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I¡ƒ he Praxis of¡B ¡ƒVorld-ordering in
Native A¡i nerican Creation ¢…¡iyth

r:ra,,1¡“ .¡ì r£c ve¡“ ¡¥o¡“ ,

ABS⁄BRAC⁄B

Here !vvant to e¡Ñ p!ore a hypothes¡· S¡B¢…¡Dhich,if correct,VVou!d

19ave c!ear¡· mp!icationS for the f¡· e!d of¡¥
¡¥
Asian-Arner¡· can Stud!eS¡¤ :

Nat¡UVe Arner¡U can th¡· nking,as expressed¡· n tradit!ona!narratiVeS and

part cu!ar!y in creat¡· on myths,shares wth Chinese TaoiSm a meta¡D

Phys¡· ca! wor!dvievv er⁄X lb¡C dy¡· ng¡D pervasiVe irnn9anence rather than

the Western(Greek and Hebrevv)!nnmanent-tranScendent dua!ity.

My start:ng point is the Native A.nnerican n9ode! of an extended

serieS of Wor!ds or onto!ogica!!eve!s separated by indef¡· n!te or per-

!neab!e boundaries:the narrat!Ves often depict a iourney or f!ight

!)etvveen!eve!s.!then set thiS mode!¡· n re!atk)n to the Pima picture

of a C:reator-fig¡D ure ambiva!ent!y inside and outside the wor!d he
(:reateS-Sug¡D g¡Desting a margina!ity or indeternninacy¡¥

¡¥
at the or¡· gin¡¤

¡¥lS VVe!!aS at the!!mits of the conceiVab!e wor!d-and:n re!ation to

l!¡¤ s Creator¡ƒ S¡¥
¡¥
eXPer menta!¡ƒ

¡ƒ
Pra¡Ñ is of W¡D or!d-making,in w,h¡· ch¡qas

¡Uorthe¡C
¡u

96o¡· e9r)use is made of whatever mater¡· a!S he at hand.This

!¡j otion¡C f Creation as a tentatiVe and ongo¡U ng process fits ag¡D ain the

!9e rVas¡U Ve irnnnanence of an(¡· ndefinite!y)extended wor¡U d-series. ¡Ut
(l!so suggests !ooking at this as an open-and-c!osed economy, a

¡U,r¡C 9ect¡· on ofthe actua!!ived economy(surviVa!economy)of Native

Arnerican peop!es: c!oIsed because driVen by the necess¡· ty of
(!¡j oosing annong e!errlents actua!!y at hand,but open in t¡· rne(thus

a¡U¡Uow¡Ung repetition or¡¥
¡¥
recyc!ing¡ƒ

¡ƒ
of e!ernents).!c¡C nc!ude therefore

by compar:ng the economy oreco9og/of an!nuit narrat!ve,in Which

¡Bl dead rnan¡ƒ s body becornes a boat for his brother,with that of
( ¡U¡juan8¡D-tzu¡ƒ s narratiVe¡U of the gourd thatis unexpected!y¡¥

¡¥
used¡ƒ

¡ƒ
as a

!,()dy-boatfor pure wor!d-f!oating,and thus setin the context ofthe

!¡q ioist¡ƒ
¡¥
empirica!pra¡Ñ !s¡ƒ

¡ƒ
of Sp¡U ritua!f!ight.
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‚ô

Thc de¡i 1nition oF¡¥
¡¥
An9erican Literature¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 has been increasingly

¡U)a¡B cd on a nlulti-et1¡D 1nic,I9lulti-racial theory of culture¡B vhich gives the
¡D¡Dminori9¡¤ voices of Aflican-Americans,Asian¡˜ Americans,Hispanic-

¡D
¡B

illericans and.Native An9erical9s at least equal¡B veig1¡D lt alongsid.e¡B vhite

!:uropean-Anlerican ¡¥¡¥
literary¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡B
vriting.l And yet in this grouping

Native Americans are clearly the¡§ odd men(women)¡Cut¡¤ :as the

.riginal(and thusthe only¡§ true¡¤ )Americansthey were notimmigrants
!!kc theSe other groups;they becalme subJugated and hyphenated,be-

C:l!19e theI99selves¡D ¡Dn,lnorities,¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 in a different way, and still therell)rc

illaintain a probleI99atic and marginal position with regard not only t(,

!¡U ic¡B vhite lmaJority but also,ironically enough,to those other hyphen¡˜

¡eltcd-Al19crican ri9inorities. For l¡B Jative An¡f erican cultures have becn

lliarked nro!n the tinne of the fIrst European incursions into their native

c()ntinent as¡¥
¡¥
aboriginal,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
thatis to say,as¡¥

¡¥
prirl9itive¡ƒ

¡ƒ
by the don9lnant

¡B
v¡U lite culture.If then they are also seen,fron9 the latter¡ƒ s perspectlve,

:l¡B  n9ore 
¡¥¡ƒ

f¡q )undational¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 it is()nly thr¡q )ugh tl,e norce()F reaction: like

()ther a¡D boriginal cultures()n other c¡q )ntinents this o!le was largely itared

:!lld despised by the late-conning white co¡j onists as pagan, heathen,

l)arbarian.The late¡D comersto the!and attenlpted to root out by force,to

cxterlninate, the culture and indeed tl9e ¡¥¡¥
historical inen¡f ory¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 of its

()riginal inhabitants,aln1ost as if t1¡D le¡¥
¡¥
original¡ƒ

¡ƒ
cu!ture ofthe land they

!¡j ad ndopted en,bodied the iliatiol1.al forces o£F  their own repressed

ulnconsclous.¡D

And yet,lnost anthropologists agree,these san¡f eT¡BIative.A.rneri.

cans are after all a!so I9nigrants to the New¡B Vorld,if¡B ve go back atleast

cight th(9usand years.9¡B hey very likely canle across an ice bridge fron1

Northeast Asia¡f and due to certain physical oharacteristics have been

classified as be!onging to the¡ƒ ¡BMongoloid¡ƒ
¡ƒ

racc along witl1 Jap.aneso,
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Koreans and (::hinese.4 Yet, 
¡D
because their nligration occurred n9uch

carlicr. these peoples tend to be associated 
¡B
vith other 

¡¥¡¥
aboriginal¡ƒ

¡ƒ

gr(9ups around the¡B
¡B
¡D¡D¡Dorld.ratller tllan considered a subset of tl9e class,

¡¥¡D.Aslan-£N ln9ericans.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

Ilere ho¡¤ ,ever I¡B
,¡B/ill not try to argue that the

Native Americans,whom Brotherston(Bo¡¥ ,¡“ ¡¥¡‹.r4r,eF¡¥ ,¡§ rr/99¡“ ior¡“ ⁄F,1992)

takcs as denizens of a¡D ¡DFourth¡B V¡Dorld,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

should be¡B velcolmed into the

doillain of¡¥
¡ƒ
i⁄ó .sian..A.n¡B erican Studies,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
although such a shiftin tllinking

“L¡‹¡D
¡C

uld seelm to give the latter a greater discursive range:on one front

(the Indian front) it 
¡B
vould have an entry into ¡¥¡¥

precolonial¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 dis¡˜

c()urse.a n9ore direct link to tlle discursive ield of ecocriticisni,eco¡˜

¡atn,inisn1.The¡¥
¡¥
orlginal¡ƒ

¡ƒ
sense o£F colonizing,its Inost proper sense is,

after all,as the ecocritics llke to reI91Ind us,the¡¥
¡¥
hun9an colonizing of

the earth.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

Rather I shall be content¡B
¡B
¡Dith making at the outset the more

n1odest clain,that the presunled¡¥
¡¥
original Asianness¡ƒ

¡ƒ
ofNative i⁄ó .nleri-

cans rnakeS their cultures,their religious cerelnonies,poetry and narra-

tives intrinsically interesting to Asian students of¡§ A.merican I.¡‹ itera-

ture¡¤ ⁄@interesting because Asian students 
¡B
vill lind here son9ething

lhlmiliar,or at least anticipate the possibility of inding solmething fa-

l19iliar.(:)fc()urse,Native An9erican narrative a!ready has n9al9y¡D attrac-

tive points(¡B
¡B

ild in,agination,social satire,irony and comic absurdity

are almong the n1ost salient), yet precisely this underlying cultural

sinlilarity-if there is one,ir¡B ve could Just pin it do¡B vn-is the cnlcial

(the most nundamental)p¡C int.Coming then as I do flom a background

in philosophy, nnore specincally in colmparative Chinese aind Greek

n9eta¡Dphysics, I 
¡B
vant to set forth here a necessarily s¡D peculative

hypothesis: nan9ely, that the n9etaphysical 
¡B
vorldvie¡B v of classical

Chinese Taoisn9 and¡B ¡ªhat I am going to exiapolate(ionl a selected

group of creation myths)as the Native American metaphysical world-

Vie¡B
¡B
¡Dsharc a connm¡C n ground.¡D £Fhat is,Id()not want to unequivocally

claji9¡f l)ut rather suggest,based on certain textlial evidence,that anciellt

(:hlnese and traditlonal Native Americains have a con9191ol1 nletal)hy¡D si-

ca!¡B vorldvie¡B v,¡B vhich iftrue has clear pedagogical in9plications for the

ease and eFfectiveness ofteaching Native A!nerican poetic and narra-

tive texts to!East Asian students.

¡D£Fhe Praxis of World-ordering in Native AI99erlcan(:9reation Myth 5

Admittedly this is a move from pedagogical practicality back to

the sol1 oF n,etaphysical absiaction that n9ay seenl even n.ore¡¥ ¡¥
founda-

tional¡ƒ
¡ƒ

than the typical discourse of nlulticulturalislm,postcolonialisn9,

cultural studies.But that isJust t¡D he point:it is n1ore roundationa1.I¡D lere

we lmust keep in n9ind A.nlold Krupat¡ƒ s point in his Preface to £N6e99,

Z¡¥¡¤c49¡“ ¢…a¡“ ye/,,,cr9¡¥ a¡“ t9rera,v Criict¡ì 999(1993):¡§ ethnocriticism¡¤

is¡¥
¡¥
niutual study¡ƒ

¡ƒ
and needs to be grounded in col1,parative episten1o1.

ogy and in.etaphysics, colilparative 
¡B¡B

¡‹ays of thinking and seeing the

world.1¡B his point is of course also political: it is a question of chal¡˜

!enging dorninant epistel99es,a don9inant Eurocentric discursive prac-

tlce, as Foucault 
¡B
vould say, of k.no¡' /ledge-po¡B ver. I(rupat says the

¡¥A.nlerican frontier is no longer where¡¥ ¡¥
Vfestei99 thinking ends¡ƒ

¡ƒ
as if

there confionting a void but r¡¥ 1ther¡B vhere another,quite different kind

of thinking(a more¡§ native,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

more truly¡§

¡B
Vestern¡¤ one as ittunls out)

comes bnh to meetit,perhaps to make a stand¡q unlikely to be the last

stand)against it.But perhaps here¡B ve are overstating the case.Ironi-

cally enough,the sort of metaphysical¡B vorldview one can attribute to

ancient(Ehinese and native Annericans has certain!inks to Nietzsche,

through hin9 to I)eleuze,perhaps 9oucault,and to a certain postn¡f od-

ernist perspective cur1¡D ent in some Western.theoretical discourses,in-

cluding those 
¡B
vhich nlay try to deter,1ine the boundaries of such

¡¥¡Dllelds¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 as 

¡¥¡¥
oon9parative literature¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 and ¡¥(Asian-A.n9erican Studies.¡ƒ ¡ƒ

Thus,echoing I)avid 1¡D Iall¡ƒ s clail,1 that ancient Chinese thought is in a

sense¡¥
¡¥
already postn¡f odern,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
I can say that¡¥

¡¥
The InJuns have won.¡ƒ

¡ƒ

Joseph Calmpbell speaks of a¡¥ ¡¥
circun¡f polar¡B 4ongoloid culture¡ƒ

¡ƒ¡B

¡B
vhosc essential design.patterns(as on pottery,bronzes and other arti¡˜

lacts)are shared by proto¡˜ Chinese and Native American peoples.

