
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































356 The Script for Social Life

in masked ritual dramas, the spirits participate in their own
theater of everyday life.

What these data suggest is that the dramaturgical perspective
may be consistent with the villagers’ own world view. It is not
that they are full-time actors, for normally habit and custom
inhibit the awareness of the stagecraft that goes into social
action. Rather it is that everyday relationships demand of each
individual participation in the production as if he were an
author, an actor, a makeup man, or a stagehand. And unless,
like the trash yard man, he chooses to mope backstage, he has
little choice in the matter, since the script for social life is

often ambiguous and demands innovation in performance and
staging.

The Script

Consider the system of relationships that may leave the villagers
uncertain about how they stand in relationship to one another.
Kinsmen are at times not quite sure who will be their in-laws,
their potential marriage partners, or their joking companions.
Tribal identity is imprecise, since it is sometimes hard to estab-
lish who is a Mehinaku and who is not. Shamans are often hard
pressed to confirm their statuses in the face of suspicion that
they are pretenders and quacks. These facts are reflected in the
way the villagers talk about the roles they perform. Relation-
ships are a matter of degree and are regarded as “big, small,
close, distant, true, or false.” The distance between the man and
the social slot is measurable and may be specified with a system
of affixes tacked onto the names of the social positions. The
choice of the affix depends not only on the objective qualifica-
tions of the actor for the role but also on the mood and opinion
of the larger community. The imprecision in the definition and
allocation of roles leaves the Mehinaku in the position of being
authors and directors of everyday relationships. Somehow they
must get along with their fellows, despite the ambiguity in the
instructions provided by their society.

The villagers’ response is to write their own script, playing
upon the uncertainties of the system to maximize their position
within it. Distant kinsmen, thanks to their susceptibility to “gen-
ealogical amnesia,” can selectively extend paternity to their
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mother’s paramours and thereby choose parallel-cousins and
brothers-in-law. Kinship manipulation may terminate a con-
fused or conflicting relationship and replace it with a clearly
defined role more to the benefit of the actors. Members of dif-
ferent tribes may also make role bargains that submerge their
differences and establish enduring relationships in their mutual
interest. Shamans, by means of legerdemain and bizarre conduct
during curing ceremonies, can establish a special position for
themselves within their community.

In a perceptive article, “Les Rites de Passage,” Max Gluck-
man argues that ambiguous relationships, like those character-
istic of the Mehinaku, are part and parcel of the organization
of every small society (1962). Roles in such societies are neces-
sarily diffusely defined because the same small group of actors
are called upon to perform many parts. Two Mehinaku, for
example, may be blood relatives, kinsmen by marriage, work
partners, members of the same ceremonial team, commoner,
and chief. Roles are not neatly segregated among different sets
of persons as they are in a large, complex community where
kin are separate from colleagues and homes are distant from
offices. Instead, the Mehinaku must somehow preserve distinc-
tions in a setting that tends to obliterate them.

According to Gluckman, small societies make use of cere-
monies, elaborate patterns of etiquette, and rites of passage to
mark off and dramatize distinct social statuses. It is not enough
to occupy a social status; it must be occupied conspicuously.
Many Mehinaku institutions reflect this pattern. The long cycle
of seclusion, for example, can be interpreted as a device for
dramatizing new statuses in the community. Adolescents and
novice healers slip behind the partition and reappear months
and years later as adults and full-fledged shamans. The rituals
surrounding the role of the chief and the ceremonies of the men’s
house seem to perform the same function, that of marking off
important relationships within the community.

The reader will also recall the villagers’ fondness for embel-
lishing ordinary social intercourse with an elaborate system of
salutations and adornment, accompanied by names that spell
out the social positions of the actors. The puzzle is that this
information is already known to everyone in the community;
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why burden the business of everyday life with the freight of a
system of redundant communication? Given the diffuseness of
social relationships, however, we can understand the redun-
dancy. The villagers must not only be kinsmen, comrades, sha-
mans, and chiefs; they must communicate these facts to each
other on several levels of discourse. Conduct, speech, and visual
cues constantly remind the Mehinaku of who they are with re-
spect to their fellows.

