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" Statement of Theory

-

s

Purpdse“gﬁ_?éber -

One of the more exélﬁing problems to engage the attention of anthro-

»
.
.
¢ '
¢

pologists recently has been that of ethnic per51stencg and change.. A number

-

of scholars have worked on -various aspects of the problem, each advancing oQur
; The

understanding of the problem in'important but often isolated ways

pioneering work of Bérth (1969) and his d1sc1ples has advanced our understanding

prlmarlly regardlng the socia mechanlsms used to establish boundaries between
. From )

2

l%
ethnic groups and the manner in/which these boundaries are crossed

time to time Barth (1969) provides hints of the benefits thdt mlght accrue
& N

from addlng a. cognltlve, cultural, dimension to his behav1oral analy51s,

>

espe01ally is this evident when-he uses some .of Goffman s (1963) ideas.
. To. a ~ -
On the other hand,* some cognitive york proceeds as if there were
-1
f o™y
components of human llfe While many ideas pro-

no behavioral, or social,
ceeding from cognitive writings are indeed stlmulatlné, they often seem to
w,
\

:EQimulatlng but non-productive. liowever, ideas appli-

remain’ at that level,
cable tgian analy51s of group behav1or should proceed logically from

-
-

/ theoretical approach committed to understanding the construct;on of categor;eg
Certainly if a number of groups

that define reality to members of groups
field théir interaction @ust be predicated on there

!
f .
! interact in a given sociai

. .

B

g

being at least some areas of shared perception.
&1d of cognitive

i
f Unfortunately, much of the important work in the fi
A ) e ’ Al § >
hropology has proceeded in relative isolation from that in the field of

However, theorists in both areas are interested in a number
Among these are those of

-

‘ Jethnic studies.
of complementary if rot always similar problems
- o

i
|
i
‘ perception, identity, and predicgablllty
&
ach bel onp bo

orked apart frow the other the members of

: B |
i
of scholars‘hér

\}{

{

| ' 0003
3

-
A

Furthermore, while each tatepdry




T The, concspt pf there being- a Jront stage, or public presentation “of"

“

" -2— ’ 4 . .
4 ~ T * ’
that larger category, anthropology, and it is not surprising that the work of :
each groub can be combined rather easily with that of the ‘other in a more {

. . : . 1

o

. ) £ . .
meaningful whole. - . ’ * \\\\

The major objective of this work/is to ‘test the-heuristic value of '

;‘ M . . Ty

the combination of “certain aspects &f cognitive theory, mainly thoge '

Goodenough (1969) emphasizes,with aspéctgngtressing the social nature

* s
- 2, e

of ethnic ‘groups and thei%?boundary maintenance functions. . The first
. o~ : ° , 7 ¢ -

sections of the work will present_a dibcussion of the theoretical apprbaches

-

of Goffman, Barth, LeVine and Goodenough. These will be followed by an /

7 - LA

. T

N LT - - -
extensive analy51s of a case study,/fnat'of schooXchildren in an ethnically .

heterogeneous area, Yau€1 Division, North-Western State. Niger;a Finally,

Y A -
]

A .
the last section investigates the usefulness of the combination of cogni- .

tive'and.beﬁﬂciofal apprdacheé and suggests some implications fer further

w g *
»

.theoretical development and research. , ) '

o
2 ¢ . s

' P
- Boundaries and Social Situations

- 5 kel

*" There is little argument'among those who have recently studied ethnig

éycups that ethnic groups form categories for action, that their members .
ére recruited mainly through ;ascription, that members can and do cross
”n

boundary-maintenance lines, “and that they persist through t%he socially .even

v

- -

as they change culturally. The major anuhropologrcal "school"'identified
N & ;

. C ( N
with tecent studies of ethnicity has'beeh that of Frederick Barth, though,

of course, such studies go ba}k in scientlfic form to Max Weber. These foJ .

recent students of ethnicity freely-’ acknowl%dge their debt to Goffman 1963)

N

-
¢

Especially useful are his concepts of the "frontasvape - bac?qt%gﬁ arees ‘ .
,life and tnat of the soc:;}/51tuetio 1 ! ' e ’ A . _\~
Y . * ‘ 4 M .

» ‘s

"selfgeend 2 backstageoarea is ef spéCzal 1mportance.to ethnif theory, ror 1t
. . ; y

o © 7 ) .
A - 00004 - L
. . b 13 ‘:r"' 5 .




R, o . s X
enables the résearcher to ded} with otherwise incompatible behavior by
) L - P .

group memberg.' Cronin (1572) makes an interestiﬁé use of the,concept in

her study of Sicilian-.immigrants in Australia, when .she talks of buﬁlic

Thus, most changes in her sample originate in
1 B -

actions between Sicilians’ and other groups_ih th public area.

- and private areas of life.

3

Very few

>

v 1 . -

changes originate in the privané'or backstage ,area. Even when social °
o, N h )

chenges come about in the backstage érea,'very'few immediate gognitive\changes

. . 3

. F 4 1 A )
- follow. Over'blme, of course, there are such changes, but these seem to be

.

;  'frewer than one might normalfy expect. In other.wo“ds, ethnic.identity has

persisted even when many thanges “in behavior have had to be made by group _a
) ’ b

-

a

2

~ ’ . B

: members. As I hévg argued elsevhere (197k), behavioral changes uSually”

.~ F .
>

preceed cultural ones in multiethnic interaction., »

¢

The concept of "backstage" is, of course, part of Goffman's wider

-~

, P ]
theory of impression mansgement, or self—preseﬁfg%ion. While his con-,

cept of "social situation” is at least as.much a part of the higher-order .

‘ ’

concept of impression management as is that:of the "backstape"; ils use,
\ .

x . N

. -

has not bekn aﬁywhere so nearly extensive. Cért@inly some use has been

2 ; -
* ,

of it. Barth's (1969) statement of the permeable nature of ethnic boundaries

» » .

seems to me to bg a ﬁf;merexamﬁle of its use in recent ethnic theory. _ But

- « >

the fact that s me‘membérs of ethnic group'A  through certain modifications

in their behavioral presentations can "pass" from that group to ethnic group
13 * - . & » v

r - ,

B, is only one use that can be made of the concept. Below I will suggest
) ‘ . . . 2

.- 1 4 -
’ some further uses of Goffman's insight. Here suffice it to say simply that
-

every interaction‘betwéenwfgmbe{s of two different ethnic groups canVpe . 5

4 I N .
T . . - . 75
. . virwed as %)"social situation”s °, ‘ L
L) - ’ Y
. ’ ¢ A * o N N o« re o .
Since "the concept *holds a gregt deal of promisc feyp aiding in the
[ 4 *

- 5 ,‘ - < -
nndersbanding of éthnic groups, a brief discussion is in order, 7
N B : .
. . ) )

L] R ¥ \
1 . . . ( L, "
ne course, every intragroup interaction 1is also open btol sueh’ inberpretation,
. ‘s Y . rl
! as Gofﬂggﬁﬂ(l963) mukes clear. Here, however, the focus in on inLergsroup
) . > v . ,
v .. intersction. ‘ .
'E . \

13

o \ 00005 - -
. A |

. \




o sider matters from the normative point of view and speak R %

" Goffman (1963:193) discusses the concept in the following passage. '

N - }

I have suggested that the behavior of an 1nd1v1dual ) ” ¢
wWhile in a sithation is gulded by ‘social values or norms ¢ -
. concerning involvement. ™These rulings apply &o the. ,

. intensity of involvements, their distribution among ) ) i
poss1ble main and. side activities, and, importantly, N °
thelr tendency to bring him into an engagement with all, ’
some, "or none! presght. There will be then a patterned LN

. distribution or allocation of the individual's involve- .
N ment By taklng the point of v1ew of the situation-
Tas whole, we can link the involvement allocatlon of each
partlclpant to - that maintained by each of the’ other ..
partlclpants, p1erc1ng together in this way a pattern ' .
that can be described as the structure of involvement ,
in the situation. (And just as we speak of actual ~ - o=
allocations and structures. of involvement, so we can con- C e .

-

of préscrlbed allocations and.structures of involve- R

ment) Since the shape and dlstrlbutlon of involvement

nicely enfolds af aspect of everythlng that ,_goes on | . -
within a situation, we can perhaps speak here of thea 1 - .
structurf of the situation. |, . . :

.

Certa1nly, then, one can speak of "situational ethn1c1ty In such a case

the 1q§nt1ty chosen by actors in 1nteractlon is a functlon of the. total

. I

~—~31tuatlon, 1nclud1ng the meaning attached in the social field o varipus .

of one ethnic identity (for example Hausa) in one situatior and that of

s -, N

‘ethnic identities.’ The structure of the situatiOn would include thesé

e
3 .’\

meanings. However, by Ysituational ethnlclty I mean more than ‘the use

B
- Al
v ’ 4

’ N >

<

another by the same persén:(for example Gungawa) in anothér. Although I do ,

not exclude the above from the definitidn, I am also concerned with the
- '{’ v . »
interact .

S

various ways members-of ethnic groups in a multiethnic situati

P
.
-

with one angther; ﬂpr example in Yauri to be & Gungawa means sgnethlng very

’ ~

0
dlfferent in sltuatlons'lnvolv1ng 1nteractlon w;th Hausa than t dOes in -

’ . ¢

'those sftuatlons in which Gungawa and Kamberi’ may interact. . I velieve that. -

¥ ) o {

Goffman's concept of situational identity provides a beginning Lo ﬁhe.soiu= Ta
* M P 1

» 32 )
o

. L 3 - *
Liof of this troublesome nroblem. N -

‘r R

: Barth's major insights into ethnic boundary malntenancc hwvc, a4

”

. . N\
nentlonéa above, developed ethnic theory frdm Goffman s funﬁzmental per— (; ‘

'c. J‘ .; ) ‘.A Fa
i

o | ‘.96066'&' -




-
I’

e= “ .

ceptions regarding the 1mportance of boundaries, their situational”’ nature,

H [y “

: and their involvemeht in structubing SObial interaction. The role‘of impres- ° \ﬁ
- Lo . L
sion management in the above Jprocess has been acknowledged by Befth. : “ |

';\ ]

’“_ rurthermore Barth clearly bas demorstrhted that the usé of the concept .,

P
. * \

. '351tuat10nal'1dent1ty is 8 fruitful gne in ethnlc researqp. He and-his .

LS

é . disciples (1969) have,shgwn that members of the same ethnic group can, act
, > y N -

dlffereptly in dlfferlng ecologlcal condltions while mahitaining some

B
v - N Fd B hd
.

- ethnic identity.- He has also dlscerned the situational nature of ethnic

&

-“_- jdentity, change, a majof theo}et;cal bcsition suppdrted by data in my own .

° . . - ‘ 'v' ) N . I3
7 . of work begun by Barth.: ’ '
. e { . . ¢

Perhaps, it would‘Gbe conEtructiye here to summariz¢the,major points

¢ : . - : © - . ‘o
s field research~(Salamone 1974). . Thus, I am primarily suggesting an extension J

L

of Barth's theoretical position in.order to make m& suggpstions clearer.

