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ApsTRacr. — The concept of pativism
was developed originally to describe cer-
tain reactions to foreign . dominafion,
which were observed among the Amer-
ican Indians, It was, applied later to
simtilar * developments  In Oceania and
other colonial areas. It wag suljected
to a theoretical analysis by several an-
thropologists and was refocused to a con-
siderable degree. The purpose.of this pa-
per is to clarify the relationship between

nativism -and nationalism, which. was .

taeitly assumed fo exilst but was mever
systematically éxplored, and to suggest
a moedel for the a;nalvsis of the de-
velopment of nationalism among the non-

“Western peoples, in which nativism, as

defined in this paper, ig seen as one of
its important stages.

The relationship befween nativism
and nationalism, although implied
by the very etymology of the two
terms, has not been systematically
explored by antbropologists or by
sociologists (Barber, 1941; Turner
and Killian, 1957; Smelser 1963).
Both groups haye been aonseions of

some characteristics shared by these.

two types of social movements, bnf
neither hag attempted to clavify
their theorctical ramifieations. The
main reason for this was a certain
ambiguity in the interpretation of
nativistie movemmts by anthropol-
ogists.

The concept of nativism was do-
veloped by American anthropologists
to deseribe. gertain phenowens which
were obgerved among the Xmerican
Tndiang. It was not exposed fo a the-

orctieal amalysis until the growing
interest in the- problems  of acenl-
toration (Herskovits, 1938) had sug:
gosted its  systematic. examination.
This was accomplished by Linton
(1643):

Linton interpreted nativistic move-
menls ag a reaction to the threat
of eultural  annihilation ariging in
g situation of imcquality betwoen
the wsocieties in contact’® (1943, p
234), ITe defined a nativistie move-
ment as ‘‘any conscious, organized
altempt on the part of -a soviely's
members to revive or per petuatv se-
lected aspects of its eulture’ (1943,
p. 230). He also set up a typology
of nativistie movements by dividing
them into the following four cate-
gories: revivalistic-magical, reviva-
ligtie-rational, perpetuative- mdgleal
and perpetuative-rafional.

Although he cited some examples
ol at least three of these categorics,
he put such an emphasis on the re-
vivalistic- magieal type that the very
concept of nativistic movements be-
cume identified with what he de-
goribed as ‘“frankiy irrational flights
from reality’’ (1943, p. 233).

The eriticisms of Linton’s concep-
tion were slow in coming, buf sinee
1956 it has been under attack from
two main points of view: (1) the
validity of sefting up ‘‘nativistic
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movements’’ as s distinet eategory
of phenomena, and (2} the validity
of his intevprotation of such move-
ments as irrational ights from the
present into the past,

The very existence of nativistie
wovements as an independent and
Separate catégory was guestioned by

Vallace (1956), for whom they con-
stitute rather: a relatively indistinet
stbelass within a broader eategory of
revitalization movements. These are
defined-as ““deliberate, conseious ef-
Tort[s] by members of a society to
construet 4 more satisfying culture’’
(1956, p. 265),

Nativistic movements are shinply
revitalization movements in which

there i3 a strong emphasis on the
elimnination of alien influences and
persons Trom the life of a given so-
clety. “Tecanse a major part of
the pregram of many vevitalization
movements’’, explaing the author,
““hag been beeu to expel the persons
o customs of foreign invaders or
overlords, they have been widely
called * nativistic inovements’. How-
ever, the amonnt of nativistic activ-
ity in movements is variable,
Nativism iy a dimension of variation
rather than an clemental property
of revitalization movemonts” (19586,
p. 278).

Other criticisms advanced against
Linton’s views gmestioned his inter-
pretation of nalivistie phenocinena as
ldrqely regressive and iveational

The first serious challenge came
from Voget (1956) who pointed out
that certain patterns of rovivalistic
‘nativism, when seen against the back-
ground of passive resistance to ac-
culturation, reprosent actnally a dy-
namic and ereative. reaction to the
changed conditions of Jife. Thus, he-

sides the passive and the. dynamie
types of nativism, it is possible to
distinguish also a reformative fype
which can be defined as ““a relatively
conscions attempt on the part of a
subordinated group te attain a per-
sonal and soeial rveintegration
through a selective rejection, modifi-
cation, and syathesis of both tradi-
tional and alien (dominant) eultural
compenents® (1956, p, 2509,

The position taken by Voget was
anticipated by the writings of some
other anthropologists (Redfield,
1853), but he set it forth much wmore
elearly and explicitly.