In our own mass society, we also overcommunicate social
identity. The need for redundancy arises from our knowing so
little about others; we must rely on appearances rather than
unverifiable realities. Our doctor must manipulate his demeanor,
his dress, and his props if we are to perceive him as a doctor.
In effect, he overcommunicates to tell us who he is. In a small
society such as the Mehinaku, however, the villagers face very
different dramaturgical dilemmas. They already know a great
deal about each other. Their problem is to distinguish statuses
within a play which must be performed by a tiny cast. The
players overact not only to tell the other performers who they
are but also to remind them of who they are not.

The Stage

The Mehinaku villager must not only be an occasional author
of the social script; he must also be skilled in performance and
stagecraft. The basis of this requirement is that Mehinaku social
life is highly observable, the gossip network extremely effective,
and privacy very scarce. In such an environment a man’s iden-
tity as a good citizen may be jeopardized by a reality that is
difficult to conceal. His laziness, his unwillingness to share food,
his failure as a hunter or fisherman, his activities as a thief or
adulterer, his distrust of his fellows, or even his sexual inade-
quacy—all can quickly become public knowledge. Confronted
with such information, his fellow tribesmen may be tempted to
sever their relationships with him. The openness of the com-
munity to the flow of information may thereby endanger vital
social relationships.

To secure privacy, the Mehinaku take advantage of a number
of physical and symbolic barriers to communication and inter-
action, such as areas of low visibility, seclusion partitions, affinal
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avoidances, and the use of falsehood. Despite these barriers,
the efficiency of Mehinaku communication is such that only
careful manipulations of the opportunities for concealment can
control the availability of socially damaging information. The
only sure escape from surveillance and excessive interaction is
behind seclusion barriers and outside the tribe. Access to seclu-
sion is limited, however, and trips away from the tribe afford
only temporary relief. Informational exposure constitutes a
stress on social relationships with which the Mehinaku must
come to terms.

Perhaps now we can appreciate why the villagers were such
enthusiastic participants in our film. Problems of staging and
script have made the life-as-theater analogy come alive for the
Mehinaku. If they are to get along with each other, they must
be skilled as authors, actors, stagehands, and makeup artists in
the social drama of day-to-day life.

The Actor

We have argued that the Mehinaku villager must come to terms
with roles that are sometimes ill-defined and miscast. To add to
his problem, the performance of these roles is jeopardized by
the exposure of information that would give the lie to the image
of self that he is trying to convey. Given these difficulties, we
would expect to find a threatened and harried performer behind
each Mehinaku mask. Ever fearful of exposure, uncertain in
dealings with others, painfully self-aware, manipulating and
cynical, he would appear to be the Dramaturgical Man come
to life.

What emerges from the data and what strikes us about the
villagers, however, is their remarkable flare for turning apparent
liabilities into decided assets. To be sure, they are embarrassed
when caught in an extramarital intrigue or left uncertain about
the conduct expected in an ill-defined relationship, but they
have developed the dramaturgical skills that enable them to rise
to the occasion. Whether striking role-bargains with their com-
rades, creating new rituals, reshaping local topography with
newly cut trails, or dropping temporarily out of the system to
go “wandering,” the Mehinaku are in control of their lives. Far
from being harried and fearful, each villager shapes his own
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and his society’s destiny. It is he who authors the improvisa-
tional drama of Mehinaku daily life.

Can our conclusions about the Mehinaku be generalized to
other societies? At the outset we must recognize that the pres-
sures on role definition and performance among the Mehinaku
are not found in all small technologically simple communities.
Not only is the Mehinaku cast unusually small but endogamous
marriage, bilateral kinship, and life in a nucleated village aug-
ment the dramaturgically significant factors of overlapping rela-
tionships and an exposed social setting. Nevertheless, what we
have learned offers a useful framework for examining social
conduct among other peoples.

