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※ Outline

Starting Questions

Background: 1) Key Concepts; 2) F. de Saussure; 3) Practice—Structural Narratology & a Test
Levi Strauss: general intro
Triste Tropiques

The Structure of Myth 

※ Starting Questions

1) What is structuralism?  And structural linguistics, structural anthropology? 

2) Do you agree with the basic assumptions of structuralism?  

3) In reading the two articles by Levi-Strauss, do you find him contradictory?  Do you agree that there is a universal structure in all the myths?  Do you find him capable of understanding the native Americans in South America?  
4) What do you think about Levi-Strauss’s views of writing (or written communication as a way to “facilitate slavery”)? 

Quotes: 

* I had wanted to pursue "the Primitive" to its furthest point. Surely my wish has been gratified by these delightful people whom no white man had seen before me, and none would ever see again? My journey had been enthralling and, at the end of it, I had come upon "my" savages. (from Triste Tropique qtd Geertz)

* The first thing we see as we travel round the world is our own filth, thrown into the face of mankind.


So I can understand the mad passion for travel books and their deceptiveness.  They create the illusion of something which no longer exists but still should exist, if we were to have any hope of avoiding the overwhelming conclusion that the history of the past twenty thousand years is irrevocable.  (TT p. 38)
* The anthropologist seems condemned either to journey among men whom he can understand precisely because his own culture has already contaminated them, covered them with "the filth, our fifth, that we have thrown in the face of humanity," or among those who, not so contaminated, are for that reason largely unintelligible to him. Either he is a wanderer among true savages (of whom there are precious few left in any case) whose very otherness isolates his life from theirs or he is a nostalgic tourist "hastening in search of a vanished reality . . . an archaeologist of space, trying in vain to repiece together the idea of the exotic with the help of a particle here and a fragment of debris there." http://www.log24.com/log/saved/BeadGame-deMarrais/Geertz.html  
※ Background

1) Key Terms in Structuralism: langue and parole, sign = signifier (sound-image) and signified, referent; binary opposition   

Syntagmatic pole: the axis of combination. 
Paradigmatic pole: the asix of selection 
Metaphoric and Mytonymic Poles 
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Difference between “structure” and “form.” 

2) Ferdinand de Saussure

-- Synchronic approach (axis of simultaneities vs. the diachronic; the axis of succession): deals with language as langue, but not parole; langue structure vs. speech act --with an analogy to chess game. 
-- Language as a ‘system of signs’ rather than a naming process.  A sign is composed of ‘sound-image’ and ‘concept,’ or signifier and signified.  Their connection is arbitrariness (in different ways).  

The relationship between signifier and signified is arbitrary.  Language as a system of difference: “in language there are only differences without positive terms.’  
Saussure: “Language is a system of inter-dependent terms in which the value of each term results solely from the simultaneous presence of others” (textbook: 969) 

-- Two dimensions of language— a sign is always in paradigmatic and syntagmatic relations with other signs.   
3) structural narratology: narrative structure, thematic structure and structure of narration; genre and conventions.  (See “Film Narrative” for examples)  
* a Test on some key concepts: please try it!!!  http://www.eng.fju.edu.tw/Literary_Criticism/quiz/structuralism.htm 
※ Claude Levi-Strauss: Structuralist Anthropology

1) general introduction 
-- Language as ‘at once the prototype of the cultural phenomenon and the phenomenon whereby all the forms of social life are established and perpetuated” (Structural Anthropology 358-9).

Each system, that is, kinship, food, political ideology, marriage ritual, cooking, etc. constitutes a partial expression of the total culture, conceived ultimately as a single gigantic language.(Hawkes 34)  

-- Kinship –denies the division between elementary structure (prescriptive marriage) and complex structure (preferential marriage); discusses incest taboo ( to keep women valuable for exchange; the importance of avuncular figures (uncles); 

--  Savage Mind – bricoleur
The way the so-called ‘primitive’ man responds to the world around him. 

‘science of the concrete’: arranging the ‘minutiae’(small and often unimportant details) of the physical world in their profusion by means of a ‘logic’ foreign to us.  
-- Myth 
a. His approach: not to find how men think in myths, but ‘how myths think in men, unbeknown to them’ (qtd. Hawkes 41)

b. Myth – “make order out of the simultaneity of conflicting theories: they narrate over, without resolving, a cultural contradiction” (textbook 1417).   

c. To find the ‘unconscious’ structure of myth – basic elements as well as their combination—which underpin and formulate our total view of the world.  