D . - . R » S , .

s . A . N ¢ - - .
“x . Then I will recommend way$ of combining Barth's and Goffman's views with™ . .

those of Goodenough. ’ ot ) o

. “
N ’ '

T In Barth's view ethric groups are organizational groups used by their .

e, .

o members to achieve particular goals. They are dlstlngulshed from other or- .. v

I

ganizatiohai gxoups'in & numbe} of ways. Chief among’thése is their method

of recruitment Whlgh is by ascrlptlon They encompass all people -whose

* -3
»

' clafims to membershlp through-blrﬁhrlght are valldamed'py other me:rr;})ei*s.C In

. . theory, ‘thep, people are born members of e%hnlc groups, and they are so
- - ‘ - . ¥ » R
[ g “ . . s, .
° _’ 1dent1f1ea by self and ‘other 1dent1f1catlon Interethnlgflnteractlon@1s
A - [ I ‘ - ’
{ -

- . .
v patterned on responding to peoﬁle ‘935 -members of ghe or anckhey’ ethnie T

,/ & “ s . R
group.' In practices however, ethnic groups fregeenta}wrdgeivc A5 members v
A" N N ~ - e f v ’
people- who achjeve membership as well as those burn inbo the group. Thesir
2 . - v - >

&
ut

s ' N . Y ,-. . TR N
boundariessare permeable and people, sometimes simtly and gomelimes in..roips,

‘ *

) ' hJ . . : : . . “' 3 h
cross them. . In general, they do so either to maximize their opportunities

) o ~ ~
) ‘Ai‘h:

-

>

00007




|
“* ’ L, . . \’\ ‘l
. N . . - . - > v 1
) 6r to minimize perceived threats. There are a number of réasons why re- ‘ |
L . A I o, - - . i
" - L} (-3 N
ceiving groups would allow new members. to permeate their boundaries although 1

. Lo . :~ . . .

. " each situation needs empirical"observafion to explain fully all the

.;\ » * .‘ : . !7 ' . . .
variables, normally the recipient group perceives the addition of new

d ¢

. members as an advantage in coping with’sociocultural problems. " o
M L ,,v‘qJ : ° e ¢ &
) - £ No assumptlon 1s made that the flow of personnel will always be in

- N s
. . o

one direction. Its; dlrectlpd can 1ndeed be in two dlrectlons (I would
~ 3

o~ o " . .
suggest it can even be mqltidirectional.) The frequengy and Qirectibn of
- ‘ M o [ ~e 4
' . personnel exchange is, in fact, a matter, for empirical observation, and ‘one

A

that is a key ibdicator that changes are occurring in the sogiél field

of which an-inflividual ephnic gréup is only a part. The fact that ethnic

- .
e 4 -

groups do change,pérsonnel; not“only through birth and death, but also

- &

through the addition of new members and loss of old ones via identity change

~

emphasizés their dynaemic nature. They are not isola'tes, existing unchanging

"l
s £, - . .

through time in splendid isolation, nor are their poundaries necessarily

- . € ¥

oL coterminousgwith their culture and/or society; i.e., an ethnic group can !
., . " - . ' : W7
. share a culture| with one or, more similar ethnic groups, while maintaining

v R

. : v ‘ . - kS
. -' ! M . .
< 4 a separate identity, and frequently is part of a social system that en-
¥ . P .

- 4 - . ax . ° d A =

. ¢ ‘compasses a number of dther éthnic grdups. S, .

L

"In fact, -it is this sharing of a social field with- other‘ethnic

' T

/ grqoups that geperaﬁés a consciousness of separéteness that js a hallmark
of the use of ethnicity in the formation of ethnic groups. It'is in contact )
- Paad!
v with other ethnic groups Ehat any partlcular group may find a need to re- ~ t

deflhg—&tself through time. Eﬁhﬁlc gnoups help deflne the world of inter-
/\ «

action while at-the same tlme th Y. are brganlzlng 1t In Barth's use,”

‘ethnit’ groups combine aspects of .what Rgader (1964 :Th) labels egocemtric

) z ,and éategorical models. Egécent¥ic models (for example roles, networls)
% v €y - . // e

. - )
. start from a social person and work outward. Such models tend not to

Ll . -
- . . < /
/
\ ' A [ Y . ° .

. ooous N AN




2

congentrate on aspects of social structure .and equilibrium; but on actions

traced from selected egos. Categorical models analyse "the categories’ of
) o . )
interaction in-cgsual 8ocial intercourse" (Reader 196L:1L); i.e., between

K ¢

people wpo view one another as belonging to different scc%al categories.

Ethnic groups, therefore, are categories for identification (member /non-
* “~ F 2

N
_member) as well as means for channeling behavior, especially behavior that

distinguishes one group,ffom‘another of that same type. The activities dis~

» - . -

tinguished by ethnic g%opps can vary from that of cultural symbiosis (Barth
196L) to/that of ethnic stratification (Barth 1969:27-28).

So long as & group perceives a ﬁee@ to maintain a separate identity
o

from another group it will ma;ntaln an ethnic boundary. It can go sb'in a

number of ways, but all of these can be reduced to the following formula:

“ ; Ry

/

Mlnor differences between groups will be magnified and maJor dlffe%ences

&

within groups will be ignored (Barth 1969 and LeVine 1966). fThe need to°

-

- ’ . L .
'magnify minor differences would,seem to increase as groups come inte .

greater and greater contact and become ipcreaéingly more alike. The fewer
- [

act&vitigs performed in Goffman's (1967) backstage areds, those nonarticulated

-

.areas beffékn groups inicontact, the greater the need to accentuate differences
. {

between groups, provideds of course, that these‘groups perceive advantages

3 *

s, R

1 -
in perpetuat{ng,separate identities.

It is in the discussion of identity that we have come full circle to

-

Goffman again gnd from which point the insights of Goodenough clarify what

= .

has become &, rather murky area. Goffman's (1967:50) oripinal statement re-

-

-

parding social identity “is: )
-

. i;
“Wheh an individual becomes invnlved in the mainbon-
ance of 2’ rule, he tends to Recone eomaithed bo o a parti-
’ .cular image of self.. In the case of hin obligations, he o
becomes to himsglf and others the sori of person whey ool
lows this particular rule, the sorit of pPr’qn whis whrrld -
naturally be exppcted to dn 30, 3 .
- "\
* »

01009 o




- o~ ’ - ° N
) \] M - ! -
! 4
a"‘ ) N ¢ ~8- . ‘
? 4 <, - | B
BN o ’ . s foor ! bet
. ( ] ) . :
As restated by Barkow (1972:15), in Barthiaﬁ terminology, the rule reads . 1
* ) * Wheh -a group of- 1nd1v1duals become involved in the B i
co meintenance of rules, they tend to become committed to o

a particular group identity. Ih the case of7their
obligations, they become to themselves and others the
sort of perSons who follow these particular rules.' e

. . N
.
-

o - - *
In brief, in order to maintain their internal coherence, ethnic grqups require
. - -~ e -
.

- tuat their membersview themselves as sgmehow different from members of other
4 § ~ . ¢
- » *

¢
similay categories While adherence to different ruleo for behavior and

-
W1lllngneos to be Judged by these rules 51gn1fy one's alleglance te and =,

= . S o

ﬂ. B - membershlp in a group, they do not explaln his self{-pprception 'as a member .
‘ L4
- of group "A" pather than any other group. They are behavioral consequences -
. . ) 'v. ‘, Y o
of his self—nerception‘ not causes of it. “ . , - ’

) Furthermore while Barkow's® restatement of ,Goffman does point to &

means .out of the murky area of social identity, itpdoes not go far enough.
o
In other words, it does not expléin‘_ow or why é\peréon behaves différently ;e
v : ! : . -
in different social situationi;- Thus, while moving aﬁay from the overly’ ,

he *

static position of classical status and role theory, it is still, Like -

Barthi§ general theory, too closely tied to it. It does not do encugh with =
the concept of dituational identity, as mentioned above. e

* T - -
.
N . ® 3 M
’ ~ - .
> - - : ~

s ' -Goédenough's Sorial "Persons" as gg_Ethnlc Group

P
-

There.has long been,dlsatlslactlon in anthropology with Llnton s (1936) -

Al = ! - A -

- ?

- cla551cal statment of the concepts of status and role (cf. Reader 196%4),

. -
While~a number of scholars have attempted to modify the concepts, no one ungfl
s - . R * - N
Goodenoggh (1969:311ff) really came to grips with' vhet was wrong with “them; o
i )

‘ T .
Lviz, Lhe'tendency, of writers to confuse status with focial person. In

€ -
- .

. . £ L

T ~2 It is only fair o note that Barkow is wnrklnv an 4nuth0r exten ion of
Barthian theory, the, nddlnp of a.psychological ;nthrupoloprll dimengion £
it throurgh operatzonallzlnc Bateson's (19°6, concept nf "othos"

- 90010-1f i : s




»

3 v .
*

’ Goodenougk s (1969 ﬂ?}/words, . .

e .- Upfortunately;'?inton-went on to distuss statuses
\ Lo ot as collections of rights and guties but as*categories
’ ‘ . or, kinds of person All writers who' do not’ treat status -’
, ’ . as synonymOUs with socigl rank do much the same thing.,.. , . ..
. ., 3 All alike treat a socmal'éategory together with its ’
i attached rlghtsband autles as an indivisible unit of
* " %analysls, which they labél a 4status‘ or 'position' in”
- ™ a social reistlonshln This lumping together of inde- .
‘ .ot . * pendent phenomena, each with' orgarizations of their owm,
- . N - accounts, T think, for our apparent inability to exploit ~ ) /
. ’ ) the status-role concepts to our satlsfactlon in. socla;,
8 Y and cultural analysis. For’ eXample, my brother is’ my
" " brother whether he honofs his obllgatxons as such or ' . 2
* ‘, * not. A pollceman s conduct in office may lead to soc1al
. ~_W events that formally remove:him from office, but it ;
does not deterniine, 1n aqy direct way whether he is a’
+ ) policeman.or not. hex socla? ‘transactions defermine
. )y . ~ what his social category or identity actually is.
N e .% Furthermore, there pre leglslatlve transactions that® ' .
) ., cen serve to alter the rlghts spd duties that attach to. - .
* the categorles policeman in its dedlings with other
: - categories without the defining chéracterxstlcs of the
¢ - ) category belng in any way altereéd. What makes him . i .
' .legally and’formally a pollceman need not have been '
oo ) : affected’ i
> . These con51derat10ns have led me to breakfw1bq es-
. . tablished sociological oractlce I shall conslstentiy
. - ) treat statuses as combinations of right and ‘duty, only.’ -
\ . I shall emp their conceptual autcnomy from social
. 'positions' E a categorlkal sense by referlng to the «
v latter as soeial identitieés. I would, for example;, ° .
. ) speak of ascribed and aclhieved identities where Linton ¢
% . } © (1936:115) speaks of 'mscribed' and 'achieved" stabuses.
3 ‘ . In accordance with Linton's orlplnal deflnrtlons, then,
the formal properties of statuses involve (1) what legal - ’ .
. ) . “theorists call rights, duties, privileges,- powers, «
- N liabilities and immunities (Hoebel 195k:48-49) and (2) . X
) ’ the ordered ways in which these are distribubed is what -

I shall call identity relationships. . R
« d"N

‘.

- N Y

- ‘ Goodenough has managed to add a dynamic element to thQ copcept of status
M >

. - .