In all small societies there will be at least a tendency for rela-
tionships to be diffusely defined, leaving open the same op-
portunities for role-bargaining found among the Mehinaku.
Although not widely reported in the past, such flexibility of rela-
tionships is now receiving increasing attention. Lloyd Fallers,
writing about the manipulation of kinship and genealogies, for
example, notes that “phenomena of this kind are extremely
common in recent (ethnographic) literature, and they pertain
not to exceptional members of a society, but often to the average
person” (1965: 77). My colleagues studying South American
tribal peoples are also increasingly impressed by the optative,
voluntary quality of social relationships. The peoples of the
South American lowlands are not simply egalatarian (a point
recognized for many years); their institutions and relationships
are malleable and subject to the control of individuals. In a re-
view of the ethnography of lowland South America, for exam-
ple, Jean Jackson (1975: 317-318) takes note of the variability
in patterns of marriage and residence, implying that the standard
models of kinship behavior do not always fit the highly flexible
systems actually found among the people we study. I would
suggest that the dramaturgical perspective, focusing as it does
on performance rather than structure, offers a particularly apt
approach for the understanding of the fluid nature of native life.

The public character of Mehinaku society as well as the flexi-
bility of the role system also appears to be generalizable to
other peoples. In all small-scale societies, the diffuseness of rela-
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tionships insures that actors are curious about one another as
total social persons. A cross-cultural study of privacy patterns
(partially reported in Roberts and Gregor 1971) shows that
this curiosity is likely to be satisfied. Focusing on the domestic
unit, a sample of forty-two societies drawn from the Human
Relations Area Files “blue ribbon” sample were scaled into five
privacy categories on the basis of the permeability of dwellings
to sight and sound, the presence of internal partitions and
closable windows and doors, the number of persons who lived
together, and the openness of the settlement pattern. The ma-
jority of these societies were classified as providing “low,” or
“very low” overall privacy for their members. Of the peoples
in the sample, 75 percent lived in nucleated settlements where
social conduct was judged to be highly visible. More than 60
percent of the sample built their houses from materials perme-
able to sight and sound, such as grass, leaves, bark, thatch, or
hides. In 90 percent of the societies, more than one family lived
under the same roof and only in a third of the dwellings did
permanent partitions provide a measure of privacy for the resi-
dents. These findings suggest that many small-scale communi-
ties, perhaps a majority of them, render the individual highly
observable, making his whereabouts and activities a matter of
common knowledge.

All this leads me to suggest that our approach to the Me-
hinaku is applicable to other small-scale societies. Diffuse rela-
tionships and visible settings are widespread: the Mehinaku are
not likely to be alone in defining and performing their relation-
ships against a mise en scene of abundant information. A com-
plete ethnography of a small society therefore requires more
than the standard description of the culture’s role system. It
should also account for the observability of the setting of social
life, the limitations on the flow of information, the conventions
that communicate identity, and the methods actors customarily
employ to evade, manipulate, or rewrite their roles. This mate-
rial may provide us with what was previously missing: the set-
ting, staging, and script for the drama of ordinary community

life.
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Comportment. See Etiquette; Interaction; Joking;
Respect; Shame

Corn, 191, 322

Corporeal punishment, 276

Cosmology, 38—-40, 51; and control of nature, 204,
337

Cousin relationship, 277-82; and antagonism, 280-
81; flexibility of, 290-92; and joking, 281-82,
fig. 23

Couvade, 270-73

Culture change and contact, 19, 23-24; and beads
and adornment, 157; and deculturation, 20, 161-
62; and dress, 161-62, 167, table 6; and fear
of white man, 103; and game of Tarzan, 110;
and house architecture, 56-57, fig. 7; and
knowledge of outside world, 22, 41, 43; and
language play, 188; and missionary contact,
214; and mythology, 301; and Post, 20-22, 215-
16; and psychological effects of, 22-23, 103,
269; and relocation of Amazon tribes, 60-61;
and spirit beliefs, 320

Daily life, 23-24, 127, fig. 4

Death and afterlife, 40, 264, fig. 5; and adorn-
ment, 162; and destruction of property, 118;
and mourning, 70, 112, 286, 311; and name
taboos, 264; and pallbearers, 157

Definition of the situation, 8—10

Demography, 19-20, 23. See also, Death; Disease

Desana Indians, 35

Deviance, 200-209; origins of, 201-2; sanctions
against, 202—4. See also Witchcraft