The second, even more qeTions,
challenge to Tinton's & interpretation
eame from Worsley (1957). “ While
the actions taken in the ma, gical fype
oi movemenis”’, obgerves the anthor,

‘are incffective as o meang of ef.

fecting changes in the. environmont, .

nevertheless they represent attemipts
to solve veal problems. . . . The poc-
ple set themselves real taﬁks, though
mstead of changing the environment,
they only effeit changes in their own
peyches. In relation to the knowl-
edge and fechniques at the disposal
of the people, these actions are
clearly not irrational .. .7’ (1957, p.
26-273. '
The traditional content of the
movements should by no mesns be
exaggerated. ““There are examples’’,
says the anthor, ““in al} Im]ienduau
movementg of the revival of old ideas
with z totally new significance in the
changed social getting, . . . In addi-
tion, ome finds new ideas which are
not part of the. traditional corpus
of heliefs and knowledge. . . . What
i really important about readopi 1011

0f eertain of tho old enstoms is not

so much their revival, ag the. positive
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break with European ideology. that
itself replaced the apeient belicfs”

To de;,(*rlbe all millenarian  move-
menls a3 “nativigtic’ in mens
meaning of the term, is actually to
cavicature them. There is-really little

that divides some such movemonts.

from "orrlmal‘sf nationalist move-
ments’' (1957, p. 21, 24, 30).

Thig last observation of Worsley
reiterates the views of soveral other

ghndents of nativigem in Oeeania (van.

der Kroof, 1946 ; Allen, 1051 Guiart,
1951, 1956; Keesing, 1946; Oliver,
1952) and brings us back to the prob-
fem of the relationship between na-
tivism and modern nativnalizm. This
relationship has been taken for
granted by such anthropologists as
Einfon (19437, Krober (1948),

(illin - {1948), but its theoretieal im-
plications were somcLow ignored.,
The only atfempt to reinterpret the
me anmg of nativism from the point
of view of continuity between the
two was that of Ionigmann (1858),
whao defined it broadly as “‘amy so-
cial movement arising under eulture
eontact in which memb(\rs of & com-
munity assert cultural or social
identily, affiern dominance, or effect
pk\f:,h ological readjustment’’ (1824,

). 2627,

This definition as well as sonte of
HMonigmann’s roferences to the spe-
cific. movements bring nativism 80
close to nationalism that the distine-

tion between the two s by no meang

clear. Before we consider this prob-
Jer, however, let us simmarize the
main elements of eurrent anthropol
‘ogical views on. 11‘1t1v15m

) movements tra,dltion'ﬂly, and loose-
1y, labelled- ‘nativigtic’ are essentially

movements of cultural reconstruction or
) 1cv1_tallzz_1t10n thelr vary ing degrec of
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nativistic coloring is not their distine-
Live charat’teustlr

2} they are not fo he interproted ag in-
stances of jrrational flighty from reality,
hut as atfempts, however inadequale, to
cope with it; -

3) they are not axclusively, or even pre-
dominantly, regressive, but represent al-
ways some - forin of synthesig bctween
the.old and the new;

4) they are not pecuhar o the non-lil-
erate asociéties, hui may appear in any
gociely expériencing a profound Lhreat.
to its way of lile;

5) they are not o scparate ciass of gocial
maovements, but rather a primitive. coun-
terpart of modern revolutionary move-
ments, auch a3 soclalism, communism or
nalionalizsm,

Tn view of those conclosions, Tur-
ther uge of the torm ‘nativistic move-
ments” to deseribe the broad eategory:
of social mowmen‘rb cansed by the
t*d‘ra,btrophw impaet of eulture con-

tact, does not seera to he justified. It
ought to be Limited to those of them, -
which contain, as Wallaee puis it,

- “girong emphasis-on the elimination

of. alien persons, customs, \aJucs
and/or materiel from the mazeway’’
(Wallace, 1956, p. 267)

Sueh movements, howm er, have a
distinet affinity to nationalism and,
in fact, seem to represent one of its
plil‘ﬂl’[]VE‘ forms. This has not been
genoralh 1em;:,n17vd because sueh.
primitive manilestations of national-
ism are limited to the developing
countries and in this arca the very
definition of nationalism is gtill an
QpEN question.