A sty:istic sinlilarity has been noted...between the decora-

tive Patterns ofthe Shang:period and the arts ofl19any tribes

of North and South!É\ l19erica;notably the toten9-pole arts of

the fi.shing peoples of t1¡D le North¡B vest coast and the n1onu.

n¡f ents o¡u the Mayan-Aztek sphere . . . An9ong the n9ost

striking shared traits of this circum¡D Pacilic s¡¤ le are:a pi1.

ing up of simllar›˝ m,s in vertical series(principle of the
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totem polc),a way o¡u splitting animal fonms,either down

thc back or do¡B vn the nront,and opening thenl like a book

(bilateral splitting), eyes and faces placed on joints and

hands, and a particular¡B vay¡D of organizing al1gular spirals

and meanders.(398)

lf¡B ve take the f9rst desig¡D n-pattern n9entioned here,the¡¥
¡¥
piling up

of simi!ar lbnl9s in vertical series(principle of the totem pole),¡¤ as a

hlerarchy¡C fontological levels¡D or¡§
¡B
vorlds,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
then¡Bve n9ight tie it to the

standard 
¡¥¡¥

pervasive il19n9an.ence¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 n1odel of an.cient ¡e¡fhinese thought.

According to this lllodel,¡B vhereas ancicnt Gree¡· k thinking distinguishes

a transcendent world of gods/spirits from the immediate(eanhly,

physical)world,mind(soul)flom body,subJect iom obJect,the

ancient (:hinese sa¡' / the 
¡B
vorld as an indefinitely extended 

¡¥¡¥
thing¡ƒ

¡ƒ

(La¡C¡Dtzu 25:Tao is a“« †Vƒ¤,¡¤ ¡D
,¡“ ⁄O,⁄M 6⁄Ł £c¡“g,¡§ thing confllsedly

l¡e

¡B
rmed¡¤ that is¡§ bom bebre heaven/earth¡¤ ):the nature and ancestral

spirits people prayed to 
¡B
vere seen not as absolutely 

¡§
transcendent¡ƒ

¡ƒ

p()¡B vers or forces of nature but as part of the larger,extended(earthly,

human)¡Kfamily.¡¤
¡ƒThis pervasive immanence model means then that,

¡B
i!9cc there is really¡v ust¡¥

¡¥
one¡ƒ

¡ƒ(inderinitely extended) world 
¡C

r on-

to¡U ()glcal systelm with no¡§ absolute lin¡f it¡ƒ

¡ƒ
(with n¡C thing,e.g no God,

¡D¡Doutside¡¤ it),this w¡C r!d(nature)¡§ seligenerates¡¤ (Lao1zu 25:„D “k ƒÛ

µM.9¡“ ¡“ /¡¥ ¡¥¡“¡“-¡‹ ¡¥9¡“ ,¡§ Ta¡C ⁄c llows the self-so¡¤ )rather than being¡§ cre.

atct!¡B
¡ƒ

l¡f v a world¡˜ transcending/r¡¥ §kai(irst principlc)or Creator.¡D This

¡B
¡DlC¡B

¡B
 iS ticd by IIall and An9es to the notion of¡§ creation¡ƒ

¡ƒ
as a kiild of

¡D¡Dacstl1clic patte1¡D nlng¡ƒ
¡ƒ ¡D

¡B
Vhere¡Bve think o£F  the art work as having its

¡q)¡B
¡B

!9 intCmal or¡D ¡Borganic lo!9n¡ƒ ¡D(shades o£F  Arlstot!e and Coleridge)⁄@

alltj thi¡B is indeed a l)crsuaslve¡B
¡B
,ay of¡D ¡D¡Dreadi!¡f g¡B

¡ƒ
the¡B

¡B
¡D¡Dorld-picture pre-

¡B
cnted by the late Shang/early(¡D hou/(/?!,,g.8¡D rhe praxis of creatlon

¡B¡B
lthin this¡D ¡DpervasIvely in¡f n9anen.t¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡B
v()rld is then tlle praxis of a grad:

ual (seli¡D ) en,erging or (selll) developrl¡f ent out of an illdetenl9inate

il9ixture or¡¥ 9,96¡ƒ ¡ƒrt999,cha¡C S,a view nluch closerto that ofliesiod(¡§ First

(9haos.out of(9haos cai9ne Mother IE.arth and E.ros,out of IEarth calme

Father Sky) nnd £‰
¡B

.!¡f axin9ander than to the 
¡¥¡DI¡˜ .ogocentrisnn¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 o¡u Plato

(.lbs¡C lute n¡f ode!s or¡D ¡Dexen9plars¡ƒ
¡ƒ
)or¡C

¡u
Judaeo-(¡B hristian thought(cre-

¡D£Fhe Praxis of¡B VOrld¡D ordering in Native American Creation¡B 4yth 9

ation of¡B vorld by Jehovah¡ƒ s absolute po¡¤ ,er or¡¥ ¡¥
fiat¡ƒ

¡ƒ
).¡ƒ

My llypothesis then is that t1¡D le nletaphysical thinking and¡B vorld-

view of Native Americans,as expressed in their traditional(iibal)

narratives and particularly creation l1lyt1¡D 1s,h.as features that,as predicted

by CanlpbeII¡ƒ s ¡D¡Dcircun9polar Mongoloid culture,¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 i.t this pervasive

iinnlanence n9ode1.I¡D he nrst elenlent in the patte:i9or design o¡u interre-

lated the!nes which elmerges⁄° on,these nnythic texts is indeed Caimp-

bell¡ƒ s (indeflnitely) extended Vertical 
¡B
vorld-series, ‹–¡Dith 

¡¥¡¥
flight¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 or

¡§
n¡Cating¡ƒ

¡ƒ
bet¡Bveen levels.Thusin Mon,aday¡ƒ sI(io¡B va naliative¡B

¡B
¡‹e get

a post-creation account of the¡¥
¡¥
place¡ƒ

¡ƒ
¡' /here the¡¥

¡¥
£Srst people¡ƒ

¡ƒ
lived,a

sort or n9ythic history of this culture 
¡B
vhich features the sin9ple on-

tological split or duality of earth-sky,sky¡˜ world above earth-world.A

child clin,bs up a trec aFter a¡§ redbird,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

the tree beglns to gro¡B
¡B
,taller

and the child 
¡B
vas 

¡ƒ¡¥
bo1¡D!le up into the sky.¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 Abruptly we get tirl¡f e¡ƒ s

transforn9ation:

She¡Bvas then a¡B vonlan. . .in a strange place.Instead of a

redbird,there¡B vas a young lman...he wasthe sun...Aller

that the wonlal1 grew lonely. She thought about her peo.

ple...()ne day she had a quarrel¡B vith the sun,and the sun

¡B
vent a¡B vay.In her anger she dug up the root of a bush¡B vhich

the sun had warned her neverto go near.A piece o¡u earth Fell

nr¡C In the r¡C ot,and she could see her people lar belo¡B v...she

had a child-al)oy by the sul1.Slle rnad.e a rope out ofsine¡B v

and took her child upon her bac¡· k; she clinlbed do¡B vn upon

the rope,but¡B vhen she canle to the end,her people¡B vere still

a long¡B
¡B
¡¥ay off. . .It¡B vas evel9ing;the sul9.calne hollle and

foulld the wonlan gone. At once he . . .¡B vent to the place

where:the bush¡f had grown.There he saw the woman and

tlle child,hanging by the rope half¡B vay do¡B vn to the earth.I¡D ie

¡B
vas very angry,and he took uI9 a ring,a gal9ning whee1...

I¡D le told the ring to follow the rope and strike the won9an

dead.T1¡Dlen he thre¡B
¡B

the ring al1d it...struck the¡B von,an and

killed her,and then the sun¡ƒ s child¡B ¡ª¡Das all alone.

(Bea¡· 256-57)
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Here the woman,neeing(¡§ flying¡¤ )i¡C ¢”l her sun¡˜ husband but

returning holne to her o¡B rn people,is len;suspended between the two

worlds⁄@or rather,in the upper region(the sky)¡C fthe lower(earthly)

one.¡Drhe wonlan¡C penS a view do¡B vn into the earth.-world.by¡¥
¡¥
digging

ul9 the root of a bush¡ƒ
¡ƒ

in the sun¡ƒ s(n¡C ts¡C :Edenlc)¡ƒ
¢Xgarden:this gives

the sky-w¡C rld itself a¡§ ground¡¤ that now becomes(opens into)the sky

of our accuston9ed earth.world; if not quite inverting our nornlal

a¡Bvareness o£F
¡¥¡¥

ontological levels¡ƒ
¡ƒ

this at the vel:y least shocks and¡¥
¡¥
dis¡˜

orients¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 us. It also suggests the thil9ness and pern,eability of the

¡§
boulldary¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 bet¡B veen tl9e t¡B vo 

¡B
v¡C rldS. P¡D erhaps one nieaning of the

¡¥¡¥
ring¡ƒ

¡ƒ
or¡¥

¡¥gaming¡' ¡‹heel¡ƒ
¡ƒ

that kills the¡B vonlan is pure chance or con.-

tingency;the rope made of¡§ sinew¡¤ (human or animal muscle tissue)

on which our protagonist¡B vas left Sus:pended in-bet¡B veen,the rope whi¡˜

ch in a sense¡§ connects¡ƒ
¡ƒ

the t¡B vo worldS,could suggest that this¡B vhole

stmcture(both w¡C rlds)is set within(or is)a larger¡§ body.¡¤ The second

neature¡C
¡u

can,pbell¡ƒ s circun9polar Mongoloid design¡˜ pattern-¡§ a¡Bvay

of splitting anilnal forms,either do¢¾ .9the back or do¡B vn the front,and

opening thenllike a book(bilateral splitting)...¡ƒ
¡ƒ
-suggests a n9odelin

¡B¡B
¡D¡Dhich the vertical world¡˜ ladder beconles a horizontal bifurcation,as in

thc splitting open(and¡¥ ¡¥
f¡C Iding back¡ƒ

¡ƒ
)of the larger(encolmpassing)

¡B
vorld-body; this is also a possible readingii of the ¡¥¡¥

twins¡¤ : 
¡¥¡¥The

grandlmot1¡Dler spider told hinl never to throw the ring into the sky,but

one day he thre¡B v it ul9,and it nell squarely¡D on to¡D po¡u his head and cut

hiI99 in two.I¡D Ie looked around,and there¡B vas another boy,Just!ike

hin,seli his tw,in.The two ofthel19 laughed and laughed¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(258¡˜ 59).
¡‹

I¡D he Nava¡f o¡¥
¡¥
origin legend¡ƒ

¡ƒ
corneS closer than the Kio¡B va tale to

being a¡D ¡Dcreation lmyth¡ƒ
¡ƒ
but even.here there is no actual creation:rather,