Dias, H., 157

Discretion, 101-2; and extramarital affairs, 139-
40. See also Gossip; Privacy

Disease: caused by aggression, 189; and epidem-
ics, 19, 23; and shallow genealogies, 263; and
marriage, 285; origins of, 333; and social mar-
ginality, 201, 214; social nature of, 336; and
spirits, 323, 329

Dogs as scavengers, 99

Dole, G., 18

Dramaturgical perspective, 6-12, 319-21, 353-
61; advantages and drawbacks of, 8, 11-12;
contrast of life and theater in, 10-11, 185, 210;
and disengagement, 219-20, 222-23; and dra-
matic self-awareness, 10-11, 213; and interac-
tion, 151-52; and intertribal relations, 306, 312-
13; and seclusion, 238, 243—44; and shamanism,
332, 351-52; and village as theater, 64, 74

Dravidian kinship, 288

Dress, 153-76. See also Adornment.
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Dry season village, 217
Dumont, L., 288

Ecology, 13-17. See also Subsistence

Economics, 118, 120-22. See also Property; Trade

Education, 40, 61, 195-96; and genealogy, 264,
289-90; of a shaman, 334-36, 345-46; varia-
tion in knowledge and, 195-96, table 11; of a
witch, 204-5

Endogamy, 263, 299, 316. See also Marriage

Etiquette, 357; and shamanism, 346-47; during
visits, 317-18. See also Affinal kinship; Greet-
ings; Intertribal relations

Extramarital affairs, 132-47; and affection, 141;
and age, 135-36; extent of, 134-37, table 4;
game of, 113; gifts and, 137, 141, 146-47; and
greetings, 181, table 9; and jealousy, 138-41,
145-47, 263-64; and kinship, 279, 292-94; and
privacy, 137-47; and risk-taking, 144-46; and
roles of partners, 134, 136-37

Fallers, L., 360

Family relationships, 268-76; and residence, 269.
See also Affinal kinship; Kinship; Marriage

Fejos, P., 219

Feldman, S., 199

Fenelon, H., 157

Fictive kinship, 317, table 20

Field methods in study, 24-25, 28-29

Fire, myth of, 301

Fish, 69; arrival in village, 147; generosity with,
190-91; as gift for mistress, 137, 146; and
kinship, 265; taboos on eating, 235-36; theft of,
129. See also Food

Fishing: and scheduling of trips, 192; traps, 48,
table 6

Flexibility: of culture, 30, 360; of kinship, 288-
99, 317; of role system, 251-52; of shamanistic
beliefs, 333

Food: and kinship, 265-66; as mark of tribal iden-
tity, 302; and privacy at mealtimes, 97; and
processing manioc, 97; recognition of on arrival
in village, 71, table 1; taboos, 16, 233-36, 265-
66; withholding of as sanction, 203. See also
Ants; Corn; Fish; Honey; Mangaba; Manioc;
Monkeys; Pequi; Salt

Footprints, 72-74, fig. 12: as clues to conduct,
72; and esthetics of the foot, 72, 306

Fox Indians, 258-59

Friendship: ceremonial, 157

Galvio, E., 18, 163, 288
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Games, 20, 108-16, figs. 4, 14; definition of, 110;
in public areas, 110-11; and role playing, 112-
16; and solitary games, 110-11; and string
games, 110; theory of, 111-12

Garbage and waste, 97-99

Gardens: as investment in community, 308; as
private areas, 93. See also Subsistence; Manioc

Garfinkel, H., on definition of the situation, 9-10

Gearing, F., 259

Geertz, C. and Geertz, H., 263

Genealogy, 262-64, table 21. See also Kinship;
Kin terms

Generosity, 190-93; and appearing generous, 93.
See also Property; Reciprocity; Trade

Gluckman, M.: on gossip, 87; on roles, 357

Goffman, E., 7, 184, 186, 189, 320

Good citizenship, 187-200

Gossip, 85-90; and affinal relationships, 285; con-
sequences of, 83, 214; definition of, 85; as sanc-
tion in theft, 125, 129; and self-presentation,
88; transmission of, 86, 89; and trust, 87, 102