Basic elements: mythemes as a bundle of relations; ‘gross constituent units’ formed into a bundle of relations (bundle – a set of items sharing the same functional trait).  
d.  Triste Tropiques – started with “I hate traveling and explorers.”  It is later re-interpreted by J. Derrida (in Grammatology) and C. Geertz.  E.g. Derrida thinks Levi-Strauss is an example of “ethnocentricism thinking itself as anti-ethnocentricism; an ethnocentricism in the consciousness of liberating progressivism.”
e.  What is the contradiction Levi-Strauss himself is covering over?  One answer is suggested by his publication of ‘The Structural Study of Myth” at the same time as Triste Tropiques.  “While Triste Tropiques expresses the pain and mourns the destructive impact of Western civilization on non-Western people, the study of myth sees the different moments of human history as structurally simultaneous.  (textbook 1417)

( the destruction of the primitive societies total so as to internalize the lost object (textbook 1418)

※ “A Writing Lesson” from Triste Tropiques
Main Idea: Levi-Strauss goes to a meeting place with Tarunde group to their village and perform a gift exchange there in order to observe their social structure and customs.  The narrative account shows the anthropologist’s self-condescending humor, his sympathy with the Nambikwara tribe, while it is also filled with fear of danger and his presumptuous understanding of the people there.  
1) background – rapid reduction of the tribe’s population from 20,000 in 1915, to four in Tarunde group in 1939. (ref. Chinese version 402-404) 
2) causes and moments of fear: 

a. the place was a site of the murder of the seven telegraph employees.  (1419)

b. The Brazilian companions noticed that the Indian women and children were not with them.  (1420) 
c. the Indians lost their way 
d. after the gift exchange pp. 1420-21 the “farce” of the chief’s writing (2 hours) 

e. the mule episode 1421-22. 

3) discussion of writing and its functions 

a.  not to acquire knowledge, to remember or understand, but to increase his authority and prestige. 
b. Writing can be used to distinguished between barbarism and civilization, the latter of which is able to preserve and remember the past.  

c. On the other hand, writing is not a mark of progress.  “[The] great development [of agriculture, the domestication of animals and various arts and crafts] was carried out with an accuracy and a continuity which are proved by its success, although writing was still unknown at the time. . . . Conversely, from the invention of writing right up to the birth of modern science, the world lived through some five thousand years when knowledge fluctuated more than it increased. . . . During the Neolithic age, mankind made gigantic strides without the help of writing; with writing, the historic civilization of the West stagnated for a long time.” (1423)
d. writing = social institution and hierarchization The invention of writing is concomitant with “the creation of cities and empires, that is, the integration of large numbers of individuals into a political system, and their grading into castes and classes.” 

e. “[The] primary function of written communication is to facilitate slavery.  The use of writing for disinterested purposes, and as a source of intellectual and aesthetic pleasure, is a secondary result, and more often than not it may even be turned into a means of strengthening, justifying or concealing the other.” (1423-24)  
e.g. Inca empire which does not produce lasting results 

e.g. the systematic development of compulsory education in the European countries goes hand in hand with the extension of military service and proletarianization.  
4) the eye disease – an epidemic of putrid ophthalmia – revelation of the existence of his wife at the moment of her evacuation; 

The singular “I” – 1425 enjoys the exotic fruits.  

5) another use of language differences: pretend ignorance 1425 

6) from conflict to gift exchange (commerce) 1425 – 26 

a. tension built through songs and argument, and threatening gestures centering around the sexual organs; 

b. “reconciliatory inspection” – the crafts and produce of each group are highly prized by the others.  

c. Not like a gift exchange: the gifts get passed from one to another without the signs of giving or reception of gifts. 

d. “The Nambikwara rely on the generosity of the other side.  It simply does not occur to them to evaluate, argue, bargain, demand or take back.” E.g. the one who leaves without getting his reward (the machete).    

※“The Structural Study of Myth”
Intro:

1)  previous studies of myth (101-02)

a. collective dreams, outcome of a kind of esthetic play, the basis of ritual.  

b. the natural and the cosmological view: fundamental feelings common to the whole of mankind;  

c. the sociological and psychoanalytical approaches: reflects social structure and relations; provide an outlet for repressed feelings.  

2) Basic question: why are myths all over the world so similar? 
--a basic antinomy pertaining to the structure of myth.  

-- Jungian archetypal approach (that a given mythological pattern possesses a certain meaning) does not work, since “everybody will agree that the Saussurian principle of the arbitrary character of linguistic signs was a prerequisite for the accession of linguistics to the scientific level” (103).  

3) Saussurian Theoretic framework: langue and parole + a third referent (event) and a timeless pattern  p. 103; 
“What gives the myth an operational value is that the specific pattern described is timeless; it explains the present values and the past as well as the future.” 

