night Koulavwan, stiil'angry, began to- _
brawl with Membi-Awan, after which he again béat his wife who
" shouted for Kandem-Nowe to come to-her aid.’ Thellatter.camq,
exclaimipg that, - | _F' , _ B |

' "We are both of the saﬁ; ngngil4nggu“,.and was- soon
joined 5y 'Woli-yim_baﬁg and Kv}oshi.mbaj, both of whom scolded
Koulavwan for beating his wife and themselves "madg»é show of
beating" him. However, Kili-mali then entered the dispute .
with an angry tirade against Woli-yimbéng and Kwoshimba for
1n£erfering, stating that "Kaindshi-mbpli—agwi is no longer
ybur daughter. She belongs fq-uﬁ.“ In reply to these remarks
the two men.cdmplained-about the bride price which had been
paid to them for Koulavwan's wife, to which Eoulavwan replied
with similar disparaging remaiks.on their return payment, i.e..

" ‘the "nggwat keranda®, The argument continued with accusations-

T



and counter accusationa concerning their mutual'indebtedness,
in which Kwoshimba even referred back to the time when he had
let Kili-mali take the credit for a homicide which he was in
fact really responsible for., |

'Koulavwan then intervened between ‘his father and 7

" Kwoshimba, following which an exchange of areca nuts tcdk_place

as a formal sign of reconciliation between the disputants. -

S

"MOWEHAFEN ;-

Type: Inter-Parish
. Cause: Breach of Contract

Place: Magien Village

Date: 1934

Ref: Todd 1936, p.415
Langga (Aviklo), had requested Mangki (Magren‘—-oross )
cousin of Langga) to purchase some red ochre when he went on

a trading voyage. Mangki acquired the ochre and asked for

" payment amounting.to 48, Langga, however, refused to pay
alleging that Mangki had borrowed a dog of his, and had
‘neither returned nor paid for it. Mangki denied the allegation

aseerting.that the dog had run off into ‘the bush and failed

to return., However, after'further‘arguments; Langga‘paid :

‘the 4s.

The diSpute continued when Langga next alleged that he

'had not received -a return for the pig given when Mangki's

father had died, a charge refuted by Mangki who insisted he
was away at the time, and knew notning of the matter, Kraveng

(Mangki's ZH) in order to balance the debts, killed one of his

-_own pigs and presented it to- Langga. _

. However, it was Mangki who next argued that he had not

; been paid for a pig owned by Rario and Akrek (Half—brother of



| Langga) which he hadlboth paid for and looked after on their-

"behalf, Rario's brother Slan heard of this matter and sent

. for both Akrek and Rario who denied the.allegations of Mangki

10,

wifh the argument that he had never handed over the pig and

through his mistreatment of it, the pig had died. Once again

-Kraveng intervened placlng a gold lip- shell on the first pig’

and presented- both to Akrek

WANGGUTLAM

Type: Intra section

Cause: Disputed land c¢laim

Place: Karoba

Date: 1961

Ref: Ploeg 1969, Case 14, pp.139-140

" When some men of Karoba II attempted to make a sw1dden

1n Agarah, people from Karoba I clalmed that the land was

' thelirs as they had. opened 1t some time before- since there

were no clear boundrles, Karoba II claimed that the 1and of -

Karoba I was further to the eagt, -This dlspute had repur—
-cusslons on the relatlonship between a Karoba I individual
~and his MKZDS (Karoba III) who was at the pime-residing w1th
:nim, and who had helped'the'Karobé II open the disputed’land.

The man of Karoba I now requested the return of a shell band
he had previously lent the other man, ‘partly because of the

1atters alliance with the opposing sub=section Karoba II

‘However, Karoba II was not prevented from opening the gardenm,

for a number of KarobaAI denied the claims of their own sub-
section and acknowledged those of Karoba II. _
RThe opposing partles were mostly referred to by the

names of the constituent men, sometimes by the names of the

-



11 o

pub-sections," ' , .
Both parties to theldispute iﬁitiated a,prohibifion

on visiting each other, - - '

Type: Intra section - . . j', I -

Cause: Pig theft
Place° _Penggu

Ref s Ploeg 1969, Case 17, pp,149-150
Ngwembanik (Penggu B) had stolen a plg from Wunika's
father (Penggu B) to help pay the brlde price for his wife,

 and steadfastly refused to compensate the offended party for
'the theft. Some time later, Pubugarit's father died,'as the

result, it was presumed, of sorcery used in retaliation for

the pig theft. This interpretation'was subsequently verified

* when Ndegaligwe-(Pubagaiit's-FB) cut the ears of both Wunika's

. and Mbilumu's mothers, killing them afterwards., Following

these events a fight took pleee between the,Penggu sub-secfions :
but no casualties were sustained, When Mbilumu's father died
shortly afterwards, sﬁspicion was cast on Amianengga's
datghter‘who,'it was-thought, had used *Mnﬁ' Beeause of the
death of her FKZ, Her ears weie cut and blood drawn, but

Amianongga promised jowam to Mbilumu in order to avert his

'~deughter's'death.