Greetings, 58, 177-84, 212, 357-58; and fare-
wells, 181-82; significance of, 182-84; in trash
yards, 99

Gregor, T., 18, 203, 282, 361

Hairstyles, 159-61, fig. 17, table 6; in mourning,
286

Hall, E., 35

Headdresses, 83, 95, 157, 232, 286, fig. 18

History of Mehinaku, 18-21; as related by chief,
82-83; and first contact with whites, 19, 21-22;
and village movements, 16-17, 19, 42-43; and
war, 217, 303-5

Hoebel, E., 207

Homosexuality, 254-55

Honey, 69, 236

Houses, 51, 56-60, fig. 10; ownership of, 266; and
privacy, 58, 94-97

Hughes, E., 351

Humanness, 300-303

Hunt, E., 298

Identity, 359-60; and adornment, 155-56, 162,
table 7; in encounters, 185-87, 209-10; and en-
gagement in role, 219-20; and failure, 200~
209; and names, 256-58; and parents, 270, 273;
and possessions, 121; and role, 249-53, 258-59;
tribal, 300-303, 307-9; and withdrawal, 211-12

Incest, 215, 278-79, 287, 291-92

In-law relationships. See Affinal kinship

Insects, 96; and wasp game, 111. See also Ants
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Interaction: and affinal avoidances, 283-85; and
dry season village, 217; and emotions, 220;
and greetings, 178-79, tables 8, 9; in houses,
97: in informal encounters, 187-90, 192, 196,
197-200, 202-3, 209; and intertribal relations,
302-3, 306, 312-15; and plaza as interactional
hub, 65; in seclusion, 230-33, table 16; and
shame, 220-22; shelters from, 212-13; in smok-
ers’ circle, 77-78; and teasing, 316; in trash
yards, 96, 97-99, fig. 13; and wandering, 218-
19. See also Affinal kinship; Cousin relation-
ship; Joking; Privacy; Respect; Seclusion

Intermediaries: and theft, 124; and kinship, 296;
and seclusion, 233; and sexual affairs, 140-41

Intertribal relations, 300-318; and adornment,
161, table 5; and greetings, table 1; and kinship,
316—17; and marriage, 315-16; and teasing, 316;
and theft, 124-25, 130; and tribal territory, 46;
and visiting, 213-15, 314-15, 317-18; and
“wild Indians,” 301-7; and witchcraft, 81-83,
136, 310, 312

Isolation. See Interaction; Privacy; Seclusion;
Shame

Jackson, E., 18

Jackson, J., 360

Jaguars, game of, 110

Joking, 188-89; between cross-cousins, 279-81,
fig. 23; about in-laws, 286-87; during rituals,
256: as a sanction, 203—4; and teasing outsiders,
316

Junqueira, C., 18, 22

Kaiap6 Indians, 153-54

Kalapalo Indians, 234, 325, table 24

Kamaiura Indians, 17, 18, 79, 314, 315, 325, 348;
and witchcraft, 82-83

Kindreds: structure and size, 262-64, table 21.
See also Kinship

Kinship, 260-99; and adornment, 162, 166; and
bilaterality, 261-62, 299; and biology, 260-62,
292-93; and categories of kin, 261-63, 289,
table 20; and “double relationships,” 289-92;
and emotional support, 268; and fictive kinship,
table 20; and extramarital affairs, 138; and gar-
den location, 47; and greetings, 178-80, table
9: and intertribal relations, 307, 316-17; and
labor, 267-68; and marginality, 203, 207; and
names, 256-57; and residence, 266, fig. 21;
and social obligations, 265-68. See also Affinal
kinship; Cousin relationship; Family relation-
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ships; Kinship terms; Marriage; Maternal role:
Paternal role; Residence
Kinship terms, 302, fig. 22, table 8; and “double
relationships,” 289-92; nonuse of, 279, 292
Kuikuru Indians, 17, 18, 312, 316; victims of
theft, 124-25