*

and role, far msre powerful than that of treating role as-a theatrical concept

referring to the ménnl;iin which an actor performs his part.” In ‘ondenours's

-

- @ g . o‘v N - . ’
usape status, a collection of riphts and dutieg; refers L4 a boundary nned

, thus, is o means {or cons=
=

to the maintenapce of that boundary. "Status
-+

£ » -
. . v S . . et
ceptualizing the articulation of relationships invilving soecial {dentities. -
- . * # M s
While =z person's social 1uen+1ty may no+ ann re from onz2 reintionship Lo

ERIC | ‘00011 I
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: *
.

.
R

‘romnin the same in a series of interactionn

t. . . Q’ ‘..‘-'lo-‘ .\ ]

. N
oh'

. . £ LI
.

111 still be a policeman) his rights and duties (status) will
. , . -
“ . PR g o
s, a social identity has attached to.it a number of statuses.

In Goodenough s (1969:313) ternlnology, fA social 1dent1ty is an

\

- ( v J

aspect of seif that makes a difference in how one's rlghts and dutles dis- ’
- - o . v » i
1

¢
“

tribute to specific others." Goodenough's conceptualization has the advan-
. PR ) 7 -—
tage of focussing on situational interaction. Social identity, %hus, becomes

-
v

a dynamic multidimensional facet of self. It is largely défined through
. [ - o , R
action, butiit is action limited by a.cultural dérinifion. —Part of that - . .

limitation is, of course, the context in which the social intergﬁtion takes
2 ' - Tt - o ) j i 7
’ i

place. At this point ve are ré%urnieg to Goffman's insights regar&ing the o

ia R . 5

social situation. Certalnly the identity of the other, or alter, 1nf1uence L
S

N~ * 4

behavior because it affecté one's rights and -duties. It has been jus% that ° ,

failure to consider the situational nature of ideniity‘thgt has led to di;atf'

isfaction with the use of stu*us’gnd r8le {Goodenough 1969:31L). -

*

At this point in his analysis Goodenough (1969:314) rather casually
mentions that alter in an interaction may be a group. He (1969:328) extends
his comments in a footnote stating that, such an alter is best rerarded as

a corporation, whpse rights and duties are independent from the individual

social identities of the members who compose hthe fFroups. ‘However, one onn
kY .

»

. . . H . N .
argue, in his own terms that. the members of such a froup may 1q\fact receive

=4 .
4 N

. . . o . . .0 . .
ascribed social identities (in some cases achieved ones) by virtue of -their = -
> . . . - 2 .
membership in-such groups. Indeed, as Barsh (1969) has demonscrated,members,

- -
— -

of ethnic groups are distinguished in large measure from members of other -

- £

- * ) .
~roups tarough their overriding asceriptive fdentification as such members. .
In shert, membership in an ptnn- rroup confors, 4 ancinl identity on self, L

! . 4 X

an identity in sitasbtions of h‘ﬁn*ﬂ neterc reneity Lthel often aveseldes ni;

"y

his other identities. Flirthermore, whiie n peroop's ethnic identity nay

H . . . .

.
with member's of other othnic
. \
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] - . . / : __ll_ t
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]
. ’ [
. L‘ - . s . -
groups, his status (righ%s‘and.duties) may very well changeiin each of those t.
\'/ ', . .
relationships, even whenp. all other th;pgs are held,equal'(relative wealth, .

.

. @«

LA . P
accupations, age, sex, etc.). , . .. v

;
|
1
|
. .

- » I

1
!
) ‘ !
R . . P ' ' " et : - 4
\ . This lagt point "is important, for each self has, by definition, a number 1

e N -
' . c at s S . . Y . .
. of social identities. Therefore, each interaction provides an occasion for - :‘

-

%he selection of sppropriate identities to present. Goodenough (1969:31h4-15)

. L. e . - )

states that the two criteria for the selectioq_bf jdentities are 1) possession,

i ) ¢ < : ‘v ¢ - . H
and 2) .the occasion for the interaction. The setting, he: believes, is more

13 . s ~ « T
* important to the Way in which identities will be used than to their selec- | .
N , . - .. . * - .

' . : )‘ . 3 - . . - N . .
! ] tion. The people engaged in social int.raction must find ways of communica-
, “

,I

' . - ting their identities; i.e., they must use symbols proper to their claims

’- . to %er?ain rights and duties (;tatus) in any social situation. In brief,

} | they nust défine theﬁboundaries of QQe siéu;tion. This is precisely the ) ;
r - : , ;qution of ethnic b;;hdéry markeré”which‘belogg,to this same category of s
| ) symbols used t?‘define the prbper limits ,of social ipteragtiqnz ’ - .
-~ ‘ . o The combination of sbcial'fﬁen%££ies which the‘self chgose;’to use )

k]
.

y . in given interaction “sifuations Goodenough {1969:316) terms social persona.
' - . - . .

Ve
" -
e &

E ) There afe certain identities of a self that must always be used in the

» *

! ’ . . : . .
T "grammaticcl"” construction of 3 social persona.’ In many societies sexuak

\" o jdentification is of overriding. idportance. In others., aée may be. In still

. y
. A) others, ethnic membership is such an identity. Goodenougp,(l969:317) argues:

-

[N .
The selection of identities in composing social re-

; : . . lationships, then, is not unlike the selection of words ' o . a
L in composing sentences in that it must. conform to syntactic’
principle$ governing {1) the arrangement of social identities ‘
B o : with one another -im identity relationhips, /2) the asso-

. ‘ ciation of identities™with occaginps or activities, and

: 3) the compatibility of identitiebiax features of a coherenl
‘ social -persona. . j ‘

|

It seems appropriate to ﬁoinb out here thal my data on stereotypin35

—

-.\ ‘
. in Yauri fit these criteria. It places peoJle’into categoriés-such that

o . . oo \\
* : 00013 . * 7 .
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e ethnicity is-as.l) combination of soecial identities,\2) series of étgyuses,
and, finally 3} sociaf‘perSOna. There i§‘that ::Eltﬁ}allf orderéd system of .

social relationships"  Goodenough 1969:317) that aids in prédicting social

R v H
action. Relationships between etﬂnic,groups follow the same rules as those .

iq;which‘othér Mselfs and alters" are involved.

) o

-1 fealiqp that in‘suggesting that ethnic groups'be treaﬁed as social

‘e - . /

persona I have gone beyond Goodenough's intent. - However, I do not think ,

that I have éone ggainst it. I have moved carefuliy aigng lines he mapped' ;/

o

out in ordef,yp explore between.group interactigaxin terms of status

’ / i ~
(rights and duties) and behavior. His concepts of social identity and

- - « s

social persopa and their relationship to that of status open new areas in

.

the understand%ng of ethnic interaction. Combdined with Goffman's and
 Barth's insights they promise better predictability in the ana. “s of .

u ethnic interaction; i.e., with between group, not within group, d. ‘rences.
N /- - B R . -
,Ethnic groups are at one and the same time collections of sta. ,
I « . .

v

} identities and social persona =nd categories that channel interaction with
‘. ’

similar entities in a social field. In theése interactions each .ethnit |

group functions as a social persona, combining sécial identities within a

field of possible statuses. Each presents itself to each other ethnic group

in a social field in a sl{ghtly different way because the relationships are

~ *

v .

! differentially structured. Thus, somé groups are aldies, .some hold'gach
other in mutual contempt,.éome exploit complementary ecological niches,
some have asymetrical‘relationshyps, etc. In Goodenough's terms, the statuses

Yillkyary with the social relatiénships. Each group, acting as a social .
o . K . ., ey . . ¢ . .
persona, will choose those social identities it perceives as most compatible

o R in#ts interactions with each other group. Theze identitics, according Lo \
e - . ‘ . ’ )
«  Goodenough, have a series, or field, of' possible statluses (rights and dutiesg)
‘ 143
- vis a vis other groups that bound them. Thus, it is possible to conceive of

v * »
«

o “
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“the .distinction between rights and duties and the person enpowered to make =

~.

: .‘ ¥ » ‘\ » .
order to do so, I treat ethnic groups as social persona, categories composed

& -
. .

]
v

;
. ]
-13- . ’ .
. .
, ' i
ethnic boundaries as combinations of these status boundaries. An ethnic group
|

could conceivably be defined i% terms ot its possible combination of statuses

v

|

in all its possible."grammaﬁichl" social situations. Certainly, this could ]

be done area by area, wherever a given ethnic group is found. . w
i . * &

l

ethnic relationships between any given ethnic group and any other such group,
[

it is eagsier to visualize tﬁelshifting nature of ethnicity if one conceives

e

LY ' ~
Since these boundariés, then, can and dp;iiffer for each set of inter- {
|

of it as a situational identity, in Goffmen's terfinology but with the clear

statenent that identity is useé in Goodenough's sense. Such an approach
, .

clarifies much of what Barth seems to mean when he deals with the concept of

ethnic boundary meintenance. It also enables the researcher, to keep clear

ot

.
- “ ’ .

atement of status and -

—

use of them, but thesé other advantages of the rest

e

-

y Goodenough himself (1969:324-327). Suf-
. N R
fice it here to suggest that its extension to the study of ethnicity is one -

role are adéquately dealt with b

i -

that enables us to increase our understanding of ethnic groups. ‘ //’

-

. ‘ Dimensions of the Case Study
i : y
Purpose s x "
\
_ It is the purpose of the following case study to provide data on ethnic

4 -
r -

steneotypiné within the theoretical framework outlined above. Thus, I am

interested in prepering data on the cognitive-dimensions of behavior. In
A

-

E o A

Y sty g s o33 . s s .
of statuses, soci&i"identities, and distributions of these in a social

7
field.. In order to maintain boundaries, viewed as the distribubéon of statuses

{rights ang duties vis a vis member of other groups), there is a need for

the use of symbolic behavior, role playing in Goodenough's theoretical frame-

work. This, symbolic behavior can be viewed as an ethnic boundary A

¥

-
&
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5 marker3. Status can be different for the same group because eadh occasion
At »

of interaé@ion can be differentially perceiyéﬁ.“

~

Of course, it is members of ethnic groups who interact with members
L -

-

*

Y

\ of other ethnic groups. In situations, such as that prevailing in Yauri, |

l ~
in which ethnicity is the major principle for the recruitment of groups then

=

a person s ethnic identity becomes an overrldlng one, one that enters. 1nto
. . R
any. p0551b1e syntactic comélnatlon of social identities into a persona\ A

c-‘b

person's initial perception of a member of another ethnic group in Yghri is

stquotypical and his choice of behavior is coq%equent on his choice of

identity. Furthefmore, he kf?WS how alter perceives him; viz, as a member

of a category of social persona whose behavior is prediétable on the basis

" -

/ : of that knowledge alone.

.-:‘ : I 5

b4

«

s
Y

Setting .

*

3 Yauri ‘Division, coterminous with Yauri Emirate; is part of the Nbrthf

Western State of Nigeria. It is one of the smallest divisions in what was
formerly Northern Nigeria, an area in the Sudanic climate zoné. The British
fixed its boundaries in 1918 and its physical dimensions remain essentially

unchanged (NANK? 193/1920; NANK: SNP1T; NANK: K6099 Vols. I and 1I). In - ;

-~

196é the Nigerian ggverpmenq added a small parcel of land from Kontagora

Division in compensation for land lost through the flooding of many islands
h »

as a result of the building of Kainji Dam (Roder 1970). h

*

\
« In 1972, the area of Yaurl was 1306. square miles, and its population

- - - ]

§ was apprpximately 112,000. There were sé; districts within the ﬁlVlﬁlOn
J
’ Its capital, Yelwa, formed a district coterminous with the tnwnf‘ Ite pop-

) ulation was about 11,000. The other districts were Npaski U”?JHKU, Uhanyia,

i

. If one.objects that boundary’ markers can ue "things" as well ag behavior,
we could answer, following the archeeologist, that artifacts are frozen
> bits of behavior. Of course, it is not the. "thlng" but its- symbollc
meaning and usage that helps define it function as a boundary marxer,

+ -~

, a ono1e Lol
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and the old capital, Bin Yauri (11,000). Pop- .