. The compensation transactions took place between the
years 1953—1958 during which time Ngwembanlk gave jowam to .
Anarek (Pubagarit's F-B), thus acknowledglng the fact that it
was his theft which was responsible for the death. of Pubugarit.
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Type° Intra section

Cause: Theft of a dog

Place: -Penggu .

Date: 19627

Ref: Ploeg 1969, Case 5, p.91

Follow1ng the dlsappearance of his dog, Mbabuarek (Penggu—

' Lineage A) suspected Wandin (Penggu Lineage-C), a blg—man of
" the Wanggulam.parish.: At the time Mbabuarek was residing with

Ngabengga, Erimawe, Taukanet (Ngabengga's~ B), and Wuran

(Mbabuarek's =B). In retaliation for the theft, Erimawe,

Wuran and Taukanet stole a pandus fruit from Wandin's hamlet,

steamed if,iand shared it with Mbabuarek. ,HoWever;-sqme time

later Wan&in discovered the theft and after some investigation

found the'remains'of'the stolen article in Mbabuarek's garden., -

Wandin waited unt11 a. favourable opportunity presented itself
later that year before retallating and, follow1ng a small
brawl, Mbabuarek offered him compensation of a féw cowrie
shells. T 'j,-" - | '

Type: Intra section - %

Cause: Pig theft -

Place: Karoba
Date: 1962

""Ref: Ploeg 1969, Case 6, p.92

After they had dlscovered the disappearance of some of

their pig's fat, three Karoba II men k111ed and ate Wogogi's

- dog, assuming it to be the culprit. The next day, in retalla- _

tion, Wogogi burnt down a small hamlet where one of the
offenders had formerly.llved,-destroylng also some of the
surrounding.garden, and-theh prepared himself for the expected
counter attack.J-Awiamagak(xaroba I), who was onfa fisit'fo

his elder brother who was'liVing near Wogogi,'decided_to -

-'eettle the dispute, and went to the offender's hamlet (they



14,

15.

were his KB's) and collected 30 cowrie shells as compensation.

However,'Wogogi refused this, and Awiambaga‘collected a

" further 30 shells, which was eventuallf accepted.

Type: Intra Parlsh
Cause: Sorcery Accusatlon
Place: Penggu
Date: 1960
Ref: Ploeg 1969, Case I, pp.54-56

Ngerenggaligne's son Ajumatnarak fell ill and died, ‘
Whereupon.Perenatmendek immediately began to suspect his
other wife Tilubagatlak of having!woried *mum agaiﬁst his
son. 'Nginarek subsequently went on a hﬁn#ing expedition,
successfully killing several pigs which were prepared for
cooking by him and Pemben (Ngina;ekls MKBS)., While Pemben
was thus engaged in -this process, Nginarek saw from afar that
he was helped 5y Tilsbagatlak and when her ears were latér
cut the evidence conflrmed that she was the agent respons1ble
for.'mum'. A compensatlon payment was then assembled w1th
'the following people.making-contrlbgtlons, Perenatmendek,
Nginarek, Malimbenak'(MKBS), Ngabengga (Tilubagatlak KB),
and clas51flcatory brothers, Arlgunlk recelving a share as _
one;qf her agnatic relatives. ‘A few days 1ater Ngerenggallgne,
who had beenjliVingnin the same house as her co-=wife, left to

live with Nginarek's wife,

Type: Intra Parish

- Cause: Disputed 1and claims

Place: Pengga
Date: 1960—1961

. Ref: Ploeg 1969, Case 9, PP.95-105

Relations between Jiwaru (Penggu) and Arigunik (Jiwaru's
ZS) were somewhat hostile after. the latter's father Manggambini
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had refused.Jiwaru a further pig following the death_of one
of his sons; Manggambini moved'to another hamlet.subsequent
to this'dispute. (When Ploeg'first'arrived both Jiwaru and
Arigunik_were living in the same hamlet, but_after both had .
moved'away Jiwaru returned when it'became'evident’that»Ploeg
did not wish to live alone). )
However,‘when Arigunik returned to his former hamlet to
. dig cassava, Jiwaru claimed that he was trespassing on his‘
land, and began to argue vehemently. The following day the
two parties were in conflict again when Namunggwe (Arigunik's
wife) was accused of preventing others from selling Ploeg
vegetables, but this time Arigunik was supported by his
father and brother. .
~ Some days later Arigunik's -3 committed suicide, and

when Kweratlek (Jiwaru's wife) left to visit her parents at
Mbogondini, this was interpreted as proof that she had worked
'mum' against Watmbulukwe. for Arigunik's failure to'repay a
pig given by her for the cremation payment of his —B. The
' next day Arigunik, Tionggen, Lembiagép and three FKZS's made
an unsuccessful attempt to abduct Jigangganugwe (Jiwaru's
other wife), for all three were now held respon81ble for the
sorcery. After Wandin (Penggu), who openly supported Jiwaru,
had endeavoured to dissuade Arigunik from fighting, the latter
went to Jiwaru's hamlet in order to dlscuss the dispute; '

- ﬁbut only Komak, Jiwaru's-+B,-made a feeble effort to
intervene by saying that the afternoon meal was almost cooked
- and inviting'the quarrellers to come to eat.?

