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Article abstract
Giving and Taking Garifuna and Yanomamo
While Nineteenth-Century anthropology characterized " Primitive Man " as a
materialist, although clumsy, barterer (pale préfiguration of the future Homo
economicus), after Mauss he was made the depositary of a opposite logic, that
of the Gift. Comparing his expérience among the Garifuna of Honduras with
recent ethnographie production conceming the Yanomamo of South America,
the author observes that none of the two models can satisfactorily account for
the observed facts. He proposes to distinguish three levels. First, ethnographie
materials present us scores oforiented individual actions, integrated within
strategies. However, the latter cannot be properly analysed without setting
them against the norms which assign to the individual the culturally-desirable
aims, the proper means to achieve them as well as the constraints which limit
their choices. Norms themselves reflect the contradictions which pervade the
social System; reciprocity in a given context may coïncide with predation in
another. Finally, the relationships between the group and ils environment,
through a given technology, exerts systemic constraints on the modes of
production and circulation. In the long run, neither demography, technology
nor the environment are stable sub-systems : only a historical approach may
reconcile the cumulative impact of individual décisions, the directions set by
the tensions within culturel norms, and the global dynamics of the économie
System and the environment
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