4) Summary of his main points and working hypothesis on myth and mythemes p. 104 

a) If there is a meaning to be found in mythology, it cannot reside in the isolated elements which enter into the composition of a myth, but only in the way those elements are combined.

b)  Although myth belongs to the same category as language, being, as a matter of fact, a part of it, language in myth exhibits specific properties.” 

c) “Those propertires are to be found only above the ordinary linguistic level, that is, they exhibit more complex features than those that are to be found in any other linguistic expression.” 

( mytheme as the basic unit(105) “The true constituent units of a myth are not the isolated relations but bundles of relations, and it is only as bundles that these relations can be put to use and combined so as to produce a meaning.” (We need to sometimes ignore plot to put related units together.)   – 
Example 1: orchestra;神話與交響樂  
Myth always works simultaneously on two axes. . .like an orchestral score 

“an orchestra score, to be meaningful, must be read diachronically along one axis—that is, page after page, and from left to right—and synchronically, along the other axis, all the notes written vertically making up one gross constitute unit, that is, one bundle of relations.”    

李維史陀的結構人類學理論－－
將神話比為交響樂，
交響樂不只有「旋律」還有「和聲」；也就是在樂譜上有「橫的」和「縱的」兩個向度的關係。交響樂要利用不同的樂器不斷地重複奏出主題或主題的變奏，成為動人的和聲。
神話也有旋律和和聲兩個向度；像和聲一樣產生重複與變奏的內在結構。只是這個結構需要研究者分析才能找出。（李亦園 pp. 2-3 《神話與意義》﹚
神話的和聲結構：二元對立 dualism.  

Example 2: Oedipus (105-109) ( autochthony
Basic contradiction: born of one, or two; autochthonous or born of a man and a woman 
e.g. Oedipus 
Four columns –bundles; 1. overrating the blood relations; 2. underrating of blood relations; 3. monsters being slain—denial of the autochthonous origin of mankind; 4. difficulties in walking straight – autochthonous origin of mankind (107)

( “Oedipus myth provides a kind of logical tool which relates the original problem –born from one or born from two? –to the derivative problem: born from different or born from the same?  By a correlation of this type, the overrating of blood relations is to the underrating of blood relations as the attempt to escape autochthony (土著, 本地人) is to the impossibility to succeed in it.  (p. 108)
	Overrating of kinship
	Underrating of kinship
	Monsters being slain –denail of autochthony
	autochthonous

	Cadmos seeks his sister Europa, ravished by Zeus 
	
	
	

	
	
	Cadmos kills the dragon 
	

	
	The Spartoi kill one another 
	
	

	
	
	
	Labdacos (Laios' father) = lame(?) 

	
	Oedipus kills his father, Laios 
	
	Laios (Oedipus' father) = left-sided (?) 

	
	
	Oedipus kills the Sphinx 
	

	
	
	
	Oedipus = swollen-foot (?) 

	Oedipus marries his mother, Jocasta 
	
	
	

	
	Eteocles kills his brother, Polynices 
	
	

	Antigone buries her brother, Polynices, despite prohibition 
	
	
	


5) How to analyze the variants in myth: 1) the mediator and its variants 

Example 1: different kinds of mediators between Earth and Sky. 

My examples: different kinds of mediators between Nature and Culture—
	Nature
	Mediator 
	Culture

	flower
	Farmer/Painter
 (successful mediator)
	painting

	flower
	Painter and photographer (homogeneous mediator)
	house

	storm
	Builder and architect 
(successful or not?) 
	House 


Example 2: the other mediators: Ashboy, Cinderella, the trickster of American mythology  (110-113)   
2) organize the whole series of variants into a permutation group.
F x(a) F y(b) ~ F x(b) F a-1(y) as the general formula of all myths.
 x y – function, a and b – terms 

My e.g. Fx – sexual harassment;  Fy—rejection; term a: party, term b: school a-1: friendliness 
 F x(a) F y(b) = being harassed sexually at a party and being rejected at school. 

 F x(b) F a-1(y) = being harassed at school while being befriended through some form of rejection (rejecting her money, etc.).  

Although the last situation should be positive, for a traumatized person, all is negative, evoking the worst memories of his/hers.  

* The discussion of mediation and permutation can be open to more complicated structuralist analysis of Greimas’s semiotic rectangle —or poststructuaralist analysis of the discursive formation of myth.  
Conclusion: 114
Questions 

Do you agree with Levi-Strauss’ way of interpreting the Oedipus myth?  

Do we have other legends and myths to support his argument for a common structure for myths all over the world?  Or mythemes as the basic units?

Do we always think in binary terms?   What can be the problems in binarism?