(35,000), Kwanji (12,000),
. % R
ulation density was,84k people per square ﬁmile. ' .

Each district has its own ethnic mix. As its £ implies Gungu

(island) Dlstrlct is largely inhabited by Gungawa (1sland~dwellers) ,E{
&

"1972 most of 1ts population had béen shifted from islands to the malnland,

"a major ecoioglcal change resultlng from the floodlng of the Niger’ Rlver

consequent on the building of the hydroelectrlc dam (Kainji) at New Bussa
J
in neighboring Kwara State. The Dukawa in Yauri are found in Shanga Dis-

trict among settlements of Gungawa and Shangawa. Yelwa town and Bin Yauri

are centers of greatest Hausa concentratlon although a number of Kamberl

»

and Gungavwa also live in Bin Yauri. Kwangl District contalns a number of

»

unresettled Gungawa who retain more of the traditional institutions than do
- & r [

resettled Gunghwa.

Lopowa, ‘and Hausa.

Ngaski District is ethnically composed of Kamberi,

-

In addition to these major groups, the Division contained

members of other ethnic grouos as well Cattle Fulanl, a few Dakarkarl,

&

z

‘about 25000 Yoruba (mainly from Abeokuta), a few Igbo, substantlal numbers
ofiMid-Westenners.(Itserkeri and Edo), five @ureamerican missionaries, two

Egyptian.families, one Indian femily, and .a smattering of representatives
: * J
« <

from other groups, including one Welchman.

N

It must be understood that Yauri's 1972 ethnic distribution was not

In fact, in the 1960's a series:df

.

that which existed throughout history.

%

major changes occurred which I discuss at length in another. place (Salamone

uner 1dent1f1catlon however, wers

1974:135~228). " The processes of self and

remarkably uniform.
f

ot N ‘4-
Lehonl Dystem . ‘ //«

“

Uy sehoo] oybem From Lhe

There had been a major expansion of Yaurl':

.

time of L -erian independence: up to the time of my second field trip in 72
(3 -
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*




IS

© s

‘ /
Thus, in 1966 there had}been only one Senior Primary School (class 5-7) and

. . ¢ . S

7 Junior Primary Schools (classes 1-b4 or less). With a projeﬁged popula~

[y - »

tion of 960 students, 68k male and 276 female, (Six year forecast of Entoil-

ment at Yauri: N.A. Schools for the Period 1966-1972). The total school age

©

population of Yauri was about 15,000. This was an increase’of 61 from 196k

r. -

(when there were 667 males and 232 females in school).

The contrast between 1955 and 1971 is startling (cf. Table 1). In’

-

1955 there yére hSé students.in four schools, all Junior Primary Schools, -

with & combined total of fifteen classrooms. In 1971, there were 2496
. . N * I N
students in twelve schools, with a total of sixty-three classrooms. Enroll-

\

" ment had increased 454% while the number of classrooms had increaced 320%..

In l9T§\ﬁhe total school age p;pulatidn of Yauri was about 17,560 (Yau/EA/

Plan/16/Vol.I:87). : o . !

¢

rd L] N . . R
The figures from Bin Yauri school from 1960-1971 are illustrative of

the major growth in Yauri's educational system (cf. Table 2). The total

4

population of Bin Yauri is about.11,000. In 1960 it had 80 students in school,
56 males and 2k females. In 1971 there were 280 children in school, 208
males and T2 females (Yau/EA/Plan/18/Vol.I:101). The number of children

attending schools is increasing more auickly than the division can provide

-~

for_ them. These children are fairly representative of Yauri's ethnic heter=-

ogeneity with the following exceptions. 'The Dukawa and Kamberi are grossly .

%

under represented. For example, there was only one Dukawa student in’the

<

. . >~
entire school system in 1972. Southern groups (Yoruba, Itsekeri, EEJEE:)

are over represented as are Hausa. However, the governmént has tried to

expand the system to provide formal,education for all minority groups. In

- oLt e .
1972, three new schools were begun in remote areas of the Divigion, ralsing

the number- of schools to 15. Nine are already Senior Primary Schools In
1

00018
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Table I ) \ - TN
s " "Sendol Expansion in Yauri - 1955-1971 ) L,
1955 C 1971 Incregse in Number " Increase in %
‘Sehools " . b | 2, 8 ..-n o7 %oo% d )
61;;srooms—“ T 15 | ’ 63 . T h8—_—-_ o '%28% z- .
%nrollment ——_hso \‘ 2E;g_-—--—-_f % 2046 . . hsi%:-_&_
< . ‘\ ‘ ‘ h ! ™ ¢
o QEA Table 2 :
\ . ‘
A . Scho?l Pop%laﬁiog Pigures Bin Fauri i969a;g71 ( . . \ .
~ ; b ' : o ! el 7

1960 1961 1962 1963 196k 1965 1966 1967 19&& 1069 1970 1971
Total Population 7151 7015 7362 7709 8621 8632 8942 912k 9586 9887 1062?~10805

WQ No. of Schoolage . o -
. Children 667 658 690 T23- 809 809 839 856 899 9%6 99k \to1h

In School . 80 8 8 8 8 8 30 120 152 200 2% 280 \g

o

Girls of Schoslage 226 219 230 2kl 270 270 279- 285 299 308 331 337

Girls in School 2 24 2k 24 2k 2k ok 36 48 60 . T2 - T2

o Boys of échoolage b1 439 460 482 539 539 539 560 571 600 618 677
o Boys in School 56 56 56 56 56 56 56 56 84 1o 168 208
. -
- \ o H N -
d [ g
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timez gll fifteen will be since each new school wii} add one nevw class per

b

ki

year. Officially, there were 286 primary School students, 2003 male and

-

857 fémale, in a school age population of about 17,960 (cf Table 3). .

In addition to the Prlmary schools Yaurl has one secondary school

beguh January l??O. Nigeria has a number of different post-primary schools.
V-4 v o

' ) The most prestigeous is the college, a kihd of super-secondary school that | éf "

. . 3

1

;

|

1

|

- " has its pick of primary school Q?aduates. Each pg%mary school graduate , " i
takes'a common entrance e;amination. gThe highest possible score is L0O. 1

i

A score of 200 is the lowest that a student can receive and stiil qualify

td

for an entrance interview at a college. Rankedfbelow colleges are a number .

¢
[ . z <

of other institutions ranging from Teacher Training Colleges, similar to
. o . R ;;}.
. qld Normal Schools ih,thé United States, through various technicai schools o

I

.to schools like Yaurl Secondary School In brief, Yauri Secondary School

- .

is a school for all those¢” who cannot gain admlttance elsevhere.” It t% T
not a state éphool Rather it is a Local Authorlty échool yhlch the state:.

- p ya;)take over after five years, if it is still in»operation. Its primary ’
function is.to salvage students who“may have enough intelligence to con— )
tinue their edﬁcation,bdt whose English‘is too, poor for them to gain admit-

‘ tance to higher powered s;nools: All thlrty flve of thé students are male

‘ et 7 .

1and all are fro; the North—Western State. Only two, however,'are from

x‘-‘

Yauri” (ef. Tebles -8). The only two propérly qualified teachers in 1972

ey

}
: \eré the Indian headmaster and the Welchman from the Volunteer Sertfcef
Or;anization kU S.0.). The Arabic Teacher needed no otner quallflcatlons
‘ ex¢cept his reading and spesking knowledge of Arablc. The othen two teachers,
) ‘ wej& Midwesterners who were Grade II teachers, secondary scﬁ7LL hruduéteg )
. . , .
. nith\one yearrs Otraining.be&dhdfse&ondary schonl. Seonndar§ sehond toaphqrs ]

chnuld have a Nigerian Certificate of-Education, given after succeusful

~

combletion of a three year university certificate course.

¥
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s Table b - .
2 Age of Students - Yauri Secondary School - 1972 ,
i . . ° - ¢
"Age Number s
o ) . 1235_13 E 2
o BN R 0
) 15 . ’ b .
. 16 . g
17
4 18 9 ° .
” 19 ! 1
s 20 . . . 0
. .21 : 0 .
. o2l+ o1
; . . Not recorded 3
N - 5
. y ,
Table 5 . .
g Residence of Students - Yauri Secondary School
> * Residence . . Number
o
N . Argungu . . k
S - . . Sokoto, - e 1k .
. : Gwandu - 6
AR 1Y) o 1
. Yauri . 2
‘ < Other _§_
‘ R 35
) . Table 6
b . Student's-Fathkrs" Occupation "- Yauri Secondary School
) Occupation ) Nuimber
- Farmer L . 25
. Village Head L
’ ’ Livil Servant -7 1
Court Scribe h 1
7 Forest Department Employee 1
Local Authority Works 1
Teacher r
Judge 1 ~
, District Head 1
. District Scribe s
35

T -

-
-
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Table T &

Students Ethnic Gr;)up‘s

‘Ethnic Group Number
Hausa 24 .
Fulani g 7 5
Bagobiri (Hausa) &b 1 ; .
Banzafare 1
Not recorded 3
35

Teachers i)n Yauri Secondary.School

Table 8

&

" Teaching Certificate

Teacher Ethnic Group
mat Indian University Degree

v g European University Degree’
ol Hausa None (Arabic Teacher)
"p" Edo Grade IT
gt Edo Grade II

-

- " 00023
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P . e . N » a
' The personnel situation that prevailed at Yauri $écondary School was

T - common throughout the primary school system. Thus, the responses of primary
o . > - N - ‘,l
and secondary school students were not unduly weighted because oﬂﬁ%hegpresence
A 5

* - of "foreigners" among the teaching staff. Table 9 summarizes the éthnic
makeup of the teaching staff in some of Yauri's primary schools. It is si le
tru n to state that without the "Southerners (Midwesterners, Easterners and

Westerners) the school system of Yauri could not have functloned in 1972

. . / * N
especially since all "Southerners" were‘at least Grade II teachers. The

v M \ >
attitude of these Southerners toward Yauri s students will be discussed in

-

-
I}

.the next section. In brief, it was openly negatlve and contrlbuted to

.

their hostility against Midwesterners, Igbo and Yoruba. Howeéver, open

contempt for non-Hausa students was openly shown by Hausa teachers, con-

~ tributing to the, perpetuﬁtion of ethnic stereotyping. Full discussion and

evaluat ion of Yauri's school system, of course, is b;yond the scope o
s 4

1

¢
£ this

. }) . -paper. o ‘ e

Y
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Groups in Sample; Father s, Ethnlc Grbup, Mother's Ethnic Group; Interethnic

ences existed bbtween responsés-according to age and school, *primary vs.