The next day a fight took place in which Arigunik was



supperted by his brother, Lembiagop, his WF Komak and some

Ngopare men, but there were no casual ies and both Arlgunlk :

- and Lembiagop were urged back by a KB of Arlgunlk's WF, 'It

~seems that ‘the oppoeit;on.of Komak to his brother Jiwaru, -

stemmed partly from an earlier dispute when their fathetr was
injured while fighting for Komak, but the latter refused to

acknowledge.Jiwaru's claim for compensation. Arigunik's

failure to kiil Jiwaru was interpreted by the latter as

evidence of the fact that the sorcery accusations had been

'invented ‘and both parties avoided each other despite the

friendly relations which still existed between the wives of .
Komak and learu. '
"During these quarrels intervention occurred sparingly.

There was no attempt by anybody, not even 4 big-man, to sit

- as theIholder of.a superordinate or impartial office",

16,

Type: Inter Parish .

Cause: Adultery e

Place: Near Mbogoga ‘ :

Date: 1956-1960 '

Ref: Ploeg 1969, Case 19, PP.154~156

Bottharoba I an@ Karoba III sections were at one time

living together-in another parish, but relations with their

host had become strained when Enggawarek (Karoba III)
'commltted adultery with the host's wife, In order. to revenge

‘himself “for this erime the outraged husband contacted a

neighbourlng parlsh who were hostile to the Karoba on account
of an unpaid debt for a killing they had commltted. In .

addltion to this last offence there had been an abduction by

_Luobarak-(Karoba 1) of a girl of their parish which both caused




a fight, and the subsequent seizure of pigs belonging to
Mbaganarek and Wogogi (Karoba I)iin revenge. Loubarak fled
to.another parisﬁ after these events, because of threats to
kill him by Wogogi._ | |

The offended host thus informed the neighbouring parish

" of Mbaganarek's whereabouts, and he was duly killed, an -

action which provoked.the dead- man's .younger brothers Wogogi,

-and Ngunduarek, to retaliate by killing four people from the

offending parish. A war then broke oﬁt between the two

parishes in which Nawak (Karoba III), was killed, following

which the Karoba, and lafer Loubérek} returned to Wanggulam, -

Some time later Loubaiek péid cpmpensation to Wégogi and
Ngunduarek to avert the'possible.retaliétion for the.déath of
their brother -for Whicﬁ hé was initially responsible, Engga-
ﬁarek-then'askedvthe brothers for jowam on account of Nawak's
death, and ~despite the: fact that it was really Enggawarek's
adultery which caused Mbaganarek's death, they feared the
possible resort to mum sorcery by Karoba III women, and 8o
fulfilled the request. ﬁOWever, oné Karoba I individual was

still angry with Enggawarek and split the tail of one of his

pigs which was to be included in the compensation péymeﬁf.

17¢
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Type: 'Intraeclan I
Cause: - Adultery

- Place: Wonevaro parish

.. Date: August 1933
Authority: Fandum (Headman of Bariat)

Ref: Hogbin 1938, pp.241-242

' Samara suspected his wife -of adultery and so decided to

f£ind out whether-his suspicions-were.correct, by hiding outside




the village,-having informed his wife that he was going into
the bush From his hidiﬁg piacerhe saw his ﬁife meet Karabase'

(Samara's BS), and having confronted them, they both fled,

'Karabase to Takul parish, and Samara's wife to relatlves 1n
_Mwarok. Samara then returned‘to his village, beat the sllt -
-gong, and “gave vent to his grlevance, descrlblng the. events

and giving the names of the guilty partles.

- After a feéw days, Fandum (kokwal of Bariat) who was
related to both Samara and Karabase, persuaded the latter to
return and when both parties had been 1ocated, took them to
Job and proceeded to questlon the dlsputants 1n publlc.

However, each party attempted to shift the blame on the other,

- Pandum having finally to settle the matter by ordering Karabase

" to pay compensation to Samara. Both Karabase's brother and

- brotherein-;aw contributed to the paymént; and Fandum returned

18,

to Bariat.

Type: Inter-Vlllage S

Cause: Wrongful approprlatlon of land
Place: Wonevaro parish .

Date: unstated '

_Ref: Hogbin 1938, p.147 .