To some students of the dovelop-
ing eountrics, for example, Hodgkin
J’1996}, it g Jubuﬁahlu to apply the-
torths ““nationalist’’ and ‘‘nation-
alism’? to any and all groups which.
oxphu‘rly assert the rights and as-
pirations of a given native soeicty in
opposition to Europeam aythority, no
matter what th eir in thtutlonal forms
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and objectives. This would naturally
mciude nativistic movements as well.

To others, for example, Coleman
(1963), a bd@sl(} distinetion must be
drawn between the ‘“modern nation.
alism’’ and the “traditional nation-
alism™. The latter category would
inelude: movements of resistance to
the initial penetration and oceupa-

tion, early revolts provoked by politi-

cal and oconomic oppression, and
nalivistic or messianic movemeanis:
The category of modarn nutiounaligin
would nelude @ sentiments, actnnhes
and organizational de\r{ﬂopuu'nta
atmed explicitly at the solf-govern-
ment and independence of a given
country as nation-state,

This delimitation of what is 1o he
cousidered as modern nationalism is

quite satisfactory, but the sxtension

]

o the same term, even with a qual-
ifying adjective, to the pre- -nation-
alist forms of resistance, 1% rather
Ponfusmn'

"I'hus, the most logical seems to be
the third approach represented, for
example, by Emerson (19609, whiel
would dcfinitely vestrict the use of
the term to the polities movements
aiming al the self-wovernment and
ted by the Wosternized urban olite
with 4 certain degree of modern s
pra-tribal identification.

Emergon pays very littlo attention,
kowever, to various forms of (he pre-
nﬂtumdhs‘( protest.  Tlis- Heeelian
three-stage scheme of the develop-
ment of nationalism among the non-
Western peoples: (1) a xenophobic
defense of the existing order, (2} an
uneritical self-homiliation and ae

e¢eptance of alien %upulom,y and
{3) a nationalist synthegis, is, per-.

haps, like an earljer qzmﬂar one hy
Rlkin (19%»’1937) too sweeping. 1

would like, therefore, to propose a
somewhat broader model for the

‘analysis of the typieal process of

development by breaking it up inte

al least four phases:

1} the phase of wenophobic deff'nse of
the old order—this would include fnitial
Teulstance and latér revolts;

2} the phoge of vesignntion, pa«.ﬁ‘%@)e sub-
misgion, and self- -hasentent

) the p?w,se of the pre- nutmm?’est Bra-
test imamediaiely preceding the develdp-
weent of true nationelivm gnd Ieadmg 0
i g;adua; vedefinition af the Troup’s sety-
concepfion. - this would include such
phenomens, as meusianic and millenarian
movements {if these involve a strong
anli-alien sentiment),” separaltist church-
cs, land varied forms of eivil dizobedi-
enca (riets. hoycotts, nor-cooperation,
ofe}

1} the phase of genuine nalivnalism.

Within thig theoretical model, the
term mativism eould, then, be louu=~
ally applied o all ’rhe phenomena of
pre-nationalist profest and resist
ance, proceding imwmediately the, de-
velopment of gennine m oﬂern nation-
alism. The mplicalion here s thet
@ nativist reaction, especially in the

Sovm of nutiviste movements {in the

revised meaving of the tern), 4y one
of ‘the fmportant componenis in the

development of nationalism, hut not

that nutivist reaction or movemaents
mast. wevitably and necessarily ?ead
to netionalissn. There are too many

“infervening variables to be consid-

ered in ea(,h gpecific case, It ig sig-
nificant, however, that even in tho
case. of classical ‘‘nativistic move-
ments’’,  that ig, those ohserved
amony- the Amem,{m Indians, it was
pointed out that some of their forms
have provided an ““affect-base™ upon
which “*a na,tnma]ntw Pan-Indian-
isni seems now to bo enlerging ™,
(Vo{zei 1956, p. 259).

I submit _t_hat snch a redefinition of
the original meaning of the term
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“pativistic movements’’ foll owing
Wallace’s interpretation, but extond-

ing it beyond the limits of the tribal.

socicty semsu siricto, would con-
tribute to the clarification of some
knotty problems involved in the
study and definition of modern na-
tionalism. . o

When set np against this variable
hackground of nativist unrest, the
cennine nationalism may be per-
ceived more clearly as a phenomenon
represebting 4 somewhat more ad-
vaneed level of social development
and may be defined in its essentials
ag “the active solidarity of a group
elaiming to be a pation and aspiring
to be a state” (Symmons, 1965, p.
2277,
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