Labor: collective, 308; division of, 23-24, 47,
218, 265; and location of gardens, 47; and
mythology, 255; recruiting of, 83—-84, 178, 267-
68, 285; ritual organization of, 324; role bar-
gains between kin and, 297; and seclusion, 234;
taboos against (couvade), 271-73; and wealth,
194; and work ethic, 81, 191-93, 202-4, 226~
27. See also Subsistence

Languages of Xingu Indians, 17. See also Mehi-
naku language

Laziness, 202-3. See also Labor

Levi-Strauss, C., 35, 309; on models, 56

Lienhardt, G., 258

Life cycle. See Age roles; Birth; Children; Kin-
ship; Seclusion

Lima, P., 18

Mangaba fruit, 15, 47

Manioc, 23, 265; beverage made from, fig. 13;
drying racks, fig. 7; poisons from, 39

Marriage, 279-80, 282-87; and endogamy, 316;
and extramarital affairs, 147; and fiexible Kkin-
ship, 274-75; game of, 113; greeted by whoops,
70; and intertribal relations, 315-16; and resi-
dence, 266, fig. 21; and ritual, 254, 282. See
also Affinal kinship

Maternal role, 269-70, 273-74; and birth, 271;
in conception, 260-61, 292-93; and responsi-
bility training, 275-76; and seclusion, table 15

Matipu Indians, 17, 18, 307

Maybury-Lewis, D., 56

Medicines: to promote growth, 226-28; and her-
bal cures, 333

Mehinaku language, 17; and categories of infor-
mation, 76; and greetings, 178-79, table 9; and
kinship, 260-62, fig. 22; and oratorical style,
84; orthography and translation of, 3-5; and
ownership, 120; pride in, 307; and shamanism,
182, 347—-48; of social roles, 249-53; of space,
36-37. See also Arawak language and tribes

Mehinaku tribe: tribal identity, 307-9. See also
Intertribal relations

Men’s house, 48, 305-6, figs. 4, 7, 8; game of,
114; interaction in, 66, 188; in myth, 255; as
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Men’s house (cont.)
residence of spirits, 323; use of by shamans,
337, 339

Menstruation: and pollution, 235-36; and seclu-
sion, 235-36, table 15; as symbolic act of men,
254

Messinger, S., 10

Monkeys, 69; game of, 110; and humans, 302-3,
figs. 25, 26

Mood: and adornment, 158, 185; and sadness,
223: and shame, 220-22; and withdrawal, 213

Mors, W., 159

Mourning. See Death and afterlife

Murdock, G., 177

Murphy, R., 18, 249, 298

Myths: of creation, 44, 301-2; of mother-in-law,
266-67; of origins of sex roles, 255; of rela-
tionship to nature, 301; of revenge for infidel-
ity, 139, 145-46

Names, 256-58, 357-58; and nicknames, 188, 256:
of spirits, 325; taboos on, 264, 284, 297

Oberg, K., 16, 18

Observability of conduct, 63-67; and extramarital
affairs, 137-49; in gardens, 67; in and around
village, 91-94; and wealth, 193. See also Acous-
tics of action; Houses; Plaza; Privacy; Space;
Trash yards

Orphans, 201-2, 263

Ostracism, 202-4

Palmwood, 43

Paternal role, 268-74; and adornment, 162; in
conception, 260-61, 292-93; and couvade, 270-
73; and responsibility training, 275-76; in se-
clusion, 226-28, 230

Pequi fruit, 15, 47, 69, 161, 280, 322

Peterson, R., 321

Physical anthropology. See Stature

Plaza, 50-51, 64-65, 84, 178

Political relationships, 60; and stature, 196-99,
table 12

Post, Indian, 20-22; as refuge, 215-16, 305; as
source of news, 78; trading at, 326. See also

. Culture change and contact

Postman, L., 104

Privacy, 89-90, 148-49, 358-59, 360-61; and af-
final kinship, 96; and curiosity, 75; and dry
season village, 217; and extramarital affairs,
137-47; and games, 114-16; and gossip, 85;
and identity, 211; in seclusion, 238-41: and
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sexual relations, 69; and shame, 219-22: and
trash yards, 96, 97-99, fig. 13; and wandering,
218; and Yagua Indians, 219. See also Foot-
prints; Houses; Observability of conduct; Plaza:
Seclusion; Spies