Kulbob, Kokwal of Bariat, took over cultivation rlghts of

a set of allotments belonglng to a man from Job V111age. The

effended ind1v1dua1 sought assistance from his clan headman
Morus, and the follow1ng morning,’ accompanled by the rest of

the clan, they went to Bariat to state thelr grlevance. Morus,

© as spokesman for his party, presented the case concluding his

-speeeh by f;ourishing'a handful of earth under the ﬁose of

Kulbub's son;

“"Ig this yours? Do you recognize the smell? Did your

R s — T P T T—r—— ~ -~ ve een—t eyngan
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grandfather and,great'gfandfather before him make garden with

_ this earth?".

~ Moxrus then flung the earth into his face, an. action whlch
provoked a brawl, but the land eventually went to the
claimant from Job. ' | |
Type: Intra-clan

Cause: Attempted adultery
Place: Bariat

- Date: 1933 ”

Authority: Fandum
Ref. Hogbin 1938, pp.242-243

While fencing part of hls garden, Fandum (Kokwal of

_ Barlat) saw hls wife Jongotala and his half brother Kalf pass,

overhearlng thelr plans to meet next day. Fandum immediately

beat the slit gong, stood in the middle of the village and

" made an harangue concerning thg.“faifhlessness of wives and

the treachery of brothers." That'nighf'Kaif fled to Koil

Island. . ' ) T B
In Dap "the fact that he had broken the clan was mentloned

over and over again, and was clearly one of the main reasons

'why he was so roundly.cohdemned, although this had no practical

éonsequences for anyone outside fhe group concerned. After a

week Fandum sent for KAIAF to return, and a formal reconciliation

was arranged by a man of the opposite m01ety. Both disputants -

.s8at in the centre of the village and following a speech they

shared a meal. However three days later Fandum and Jongotaia

went away to Mwarok to avoid the ﬁossibility of his resorting

" to violenice against Kéiaf, .-

-~
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. 20, mType: Intra-sub Clan |
- Cause: "Dispute concernlng Brlde-wealth
. Place: Kawelka , _
. Date: 1964
.Ref. Strathern 1972 pp.110-112
' The daughter of a Kawelka Membo Oyambo man was.marrying
into the Kend1p1 Tribe, and at the "penal kng", the Kend1p1
brought three pigs one of Wthh was secretly put in the brlde'
mother's home.«.Follow1ng the distribution of the pig's legs
by the bride's fatner, the men,fron the Oyambo Sub—clan began
complainlng that nothing-had been glven to their wives, and
| a leg which was intended for two of" the bride's mother's
81sters was subsequently given to the Oyambo w1ves. Ehe
thlrd pig was then d1v1ded equally between people of the - two
Oyambo sub-sub.clans, Oyambo and Roklambo, but the former .
argued that srnce theﬁ were nore'numerons an eqnal distribution
was. unfair, and a flght then took place in whlch the bride's
mother berated the men for taking the share of meat 1ntended |
for ‘her sisters. o
"However, as often happens, advantage was taken of the
' fact that so many people were assembled there and the Komiti's
- (admlnistratlve helper)‘brother brought up an-old dispute wlth
a sub-cdan'nate - each accusing the.other of pig theft."
The'Koniti's brother answered the eharge by eating some
of the divination substance Mi,;.n6 ome interfered in.this
dispute which was considered aplely the'concern-of the.parties

v

.intolved.



21, Type: Intra~Parish :
" Cause: Default of payment
Place: Tipuka _
Date: unstated ‘
" -Ref: M.Strathern 1972, p.49 _ _ _
"wp Pipuka nan,_Nami, had twohwiies,.one from Minembi and
one from Maplke. He made moka with the brother of his Minembi
wife, receiving two sets of pearl shells for fwo pigs, whieh
he took from the Mapike woman's stalls., Iater he sent the
shells off and made moka with another man; the two pigs galned
from this he divided equally between the wives. mhen the
Maplke wife protested that she had prov1ded two pigs in the
.first place, and why had she recelved ,only one now°- Nami
promlsed her another 1ater, but she malntalned that the- _
second pig belonged to her, pulled at the plg rOpe and lashed
out at her cowife. ihe;quarrelllng was broken up by a blg-manﬂ
who'said thaf the husband was wrong: . the Maplke woman should
receive both plgs, since she provided them in the first place,
although it was true that the shells were from the Minembi -
brotherfin-law.. The Mlnembl w1£e was not at all. pleased but
;had,to acquiesce. Later comment on. the case was that Nami's'
initial error was to make moka from the pdgs of one wife with

. the brother of another." ' s s

 KAPAUKU

22. Type: Intra-sub-clan C .
; Cause: Homicide o
Place: Kojogeepa Village -
Date: 1938
- Authority: 1Ij Uga of Kojogeepa
Ref: Posp1s1l 1958, Case I, pp. 146-147 '

Durlng a war between the Iaaag-Plgome parlsh and the Goo

i people, Ig Tid (Kogogeepa) ambushed and shot Ij Ina (Oba;begaa),




coilectiﬁg_afterwards the requisite 'dabe uwo! payment from

the enemy., In additiqp to his repufetion as a thief, this
latest adtdon of his.broughtuconsiderable shame‘on-the'parish -
and both Ij'Uga‘and_Ij Inats son"wished fo execute Ij Tid.
However, becaiise of a plea for ieniency by the latter's

brothers, Ij Tid was subjected fo_a beating andlpublic reprimand,
.the punishment being executed ﬁy Ij Uga aﬁd Ij Tid's Brothers.