¡B¡B
,e are presented with a¡B vorld-system already in place,a¡B vorld¡B vherc

(as at the opening of the Kiowa sto1¡D y)the¡¥ ¡Dnrst pe¡C ple lived¡¤ :¡§ At

Tobilhaskidi(in the middle ofthe flrst world),white arose in the east,

and they regarded it as day...blue rose in the south...yellow rose in

the west...dark arose in the no!th...:here¡f water nowed¡Cut(fronl a

central source)in differen.t directions. . .ln the ocean to the east lay

Tieholtsodi; he 
¡B
vas chief of the people there. . . .¡ƒ

¡ƒ
The Very visual

desig¡D n¡˜ patten1 
¡B
vorks through a parallelisn1 or repetition of¡¥ ¡¥

fours¡¤

¡D
rhe Prax!s or V£‰ or!d¡˜ ordering in Native Anlerican C:rcatlon¡ª iyth

¡C

(four directions,quadrllateralisl19);the earth¡ƒ s¡¥
¡¥
space¡ƒ

¡ƒ
is being i9,apped

out perhaps on a t¡B ¡ª,o⁄@din9ensional surface. But again, as with Mo¡˜

nladay¡ƒ s story,¡B ve get¡B vhat lmay be the 
¡¥¡¥

legendary history¡ƒ
¡ƒ

of tlle

people.While Momaday draws an explicit(and overtly patriarchal)

mora:⁄@¡LBad women arethrown away¡¤⁄@the spatio-temporal(or nar¡˜

rative)opening-out ofthe¡D NavaJos¡ƒ vertical world-series is also driven

by sexual n,orality:these new¡B vorlds are¡¥
¡¥
discovered¡ƒ

¡ƒ
by a group of

moral outcasts(the womens¡ƒ guilt is foregrounded at the outset)who

have committed adultery and are thus›˝ rced to¡§ nee,,(¡§ ay¡¤ ).At each
successive level 

¡B
vithin what n,ay be a concentric or ¡¥¡¥¡e:hinese-box¡ƒ

¡ƒ

structure they repeat this crime(or¡§
¡C

riginal sin¡¤ )-though now a man
p¡D erR).rnls tlle crucial act¡˜ and are thus pushed on until they finally

reach the¡¥
¡¥
lourth¡B vorld¡ƒ

¡ƒ
:

The people quan¡D eled annong theI91selves....They con,n,it-

ted adultery,one people¡B
¡B
¡¥ith another.Many ofthe¡B von,en

¡B
vere guilty....Those who d¡B velled at the south again corn¡˜

lmitted crinle...A.t da¡B vn¡DriehoIts¡C di began to talk...¡¥
¡¥you

nnust go to son9e other place.Not upon this earth shall you

remainF¡ƒ ...They wentin circles tillthey reached the sky....

¡B

Vhile they were flying around, one having a blue head

thrust out his head fron¡f the sky and called to then9,saying:

¡D¡¥In here,to the eastward,there is a hole.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

They entered the

hole and¡B vent through it up to the surface(of the second

world)....The Swal!ow People lived there....The First

¡B
vorld¡B vas red...the second...¡B vaS blue. ..They alllived

together pleasantly and happily nor twenty-three days,but

on the t¡B venty-fourth night one of the strangers n9ade too

flee with the wik oFthe Swallow chief...Iwh¡C ¡f said...
¡¥¡¥
you cannot live here long.¡ƒ

¡ƒ
The I.¡‹ ocuStS to¡C k the lead.. .

the others follo¡B
¡B

.¡D ed, arld.all soared an(l circled till they

reached the sky¡D ...but¡B vhile they were circling rotlnd under

it,they sa¡B va¡Bvllite face l)eerlng out at tllen9⁄@ it¡B vas the iace

oF Ni¡ƒ ltsi,the Wind.1¡D ie called to thel19 and told theIn...to

thc s(¡r uth they¡B vou!d nnd a hole.. .through this slit they
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new, and s¡C
¡C

n entered the third 
¡B
vorld in thc s(,uth. ¡D

I¡D he

oolor of the third¡B vorld¡B vas yellow.I¡D Iere they found noth¡˜

ing but Grasshopper:Peop!e. . . . As berorc. . . 
¡B
Vhen the

¡B
vrong¡Bvas discovered,the chieF. . .bade theni depart. . ..

¡B¡¥Begone!¡ƒ
¡ƒ

1.9I)they:fle¡' ¡‹again...they sa¡B v a red head stuck

out oft1¡D le sky,and they heard a voice which told then9 to fly

to the¡B vest.It¡B vasthe head ofRed¡B V¡Dind which they saw....

They fle¡' /up in circles throllgh...tlle passage...and calne

out in the fourth¡B
¡B
¡‹orld....I¡D he surface ofthe fourth¡B vorld

¡B
vas n9ixed black and¡B vhite. . . . 

¡B

Vllen they a¡u
¡u
ived on the

surface of¡i thIs¡f w¡Crld they saw no living thlng....(¡B iat¡˜

thews 63¡˜ 67)

We may be especially struck.hereI:¡D by the cartoon-llke abruptness

¡¤ith which the various a!ien¡¥
¡¥
heads¡ƒ

¡ƒ
(Span¡Dow,Ye!!o¡B v¡BVind,Red

¢…Vlnd),op out repealedly through a hole in the sky,guiding the Fugi¡˜

tives through a separate apelture in the same sky¡˜ surnce orinter¡˜ world

boundary.The shock of disorientation(and thustoo the C¡C rnic absurd¡˜

ity¡ƒ
¡ƒ
)¡B ,¡D e experience each tilm.e another¡¥ ¡Dopening¡ƒ

¡ƒ
appcars, signaling

that t!9is sky is now the beginning(g⁄F
¡C

ulld)of an¡C ther¡B vorld(earth),is

something like¡B vhat¡B ve ltel in¡§ Thc Trtmman Show¡B
¡ƒ

wllen Truman¡ƒ S

boat strikes all invisible sky¡D wal!,that ls¡B o¡C I9¡f es up against a wall(lin9it)

¡¤here we had assun9ed there w¡· s an indefinitely(or ininitely)ex-

tended¡¥
¡¥
sky.¡ƒ

¡ƒI¡D In the filn9 Trulnan proceeds to pass through a small

d¡C
¡C

r(¡C r rabbit hole)int¡C another(the¡¥
¡¥

I¡D eal¡ƒ
¡ƒ
)¡B vorld,and that¡ƒ s the end

oF the story. 
¡Drruiman only has to dca! 

¡B
vith two¡B vorld¡˜ !evels but the

duality here is clearly !harked by an ¡D¡¥ontological dif£F erence,¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 as in

Plato¡ƒ s dua!ity oftranscendent and il99n)anent¡B vorlds.1¡ƒ This,ho¡B vever,

is Precisely that(Grcek and Hebraic)¡§ log¡C centric¡¤ duality which the

pervasive-imi91anence n9odel presurnably avoids or overc¡C n9es.T¡Dhus a

crucial iSsue arises:iFthe Native American world.series(as we getit

lbr instance in the Klowa or NavaJo stories)is lmarked by a less abso-

lute(ontological) difibrenoe bet¡B ¡ª¡DecI9 ¡jtS leVels,then is there really a
¡§

vertical¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 dit¡B ference here at all, as opposed to a kind of horizontal

surn¡Cce inapping into different regions?

Thc PraxiS o¡u W¡Crld¡D

¡C
rdehng ln Native.Amerlcan Creauon¡ª 6yth   ll

Perhaps tlle P¡D ima creation story can help us think.bout this prob-

len9. Here 
¡B
ve get a real 

¡¥¡¥
creation¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 inasn9uch as 

¡B
ve begin with the

Creator¡q J9⁄Ł ¡w̃¡“ r6-a-iy¡D a⁄O -¡“ a9,hereafter¡§ J¡¤ )and¡Bvitness his¡B vorld-

n¡Dlaking;¡B ve also get a variatlon on the vertical(or chinese-box)

world-series,and on the¡¥
¡¥
flight¡ƒ

¡ƒ
between levels/w¡D orlds.Here J(the

original¡¥
¡¥
Person¡¤)n9akes out of the s¡¤

¡Deat of his¡C
¡B
⁄þn body the(nrst)

earth,tllen¡¥
¡¥
out of his eye,out oftlle shad¡C

¡B
v ofllis eyes¡ƒ ¡Bhe nlakes an

assistant¡D
¡¥
Person...N¡C

¡C
-ee(the Buzzard)¡ƒ ¡ƒ

and(out¡C fhis body s¡B
¡B

eat

again)a pair¡C
¡u
¡§

dolls¡ƒ
¡ƒ
¡B¡B

¡Dho ooIne alive(the prototypical hunlan couple,

a blt like Ad.am nnd Eve, Adann havlng been Inad.e out¡q )F¡D ¡Ddust¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 ii¡B

G¡Dc¡“ c,6¡D 96¡D )wh¡C wi!!propagate itS l9uman inhabltants-but thiS flrst

world becomes¡§ evi!¡ƒ
¡ƒ(essentially lt destroys itselD and the Creator

generates a second,third and flnally a l¡B ourth¡B vorld(our present one):

Aild no¡B
¡B
r for a tin¡B e the people increased till they £Slled t1¡D le

earth. For the iirst parents 
¡B
vere peri¡B ect,and thee 

¡B¡B
,as no

sick.ness and no death. But 
¡B¡B

,heI9 the earth 
¡B
¡ªas full, then

there¡B vas nothing to eat,so they killed and ate each other.

E9ut J did not like the¡B ¡ª¡Day his people acted,to kill and eat

each other,and so he let the sky Fall to kill then9.Btlt¡B
¡B
¡D¡Dhen

tlle sky dropped lne.hin¡D 9self,took a staff and broke a l¡B olc

thru l¡§ ¡¥lt!,ru which he and Nooee emerged and cscaped,

leaving behind then,all the peoplg dead.And J,being no¡B v

on the top ofthis¡u allen s:ky,again n¡D
¡B
ade a n,an and a¡B vol19an¡B

in the same way aS bebre.(Baym 33)

r¡¥ ut¡D ¡Dthis i99all and¡B von¡f an becaime grey¡B
¡B
,llen old.and tllelr children

bcc:III¡f e grcy still yolinger,al1(l tllel1¡D childrcn becal99e grey younger stlll,

and$o()n till the babies¡B
¡B

,¡D ere grey in their cradles,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

s¡C J.destroyed this

¡B¡B
ror!d in the sal1le iashion and created.anotller.¡D

¡¥
:But theSe ne¡B

¡B
,people

llad a vice()Fsmoklng...and each generati¡C n tsmokedl still younger,

t!!l the lllFants wanted t¡C sll¡f

¡C
ke in their cradles.¡‹

¡B
nd J dld l9otlike this¡B

:!!nd letthe sky 1.n!!agaln,al¡B d created evei¡D ything nc¡B ¡ª¡D¡Dat¡¥ ail9 ln the san9e

way.ai¡f d this tiine hc created the eartl9 as it i$now¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(Bayl£^ 1 33).

ir¡B
¡B
¡Dec()n9pare tl9e l9¡f otivation of the Creator here in destroying



14 lamk.ng 9¡q c¡B lt¡B ¡D,,¡B
r.l 

¡B¡B¡B
ll1.Nl, 9

primeval waters are similarly divided....(K¡§ k33-34)