Property, 118-23; concept of, 120-23; as identi-
fied with owner, 74, 121, 156; the spirits’ own-
ership of, 324; and wrucu pigment, 159; and
wealth, 193-95, table 10. See also Reciprocity;
Theft; Trade

Rapaport, A., 35

Reciprocity, 121, 190-91; and adornment, 157,
159; evasion of, 92-93; and food, 265-66: and
gifts for sexual relations, 146—-47; and sanctions
for promoting, 202-4. See also Generosity; Kin-
ship; Property; Theft; Trade

Reichel-Dolmatoff, G., 36 '

Religion, 38, 321-52; ghosts and spirits, 41, 45;
and village space, 51, 54. See also Death and
afterlife; Ritual life; Shamanism; Soul beliefs;
Spirits

Residence: changes in, 95-96, 242-43: and kin-
ship, 266, fig. 21; and marriage, 283-84; and
witchcraft allegations, 207-8, table 13. See also
Affinal kinship; Houses; Kinship; Marriage

Respect, 220, 282-85, 348-49. See also Affinal
kinship; Age roles; Maternal and Paternal roles

Richards, J., 18; on Waura grammar, 120

Ritual life, 311-12, 319-27; and calendrical festi-
val, 191; and marriage, 282; and names, 256—
57; and roles in ritual, 250-51, 323-25: and
songs, 196

Rizzini, C., 159

Roberts, J., 361; on games, 111-12

Roles, 6-12, 249-59, 319-21, 330-31, 353-61:
attitude toward, 252-53; contractual approach
to, 7; definitions of, 7; and flexibility of kinship,
288-99, 317; and games of role playing, 112-
14; and history of concept, 6-7; language of,
249-52; and role strain, 123, 349-51, 360: and
role rev_ersal, 254-55. See also Dramaturgical
perspective

Rose, A., 289

Rumor: content of, 103; sources of, 103-4. See
also Communication; Truth and falsehood

Salt, 43, 45, 305, table 24

Scarification: as a punishment, 276: and strength.
228
Schultz, H., 18



Index 380

Seasonal round, 15-16, 81, 191, 217, 283. See also
Subsistence

Seclusion, 224-44, fig. 19; and adornment, tables
5, 17; and couvade, 270-73; and diet, 233-36,
335-36; duration and phases of, 225, 232, 241;
game of, 114; interaction and, 230-33, 238-42,
table 16; and medicine spirit, 226-27; reactions
to, 229-30; restrictions in, 228-29, 335; and
shamanism, 335-36; and stature, 198; and status
changes, 225, table 15; and vulnerability in,
228, 233, 237; of a witch, 205

Self. See Identity

Sex roles: and adornment, 155-66, fig. 18; and
appearing masculine, 88, 196-99; and beauty,
132, 158; and greetings, tables 8, 9; and mod-
esty, 155; in mythology, 255; origins of, 254-56;
and use of space, 54, 59. See also Homosexual-
ity; Marriage; Maternal role; Paternal role;
Sexual relations

Sexual relations: and attractiveness of partners,
132-33; and bestiality in mythology, 302; and
conception, 292-93; and joking, 189; and kin-
ship, 260-61, 291-92; and love magic, 214,
table 13; men’s and women’s differing views of,
132-37; pleasure and enhancement of, 132, 164;
positions of, 141, 144; and privacy, 137-47;
prohibitions against, 226, 273, 274, 278, 279-
80, 295, 335; and refusal, 203; as revenge for
theft, 124; and sex-play, 145-46; and stature,
198, 226; and voyeurism, 138. See also Extra-
marital affairs

Shamanism, 332-53, fig. 28; and adornment, 159-
62; and career of shamans, 334-36; categories
of, 333-34, 337; and comportment, 348-49;
and cures, 273, 323, 332, 337-39; game of,
114; and payments, 340, 344; and role strain,
349-51; and songs, 337-38; and smokers’ circle,
77-80; and tricks, 342-44