[

. 23, Type: ‘Inter-Parish
- Cause: Homicide
Place: Kego (South Kamu) R
- . Date: 1948 : ¢
Authority: Ed Pai of Dege
.. Ref:s Posposol 1958, Case 2, p.147

o
Iw Gek (Kego) had accused Ed Tun (Dege) of destroylng his

crops whereupon a stickfight ensued, and a few days later the

“latter shot Iw Gek In order to avert a poss1b1e war with the
parish of the dead man, Ed Pai decideéd that the culprit should
be sent to the Iw- people forvpunishment. However, Ed Tunl
escaped into the jungle and_efter_several mehths Iw Gek's
younger brother killed Ed Tod (Dege- PBS of Ed Tun), While

~ this killing was regarded as balanc1ng the dead on both sides,

Ed Tun had nevertheless to pay compensatlon to the elder

" brother of Ed Tod for the latter's death, '~ -

24.'TYfe. Intra—llneage

Cause: Disputed strip of land C
Place: Kojogeepa Village S0
Date: 1948

Authority: - Ij Eke of Aigii (Parish Headman)
Ref' Pospisil 1958, Case 48, p.177

i dispute wlthln the Igaaa Jamaina llneage was preclpl-.
. tated by Ij Uga (headman of Kojogeepa), when he-lncluded in-

his new garden a piece of land claimed by I Aik (Jagawaugii);
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In retaliation the latter destroyed some sugar cane growing

on another of Ij Uga's gardens, an action which had the

immediate effect of starting a stickfight between the-fwo
disputants. The following day Ij Uga went to Jagawaugii ano
chalienged Ij Aik to.a'duel' bu{ very soon ﬁany ofher parish
males became embr011ed 'in- the fight which continued for three
days. However, when some people from Botukebo v111age began .
using war arrows, Ij Eke sent the headmen of Itod -and Botukebo
to their respectlve opponents to argue for peace., After peace
had been reéstored, IJj Eke declared that Ia Aik had the right
to the disputed strlp of land.-

Type: Intra-lineage

Cause: Boundary dispute between brothers

Place: Aigii Village

Date: 1950

Authority: Ij Ekajewaijokaip of Aigii (v111age headman)
Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 6, D149

Ij Deg (A1g11) and his older brother I; Utu - (Algll)

quarrelled over the boundarles between their flelds, and in

',anger the latter shot his brother. However, IJ Dek surv1ved

‘this attack, and Ij Ekajewaijokaip decided that Ij Amo

(Aigii: =B of Ij Utu) should be responsible for'similarly

“wounding the offender, The pupishment'was duly executed; and

the injuries sustained were regarded as"balanced" on both sides.

ije: Intra-section
Cause: Accidental manslaughter
Place: Aigii Vlllage

.Date: 1950

. Authority: Ij Ekagewalaokalp of Aigii (Sub-clan and Parish

Headman) Ij Jokagaibo of Itoda
Ref: - Pospisil 1958, Case 8, pp.l150-151

‘While playing around a fire at night, Go Mab (Aigii)

4.0
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| accidentelly-pushed'Ij‘Dou (Obajbegaa) intelthe fire, and she
died the'following day’of tﬁe burns. “Go Mab was mildly
beaten by Ij Jokagalbo and Go Deg (Tugu: +B of Go Mab), but |
was ass1sted in the payment of the requlslte 1ndemn1ty by

C
both authoritles,

27. Type: Imtra-village
- Cause: Dispute over boundries
Place: Botukebo village
Date: 1952 -

Authority: I Eka;ewalaokalp of: Algll (Sub-clan and Parish Head)
Ref.~ Pospisil 1958, Case 50, p.l178 .

| Ij Uma (Botukebo) and Ij Taa (Botukebo) owned lands
contlguous to each other, the boundary 11ne of which had

: .: dlsappeared in the‘jungle overgrowth. No one liv1ng knew the

precise demarcation .lines, and both disputants attempted to

make lines which were to their own advantage. -

' Pollowing a fight in which Ij Awiitigae5 (headman of

Bo%ukebo) was involved, IJ Ekaje;aijokaip decided.the issue
by'establiShing'a new-ﬁounderyllipe halfway between those lines

claimed by both disputants, This decision settled the dispute.