While an early Greek I¡D :esiodlo variation actually echoes the

P¡Din9a story by placing I)a1¡D kness benore chaos.⁄@ ¡¥¡¥
Son9e say that

Darkness was llrst,and from iDarkness sprang Chaos.Frol1,a union

bet¡B veeI9 I)a1¡D kness al¡B dC.haos sprang¡D Night,Day,Erebus,¡e ind the Ai1¡D
¡ƒ¡B

(Graves 33)-Hesiod¡ƒ s ¡¥¡¥
better established¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 versl¡C n begins 

¡B
vith

Chaos:¡¥
¡¥

r¡D fe r¡¥ ,9,¡¤ c£k ⁄i ¡‹or99/a.£f
¡D
;¡¥ 9os g¡¥ ,,,¡¥ ,⁄w

¡ƒ¡ƒ¡¥¡¥
Verily nrst oi¡B all did(9ha¡˜

¡C
s con9e into being,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
then Fronl(Ehaos conles Earth and Eros, Fro!ll

E.arth con¡j es Sky,and Sky and E.arth(heaven¡˜ earth)then Join to gen-

erate(erotically)allthe gods(Kirk 24-25).And we can seethis Chaos

(or Dis¡C rder)both as an indeterminate¡§ thing¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(Lao-tzu¡ƒ s Tao as
¡D¡Dth9ng oonltlsedly fo1¡D n,ed¡¤ ),a¡D ¡D

n¡f ixture¡D ¡Dout o¡u
¡B
Vhich earth¡˜ heaven

¡§order lhemselves⁄r 8 and as(Combrd¡B
s suggestion)the prlmordial

¡¥¡¥
chasn1¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 or¡D ¡Dgap¡ƒ ¡D bet¡B veen heaven-earth. This latter vie¡B v, 

¡B
vhile it

ilay stretch our logic(and/or ourilmagination)⁄@ £For h¡C w can X and Y

be geI,erated out oflhe¡D
¡¥
s:pace betwecn.X.and Y,¡ƒ ¡D

ho¡Bv can tl,ere be a

¡D¡Dspace bet¡B veen X and Y¡ƒ
¡ƒ

be¡· ore there nre¡D ¡DX and Y¡ƒ
¡ƒ
?-also has its

echo in Lao-tzu 5:⁄j ƒa⁄§ °Ý .£F “x¡¤¡“9¡¥¥[⁄D¡¥/¡¥ :¡¥ 9¡“ ,¡§ Heavenfarth
bet¡B veel¡B ¡D¡Bis like a¡D ¡Dbello¡B vs.en9pty but inexhaustible¡ƒ ¡D(like the¡ƒ ¡Ditr-
tile void¡¤ of Tao itself).If t!,eo¡‹ ¡“ ?t¡§ a9¡¤ e¡“ ⁄Fbegins with a Creator

¡B¡B
¡‹ho separates, or comlmands the separation o¡u  earth-heaven, the

r¡D¡¤c¡¥ ¡ƒ‡vr¡¥
9¡¤ 9¡D begins 

¡B
vith an eartl1-heaven separating out (¡B vhicllever

way we look at¡§ )oi¡D Chaos.Then thc Pima Creator(J)is in a sense

¡D¡Dbet¡B vecn¡ƒ
¡ƒ

these t¡B vo view¡D s-he is a personilled Creator.igure(like

Jehovah) 
¡B
vho is situated s(¡r  ¡a¡Bully ¡D¡D

¡B
vithin¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 the l)arkness (¡B vlthin

(:I¡B aos)t!¡f at his¡D ¡Dlndefinite!y extended Body¡D ¡B
(B¡D

¡C
dy as¡ƒ ¡Bt!9ing con-

msed!y brmed¡¤)bec¡C mes almost indistinguishable llom it-and

thus too¡¥
¡¥
n,argjnal¡ƒ

¡ƒ
in his position at the origin,ambivalently¡B vithin/

¡B
vithout the¡B vorld tllat he creates out o¡u llis o¡B vn¡UBody.the¡B vorl(I that

ls real!y an(inderlnite,pervaSively il11¡j ,nanent)extensi¡C n o£F hin9seli

Closely tied to this imarginal position¡C f¡D the(:reator atthe origin of

his creation is the radically¡¥ ¡Dexperinnental¡ƒ ¡D
nature oi¡D his¡B

¡B
¡D¡Dorld-n9aklng

praxls:

¡D
Fhe Praxls of¡D ¡' 7¡C!ld-ordering in Nativc An9crican¡q ::¡u eation ¡ªiyth       l5

I¡D Ie¡B
¡B
,andered around in the no¡B vhere till he thought he had

wandered enough.¡D I¡D hen hg rubbed on his breast and rut9bed

out 999oa99⁄@99a¡‹9r⁄@ ta¡¥ t, that is perspiration, 
¡C

r greasy earth.

This he rubbed out on the pall£W l of his hand and held out.it

tipped over three times,but the buith time it staid¡e sicl

straight in the¡j 9¡B iddle or tl¡f e air and there it reil9¡· ins:1ow.s

the world.(Baym 32)

Rather than a creation by absolute(divine)r9¡¥ 7r in a sing!e il9o-

n9ent-for this is rea!ly the sense ofthe cre9ti¡C n in(9¡¥ ¡“es9J,even ifthis

¡§
n1olnent¡ƒ

¡ƒ
is stretched oul to seven days-¡D the:Pinla creation proceedS

telltatively,by tria1..nd.error.J is the¡¥
¡¥
I)octor ofthe World¡ƒ

¡ƒ
:thc note

(Baym 31)says this means J.iS o¡§ medicine person.or shaman,with

great powers¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(Afiican tribes have their shamanic¡§ medicinc men¡¤ );

We may als¡C think o!¡D
¡§

medical doctor¡¤ (in the usual sense)inasmuch as

i9¡B edicinc like any a,plied scicnce seeks results tl¡B rough a g¡D !¡D adua!process

of experii9¡B entation;or¡B ve can see J.as a¡D kind of artisan,I99echal9.ic or

engineer,perhaps a/9rico9c:¡¥ r¡B vh¡C nlakes¡B
¡B
,hat he can out ofthe mate.

rials at hand,and in the sinnplest way he¡¥
¡¥
kno¡Bvs.¡ƒ

¡ƒ
(ThiS¡« uggests that

hls o¡B vn kno¡Bvledge as¡B vell as the lmaterials at hand n9ay l9c¡Y in9ited,not

absolute as ror Jeh¡C vah.)This tr9co/¡¥ ,!¡¥ r aspect is striking!yc!ear once

again at a slightly later stage of J¡ƒ s¡Bv¡C rld-creation.I¡D ¡ac licczcs¡B vater t¡C

m¡¥lke the sun:¡D ¡Dthisl9ardened ball he placed in the sky.¡j
:!r¡ì tlnc placed it

in the North,butit did n¡C t¡B v¡Crk;then...in the West...i!nt!9e So!!th...

in the ¡UE.ast and there it¡B vorked as he¡B vanted it to. And thc nl(9on he

il9ade in the san9e¡B v9y and trled ln the san¡B e places¡B
¡B
vith the sanne re-

sults.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

T¡Dhen he rl9akes the stars: 
¡¥¡¥
he took the¡B

¡B
¡‹ater in his n9outh and

spurted it up into the sky.But t1¡D le ifirst night llis stars did not give light

enough.So hetook the I)octor.stone(dianl¡C nd),the r¡C ,:¡¥
,¡˜ ¡“

¡D
¡¤,,,¡˜ ¡‹:a96,⁄@ te99,

and sn9ashed it u,¡B and took lhe p¡D ieces and threw them into the sky to

mix with the waterin the stars,and then there waslight enough¡¤ (Baym

32).

Keeping both oFt!lese stages(and als¡C the later stage¡C f destrue¡˜

tlon-and.recreation or the¡B v¡C r!d-series) in nnind btlt ibcussing espe⁄@

cially on the initial earth¡D creati¡C n(setting up an earth or¡B vorld¡¥
¡¥
in the
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middle of the air¡¤ ),we nole that if J¡ƒ s world-n¡B ak!ng is the!n!9cither
pre⁄@ordained no.r sel¡u ¡ c̃on¡Bplete l,¡“ ⁄O

¢X
,,t/,c,,,o9¡“ t¡ƒ 9¡§ ,ittakes on a sense

¡C
f¡D (unplanned)spontanei¡B ,and radical immanence,which fits the

n1()del of a Creator¡B vho is l,1arginal¡' /ith respect to his o¡B vn creation,
partly inside of ll(one pal1.of it).J indeed lmakes the¡B

vorld out o¡u one
part(particle)oFhis own body:itis a pervasive and undefined Chaos.

Body(Tao as,1,¡“ 99¡“ £b¡¥99¡ƒe⁄Mg)seliordering into a world,yet as
personined:B¡C dy(Creator)it/¡D he also stands(pa1¡D tly)in a position¡¥ ¡¥

out.
side¡ƒ ¡Band¡¥

¡¥
prior to¡ƒ

¡ƒ
the/his praxis or¡B v¡C rld¡˜ ordering.There is here in a

Sense neither an absolute(¡u xed)¡D beginning or end to this prooess of

creation-it js rather an ongoing experinlent,a point here elmphasized

by the fl1ct that the¡¥ ¡¥
earth¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡B
vhjch nnally¡¥ ¡¥

stays¡j np!ace¡ƒ
¡ƒ⁄@

,t,nnpjng

¡C
Ver now the creation loi¡D sun,n9¡¥ )on a:9d.stars¡˜

¡B
vi!l later be destro¡B ed

and replaced in a nurther¡q ¡D¡Bsec¡Cnd.order creation¡ƒ ¡ƒ
)series of¡¥ ¡Bsteps.¡ƒ

¡ƒ

And l1,is description also f¡D its the lnodel¡B ve started out¡B vith,that of a
ver6ica!,concentric and/or superimposed(Chinesc¡B

box)w¡Crld¡˜ series,
an (in theory) indefinitely extended series¡B vith no Fixed boundaries
bet¡B veen levels()r at either¡¥ ¡¥

end.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

In,plicit in this I,1odel¡B then,is the notion oflel,etition:an extend¡˜

ed world¡˜ series is one in which each world is repeated(with variation)

b,¡D  its sllcCeSSor: exI)erin,ental nnak.ing proceed.s by successive ¡¥¡¥
at-

tel91pt$.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

each a rcpetition(w ith variation)ofthc previous one:here J¡ƒ
s

second¡˜ creatjon o.r sec()nd-¡¥ )rder series oF creati()ns¡˜ al9d-destructions
(failed experimental¡§ attempts¡¤ )is a kind of repetition.wjth.variation
oF the initial series¡¥ ¡¥

at tlle()rigin.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

Indeed this tro,e of huillan¡B vorlds
accelerated or¡D ¡D

¡B
vl,irled¡ƒ

¡ƒ
to¡B v¡¥ ird their o¡B ¡ªn doo1,¡f ¡ ¡̃X¢X19e thinks o¡u Yeats¡ƒ¡§

gyre¡D ¡Din 
¡ƒ¡¥
The Second (¡D:oming¡ƒ

¡ƒ⁄@echoes that oF those ¡D¡D
¡B
vobb!ing¡ƒ

¡ƒ

(whirIlng)ealhs that hll do¡¤ m before flnally one¡§ stays.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