Shame, 220-22; and adornment, 221; in confron-
tations, 123-24, 129-30; and Kkinship, 279-80;
method of inducing, 95; and modesty, 155; and
village space, 57

Silverman, J., 345

Simoes, M., 18

Smoking, 77-80, 333-36. See also Shamanism

Sociability, 187-93

Social cohesion, 147, 184, 243-44

Sommer, R., 35

Soul beliefs, 311, 322; soul loss, 323-24. See also
Spirits

Space, 35-36, 61-64; and cosmology, 38-40; and
ethnogeography, 41-46, 48, fig. 6; and finding
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way, 44; and language, 36-37; and location of
village, 48; and seclusion area, 226-27, 239-
40. See also Houses, Plaza; Trails; Trash yards;
Village

Spies and eavesdroppers, 100-101; children as, 95.
._S.‘ge also Acoustics of action; Privacy

Spirits, 246, 321-31; categories of, 322; nature of,
321-22; origins of, 325-30; possession by, 340—
42; in seclusion, 226-27; sincerity of belief in,
322, 329-30. See also Religion; Ritual life;
Shamanism

Stars, 32, 81

Stature, 196-99, table 12

Stv:a]irllﬁr:?:n,1 8l(. Von den, 18-19; as a victim of theft,

Stor)_r telling, 79, 88, 103-4. See also Myths

Subsistence, 15-17; and dry season village, 47;
and fish poisoning, 15; and garden location, 47:
limited by theft, 119; and resource areas, 43—
47; and seasonal round, 15-16, 81, 191,217,
283; and slash and burn agriculture, 16, 47; and
steel tools, 19. See also Ants; Corn; Fish; Food:
Monkeys; Pequi fruit

Sun and moon, 38-40, 161-62, 204, 301-2

Suya Indians, 43

Symbolic interaction, theory of, 7-9

Theft, 47, 74, 86, 117-31; extent of, 119; methods
of, 126-31; motive for, 122: retaliation for, 124,
See also Property; Reciprocity

Time concepts, 36-37

Toilet training, 274

Trade, 121-22, 130; intertribal, 157, 305-6, 309-
11, tables 5, 24

Trails, 48, 50-51, 65-66, fig. 6; greetings on, 180:
hidden trails, 90-93, 315

¥rasg yvard men, 185, 200-202

rash yards, 51, 54-55; description and ethos .
96-99, fig. 13. See also Spage 2

Truth ‘and falsehood, 82-83, 102-6; and extra-
marital affairs, 141-42; and shamanism, 342-
51; and skepticism, 106, 344-51: and theft, 123,
I?fl; and work, 202. See also Communication

Tupi language and tribes, 17, 314, table 24

Turner, T., 153-54

Txicio Indians, 72, 81-82, 188, 303-7, fig. 26;
and war, 217, 303-5 ;

Urucu pigment, 158-59, fig. 16: and seclusion,
2.7'1, table 17; and women’s red pigment (epit-
siri), 165-66, 339, table 6. See also Adornment
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Village: areas of low visibility in, 91-94; design
and concept of, 48, 50-56, figs. 8, 9; location
of, 23, 42, 48, 92, figs. 4, 7, 8, 9. See also Space

Villas Boas, C. and Villas Boas, O., 18, 20, 302,
325

War, 217, 303-5. See also Intertribal relations

Waura Indians, 17, 18, 88, 310, 311, table 24;
and refuge among Mehinaku, 136

Wealth. See Property; Theft; Shamanism

Weaning, 274

Witchcraft, 204-9; avoiding accusations, 81-82:
game of, 114; and greetings, 178; and revenge
sorcery, 82-83; and sexual jealousy, 138; and
spy as a witch, 100-101; techniques of, 88, 156,
table 13; and tribal politics, 310, 312: and
wealth, 118; and witchhunting, 340-42. See also
Shamanism

Work. See Labor

Xingu Indians, 17-18; mythic origins of, 301-2.
See also Tribal names
Xingu topography, 13-15, fig. 2

Yagua Indians, 219

Yawalapiti Indians, 17, 18, 314, 335
Yekuana Indians, 35

Zarur, G., 18, 250
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