‘28, Type: Intra-Village
: Cause: Battery
- Place: Kojogeepa Village _
Date: 1954 . '
Authorities: 1Ij Ekagewalaokalp (Section and Parish Leader)
: (I Awiitigaaj (Headman of Botukebo Village)
Ij Jokagaibo (Headman of Itoda Village)
‘ : Pi Pegabii (Headman of Obajbegga Village)
~Ref: Posplsil 1958, Case 13, p.153 -

I3 Amogepa (Headman of Koaogeepa), a man W1th a reputation .
l_as-a trouble maker, attempted to purchase a pig from his
younger brother Ij Ema (Kojogeepa) for the somewhat low price
of 5Km, IjJ Ema refused to sell the pig and a fight ensued in

whlch IJ -Ema suffered serious head wounds. All the authorities
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decided on a publlc reprimand of Ij Amoaepa whlch lasted for
a day.; |

Type: Intra-Village

- Cause: Theft of a Pig

Place: ' Botukebo Village
Date: 1953

Ref: "Pospisil 1958, -Case 143, P.234

" Ij Awiitigaaj (Botukeho Headman)‘killed a large sow

'helonging to Ij Obi (Botukebo) However~several witnesses

reported the deed to Ij 0b1 who charged the Headman with

theft. Nevertheless, because IJ Obi was now an old man,_he did
' -

not take the case any further and Ij Aw11t1gaa3, relying on

the strength of his follow1ng, both denied the charge and

-refused to pay for the pig.

Type: Intra-Parish
Cause: Breach of Sale Contract

. Place: Bibi (South Kamu Valley)

Date: 1952

' Authority: . Ij Jokagaibo of Itoda

Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 107, p.213

~ When Go Beg's (13 Jokaglbo s Wf) pig fell ill he decided.
to return it to Go Edo (Ij Jokaglbo s Mb) who had sold it to
him ror fifty Tm, but the 1atter refused to acknowledge his
liability to return Go Beg's honey.h Ij Jokagaibo was brought
to the place of the dispute by fhe=10uduarguments of the

. . C - '
disputants, and decided that since it could not be proved .

that the pig had been ill at the time of the sale each party
should keep half'the\sig, and Go Edo should pay twent& Km
because of his liahilityl This decision was acceptea_by both
defendant and plaintiff.



31, Type: Intra-village
Cause: Refusal-to comply w1th authorltle 8 request
Place: Aigii village . .
Date: 1953 :
. Authority: I} Ekaaewalaokalp of Algli (Vlllage and Parish
' headman )
Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 145, pp.234=235
Ij Nak (Aigii) and his brother Ij Iib (Aigii) had been
fighting each other for séveral days when Ij.Ekajewaijokaip
intervened requesting them to stop. However, Ij Nak refueed,.‘
.and the authority asked for the return of-a previous loan of
120 Km; in this action he was joined by Ij Jok (Aigii) who
' similarly asked for the return of his loan .of 10 Km, Despite
the defendant's pleas to be.excusedg they 5oth insisted-on
'payment which was duly returned. .
J32. Type: Intra—v111age.
: Cause: Accusation. of neglect of marital duty
Place: Jaga _
Date: January 1955
Authority: Ij Auw of Jaga
Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 42, p.173
‘Go Pet (Tugu) "declared . to Ij Auw that she would leave
her husband (Ij Aik of Jaga) because “the 1atter did not give
enough food to her two chlldren from her first marrlage.
Since Ij Auw helped to buy the woman, he became alarmed by
this statement, and questioned thé husband, who denied the
charge. They both reprimanded the woman for lying and she
promised not to Jeave, The .authority, who had paid part of
the bride prlce which the husband still owed him, in case of
a divorce resultlng from the ‘husband's guilt, would ‘have lost
- that part of his money whlch the woman's relatlves mlght refuse

to return." -



33. Type: Intra-village : :
Cause: Unmarried girl is forced 1nto sexual 1ntercourse.
Place: Boga
Date: 1951
Authority: Do One of Boga .
Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 41, P.172
| Do Amo (Boga) accosted Do Epa (Boga) on a. path and
proceeded to rape her twice. Although Do One had-pronouneed
the culprit guilty, and fixed the indemnity at 7 Km, Do Epa's
. father asked for 10 Km which he duly received. In an attempt
‘.to restore frlendly relatlons with Do Epa's famlly, Do Amo |

added an extra 4Km to the payment

34, Type: Intra-sub-clan ' -
. -Cause: Rival. claims over land _
Place: Obajbegaa v111age
Date: 1954
Authority: Pi Pegabii
Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 54, pp 180-181
Pi Wed (Obagbegaa) had began clearing a plot of land
inherited from his father, when:his'younger half brother Pi
Imo (Obajbegaa) disputed his right to the land. A stick fight
ensued in which Pi Pegabii participated on the side of Pi Wed.
However, Pi Pegabii soon entreated both parties to make peaee »
when it became evident that his own side could not prevail
.egainst Pi Imo's contingent. "The authority conceded the land
" ownership to. the young viector...".
35. Type: Inter-Parish
Cause: ' Theft of a pig
Place: Botukebo v1llage
Date: 1951
"~ Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 77, D193
.. Go Teg Pit (Tugu) stole a pig belonging to Ij Jik
(Botukebo) which he brought_back to his own parish where he
~ killed and ate it with his family. Go Teg (Tugu: FBS of



36,

Go Teg Pit), who was angry with the culprit for some other

reason, revealed the theft to Ij Jik for which he duly
received a reward.- In retaliation, a contingent from
Botukebo captured a pig belonglng to CGo Ken (Tugu: =B of
Go Teg Pit) as 1ndemnity.