- : . . Y

M

-

3
Techniques and Methodology

\\ Simple questionnaires (cf. Apgendlx) were administeped to child-
H
ren in classes six and seven and to Secondary school students. A student

s

schools. In every case a teacher translated the questious into Hausa and

explained them to students. In some cases, we had to exercise care to &

el

preveﬂi teachers from undyly “influencing students. The Welch U.S.0. volun-

teer administered questionnaires to secondary\sdhool students. In all a

|
who accomnanled me and I admlnlstered the questdionnaires in the primary :

total of 121 usable questionnaires were obtained.
"The questionnaires' open-ended responses, Were coded.1 Thus,

synonyms or various qualitative characteristics were coded into categories.
For example, the category "gentle" included terms such as "peaceful" and -

.

“hindly" Many responses eeded no coding since they asked for rank order-
ings or other answers that were pre-coded (age, parents' ethnic group, etc.). 7

1]
A\l

The dat%*{ﬁ?? cross—tabulated,to discover what patterns ex1sted.' Thus, a
z ,' ﬁ ._

Series of tables were obtained> Those most pertinent to this study (cf.

Tables 11- 2&) are: Ranking of Ethnic Groups by Percentage; Ranking of

Ethnmc Groups by Total P01nts, Number ‘and Percenqgge‘of Variops Ethnic
2

K

Magrlagef Qua11+at1ve Stereotypes; Students Rellglon, Student’s Ethnic

Group and Ratlng ‘of Hausa, Dukawa, Gungawa, Kamberl, Igbo, Fulani, Yoruba, )

and Midwesterners. In addition, tests were run to discover 1f any differ-

- * ’

v
W

i4

secondary.
s

.
’
- L

1 The conding- of material and the patient feeding of data to the compubter
was done by a s’udent; Apthur Thomas. For his patience in coping with
unfamiliar Hausa res ponse -and in dealing with a Louchy computor 1 oam

deeply grateful. B .

—
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Tab}e 11

M

Ranking of Ethnic Groups—?efbentage choosing for” each position.

7

|
- . 1
a ‘ i ,
. ] . | Rank d Group Percentage L 1
Nt 1 Hausa M r ' = ‘
: " 2%  Fulani [ .33 ‘ 1
) '3 Kamberi - 19 . )
. 4 Gungawa 19 . : ’
’ 5 ". Lopawa 1841, _—
6 Yoruba 12.5 “ - ,
7 - : Shangawa 16.5 - & .
A T 8 - bo 21.h *
L . ' 9 kawa 19.8 .
. . 10 Midwesterners . . 59.5 /
- : Table 12 '

‘Ranking of Ethnic Groups - Based on Points - 10 for choice 1 to 2.for choice 9

= +

N
“ -

Ta /
. Rank Group ,Points
-~ 1 Hausa 1150 , -
- ¢ 2 Fulani ) 8L7T.
‘ 3 Gungawa © 4 750 T
. Y Kamberi 695 ’ o
5 Yoruba 665
. . 6, Dukawa .~ STh .
. 7 °  Shangawa ~ 566 PR ’
8 Lopawa ¢ 513
: R .9 Lgbo . 478
,- 10 Midwesterners . 32 .
< /s
. 1 “Pable 13 , ) .
S . . e~
Number and Percentage of Various Etpnic roups in Sample
.
ot ! .
Group ’ .- Number Percentage
- Kamberi "3 2.h e
) Hausa Th ’ 61.1
T + *Dukawa . 1 0.8
Gungawa 15 & 12.3 -
, Igbo - 0 0.0
‘Lopawa -0 a. 0.0
Shangava - 0 0.0 >
" Yoruba 7 —5.7 )
Midwesterners & others 8 . . 6.5 . .
Fulani 13 10.9 ) )
' TOTAL 121 99.7% N w A\

"

+

£y ’ ] -
1 ~
¥Loss of- 0.3% because of computer rounds off. deceimals.

0006 -
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i
N
" ) | U s ’1
- ‘ " Table 1k - |
o ’ Fathert!s Ethnic Group }
. Lo .Group Numbér « Percentage S
. Kamberi 3. 2.4 ‘
- Hausa Th : 61.1 . 1
{ Dukawa v .1 . 0.8 S
) ) Gungawa 15 12.3 i
. Igbo.- . 0 0.0
o -7 Lopawa _ 0 0.0 1
i . - Shangawe, 0 g.0
e Yoruba T 5.7
Midwesterners.-& others 8 6.5
. . Fulahi - 13 10.9
“ TOTAL 121 99.T7% -
™ . }
t #Loss_of 0.3% because computer rounds off decimals i ’
- . : ) * . -
« -Table 15 ' . . ) .
- MotPer s Ethnic Grouo . ,
* s/
droup . Nuniber .* Percentage
‘ . . Kemberi o 8 ‘ T 6.6 .
Hausa 53 53 . h3.8
Dukawa - 1 1 0.8
Gungawa ) R 19.8 -
Igbo , 0 0 0.0
Lopawa, , 0] 0 * 0.0
i Shangawa , 1 1 0.8
Yoruba 8 8 6,6
Midwesterners & others 1l 11 9:0
- - Fulani 15 15 12.3
TOTAL 121. 121. 99.8% o
N 1
' *Loss of 0.2% because computer rounds off decimals , ¢

*a

o
,




Mother's Ethnic

" ’ o =

« Table 16 . _ .

N ® 3 Kl
—~'Interethnic Marriage .
Father's Ethnic Group » -

A v

.

. Group- Number Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Igbo Lopawa Shangawa Yoruba Midwesterners & others Fulani
' ©  Kamberi -8 1, T o o o o 0 0 0 0 |
5 . » . * . < . - ——
Hausa - . 53 1 k9 3 1 0 0 0 : © 0 2
Dukawa 1 -0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
Gungawa 2k 1 11 0 12 0 0 0 0 . 0 0
" Igbo "o - o o 0 0 0 0 0 0" o . .0 .
Lopava 0 0 0 o o0 o o _ 0 H 0 0 N
Shangawa - 1 0 0 0 1 0 ‘0 0 .0 ~ 0 0 m -
i - . ' " O
& Yoruba ‘8 0 0 0 "1 0 0 0 7 0 : 0 © Lo
k) h ’ \/ h ' ks v O
Midwesterners N
. & others 11 0 1 0 0 0 o ~ o0 0 10 0
* ' Fuleni 15 _ 0 6 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 9
’ 3 ™ - 1 15 0 0 .0 T 10 11 '
- s -
N * 14 . .
; ° .\ » N
o ) xC
- ’ he ' &l

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

)
E

I
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Table 17 i

Summary of Qualitative Stereotypes}

Group Stereotype
Kamberi Farmers, Gentle »
. Hausa Civilized, Fisherfolk
Fulani Cattleherders, Warlike
Gungawa ' °  Parmers, Helpful S
. Hausa Merchants, Unhelpful *
- Dukawa Parmers, Fighters, Craftsmen, Hunters
- Yoruba - Merchants, Civilized : ’
Igbo . Foreigners, Antisocial
Shangawa Fishermen, Wrestlers v .
Midwesterners "Fishmongers, Helpful
Europeans Strangers, Civilized
Table 18 . )
Students Religion¥ .
. Midwesterners
Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba & others Fulani TOTAL
Christianity - O 2 1 127 3 3 0 21
_ Islam 5 70 0 0° L .8 12 " 99
Traditional 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 5° 12 1 12 7 11 12 120

1 Hausa student did not respond

-

Table 19

Student's Ethnic Group and Rating of Hausa

,Midwesterners . . .

Rank % others Fulani- Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba- TOTAL
1 T 5 5 ~. i - 3 2 - 86
2 b > - T - . 5 ' 25
3 - o1 - 2 , 3 - 6
4 - - - - - T - - 0
5 - - - - - - - 0
6 . - - - - 1 1 - 2
( - - 1 - - - - - 1
8 - - - - - 1 - 1
9 . - - - - - - - 0
10 - - - - - - - 0
TOTAL 11 12 5 73 1 12 7 121

[y

“




Table 20

Student's Ethnic Group and Rating of Dukawa

Midwesterners - .

Rank and others Fulani Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba Total
1. 0 0 0 0 1 o . .0 1
2. 1 0 0 0 -0 0 0 1
< 3. 1 0 1 T 0 - 2 2 13
L, 2 1 0 8 0 1 1 13
5. 1 1 1 13 0 - 1 1 - 18
6. - 1 3 0 -1 0 2 2 19
T. 1 '3 0 10 0 2 .0 16
8: 3 1 17 8 0. 1 1 15
g. 1 3 2 - 15 ‘0 2 0 - 2L
TOTAL 11 12 5 T2 1 12 T 120

¥2=137.447 (significant at_ > .001)

Table 21

Student's Ethnic Group and Rating of Gungawa

Midwesterners S . ’

and others Fulani Kamberi Hausa DukaWa Gungawa Yoruba Total
1 0 0 209 0 5 0 6
2. 0 2 0 10 1 2 0 15
‘3. 3 1 2 10 0 Yo 0 17
L, 2 2’ 1 16 0 o 2 23

5. 0 2 0 T 0 1 )2 12 ¢
6. 0 3 0 13 0 2 1 19
7. 0 1 1 6 0 0 0 8
8. 1 0 1 5 Q 0 0 T
9. L 1 - 0 & 0 1 2 14
TOTAL 11 12 5 73 1 12 7 121

X°=68 (not significant)\\~

Table 22

Student's Ethnic Group and Rating of Kamberi

Midwesterners .
and others Fulani Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yorubs Total

1 0 5 0 1l 1 10

1 0] 0 18 0] 2 0 21

1 3 2 W13 1 2 2 2k

2 2 2 6 0 1 0 13

2 2 0] 1 0] ! 1 -3

1 2 ., 0 L 0 1 0 g

0 1 ‘1. -6 0 1 0 9

0 0 0 3 0, 2 0 5

3 0 0 10 0 f1 3 17

11 1z 5 12 1 12 T 120

¥2=36.871 (not significant)

00030




Midwesterners

&
&

" Table 23

Student's Ethnic Group-Rating of Igbo

Kamberi

Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba Total

.
i

N

0

0
0
0
i
0
2
1
1

Hl~~oo0o0o0o0o0O0O
NDFwooPMHEFFO

1
1
3
6
16
9
1h
26
L4

=1 |

NV ENOOKHOOO

Qo @~ AV W -
HlEr o o000

-3
o)
o)

-

~120

—

Midwesterners
and nihers

=
A

5
x2=29.986 (

Table 2k

Student's Ethnic Group~Rating of Fulani

not significant)

e

Filani Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba ?otal'

13

]
[=Ne]

ws

8
40
12
£ .20
13
5
o b
Ry

8

‘W\ooodm\nk‘wmpg
e =W O oo
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=5
x
el
oy

VMO0 OO OO &0
WA D W=
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121

X2"56:869 (not significant) ° ‘/-‘
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~ These data were compared with my ethnographic observations, as well

Lo - -30- ) 1
€ - i

|

|

|

I

as being subjected.to internal comparisons. Thus, "traditional' observations

=
.

are used to interpret the results of statistical analysis. In other words,
/3 .
. - * I endeavor to diﬁcover the connection between actual behavior and stereotyping. -
]

: botween actual/%ehav1o* and the,"ideal" responses to questlons, To a very limited

€

»

extent I also use responses to TAT's adapted for Nigerian use. 2 These proflles

£y

aré strictly supplementary to my other data and are primarily a tool to

_illustrate obvious cultural themes.