¡B¡B
c have

then in this lnode!of a pragi,,atic¡B vor!d¡˜ ordering a kind or open¡˜ and¡˜
closed eo(¡r nollly:t!,ere is a lin9ited supl):y ofl,naterla:5 at hand¡B

so that
the 

¡B
6aker nlust use, 

¡B
vith the greatest ¡D¡Deconorny¡B

¡ƒ
⁄@¡«¡ãn eo()non9y or

¡D¡¥Sil99plicity¡ƒ
¡ƒ

¡B
vorthy of Thoreau on Walden Pond¡˜

the s¡B veat of his
o¡Bvn Body;on the other hand,there is also an inllnite(or indennitely

extended¡B  indeten,,il9ate) a⁄F !l¡C unC or tilne¡B  so the lln,ited n¡f aterials,
n9ade as they are lnto limited,flnite¡B vorlds,can be constantly rebuilt or

¡Drhe Praxis of¡B
¡B

¡¥orld-ordering in Native.American(¡e ¡frc¡¥ ltlon¡B ¡Diyth       l9

indeed 
¡§

recycled¡ƒ
¡ƒ

In ai, ongoing process.!¡ƒ This is then econon9y as

¡D¡Becology¡ƒ ¡D: those penneable boundaries o¡u the pervasive.irn.l19anence

¡B
¡ª¡Dorldvie¡B v allo¡B v, after all, the lilmits of¡¥

¡¥
earth¡ƒ

¡ƒ
to be extended out

indeflnitely,to the¡B videst conceivable¡¥
¡¥
range.¡ƒ

¡ƒ

()¡u  c()urse, the open.and-c:osed.econ(9n,y 6)f a n9etaphysIca!

worldview lmay well be the proJection ofthe rea1.life econolny(based

on survival)of a people,society,oulture.Just as social rituals thelm¡˜

selves (¡B ¢…hether independently or because o¡u  their ¡D¡Dtranscendent¡ƒ
¡ƒ

meanings)se¢…e to reinlorce socio.cultural solidari'I ,¡v ust as the Na¡D

tive American ritual or ceremony o¡u
¡§

story-telling¡¤ (and a⁄Æ,r⁄F 9or9 the

recitation or creation n¡D lyths, those essentially religious narratives

¡B
vhich i99ost clearly¡B

¡¥
groul9d¡ƒ

¡ƒ
a culture)is itsel!¡B a socia!praxis to rein-

¡u
orce t1¡D le communalbonds an(l thus the narratives thenlselves a¡· orr:1oF

¡D¡DSoCial di$courSe,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

so¡Bve also can.see the¡D ¡Dnatural¡ƒ
¡ƒ

ec()n()n9y()Fa so¡˜

ciety ref¡j ected or proJected in the econol19y oFits nlylhic texts and(as a

1¡Dunctioi1 (,r these teXts) in that oF its nnost ¡D¡Babstract¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 thinking or

world-modeling(world-designing).Here then,coming back now to my

initial hypothesis that (:hinese¡D FaoiSt and Native An9erican thinking

inight share a (¡K circumpoIar i¢¾ ongoloid¡D
¡D
) pervasive-m¡j 99anence

¡'.¡D¡D¡D
¡C

rldVie¡B v,I¡B vantto lo¡q )k at the ilatural-textua1.l19eta:plny¡D slcal ecoIIon9y

¡q
¡C

r ec¡C ¡f
¡C

gy)oran Inuit and a¡D £Faoist¡ƒ ¡Bnarrative.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

In the Inult(Eskim¡C ,Arctic,circumpolar)sto9(,i the¡¥ ¡Dhui,,an

kayak,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

t¡B V¡q):/¡C uilg brothers have¡v ust paSsed their test(initiatloin)and

becoI9ne hunters.But one day tlley il)ulld then¡f selves on a¡D ¡Dvery large

pan oFice¡B
¡B
,hich had broken a¡B

¡B
.¡D ay fionl the shore. . . The¡B vind and

current carricd them lanher and!ahher away...:until¡f they w¡C uld

nnally fiild then9selves ln the!and of P¡D eeleeuktuk,tl9e!and of illissing

l19en,fron,which no n,an ever returned...Apparently the spirits orthe

sea¡Bvere tinfavorable to then9...¡ƒ
¡ƒ

1¡Bhen the younger brother got s,ck:

tlie spirits to!d hil99 that¡ƒ
¡ƒ
one¡ƒ s body¡B vill tlln,cold in deatl9 befbre t¡B

¡B
¡Do

I91ore suns pass¡ƒ
¡ƒ

:

¡iWhenl the older brother...entered the hut,he bund his

brother dead. 
¡‹
£Fhus his brother¡ƒ s body had turned cold in

death...I¡D le cotlld not leave his b¡D rother¡ƒ s body on the driFt¡D



!8 Tamkang Revlew,Vol XXXIII,No l

ing ice. That 
¡B
vou!d oIItnd the spirits o£F  the sea al9in,als

beyond.repair a!,d.¡B
¡B

ould bring¡D ian9ine upon.all his people...

I:)ragging his brotller¡ƒ s body...he calne...to the edge of
the ice nearest to the land...I¡D

Io¡B

¡B
/to getto land across the

rapidly¡B videning open¡B vater,aind at the san,e tin9e tak.e his

brother¡ƒ s body ashore,ga¡D ve hin9 a pi¡D oblen,alinost beyond
!9is abi!ity to solve.At length,aier many trials and liilures,

!¡f c 
¡B
truck upon tlle p!an . . . 

¡B

Vlth his hunting¡D knife lle
(ltlick!y¡q )l)cl9cd the l,ody...and rel,1oved the viscera.Then

!lc!:I¡B !¡f c(!lllc¡B 1,all t)f¡D !nis harpoon to the back o¡u the co1¡D pse
!ll ()!(!c1¡D  t(, !l()!d lt rigid. I¡D ie then p!aced the corl)sg in the

¡B
ViltC1¡D

¡B¡B
,Itl1¡i he lace tumed up,.nd carelul!y assumed a posi¡˜

ll(9il¡B

¡B
¡Ktl9in the body cavity,as he¡B

¡B
,ould sit in his kayak.In

t!¡f i¡B !1,aln!9cr he had converted the body of his brother into a

htlnnaIn kayak..A.ller n,uch hard padd!lng¡B

¡B
ith his bare hands

and ve¡j
,¡D  slow progress, he fina!ly reached the shore ice

sa›˝ !y.(Beaty 243¡˜ 45)

9¡Dhe young hunter is a kind of/,r9¡¥ ¡Dorcttr: driven by econol1,ic
necessity,that is,by tlle r.stricti()ns o£F

a c!osed.econo1,¡f y.he uses the
scant n¡B aterials at hand¡B

¡B
,lthiI,it to so!ve his Problen9.By e:1¡B

ectively
¡D¡Drecyc¡U ii9g¡ƒ

¡D
hls dead b1¡D other¡ƒ s body as a boat heisil,a sense opening

the econonly¡B
¡B

ithin which he has been trapped.In lb.ct.by¡§
invent¡˜

ing¡ƒ
¡ƒ

this boat flol1,a body(as J invents the earth ionl part of his own

body)he is solving t,.,o eoonon9ic prob!ei,,s:he can no¡B
¡ª,get across

the icy¡B vater and hon9e¡B
¡B

lthout fieezing to death(personal survival)

and ile cal,bury thls b()dy acc(,rdil1g to the proper rites.TIle!atter is a

fb.rn,ofstlrvival on another level or indeed other levels:not only will

it reinforce socio¡˜ cultural solidarity and continuity, but also, iF he
¡§

left his brother¡ƒ s body on the drifling ice,¡ƒ ¡ƒ
 it ¡D¡¥

¡B
vould offend the

spirits o¡u the sca anil19als beyond.re!)air and¡B vould bring nan,ine ul)on
a!!hi¡B pe(l1,le.¡D

¡ƒ
That ls.¡B Ve are here expanding the!,ulllan and.social

econonly/ecology out to a 
¡B
vider range wl,ere it enconnpasses the

spiritual world as¡B vel1.F(,r in the pervaslve¡˜ in9n¡f anence¡Bvorldvie¡B
¡B
¡D

(and this ii¡D anything is its definitive char¡¥ lctcrlStic)therc¡B vill not be

¡D
Fhe I)r.lx lS¡C

¡u
World-ordering in Native An9crican Creation¡B 4yth      l()

c!ear¡˜ cut boundaries bet¡B veen individual,social,natural and spiritua!

(¡C t¡D ¡B¡¥cosmic¡¤)levels o⁄h
¡ˆ

reallty;rather,these wiII be taken as a

successive(vertically-ordered)series of¡§ worlds¡ƒ
¡ƒ

within one(u!ti-

mately indeterminate)¡B V¡Crld.Body.
¡‹
£Fhatthese¡¥ ¡Bspirits ofthe sea anin9als¡ƒ

¡ƒ
suggeSt¡Bve are here opening

into 
¡B
vider econon,ic or ecologico!J)donlains or ¡D¡Dranges¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 beco:,,eS

clearer 
¡B
vith the later soul-body ¡D¡¥flight¡ƒ

¡ƒ
of the young hunter as he

trans!ormsinto a hawk:

From his parka sleeve¡D !ler husband dre9¡¥ ,thc skin of a bird.

I-Ie¡B ¡ª¡Det the bii¡D d skin in his inollth and then stretcl9.ed it over

his body,thereby transrornling himseif into a bird.....A.fler

l!ying aboutthe 999¡“ 9e for a¡B vhi¡U e,he suddenly dived into the

pail of¡B vater and can9e out¡B vith a sI9lall fish in his beak...

he dropped the little fish onto the floor. ¡D£Fo the great

9n9azen9ent of his¡B vife,the litt!e fish suddenly turned into a

sea1.Ag¡Dain the bird.19nan dived....and this tin9e broug!lt t!p

a larger l¡B ish. Tl¡B is one turned into an ¡¥,¡¥ ,groo£k  when

dropped...Suddenly the bird n,an fle¡B v through the win-

do¡Bv....Thereaiter,the young n9an used the bird skin¡B vhen

19tlnting f(,od ibr his o¡B vn pe¡C plc.(245¡D 46)

This¡§ maglcal¡ƒ
¡ƒ

transforma¡K on,common to many sorts ot¡D F()!k

(a!1d¡D ¡D
¡u
airy¡ƒ

¡ƒ
)tales,is here explicitly pragl9¡f atic:as a ha¡B vk the young

!9¡f a!¡f can l9¡f ore easi!y hunt,thus helping his people to survive.¡B
¡B

¡ƒ
hile

lhis is in the i¡D irst place a physical or bodily transf¡D (9rn9ation-brougl¡B 1

ilh(,ut by the ptlttil,g on o1¡D tlle blrd¡D s.¡B ¡a¡·9¡u
¡ƒ ⁄@it is a!so a spiritual olle,

:l!ld 
¡B
ve n9ay 

¡B¡B
¡Dallt t() inte1¡D I)ret tI9is as tl9e t¡¥ lking on of thc dead

brother¡ƒ s(n¡C
¡B¡B

rl¡B ¡D
ce¡˜ soarlng)soul or sPirlt by thc living brotheI¡D .¡v ust

as the!atter has already tlsed his b1¡D other¡ƒ s body.(I)r,perhaps a bctter

1¡D cading: the de¡¥ ld l)⁄F

¡C
ther¡ƒ s splri! !9o¡B

¡B
¡D inl¡B abits the living brot!,er¡D s

h()dy,Just as the llving brotl¡B er had lnhat9lted.(sailed ii9) t:,e dead

hrothe1¡D
¡ƒ
s body.Thls l¡B ts a certain textual-eco19oimiC denland ror bal¡˜

:lnce, reconciliation, 
¡¥¡Dooinl)leti()n.¡D

¡ƒ
 In any casc tlne sy¡D i99bolic soul¡˜

19odv/inter¡D
¡D
brother li¡f terplay clearly n9oves us¡D !)cyond tlle exigencies
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¡C
1¡D a purely¡ƒ ¡Dnlaterlal¡ƒ

¡ƒ
econon9y here into a¡B vider¡¥

¡¥
spiritual¡ƒ

¡ƒ
one that

includes nature(aninlal)spirits as well as hulman ones,in an(ulti-

mately harmonious)interplay or intermixture.Thus there is no clear

boundary no,.¡‹ between body and spirit(s¡C ul);in this indeflnitely
extended system or ecology the!inlit of the¡¥ ¡¥

!naterial¡ƒ
¡ƒ
¡B
vorld,that is,

the n,aterial¡' /orld.spiritu⁄Ø lW¡Crld¡D boundary,is(if not quite nonex.
istent)extremely porous and permeable.