Type: Intra-section .

Cause: Dispute over ownership of land
Place: Kojogeepa v111age

Date: May 3 1955 °

- Authority: Ij Ekajewaijokaip (Algll. Lineage and Parish

‘headman)

Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 51, PP.178=179

Ad Gip (Botukebo) was clearlng a new garden for 1j

' Jokagaibo (headman of - Itoda village), when Ij Amojepa

(headmanﬁof Kojogeepa)'claimed that the worker had cut part:
of his forest, Ij Jokagaibo arrived oh-the.seene, which
seemed to have attracted a small audiehce, ahd an argument
followed. Both parties put forward evidence that the
disputed plo%t was theirs,'Ij Amejepa femarking that his
father had,ﬁorked the'land,ga point whiéh was reiterated by

‘his mother., After w1tnesses had spoken on both sides, and

IJ Jokagalbo had admitted the truth of Ij Amogepa's statements,
the dispute took a'new turn. Ij Jokagaibo now asserted that
the father of IJ Amo jepa had cheated hls own father in the

past, and that he was now claiming 1and whlch really belonged

to him, However, as the debate was beginning to become.heated,

1j Ekajewaijokaip ihter?ened by rébuking each party in turm,

after:which the disputants dispersed, "promising each other
a fight the next day." In the ﬁeantime Ij'EkajewaijoKaip
had decided in favour of I Jokagalbo, and went himself to

Ij Amoaepa to "persuade h1m to give in." The latter accepted

~ this decision,



37. Type. Indetermlnable
: " Cause: Dispute concernlng marltal ch01ce
Place: Bibi
Date: 1953
Ref': POSplSll 1958 Case 14, p. 154

' Go Ama (Bibi) was belng forced to. marry Ti Eto (Mogo),
instead of Ij Jok (Ito), the person whom she wished to marry.
In order to. prevent the marriage she made'repeated attempts
to commit sulclde, but each tlme Go Ama was stopped and beaten
severely, Nevertheless, eventually ‘her brother and father

cOnsented to the marriage with I; Jok,

38, Type: Intra-village

Cause: Accusation of rape

Place: Boob (South Kamu Valley)

Date: 1950

Authority: Ko Ija of Boob

Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 22, pp.l59-160 _ '

Ko Imo "(Boob) accused Ko Peg (Boob) of having raped hls
wife, which charge was denled by both partles.' Since there
existed no ev1dence to support the allegatlon, and Ko lmo
had somewhat of a reputatlon as a llar, Ko Ija dlsmlssed the
charge., However, this did not settle the matter to the
satisfactlon.of Ko Imo who continued with his accusatlons
eventually'goading Ko Peg into starting a duel, Ko Ija
.restralned other people from 1nterfer1ng, but no punlshment
of Ko Imo was poss1ble because Ko Peg had started the duel.
39, Type: Intra-section

Causé: Accusation of illicit sexual intercourse

Place: Itoda village .

Date: January 5, 1955.°

-~ Authority: Ij Jokagalbo of Itoda
Ref: Pospisil 1958, Case 23, p. 160.
| In response to the accusation that an Itoda boy had

'approached Go Ama (Botukebo) and asked for sexual intercourse



ten boys of Botukebo immediately requested a public trial;“
_Both the defendant's husband and Ij Awiitigaaj (headman of
Botukebo) agreed to let the trial take place at Itodd.

np' great gathering of people watched the event. Jok,,
" the authority of Itod,'asked thé woman to bresént her case.
She t0ld her story in vague terms and could not identify the
. seducer., Her taiklwas interrupted'ﬁn several occasions ﬁy-
the bbys shoutihg,,"Lie, 1ies,'shé is lying....". The _
auth9rity; however, stopped them saying; "Let's hear what she
has to say, then it will be your turn to speak." IR
_ - The boys denied the charge, pointing out, during their
defenée, tha% Go Ama'é failure to identify anjone wéS'proof ~
of her lies.