Since the primary schools used 1n the sample differ little from the

generaladescrlptlon in the above sectlon there is little to add here. The

schools rather generally reflect the ethnic makeup of the areas in which .
G -

they are located. Thus; Tondi and Gebbe sehools are predominately Gungawa..
s »

None of the teachers at these schools in 1972 were Gungawa. In general, they
4

*
-

held their students in contempt 3 The major exception to ethnic representation

~

" in the schools sampled are the Dukawa. Only one Dukawa student was in‘ény
|
|
\
|
|
|
\
|
\

o

school in Yauri, or in Northern Nigeria for that matterr. Fortunately, I - .

spent a good deal of field time with him andwith other Dukawa. Though &=

typical in a number of ways, his opirions regarding other ethnic groups were .

. -

indeed typical. Only eight Kamberi appear in my sample, and seven are

. -
‘ <

children of interethnic mdrriages. Thus, their "typicality" can falso be

questioned. However, their responses also match my fieldwork predictions.
. " - - « .
Finally, the nature of my fieldwork preventedfmy obtaining samples from

districts at Yauri's northwestérn or southwestern extremqs‘(cf. Map of

’ 7aari’s Ethnic Composition in Appendix). Therefore, no Shangawa or Lopaws,

* t

X

| : )
‘ ' 1

2 1y thanks for permjssion to use these goes to Ral?b Faulkinham, Charles Keil,

and Jerome Barkow. p

|
|
i

3 Two Gungawa students, both Christians, f{rom Shabanda, a village near Gebbe,
! were finishing ppeir requirements for a
} dlated to teach in Tondi. ’ -
L .
I

Grade 1T teaching certificate and were

* v 00032 T
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\ . . appear in the sample at all and no Kamberi from Wara and Libata, a center of
) i ‘ LS ,
\ _Kamberi culture, appear in the sample. Still the sample is sufficient:for |

- - -

present purposes, to illustrate the usefulness of an appfoach using .

. Goodenough's insights in expanding the Barthian céﬂbept of ethnic groups

o R
B e< v

' - It is useful in suggesting a means for conducting further research and
. &

adding to the precision of anthropological predictability.

’

-
I3

-

2 ‘ )
In an overall ranking of ethnic groups in Yauri there is little doubt

Pl

1
]
1
|
i
1

Analysis of Data ; ) . i

. e ' -

that the Hausa are first and Midwesterners (Edo, Itsekeri, et. al.) last i

(cf.,Tables 11, 12). However, the Midwesterners, who are well-aware of the

hatred directed their way, do not openly return the Hausa's cuntempt for them

(cf. Table 19). Perhaps, it is better to say that like members of every other «

ethnic group in Yaur% Midwesterners realize where the power liés. Since they
< ”
are strangers to ;Yauri and live in or near Yelwa town, accessible to the

) authorigges, their respect and awareness of authority is aqyadaptive res-
L -

v ¥ < ~

ponse of the highest priority. Their respect, however, should not be

c o
T

{nterpreted as affection or love. They despise Hausa and privately do not
.//" hide that fqpt. Onée teacher left his employment early an@ chose unemploy-
ment in the Midwest and "subjugation" to his parents to living any longer

among the "stupid, backward Hausa". He daily feared for his life. Of .

’

course, his outspokeness did not aid his feeling safe and secure in a .

.

Hausa-dominated area. .
= * o

-

The fact that Mid%esterners rank lower than any other strangers, even

tne hated Igbo, is a reflection of their economic position in Yauri. When
! ., . * 2
the people of Yauri expelled the Igbo, "Southerners" swarmed in to assume

-

their jobs. While Yoruba are definitely "Southerners", Yoruba who came

- .
- ° * = i

00033 P s
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4 <

.
were Muslims.h All of the Midwesterners5 were Christians and have remained

o~

so. Thus,.they rank significantly lower than Yoruba. .They also afe far ;

less urganized than the more homogeneous Yoruba and are vulnerable to being

~
.~ «

P
recipients of much more pressure\\ The difference in their mutual rankirg
N . N . . 7
is a reflection of many th%ngs,‘of\EOgrse, but it is primarily a.counterpart

L

‘of their,differentidl access to power. It is afso an echo of their-tremen-

?
7

dous cultural dlfferences, dlfferences predlctably expressed by a low “,

g

ranking from those in positionps accessible to power and hlgh ranking from

those in power subordinate positions.

. . .,
0 ' . ’ B

o . To state the matter d4ifferently, there}is’a difference in their status.

vis & vis one another. In Goodenough's term$ each has different rights,
cx —— o ——— ~ . . , P "

Bl > . »
. . -

duties, and privileges'ip relationships with members of the other's«group.

For example, while only 6ge Hdusa father .in the sample has married a Mid-

o - - \

. : ) - -
western woman Ccf. Tab;e 16) Hausa men have the right to marry Midwestern

&«
I

women: Mldwestern .men do not have “such rights. In_Yauri they .marry or

- ’,/"’

*

. . - 3 ' &
;semain married to "Southérners", perferably Midwesterners. -

.
-

. What*I am suggesting is that one way tJ'treat the aggregrateﬂdata in

+

“Tables li and 12 is as a summary of ranked rights and duties. Then signifi-

cant differences from the géneral ranking can be dealt with &'s important

™

cases. Thus Gaﬁgawa tend to rate themselres more highly than do some other

_group (Cf. Table 11) while the Kamberi tend to rate themselves essentially

»
.

|
as other people do (Cf Table 12). Unfortunately, only one Dukawa is,in
|

{ 2
“the sample and although his answers are ethnographically typical they nust

be used with caution since any idiosyncracies ragther unduly bias any results.

-

4 One of the Yoruba headmasters was a Catholic when he arrived in Yauri. He
converted to Islam and shoktly after became a headmaster of Waje Primary School.
He isphighly respected in the community, even though he is a partner in a
trucking business with a Midwestern Catholic. In ihe sample 4 of 7 Yoruba

\ are Mdaslim.

*

- ~

E I an perfectly aware that there are a large number of Midwestern ethnic groups

‘ ) However, in Yauri "Midwestern" has become an emic category into which members
[ERJ!: +  of all Midwestern groups are lumped, analagous to the manner in which all .

"Europeans'™, including Americans, are ijf}%i gether in one category.




. - .
. . .
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. ? -

< If one can point to his pattern of respoﬁsés, then, as ét least tenatively

LY

typical, it is clear tht‘ﬂhe Dukawa are clearly different culturally from

“

A

other societies in Yauri, a\point clegr from ethnogrgphic data (Prazen

3
= . NN 3
. . S

- -y, i

” - 4 ~ i

. %

There are a number of othéf"simﬁle but important statements about

. -
o &

the Yauri social situation that emerge clearly from Tables 11, 12 and 17.

- >

The more foreién a group is to Yauris the loyer its overall.rank. The
genefal agree;ept of all except the bukawa regarding relative'ranking

(cf. Tables 19-2k) emphasizes the fact that Yauri %; in fact a social

}ield in which the rules for interaction are understood and shared. Incid-~
ently one might gredict a godd‘deal of trouble between Dukawa and Hausa,

and one would. be correct. In fact,’the'Dukawa are perﬁaps the most

aggressively independent people in all Yauri. It is interesting that they
are ranked lower than Yoruba on both tables and then Igbo on Table 2.

Shéngawa and Lopawa are, in fact, relative strangers in central Yauri where
) -

the qgestionnaire vas diétribuﬁed, for they live on the fringgs of Yauri.
The Dukawé, however, ére culturally strangérs if not physigally S0.

It is interesting to combine Tables 1 and 2 with the qgalitative
stereotypes summarized in Table 17. A ranking of stereotypes would thus

emerge: 1. Civilized, fishérfolk-Hausa ' .

2. Cattleherders, warlike-Fulani ‘ -
3. Farmers, gentle - Kamberi .
. L. Farmers, helpful - Gungawa ’
' 5. Merchants, civilized - Yoruba

6. Farmers, fighters, hunters, craftsmen - Dukawa ’
7. Fishermen, wrestlers - Shangawa t
8. Foreigners, antisocial - Igbo
9. Fishmongers, helpful.- Midwesterners

What has emerged most clearly is that a rough "access to power" scale is present

A
- in the ranking. .'Civilized" to the people of Yauri is always synonymous
3

«

with "living in towns". The Hausa "fCisherfolk" relerred bo are Lhe Derkawa

(of. Salamone 1973). The Shangawa fishermen do not fare so well. Attached

00035
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to the concept of ruling are a number of other ones. barkowl(lQYO) has

¥
*

summarized Hausa concepts regarding the ideal man rather well. In brief,
he is quiet, geﬁth, soft-spoken, avoids noisy conflicts, displays great

I3 6
courtesy and so forth. Yauri is a Hausa-ruled area not & Fulani orie as

- v

N
most of the emirates’ have been. Thus the presence of the Fulani ranked in

gecond position may seem to bg anamalous. Table 24 does show that there is

.

indeed quite a, spread in their ranking within ethnigq grodps, and three of the
. /

twelve Fulani (25%) in the sample did rank Fulani lower than first or second.

- . . A /
)

The high aggregate rating of the Fulani is probably best explained because

¢ . r /

of their traditional success in resisting outside political pressures. Further,®

o 4

while Yauri is\Hausa and no% Hausa-Fulani it was politically a dhimi
(Qribut;ry state) under the suzerainty of Sokoto, a/Fulani empire. %Fb§ay

the Cattle Fulani are losing their gpruggle for relative autonomy and this
loss of their rights and duties is fohfusing to o?hers in Yauri. However,.
violence in itself is lowly ranked in Yauri and those whose ethos glorifies

it may be feared, but they are hated. Furthermgre, one would be riéht iﬁ ' \
predicting that Fulani have difficulties rathey wniversally in Yauri. Thus,

+ . «

their status boundaries are rather blurred and confusing in the current
change situation. Significantly, conflicts have increased ;s in recent
years.

There is also a rather general ag?eement that certain professions and
and qualigies should go togéther in proper fashion. Thus, for non-ngsa

férming is better than fishing, and certainly better than hdhting, a term

associated with the warlike Dukawa whose self-image®is that of hunters.

I

°In fact as Mahdi (1968) and Balogun(1$70) have demonstrated the situation
is much more complex than I have made it seem. The "Hausa" in Yauri are )
"really" .essentially Gungawa who have changed their ethnic identity over

time (Salamone I.P.). Thus, as newly arrived Hausa they are careful to act

as proper Hausa at all times, exaggerating their Hausaness to validate

their claims to the possession .of Hausa identity.,

1

00036
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The Kamberi are regarded as the best farmers as well as the gentlest people
in Yauri.T 'Tius, although the Hasua have traditi;nally drawn largg.numbeg;
of people from the Gungava (Salamone I.P.) they exhibit a slight preference
i

for the Kamberi (Cf. Tables[21-22). ,Hausa men will interﬁirry with both
Kamberi and Gungawa (Cf. TaPle 16). How;ver, it is rare for a Kamberi‘man
ﬁo marry a Hausa womah. Although not so frequent, it is not "Qrong" for

a Gungaw; man tg'marr& a Hausa woman.’ However, many Gupgawa with. Hausa wives *
are so "Hausaized" that they appear in s;mples as'Hausa. Fieldwork identifies:

them rather readily as those who have undergone ethnic identity change.