In (::¡D ⁄Ł,¡¥ t,,g¡D -tZ,t l 
¡B
ve also get a concern with praxis and survival

¢¾¡D,ithin an econon,y which extends¡B
vith ease f¡D lon¡f the n,aterial into the

spiritual rea!n1.¡D £Fhis opening ch¡¥ lpter lndeed begins with the then,e of
¡D¡Dnight,,, and the relativity¡D oF things suggested by the ¡¥¡¥

diFferences¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(which rnight be identined when set¡§
against infinity¡¤ )between the

llights of large birds and snlall insects(locusts perhaps,or sparro¡B
vs),

as w¡D ell as the relativity of¡¥ ¡¥
worlds¡ƒ

¡ƒ
in a veltical series as¡B ve n¡f ightlook¡¥¡Dup¡ƒ

¡ƒ
or¡¥

¡¥
do¡Bvn¡ƒ

¡ƒ
at thern:¡¥

¡¥
Is the azure ofthe sky its true color9 Or is it

that the distance into which we are looking is in£S
nite?¡e The P¡ƒ eng¡f

lnever stoPS l¡f ying hlgher till everything below Iooks the san9e as

above...¡¤ (Grahan¡D143).But Chuang¡˜ tzu is interested as¡B vell in the
einpirical practice or praxis of(sPiritual,trans¡˜

world)flight,the¡¥ ¡¥
aero¡˜

dynal,,ics oflift¡ƒ ¡ƒ
:

Ifa n,ass of¡B vateris not bulky enough itlacks the strength to

carry¡D a big boat.When you ur9set a bo¡B vl of¡B vater over a dip
in the i¡j oor,a seed¡B vill nlake a boat for it,butifyou putthe

bo¡' /l there it Jan,s,because your boat is too big nor such

shal!o¡B v¡Bvater.Ifthe nlass ofthe¡' ¡‹ind is not bulky enough it
!acks the strength to carly the great wings.(Graham 43)

While we do have a certain kind of f¡j
ight¡B ¡ª,hich seen,s to require

no ¡D¡Dphysical wind¡ƒ ¡ƒ
 

¡B
vhatsoever¡˜ ¡§

As lor the man 
¡B
vho rides a true

course bet¡B ¡ª,een heaven and earth,with the changes ofthe Six:Energies

¡e⁄» fið ,9o¡“ c¥[ ,six breaths¡f br his chariot,to travel into the ininite,is

there anything that he depends upon¡¤ ¡ƒ
(44)-it seems Chuangizu is

inviting us to see this econonly of¡§

¡B
vindless i9ight¡ƒ ¡ƒ

as a f¡B Irther exten.
sion ofthe econonly of¡¥ ¡¥

¡B
vinded flight,¡ƒ ¡ƒ

glven his en9phasis throughout

¡D
I¡D he Praxis or¡B

¡B

/¡C rld-ordering in 9¡B Iative¡¥ A.nnerican¡q ::reation¡B iyth      2¡j

on praxis aind indeed l)hysical surviva1.¡D I¡D lle praxis ofsurvival is closely

tied to the praxis of¡¥
¡¥
knowing ho¡B v to use useless things¡ƒ

¡ƒ
⁄@ lt iS so¡i ne-

ho¡Bv by being(¡¥ useless¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(like the ugly old tree¡B vhich no one¡B vants to

cut do¡B vn in order to use its¡B vood)that we survive.It is in this context

that¡B ve get the Story ofthe gourd:

Sald 1¡D lui Shih to(£F huang.tzu:¡¥
¡§
£Fhe king ofWei gave l19e the

seeds of a great calabash:⁄Ł ¡“,ƒj ¥ ,̊¡§ g¡Curd¡¤ l I planted them,

they gre¡B /up,with gourds of five bushels.When you nlled

then,¡B vith¡B vater or soup they¡B veren¡ƒ t solid enough to stay

up.right, if you split thenl to nlak.e ladles they sagged and

spilled over.lt¡ƒ s nott1¡D lat tlley¡B veren¡ƒ t ill1pressively big,but

because they were useless I smashed them.to bits.¡¤ (46-47)

The initia1¡D ¡Dearths¡ƒ
¡ƒ

set up exp.erin9entally by J in his first¡˜ order

creation, earths i9lade fioI11 his own body and like hin1¡D
¡¥
f1oating in

r)arkness,¡ƒ ⁄@also are not ¡D¡¥solid enough to stay upright.¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 I¡D io¡' / then

¡B
vould¡B ve conlpare these¡¥

¡¥
useless gourds¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡B¡B
/ith the eartl1s/worlds o¡u J¡ƒ s

second-order creation,created and then destroyed and replaced⁄@
¡B¡B

¡‹ere

these also destroyed 
¡D
because ¡¥¡¥

useless¡ƒ
¡ƒ9 Chuaing-tzu replies to I¡D iui

Shih:

¡¥¡¥
You really are clun¡f sy,sir,il9 finding uses for soimething

big...No¡B v ifyou had 11ve.bushel calabashes,why didn¡ƒ t it

occur to you to l19a:k.e thenn into those big bottles s¡B vIinnlers

tie to their waists¡i ¡¥9¡¥ ,¡¥ ⁄Fz¡“ ¡“,⁄H ¾Œ ,¡§ big wine vessel;¡¤ Ware 8:
¡§

¡B
vhy didn¡ƒ t you give sonle thought to nlaking a huge raft

with them¡¤ ¡fand go noating away over the Yangtse and the

Lakes9¡ƒ
¡ƒ

L¡“ t¡‹ ,it¡¥ ¡‹,9a9ig⁄D tt,flB ¡D¥Gƒ¿·ò ;¡B Vare 8:¡¥
¡¥
so that you

may f1oat on rivers and lakes9¡¤ l(Grahain 47)

I¡D Iui Sllih didn¡ƒ tthink of¡§ using:X for Y,¡ƒ
¡ƒ
recycling or reinventing

t!9e large gourd as a¡¥ 9z,t¡“ ¡ ¡̃§
VeSSel¡ƒ

¡ƒ
nor f¡f

¡C
ating around on or with.Even

!r we take this¡“ z¡“ ¡“ as a kind of¡§ lilelacket¡¤
¡C

r¡§ li⁄˘ .saver¡¤ (survival

tlgain)rather than(¡¥ boat¡ƒ
¡ƒ

or¡¥ ¡Draft¡ƒ
¡ƒ

in the proper sense,the sinlilarity of
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t¡b ¡fc ⁄Dt¡¥
-gotlrd to tl9e body-kayak.is clear: as ¡D¡Dbottle¡ƒ

¡ƒ
or¡¥

¡¥
vessel¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 the

(ho!l¡C
¡B
ved.out)g¡C urd is a!so like a body-boat nor¡¥

¡¥
floating.¡ƒ

¡ƒ
Ati:rst the

t¡B

¡B
¡D¡D
¡C

CaSes appear dil¡B nerent:¡B vhile the Inuit hunter needs the body-raft

l(9r survlval(at various!evels of tlle ecological¡¥ ¡¥
Fle!d¡ƒ

¡ƒ
),Chuang-tzu

suggestS that his filend could have used.the gourd-vt,ssel f¡q )r¡D ¡D
f¡D !oating

around(9⁄F /9Z.9c¡¥ ,¡¥ t¡ƒ
,¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡B
VhiCh l99ore likely suggests the pure n,editation or

¡D¡Dspiritual aight,,¡C F a sage. Bllt the Inuit,¡B ve i¡D ecall,later undergoes a

transronnati¡C n(¡C
¡u

b¡Cdy¡˜ soul)int¡C a bird:his night will be pragmatic

(br hunting)but may also imply pure spiritual¡§ freedom.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

Similarly,

while Chuang-tzu¡ƒ s/i¡˜
¡§

noating¡ƒ
¡ƒ

here most easily implies purely

spiritual flight he has set this ineanjng¡B vithin an essentially pragl¡f 9atic

eoonolny/ecology:¡¥ ¡¥

¡B
Vhy didn¡ƒ t you think ofusing(vt¡¥ ,,g,¥˛ )the g¡C urd

in this¡B vay,(hat is,in this¡D useless¡ƒ  
¡B⁄þ

¡Day¡ƒ
¡ƒ¡ƒ

TI¡B e pragn¡B atic side here i¡B

clearer¡B vhen¡Bve coI91pare this to the above¡˜ n¡B entioned parable(¡B vhich

lmmediately b!lows the gourd-story)oftlle ugly old tree that can sur-

vlve because it is ¡D¡Duseless,1¡D  because no one 9.,a⁄M r.9 t¡C  out it do¡B vn.