"The authority agreed with_ihe'boys, ridiculed, and cross—
examined the woman, and finally Charged-her.withslying and
gave the boys permission to punish her," ' 2

Every offended person had the rlght to ass1st in the

}executlon of the punishment,
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N.Fore

Type:Intra-clan

Cause:Adultery

Place:0ra

Date:unstated

Ref.:R.il.Berndt I952,pp.I55-I50

Following thw death of one of his pigs,Ape decided to give it to
some of his younger lineage mates and his wife Mara'muga to share
among themselves.When the meat had been prepared Asiwa(Ape's ZS)
was invited to attend,but when Ape returned to his village his
wife seduced Asiwa.Thié followed for several days despite Asiwa's
constant reference to his fear of Ape's wrath,but iara'muga was

relentless in her demands and even threatened asiwa with pubplic

eXxposure -should he refuse her attentions.Eventually Asiwa did

"reject her,and Mara'muga carried out her threat implicating Asiwa as

the guilty party, whereupon Ape confronted him and a fight followed.

wther clan members intervenca pointing out that it was sara'muga

*who was to blame, a point wﬁich Asiwa had repeatedly voiced and

‘which Ape finally accepted.

Jate

Type :Marital

Cause :Refusal t0 have intercourse
Place:Ke'jagana

Date:unstated

Ref.:R.il.Berndt 1962, p.I89

Owajaga quarreled with his wife Ema(Kemiju) because she refused to
have intercourse with him and despite suffering severe mutilatiop
at her husband's hands sne abused her him with tne retort that

she was"no.malignant spirit:a human beinyg bore me.You burnt me and
my belly is hot:" That nighf she decorated herself with shells and
strings of bush beads,rubbed herself with grease and comzgitted
suicide in her husband's gapdeﬁ. Kokogi (Ema's FZS) repofted her
death to Mato'o (Emafs B) who proceded to wound Owajaga and burn
down his house.Hoﬁever Ajakiwa (Cwajaga's F) prevented further

conflict by presenting coupensatory gifts to Ema's brotners.

[4
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.45

Usurufa
Type:Intra-lineage
Cause :Wrongful approprlatlon of property.
Riace :Kogu
Date:unstated
Ref.:R.ill.Berndt I952,p.I3%
The father of Jasona had taken one of Konu's (Jasona's -B) pigs
without his permission, in order to pay for nis son's marriage to
Ativio(Ke'jagana).When Konu eventually .became aware of tue theft
he copulated with Ativio in retaliation, thus provoxing & serious
quarrel with his brother Jasona.However, in order to. avoid possible
conflict within the lineage,Jasona acknowledged that Konu had ret-
aliated for the theft in a legitimate manner, and Ativio was

blamed for the whole matter as well as beaten by her husband and his

lineage mates.

Type:Intra-parish

Cause:Adultery

rlace:Moiffe

Date:unstated

Ref.:R.M.Berndt I962,pp. IoO-I6I

On returning from her garden Ketu'na(Kogu-Wario's wife) was

attacked by manigu (cross-cousin of Wario), but in the ensueing
struggle she managed to break off a piece of his shredded bark waist-
fringe.While Ketu'na was busy informing her husband of the attempced

rape on her,yanigu prepared himself ror the retaliation he Kknew

"would come.The following morning Wario endeavoured to trace the owne:

of the waist-fringe, and after exhaustive enquiries it was Kerimi
(cross-cousin to Wario and Manigu) who answered, "You have shown

it to all the women!TI am éshamed.l i1o0k at the piece of bark and I
am ashawed!" Keremi then accompanied&Wério to the cuiprit's hpuse
where after shooting aﬁ Manigu, Kereami was himselr wounded by

Magori (+B orf Keremi,cross-cousin to Manigu ana Warioj,.The resultant
brawl soon embroiled other people as some Kogu brothers of Ketu'na
supported Manigu,while soae meﬁ of Moiffe aided wario, but the

"fight was then called to a halt",'and a reconciliation meal followe}

r



iy

Type :Marital ,

Cause: Disobedience leading to assault
Place:Kogu '

Date:unstated

Ref.:R.#.Berndt I962, pp.299-300

While out collecting pandénus nuts, I'iva told his wife Inaguja
(Koéu) to return to the village in case the garden sgirits harm
her by terminating her pregnancy.However, she refused to ovey hin
and struck her husband on the hedd. When I'iva's mother Egasi
then began reprimanding Inaguja she was herself assaulted. Egina

(cross-cousin to I'iva) nad witnessed all these events and called

- Ko'uja (I'iva's -B) to aid his brother which he duly did by shocting

Inaguja and carrying his wounded brother and mother back to their
village.Inaguja was carried back by her brother Viagupa. Anoja

(cross-cousin to I'iva and Inaguja) meanwhile informed Juta (I'iva's

. F) that Ko8uja had shot his daughter-in-lawy whereupon the rather

rebuked his two sons for their actions, redarxing that he had
"worked hard to buy this woman:s" I'iva then assaulted his father
but was shot while he attempted to flee by Ko'uja, but managed to
seek sanctuary with his nenafu(i.e.cross-cousin) O'zjura. A fight
then ensued between the latter two and Ko'uja and Anoja, but ended

when I'iva offered a pig as compensation to his father.
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