If the ranking of groups is aﬁ.aggregate summary qf the rights and
duties of each ethnic g;oup in Yauri, then one should be able to make some
predictions regarding manifest behavior in interéthnic situations. Further,
one should be able to describe the boundarles of each ethnic group by de-
frnlng its range and field of rights and duties; i.e., its relative statuses.
Conflict areas would be those areas in which self and other perceptions of
rights and duties differed. I have given a few examples above. Perhaps, a
few more will clarify my position. ‘

The Gungawa are ranked in a "middling" position by most of the

other groups in Yauri. They are considered hardworking farmers. Before their
&

forced resettlement, they produced Yauri's major agricultural export, onions,

and were also expert fishermen. They~are regarded as a practical people who

"will compromis#, ifl necessary, to achieve their aims. They have & higﬁer

*; . ) .
L

TThe Kamberi were not always so gentle. Mahdi (personal communitation) points
out that they and the Dukawa were close allies. 1In fact, the Kamberi were

the original rulers of Yauri. They lost large numbers of people in the Civil
Wars that devasted Yauri in the 19th century.® "Gentleness", or more literally
"shyness™ ,is an- effective adaptive mechanism. Their retreat from towns to -
the busn is a similar defensive response. Unfortunately, little has been

written on these fascimating people.
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. group in Yauri, The Dukawa present the only exception and,if Harris (1930) 4
. 1

C
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opinion of themselves than do other group58 and are willing to express it on |

. . > P A . |
a questionnaire. However, the gap in their self-other rating is not too ;
great. Thus, the Gungawa are ,found engaging in a vast number of interac-

*

tions with other groups. They intermarry with members of almost everyz .

~ i

-

is correctjthat was not always true. Thus, they are in a sengf an entre- -

preuneurial group, one with tigs to both those above and below. There are

created from the merging of a number of other ethnic groups (Harris 1930;
Mahdi 1968; Balogun 1970; Salamone 1974 and I.P.) and one that has
channeled the movement of personnel into the Hausa category. Thus, predi%tably

the Gungawa are able to intermarry with. people from almost every ethnic £roup

<

|
strong historical reasons for their position. They are in fact a group i
j

in Yauri, fo} that is part o} their rights and duties. Marriage alliance

aid their interaction. Théy also engage in more intimate, day—to;day, inter- N
action with a wider range of groups than any other group in Yauri. One can

say that their role ["...all the composite duty-statuses ;nd ri%ht-statusgé .
for a giveﬁ identity in all the identity relationships that are grahmaticaily.
possible for it" (Goodenough 1969:324)] is more extensive and complex than

that of any other ethnic group in Yauri. Therefore, it is not surprising

that they are a "helpful" peoplé. Their role requires them to assume such .

8 All groups in Yauri, in fact, have high self-images. The Kamberi are not
really so self-effacing as their self-rankings woulg“’make them appear. The
questionnaires were filled out in a social situation in which members of

other groups were present. Ethnographic data obtained from in-depth inter-
views strongly suggest that 2ll groups in Yauri consider themselves "number
one". They also know the agreed-on ranking of one another, and the rules

copr interactinn that fnllow from these rankings. The Gunsawa in the sample
were a1l Chiistians (Cf. Table 18). (Muslim Gungawa are almost by .definition
Hinusa =nd no paran Gungawa were in the sample). That fact could easily
account for their high self-image since thece €hirstians lived on the peninsuin
of Chabanda, were not resettled, and ntherwise exhibit "the Proteshant
Ethia". They are converts o the United Missionary Church of Africa, a
rundamentalist organization (ef. Salamone 1973).
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a vast numbelr of social identities that they are, in some vays, "all things
N .

to all men." In fact, in some weys they are indeed "all men)"

or at least

A}

' 1)
a microcosm of all Yauriﬂh people. They fish, hunt, farm, trade, have

S

. .
members in the bureaucracy, incorporate members from other etﬂpic groups

\ and contribute .members tc the Hausa.

The Kamberi present an interesting contrast with the Gungawa. They
~ p .
e are also highly ranked. However, they are categorized as "gentle". They
' 1

are required to present themselves to membgrs of all other ethnic groups in °

that social identity., In Yauri, to b ."gentle“ or "shy" is to be a person

who never fights, no matter what the provocation. IF is to be a persoﬁ“who

-

runs avay from any trouble, who always has "rights" to be trampled upon, be-,

oo . o 57
cause the rights andiduties of his social identity do not include "redress

' \

of grievance." So entrenched has this view of the Kamberi become that

realify is not allowed to intrude on it. Any deviation is not surprisingly .

deeply resented and viewed.as a betrayal by the Kamberi's al7ér in the inter-

action.

Most Kambeyi do indeed sincerely value gentleness. With good reason

most Kamberi are shy of Etrangers. However, to most people in Yauri "shyness'

carried the connotation of cowardice and stupidity. Thus, they say the

Kamberi do not wrestle or have any sports. The fact is that the Kamberi,
. . eq
physically the most impressive of all Yarri's people , are superb wrestlers

and are adept atl a large number of gymnastic sporis. They ruyn from fights

becanse of their historical experience (cf. note 7). In fact, they and the

-

Dukaws were probably once the best warriQ s in Yaliri. Not only are they not

*

stupid but in 1972 Jour headmasters in Yauri were Kamberi. I had students

wronply identify them as Hausa (because "they acted like Hausa'"). It i3 not

9 e Kamberi men averake over six feet in height. Vomen are not m%ch
shorter. Their physiques, male and female, can only be deseriberd az awe
Q * inspiring. They take excellent care of their health as the rceords of the
former Catholie Mission Hospital a.ttes'b.00039 :
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" his chicken ané\rung when we yell, 'Hey Kamberi!' s

.

are most "shy" in answering questions of a religious nature. Utherwise, they
>

;00040

a conscious effort they put into living up to their social identities. In

ranking of the Dukawa. Of course, since only five self-identified Kamberi °

-38- | .
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gurprising s then, that a police officer in Agwarh, a division in Kwara State

©
~
k3

across the Niger from Yauri, complained to a Catholic miésionary‘%hat the
"mis;ions were spoiling the Kamberi, for the Catholic Kamberi' no longer drops‘-
- s - L t

- .

1

\ w ¥ .
The Kamberi seems to possess a social identity analagous to that of .

-~ N

mgny oppressed peop%f. A full discussion would take us tpo\far,afie}d from
. ‘\ ) . . ! -

our central point, for it would“necessitate a complete analysis of Yauri's

P) . ‘

inﬁerethnic history (for which cf. Salamone l97hfchapter 2) and a»discus;{ ‘

0

sion ¢ theories of oppression. wpat‘is relevaqt is that the front stége
area of life” is indeed ' tru¥y different from the reality of the Kamberi's f
h pa {

backstage area of life. . In short, they are "Jutting-on" the other members

'

of their socizl field. They carefully follow the rules of interaction tox

presServe their iQQntity. They Qillipgly live up to their reputation as
. a . 10 - . .
magito (traditional reldgion) practitioegers. O

However, the closer one gets to Keamberi the more-.one sees how much of

- 3 3

their compounds they are more boisterous and outgo{ng then they aré "supposed”’

N .

v K Y «
to be. Their wit can be devastating, and their shyness begins to drop. They

s
4
Ag

are quite cpen and mock their stereotype freely.u . .
B v .

The Kamberi school &hildren display a remarkable ambiguity in*their

‘
are in the samples, only cautious generalizations can be made. Further, only

10 gentlenessB®in associated with magiro priests. The most famous magiro
priest in Yauri, indeed in all of the Northwestern State, is o Gungawa. MHe
is indeed pentle and a bit of a "buffon". Perhaps, 211 Kamberi male are
Lheught to have magic puwer because of their rentleness. .
3
oo
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one Kamberi has both a Kamberi mother and father.' Thus: one might indeed

expect ambiguity from such a sample.\ There are, in fact, more than five

R .
children in the sample with at least one Kamberi_parent. 5There are ten..
- >

Seven have a Hausa father and a Kamberi mother. One has a Kamberi father and

a Hezusa mother. One has a Kamberi father and Gungawa mother, and one has

£
% -

& Kamberi mother and father (Cf. Table 16). Fyrther, all Kamberi in the

sampie were Muslim (Cf. Table 18). Thus, the Kamberi in the sample represent
3

an upwardly mobile segment of the Kamberi universe. Thgf are moving away
from the stereotypic Kamberi and have a choice in the ;ay in which they
:present themselves. The fact that students misidentified Kamberi school
wusters as Heusa is significqgt. It is also significant that ﬁhese school
masters very cg;efﬁlly observed proper fslamig beﬁavior'bgt assiduously

_maintained their ties to their own people., They were consciouély using .
. - ’ - N »
Islam as a means to better their people's lot‘while fighting t» preserve

their ethnic “identity. They still attended the old qutivals Y it re¥rained

- o, ‘
from drinking there. . . -
: .,

“The relevance of this behavior and its meaning to Kamberi-Dukawa

interaction is simple and iﬁﬁortant. Kamberi who are upwardly mobile must

P »

take great care to have\fheiv new identity as Muslims acceptéd by the Haysa,

~—— ) _J__vf\{; E .
who are mgde&&ffﬁf/ﬁgaper Islamic behavior. The mqﬁority of Kamberi Islamic:

L4
)l

converts have chosen to retain their identity as Kamberi, while deemphasizing

>

elements that conflict with Islam. Oqe of these elements 4s the drinking of
"native beerl"11 The Kamberi and ﬁukgwa have traditionally had a Joking

re 1ationship, »r one of privileged familiarity. Part of that relationship

-

cpe of mutua) drinking. There are a numver of reasons for Lhe
, ) .

- - . ~
+

[
P

‘- wuslims in Yauri interpret the Koranic.injunctinn against drinking
s ronolic beverages as applicablie only to what they eull "native wigu;"

Fd +
+
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relationship,lg at this.point the important fact is its existence and meaning :

e

To people in Yauri. It is, therefore, logical tlat people ghanging their self- .

presentation would attempt to extinguish- any behavior whose meaning would

conflict with that purpose. Then, too, the Dukawa have stubbornly clung to

~

their fierce image in Yauri while the Kamberi have been careful to cultivate

at "kindly", "ge.atle" one. Conversion to Islam has only sharpened the Kamberi's

presentation of a gentle self. Combined in Yauri with the profession of .

Islam sentleness is truly the mark of the civilized person. The Dukawa, how-

ever, are the antithesis of the civilized person in Yauri. Thus, the ambiguous

categorization of the Dukawa by Kamberi school children, a categorizgtion that

-

‘needs explanation because of the joking behavior observable daily in Véuri

between Kamberi and Dukawa and the deviation from that behavior that the

+ o~

categorization suggests.

-

Finally, the mutual rankings and ste}eoiypes show a close connection
p )
with the functions that each group performs in Yauri, and the ranking of °

e

those functions. In some ways, it is a ranking of occupations and quaiitiec

- ’

14 g . . .
associated with them. Thus, governing is clearly a highly ranked occupa-
tion while hunting ls-nat. Trade controlled by outsiders is understandably
unpopular since these outsiders are in competition for valuable résources

~with indigenous ethnic groups. As I suggest above, whenever there is a lack of

agreement between 'selr-ranking" .(and therefore the exercise of cerfmin rights

o

\ ) and duties,) and "other-ranking" there is an area of .