(:huallg-tzu ties t!¡B ls notioI¡j also to the praxis of¡§ big saying,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

o!¡D words

¡B
vhich, 

¡B
vhile seelningly useless (too ¡¥¡¥

abstract¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 or ¡¥¡¥

spiritu.l,¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 fll!ed

¡B
vlth t(,o l19uCh¡¥ ¡B¡¥lir¡D

¡ƒ
or¡D

¡¥
(¡D ⁄Ł9¡Dbreath¡B

¡ƒ
)iiotn:Iui Shih¡ƒ s perspective,are

actually the n9ost useful of al1.A rl,¡¥ )re strik.ingly¡¥
¡¥
en,Pirical¡ƒ

¡ƒ
den,oI9.-

stration ofthis cal9 be f()und in the dialogue o¡u (9hapter 2():

SaId I¡D iui Shih to(:huang-tzu,¡¥
¡§
£Fhese sayings of yours are

useless(lc£k !,¡“ 9¡“ ¡“g,¤¥ µL ¥˛ ).¡¤

¡§
It is¡C nly with peoplc who

kno¡B
¡B
, about the llseless tl9at there is any l9oint in talking

about uses(,c⁄M 9¡“ ¡“g,¤¥ ¥˛ ).In allthe immensity of heaven

and earth,a lnan uses no l19ore than is roon9 for his neet.If

I¡D ecognizing this¡B ¡ª¡De¡Bvere to dig a9vay tl9e ground round his

iet all the way down to the Underworld(¶À ‹u ,ii,¡¥ a⁄Mg
C⁄Ł¡§a⁄M

,¡D
Yellow Springs),would it still be usefu!to a man9¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡D¡DIt¡B vould be useless.¡ƒ ¡D¡D¡DThen lt is plain that the use!ess does

serve a use.¡¤ (Graham l00)

That is,purely spiritual or n9etaphysical¡¥
¡¥
big saying¡ƒ

¡ƒ(expanded

discourse, ¡§
long¡˜ winded¡ƒ

¡ƒ or rather ¡§
solid-winded¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 discourse), by

¡D£Fhe Praxis¡C f¡B V¡C¡u
ld¡D ordering in Native Arncrican(¡D reation¡B 4yth      23

¡§
groundil1g¡ƒ

¡ƒ
ou⁄F !nore in9nlediate groulld/disc¡C urse/thinking,is crtlcial

to oui¡D very surviva1.We n9ust keep this noti¡C n(or¡D ¡Dngure,¡B ¡r in nlind

v/hen¡Bve read the passage in Chapter l that precedes the story ofthe

gourd:

Chien Wu put a questi¡C n to Lien Shu,¡¥
¡ƒ

I1¡D leard(:hieh Yu say

S¡Cillething.he talked big butthere was no se¡D nse in it,he lert

ihe :£S rin.ground.and never can9e back. I¡B vas anlazed ond

i¡D ightened by his¡B K)rds,¡B vhich strean9ed on into the infinite

!ike tlle Milky Way¡B ‹–¡‹ild extravagances,nothing to d¡C ¡B
vith

nnan as he really is.¡ƒ
¡ƒ¡D¡¥Wllat did he say?¡ƒ

¡ƒ¡¥¡¥
In the l19¡C untainS

offar-o¡§ Ku-yilives a daemonic man...:who¡f sucks in the

¢¾,lnd and drink.s the de¡B v: he rides t1¡D le va,our 
¡C

f the

clouds.. .I thought hilll inad and wouldn¡ƒ t believe hil91.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

¡¥¡¥
Y¡DeS ¡ereplies I..ien Shu¡f , the blind can never share in the

spectaclc of e999i,9¡¥ ¡D,99¡ì  a99¡¥ 969r,!a9⁄M e99r¡ì ,nor the deaf in the

n¡Busic of drunis and¡D bells.Is it only in i¡j esl1.and b¡C ne that

there is blindness and deafl,ess¡¥ ?¡u£Fhe wits have then9 too.¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(46,my emphasis)

¡B

¡ªe n9ight llave thought that ii¡B the sage flies¡¥
¡¥
o!I the ground¡ƒ

¡ƒ
he

¡B¡B
¡Dould not need the¡¥

¡¥
grotlnding ground¡ƒ

¡ƒ
of big¡B vords beneatl9 hiln.But

(,n the contrary, it is because he alrcady p¡C ssesses such a deep

¡«lound-the b¡C uyant›˝ rce o¡u that Zz¡§ ⁄M

⁄@

VeSSel¡¤
¡C

r(in the widest

ccological sense) 
¡§
¡B
vorld¡ˆ E9ody¡D

¡ƒ
⁄@because he has perhaps identiied

¡U¡j!!¡f ¡fself¡¤ ,ith this¡¥ ¡¥

¡B
vide vessel¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡B
vhich is also¡¥

¡¥
¢¾/ide disc¡C urSe,¡ƒ

¡ƒ2:that

llc can lly,or float(¡§ a(the orlgin¡ƒ
¡ƒ
),in the nrst place.B¡D ut here¡B ve I9lust

¡B¡B
()nder:by n1oving outto the very limits o¡u the¡¥

¡¥
eco!¡C gy ofusefulness¡B ¡B

.l!¡f d looking beyond then,⁄@ thereby also subverting then9⁄@ into the

!c¡¥ l!n9of tlle¡¥
¡¥
useless,¡B

¡ƒ
 iS(⁄G l¡B uang¡Dtzu going b.eyond the per9lissible

t(¡D Xtual-e¡C
¡C

nolnic¡§ linnits¡ƒ
¡ƒ

¡C
fthe kayak stor¡D y,even of Native Annerican

!larrative generally¡ƒ Clearly the whole thel,le ofinter-world¡¥
¡¥
night,,in

Natlve 9¡B nnerIcan lllythic discourse, of th¡C se purely ilmaginative or

!llcdltative!9ights which t1¡D lenlselves en¡D 1body or lead to an understand¡˜
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and recreatlng earths/¡B vorlds¡B vith that of a Judaeo¡˜ ¡e:hristian Jehovah

who also destroysthe world Oust¡C nce¡B
¡B
Vith a flood),the fbnner will be

seen to have a less obviously¡¥
¡¥
n1oral¡ƒ

¡ƒ
basis; it also see!!ls less clearly

¡¥¡Bethically¡ƒ
¡ƒ

based than the flight o¡u the otltcasts in the l¡B
¡D
ava¡v o story,

those(bestial,insect¡D like,loous¡˜ like?)¡¥
¡¥
I,eople¡ƒ

¡ƒ
¡B
vho(althollgh or be-

cause they are¡§ immoral¡¤ ¡ƒ
)disc¡C ver the series of woHds and populate

our o9m(fourth)world.For while the Pimas¡ƒ irst wor!d here becomes

evjl or self.destructive in a¡B vay that is not too nar fi¡C n¡f the Ilebraic

vie¡B vin C¡“ ⁄M¡“¡ìt¡ì ¡B
I¡D

the second and third¡B ¢…
¡D
orlds sii¡j ply en9body an.¡¥

¡¥
ac.

ce!eration¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 of hunlan gro¡B vth (develop¢” lent): t¡D his l¡C

¡C
ks niore like

Blake¡ƒ s¡D
¡¥
experience¡ƒ

¡ƒ
than!ike¡ƒ

¡ƒ
evil¡ƒ

¡ƒ
in that n¡f ore traditional,absolule

sense¡Bvhich:B¡U Iake subverts l¡ƒ The in9age oflittle babies alieady getting

grey hair and sn9oking is ofcourse(als¡C )a blatantly cornic one;indeed,

t!le technique of acceleration here has(again)the conlic-absurd efnect

o1¡D fast action(¡§ ⁄˘ st lorwarding¡¤ )in an animated ilm or even a¡§ real¡¤

o!le.ButI suspectthere may be(as wel!)a deadly serious m.eaning here,

based on real-,⁄þ ¡D
¡C

rld observation: each Successive generation is be-

coming mature(experienced,jaded)naster than the Previous one,so

that the world is itself on a steady(and accelerating)downward course

to¡B vard n1oral decay,increasing disorder,chaos.

¡B

Vith the inter¡˜
¡B¡B

orld¡¥
¡¥
n.ight,,ofthe¡q Freator here,accornpanied by

his asslsta¡D nt Nooee(the Buzzard),¡B ¡ªe get again the shocklng disconti-

!9ujty ofthe¡B vorld.series,the¡¥
¡¥
breaks¡ƒ

¡ƒ
bet¡B veen¡Bvorlds.J unexpectedly

(and absurdly)pokes a hole in the sky in order to clil¡f 9b through and,

standing¡§ now on top ofthis¥î llen sky¡¤ ¡qthe hard sky-surmce again,as

in the Nava!o story).again makes¡§ a man and a woman¡ƒ
¡ƒ
and a(new)

¡B

¡‹orld above hiln⁄@
¡B
vhich again¡B

¡B
¡‹il! ¡ihl1. so that the nlust again¡¥

¡¥
es¡˜

cal)e¡ƒ
¡ƒ

in the same i¡· shion.ln the process of each new,¡B vorld¡D creation J

is effectively exitlng the old(collaPsing)¡B vorld;this is his¡¥
¡¥
night.,,But

here it is not a post¡D creation group o¡u ¡D¡D
f¡f iers¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 

¡B
vho tr6lvel bet¡B veen

worlds,it is the world.Creator himself¡q with his assistant).That the

¡e9reator hiimselfl9nust escape fion9 beneath his o¡B vn fb.!ling sky,escape a

collal,sing¡B vorld(9:¡D his o¡B vn creation(and his own dcstrllctlon)is¡C bv1¡D

ously lronlc al9d co!¡f nica!!y ab¡D su1¡Dd.but it also llas a serious Imetapllys1.

cal imp!lcation:this Creator was al9parently not(ftllly)¡D ¡Doutside¡ƒ
¡ƒ

his

¡D£Fhe Prax9s¡C
¡u

World⁄@
¡C

rdering in Na9,ve.A!¡B 9criCan K⁄G 6e¡Dt9¡C n¡B6yth      l3

¡B
vorld¡B vhen he created it. N¡C r is he ftllly¡¥

¡¥jnside¡ƒ ¡ƒ
 it: his ¡D¡D!l¡B arginal¡ƒ

¡ƒ

(al,,biguous or paradoxical) locati¡C n with respect to the¡B vorlds he

creates iS in9plicit in this 
¡¥¡¥

sccne¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 of his repeated escapes, his inter¡D

world night.

Ilere is ho¡B
¡B
,we gel¡C ur genesis at the¡C pening ofthe I)i!99a narra-

tive: 
¡ƒ¡¥In the beginnlng thee was no earth,no¡B ¡ª,ater-nothing.There

was only a Person,JÓc -9¡D e¡† -a-nZia¡‹ :¥fi 9(The D¡Cctor ofthe Ealth).He

Just f1oated,for there¡B vas no place for hinlto stand upon.There¡B ¡ª,as no

sun¡B n¡C  light, and he¡v ust f¡j
¡C

at.d a¡D bout in the darkness, ¡' ¡‹19iCh was

¡e)arkness itsel£F
¡ƒ

(IBaym 31).J¡ƒ s pre-creation¡B ¡Bnoating around in I)ark-

ness¡D
¡D(or in N¡C thingl9ess)m.ay seem ambivalent with regard to the

issuc ofthe(Freator¡ƒ s initial l¡C cation¡B vithin or¡B vith¡C ut llis o¡B vn creation.