127 am currently preparing an article on the Dukawa-Kamberi relationship. It
- has been a long and enduring one.

1 . . . X . .
3The situation is, perhaps, even morc ¢omplex, for while Muslim Kamberi are

l

" ] becoming more "gentle", Christian Kamberi are not. Perhaps, a schismo genesis

‘ might arise in the future. Furthermore both Dukawa and Kamberi are attracted
to Christianity. It will be important to study the meaning of various patterned
relationships that develop between various kinds of Dukawa and Kamberi,for
example, Christian Kamberi-Traditional Dukawa, Muslim Kamberi~Christian

| Dukawa, ete. Incidently, Dukawa stereotype Kamberi as gentle and cowardly

| as much as do members of other ethnic groups. Perhaps there is a trace of

i bitterness in their ‘categorization since they were once wartime allies and
> equally fierce.

ll‘I (;973) have suggested that ethnic groups should be viewed as examples
[ERJ!:‘ of the Veberian,categories of class, status and party.
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potential stress in the system. . .
g . ’

%
%

Conclusions ' Conclusions

This paper pombinés the theoretical approaches of Goffman, Barth,
, o ) : .
and Goodengugh, approaches that are essentially combatible with one sanother.

Their ccmbination allows.one to treat ethnic groups as social persons, Com- .
bosed of a numbef of social identities with various rights and dﬁtieé in
interactions with other such groups. Such an approach allows one to ask

what kind of caﬁegory ethnic groups are and to begin answeriné that

question within a framework influenced by cognitivé anthrovology. Thus,

members of an ethnic group see thémselves as people who have access to a

"

[

number of culturally-defined SOClal identi mles, the possession of which

entltles them to certaln rights and dutles in 1nteract10n with members of

other groups. The boundarles of ethnic groups are co—termanUS with the

-

distribution of the rights and duties (statuses) of their members' soc1a1

identities. In other words, one can empirically map out any ethnic group's

¥ -

boundaries by ldpntl;ylng and mapping out the dlstrlbutlon of its members
rights and duties in every possible é?mbination of interethnic interaction.
Boundaries are gﬁen identifiable as access to righté and duties (statuses)
and one can study them betaviorally.

o~

- From Goodenough's perspective, then, it is predictable that the same
ethnic group may well be differentially ranked by others in the field of
social interactlon,_jbrxﬁéch may percelve the same group d1fferent1aly If

an ethniec pgroup is a social persona, then it can choose from & number of

identibies that combination it deems most appropriate to structare its inter-
s .

action. Oome identities, however, must always be included in any presentation

t moke these syntactically accurate. Thus, the Hausn are aklways Maclims
and civilized, the Dukawa always independent.
‘ T
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These dom_nant 1dent1t1es tefid to serve to faéllltate 1nverac+1on

.along lines the participants deem appropriate. They are the/focus of ethnic

b -
1

stereotyping. The Kamberi exaﬁple shows how carefully st reotypes may be

fostered by a group as an adapélve mechanism and in whdt ways changgg—:h

the stereotypes can be effected. Furthermore, all groups in the social field’

I
know the stereotypes, and there is w1despread air ement gp them.

/
Thls paper only beglnsfto apply what °I believe can be a oowerful

/

EGmbinatiOP of theory and wethodology In brlef, I prooose thgt furthero

i /

research should elict a whole range of responses regarding .rights, and

\

_duties from sufficient;qpmbers of people. Their responses on self and

. v/
other stereotypes should be carefully compared. Observations obtained from

participant—observatioh should be used to cross-check questionnaire data.
Discrepancies should be noted and carefully explained. In the abové study,

. ¢ R - o . . & .
such dlscrepancles caused me to ‘invesiigate-problems unnoticed in my field

tesearch untll then.’
4 Careful use of TAT's can uncover further examples of ctereoty'oes

Thus, in my sample every time a Kamberi was identified that Kamberi was

said to be praying or engaged in a kindly activity® oAT's add a cultural

situational framework to ethnic stereotypes. . They often offer insighius

into "what the stereotype is for"; i.e., its purpose.

- 7 .

Stereotypes do have a purpose. They d4d in the articulation o#

ethnic interaction. That is another way of saying they aid in the dis-

tribution of rights and duties (svatuses) available in social interaction.

-

They justify that distribution by attributing certain qualities to self

-

and ~therr. They certainly affect ihe syntactical construction of the

grammar f interaction. Changes in stereotypes, thus, are translations

of identitiec.

3

4
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Finally, use of Goodenough adds a greater degreé of dynamism to .

«

the study of ethnic groups. They serve to organize their members for

* . i

certain kinds of social interaction. Their members have certain predic-

. 11 IS «
table identities to choose from in situations of social interaction. How-
Q .

+

ever, their ethnic idgﬁtity(is‘of overriding importance. Stereotypes are

usually associated with that dominant identity and its ascribéd qualities.
("To be a Dukawa is to be a hunter.") These identitiés are associated with *°

/ .
a range, or distribution, of rights and duties (statuses). That range is the
/

7/ v -~

Ve . "
ethnic boundary. Behavior associated with preserving the boundary is best

> ~

viewéd as an ethnic boundary marker. Since the status of, an ethnic group

v 4

mejper can vary in interaction with a member of each different ethnic

group member in a social field, behavior in thise interactioris can vary.

o

These behavioralcfluctdations are what I mean by situational ethnicity.

Being a Dukawa means something different in Dukawa- Kamberi interaction than

¥

in Dukawa - Hausa interactign. v
- 1\ \

Examination of the makrix of status and their perceptibn shquld lead

\
\

to greater predictability o Gafious kinds of possible interaction £m3nriage,

N

hostility, joking relationships, ete.). The probabilities of such interactiods}
could be gauged. More“importéntly, perhaps, the meaning of and response.to

certain types of behavior could be predicted. Its gnammatigal appropriateness
; ~
could be predicted. Goodenough (1969) has shown the value of this approach

within a group. I suggest that it is important to extend its use to the
analysis of between-group interactions.
L4

rd 4
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Table 25

. Student's Age and Religion \ ; ;
10-12 1314 15-16 17-19 20-23 2h-26 27-20 30 ‘; '////
No Answer Tl s ' : ‘ - |
Muslim 23 39 21 23 2 52 1 0 j
" Christian 4 5 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 }
Traditional O 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 }
- Total 27 Wy 22 23 - 2 2 10 |

. . . Table 26 . -

Studerit's Ethnic Group and Stereotypes of Midwesterners
) . 'f_ami)eri Hausa JSukawa Gungawa Yorubg. Fulani Midwesterners Totsl

]

Yo response or other 0 20 1-. 6 . 0 10 5 42
2 TIeYrs - 0 2 0 3 Q 0 0 .5 -
; Traders 2 ( 1’ 1 2 0" 1 - 1Yy
Workers 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
e Fishermen 3 .6 0 2 3 0 1 15
Catlle Herders o - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dancers . 0., 0 0 o 0 0 o 0
. Fighters: & wrestlers O 0 0 €] 0 0 0 0
Craftsmen 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wealthy 0 0 0 1 0 0 - 0 1
Uncivilized 0 2 0 ,0 0 0 0 2
¥ind people 0 16 0 1 1 0 2 20
“Infportant 0 0 0 0 0 0 "0 0
Civilized 0 0 0 0 0 0. -0 0
Dirty or Carless of ..0 0 1 o , 1 0 2
Educated . 0+ -6 .0 0 1 1 . 2 10,
Unkind or Fighting 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 12
i 5. 4 73 1 12 T 12 11 121
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N , ' 'Table 21

\ .
\Student's Ethnic Group and Stereotypes of Hausa

Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba Fulani Midwesterners Total
; 8]

»
<

W
W

No response or other 2 5., 0
Farmers 1 11 0
0 1

[
[

Traders . 3
Workers -
Fishermen ) - - -
Cattle Herders
N Dancers )
N Fighters or Wrestlers
. Craftgmen
Wealthy
\Unedi¥ilized
* Kind People
Important
Clean or Civilized
9irty or Careless .
Educated
Unkind nr Fighting

,
y—
N oN

3 i
0 -
2
2

I 1w

~
1
1
I

|
]
!
!

Il o o
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N
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o ' Table 28 -

]

Studgn{'s Ethnic Group ,and Stereotypes of Gungawa

! Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba Fulani Midwesterners Tntal

flo response or other 1° 15 0 1 0 6 3 26 -
Farmers 1 10 1 5 3 1 "1 21 -
Traders 0 2 0 2 ! 3 3 s 2 12
Workers 0 0 "0 . 0 0] 0 0 0
Fishermen 2 6 0 1 0 0 1 10
) Zattler Herders - - - - - - - 0]
¢ Dancers ‘ - - - - - - - o
; Fighters or Wrestlers O -1 . 0 8
Craftsmen - - - - - - - 0
Wealthy - - - - - - - 0
Uneiviiized - ] - 1 - - 3 .8
Cind pebple - 18 0 1 - 2 1 o 23
Tmpertant - - - - - - - 0 *
“tean or Civilized - 2 - - - - - A
! Lirty or Careless . - - - - - - - ]
" Laneated y - - - - - ] - i
Unkind or Fighting 1 9 - - - - - 14
5 73 1 2 7 12 1i 141

. TOPAL i
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Table 29
\

. ) .
Student's Ethnic Group and Steré&tife of Kamberi R
Kamberi Hausa Dukawa Gungawa Yoruba Fulani Midwesterners Total
. - A

lio response or other 0 1 0 0 2 a2
Farmers 4 18 0 7 ’ 5 *2
or 2 0 1 0 - 1
Traders 0
Vorkers 0 2 0 0 0 é? g ?
Fishermen 0 1 0 0 0 0 !
Cattle Herders 0 0 0 0 0 o0 1,
Dancers * 0 0 1 0 0 S !
Fighters or Wrestlers 0 b 0 0 0

Namny J"f-sw-‘:v" 0 0 0 0 0 g ? i
SoEn o 0 0 0 0 o

wealthy 1
Un:ivilizeﬁ -0 6 0 <1 .1 3 2 3 ég
Kind People 0- 23 0 2 1 0\ ‘ ! o
Tmportant = 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 lo
Clean or Civilized 0 0 0 0 g g 62 2
Dirty or Careless 0 2 0 0 . 6 :
Educated g g g g g ° 0 ’
Unkind or Fighting -

- TOTAL . 5 13 1 12 T 12 12 121




. Name .
. Age . “ “
' " Place of Birth
T State-
Division~
District-
Tribe- { .
Father's Tribe- o
9 Mother's Tribe-
Number of Children in Family- <?'
Religion ) .
There are a number of different tribes residiﬁg in Yauri Division. Sope of
these apX: Kamberi, Hausa, Dukawa, Gungawa, Igbo, Lopawa, Shangawa, Yoruba,
Midwesterners, Fulani. If 1 is the tribe you like best and 10 the tribe you
like least, write the name of each tribe you like least, write the name of each

tribe next to the proper number. |
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Describe each of the following tribes in a few words
Kamberi . »
Lopawa

Fulagi

Gungava

Hausa

Dukawa .
Yoruba )
Tgbo . . , | '
Shangava

Midwesterners . \

Europeans .

My favorite subject in school is

My favorite game is

My least favorite subject is ' ) .

g My least favorite game is .
. When I grow up T want to be

" Most of my friends are .

How any children do yo want ot have when you pet married?
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