I¡B vantto suggestthat this is¡v ust the point:his position is in this reSpect

almbiguous or marginal-he is inside a¡¤ ¡“ outside(on the¡¥ ¡Drnargins¡¤
¡C

f)

the¡B
¡B

/¡C rld he makes,located¡D ¡Din-between,¡ƒ
¡ƒ¡¥¡D

fl¡C ating at the origin.¡ƒ
¡ƒTo

see this¡B ve¡B
¡B
/ould need to c¡C l19pare the Pil99a genesis to I¡D lesiod¡ƒ s atthe

opening of the :¡u :¡“ 9¡¥
,ogo99),, and.to Jehovah¡ƒ s 

¡B
v¡C rld-C1¡D eation at the

opening of Ge¡“ e¡ì 96. Jehovah is ¡·ully¡D outSide llis creation; he 
¡¥¡¥
oo!n.

nlands¡ƒ
¡ƒ

it by the absolute power of divine nat:¡¥
¡¥
Let there be light.¡ƒ

¡ƒOr

¡B
ve can say that he¡¥

¡¥
separateS¡ƒ

¡ƒ
t1¡D le¡B vaterS into celestial and earthly ones

(separates earth-sky), rather than being (like J) 
¡C

riginally ⁄Ł¡¥,r9.,ee⁄M

heaven:earth,tl¡B at is,999r9,i,,the dark.j9ess o¡u the iildete:19¡B innte Al)yss,

of(¡D haos ¡D£Fhis¡D ¡Dsepar¡· lti¡C n¡C
¡u

the¡B vaters¡ƒ
¡ƒ
is an archetypa!Near Eastern

n¡f otif(going all the¡B ¡ªay¡Dback to I¡f abylonian n9ythology)but also a

Greek¡Cne:

The splitting of earth From sky is a cosn1ogonical nnecha-

nism that¡B vas wIde!y used,l¡C ng bei¡B ore the earliest kno¡B
¡B

n

Greek.cosmogonical ldeas,in tlle rl9ythological acc(9tintS¡C ¡Df

the great near-eastern cultures.. .In t1¡D le Babylonian Crea-

tion¡D epic...Marduk splits the body¡C
¡u

the prinleval¡B ¡B,ater.

goddess Tianlat and n9a:k.es one ha!!¡D
¡C

rlt into sky(c¡C ntain-

ing the celestla!waters)and(he otller l9all¡B into Apsu,the

deep., and I sharra, the 
¡ƒ¡¥

great ¡·l)ode¡B
¡ƒ
 or f9rn9an,ent ()f

earth. . . . In another,later Senlitic version,(9e99c6t.9 ¡f,the



¡u

24 Tamkang Review,Vo1.XXXIII,No l

ing ofthe world¡ƒ s¡§ origin¡¤ or¡§ creation,¡¤ is(at least implicitly)atheme

or discourse o¡u the¡§ praxis¡¤ ofwhat mightin fact seem¡§ useless.¡¤ (And
the Nava¡v o¡§ Locust-people¡ƒ

¡ƒ
who nound our m.odeIm huimanity,as if

representing,within a self-renerential Chinese Box structure,the nature

oftheir own inter¡˜ w,orld flight,are thelnselves¡§ useless¡ƒ
¡ƒ

outcasts.)¡‹ I¡D he
question then becoInes,to what degree(in ordcr to coim,are it with

Chuang¡˜ tzu¡ƒ s philosophical level of discourse here,¡¥ ¡¥
Big Saying¡¤ )can

we analyze the Native American mode of narrative discourse(¡§ story¡D

telling¡¤ )itself as a¡¥
¡¥
praxis of uselessness9¡ƒ ¡ƒ23

I¡D Iere I an,nottlying to assert unequivocally that an.cient NortheaSt

Asian culture, including a certain n9etaphysical 
¡B
vorldvie,¡¥ , directly

innuenced(or indeed became)ancient Noih American culmre(Camp-

bell¡ƒ s notion of a circun¡f polar Mongoloid culture).I an,merely saying

that we c¡¥ 9¡“  also see the 
¡¥¡¥
pervasive¡˜ in1l1lanence¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 n1odel con9n1only

attributed to ancient(9hinese thinking(or at least a variation on/of this

model)in Native American mythic na.atives-with the nlllther(more

or less in9plicit)suggestion that there nlay indeed be an influence here

or direct historical ¡¥¡¥
connection.¡ƒ

¡ƒ
As dlscussed in my introductory

ren9arks,this¡B vould if true have il19portant inlplications,on both the

theoretical and n1ore explicitly pedagogical levels, 
¡u
or the field of

Asian.An9erican stlldies.

Even less would I try to claim(as no one would)that Native

A.I¡j 9erican thinking/culture directly influenced the thought and¡B vriting

of such later:European-tA.mericans as E.lllerson,Thoreau or I)ickinson.

or rather, 
¡B
vhile the llldian culture did obviously influence 

¡B

Vllite

Americans(paltly or mainly through their reaction to it),there is(ac-

cording to my hypothesis)much less ground br assuming a substantive

cultural¡¥
¡¥
congruence¡ƒ

¡ƒ
¡‹9ere,or a silililar metaphysical¡B vorld¡D vie¡B v.24 Yet,

as lnentioned at tlle outset,IIa!l an1ong others has suggested that t1¡D le

ancient(Ehinese pervasive-inln9anence¡B vorldvie,.¡‹ is actually nearer to

Nietzschean and postn1odernist Western thinking than to claSSical

¡B

Vestenl thinl(ing.Must we then call purely contingent,to pick a not¡˜

So-randon9 example, the seen9ing ¡¥¡¥
faniiliarity,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 in this context, of

E)ickinson¡ƒ s abrupt Jun9ps, her ironic and grotesque break.s bet¡B veen

¡D
£Fhe Praxis or¡B V¡Crld.ordcring in Native Arncrican Creat:¡C n¡B6yth      25

discontinuous worlds¡ƒ For Dickinson too loves to stupefy,disorient

our minds¡q and thus perhaps¡§ enlighten¡¤ them)with inter-world nights

that go crashing through the perineable interfaces:

And then a Plank in:R.cason,broke,/And I dropped do¡B vn,

and do¡Bvn-

¡‹¡«nd hit a Wor!d,at every plunge,/Alld Fillished knowing-

then-(280)

¡D
Fhe pern9eability of the inter.world surfaces is echocd by the open-

cndedness (or¡¥
¡¥
indefinite extension¡¤ ) 

¡C
f the ending, 

¡B
vhich has t¡B vo

(¡r pposite readings:¡¥
¡¥l stopped knowing(anything)atthe end/botton9(of

!9¡f y plunge),¡ƒ
¡ƒ

and¡¥
¡¥
I finished(nly plunge)by(f¡j nally)knowing....¡ƒ

¡ƒ

Dickinson also loves to stupefy and enlighten by abrupt¡¥
¡¥

¡B
vorld-

!I9Versions,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

in t1¡D lis case an inversion or¡¥
¡¥
reversal¡ƒ

¡ƒ
or the earth¡ƒ s99tr¡˜

/¡B t6¡D cs¡C that we seenl to be sinlultaneously on the inside(l¡C
¡C

king in.)

tl19d outside (lo¡C king out) of this highly pern9eable (self¡D reversing,

cquivocal)membrane:

I Sa‹– ¡‹n¡C

¡B

Vay-I¡D he I¡D ieavens were stitched¡D ⁄@/I felt the Co-

lun9ns close-

I¡B lle:E.arth reversed her 1¡D len9ispheres-/I touched the Uni¡˜

verse-

And back it slid-and I alone/A speck upon a Ball-

W¡Dent out beyond Circui9lference⁄@ /IB.eyond the I)ip of

Bell⁄@ ¡q378)

NOTES

l These minori'I ¡§
v¡C ices¡ƒ

¡ƒ
may seem(and t¡C a degree may be)

!il(9rC grounded in ¡·o!kloric traditions of oral narrative than are the

¡U¡·tlr(9pean and:E.uropean-Anlerican literatures.But tl9e latter have not
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(I,cccsstlrily)g¡C tten iurther o¡B /ay froo1 their ora1.narrative roo¡D tS than

!9avc thcse n9inority literatures; rather, as 
¡B
ve see 

¡B¡B
ith the¡B vorks of

K.Ingston,Mo!tison and(Eisneros,I¡D iyphenated¡D !É\ nnerioan¡B vriters liv-

ing in t!le U.S.A.are reaching back to tlleir cultural-narratlve roots in

order to assert their ethnic identity as lm.inorities within the 
¡B
vhite

Alilerican corltext.In the voluine¡B /hich canle out of a Serllinal 1981

meeting of the Modem Language Association(see RuofD,Theresa

MendeZ¡ƒs essay poses a questi(9n to.the traditiona1 ¡D¡¥canonists¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 o£F

Anlerican 1.iterature:¡§ In the definitio:1 of¡D folklore,¡ƒ
¡B
vho are the¡¥ ¡·olk¡ƒ

and¡Bvhat is the¡¥ lore¡ƒ 9¡ƒ
¡ƒ

and I.¡‹ inda Ching Sledge discusses the¡¥
¡¥
Oral

1¡Drndition in Kingsto¡j 1¡ƒ s C919¡“ .⁄Ł ¡¥rc⁄M .¡ƒ

¡ƒ

2 John Sirlith and¡B
Villian, iBradibrd speak of¡D the Indians¡ƒ

 ¡¥¡¥
bar¡˜

barian religion,¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 and even in I¡D Ia¡B

¡B
thorne¡ƒ s 

¡¥¡¥Goodnlan Bro¡Bvn¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 the

woods are raimI9ant¡B rith the noises of¡¥

¡B
/ild lndian po¡' /-¡B ,,o¡B ¡ªS¡ƒ

¡ƒ
and

¡§
pagan¡ƒ

¡ƒ
black i,lagic.C¡B ooper,Frelleau,Longfello¡B v and eYen¡‹ I¡D horeau

(see note 24)have more¡§ romanticizing¡¤ (¡§ Orientalizing¡¤ )views¡C fthe

Indians, that is, condescending or patronizing vie¡B vs. Surely¡D benore

Afro-Anlericans could have become,as MoITison suggests,the¡§ rep-

ressed lOther¡ƒ
¡ƒ

or I)ark Side ofthe¡B
¡B

.¡D hite Arnerican consciotlsness,(he

T¡BIative AmericanS played this role;indeed.they essentially denned¡C r

created t1¡D le role.

3 Recently there has been evidence tl¡B
at son9e o¡D f these peoples

canne eastward across the¡· Pacific by sea routes nurther south:also that

the nrst caucasian presence in the Ne¡B v 

¡B¡B

7orld, and thus the initial

Mongo!oid¡˜ Caucasian n,ixing, may have 
¡D
been i9¡B uch earlier tllan

previously thought p¡C ssible.But clearly those proto-¡¥ A.n9ericans classi¡D

fi.ed on the basis of certain physical characteristics as¡B ¡iongoloid(see

i()!!owing note)came across iom whatis now called East Asia.
4 I realize that the tern9¡D ¡DMo!¡Bgo.loid¡ƒ

¡ƒ
may be a sensitive one for

East/Northeast Asians 
¡B
vho include in their nunlber I¡D Ian (:hinese as

we!l as Japanese and I(oreans;here I¡B vill not tI¡f /to deibnd the use of

thiS¡C ⁄Fany othe⁄F raC!ally den9arcating tern1,l)ut accept it as a sort of

practical necessity within the conto:xt¡C fn9y discussion here.()fcourse,

if¡B ve are to have an¡¥
¡¥
Asian-iA.rnerican Studies¡ƒ

¡ƒ⁄@
¡B
vhere often the cul-

turalidentity of a particular Asian ethnic group living in An¡f erica is at

Thc Praxis of¡B VOrld¡D
¡C

rderlng in N¡· tIve Arlle¡u ican Crcation¡B lyth 27

stake¡X ¡Xthen it seenls that in the nrst place the respective ethnic identi-

ties¡C
¡u

th¡· E.ast Asial¡B ctlltures then¡B selveS¡Bvollld.need to be as clearly

marked as possible. If the Native Ali9ericans as primitive A.nlericans

inay seen9 t¡C hauntthe cultural unconscious of¡B ¡ªhite Annericans,as the

¡D¡Doriginal¡B iongol¡C ids¡ƒ ¡Bthey perhaps also haunt tl1.to¡u East Asians.

¡¥
See th.e previ¡C us note.

¢X
I¡D lere ho¡B vever¡Bve n9ust be careful¡B vith our use ofthe tern9¡¥ ¡Don-

tological,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

since the key point¡C fthe l)ervasive-il1,n9anence¡B v¡Cr!dvie¡B v

is going to be tl¡B at,unlike:Plato¡ƒ s¡¥
¡¥
ontol¡C gical difference¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡C
f transcen-

dent and inll19anent¡B vorldS(think t¡C
¡C

of the dualistic pictures¡B ¡ª¡De getin

£Sllms like¡B
¡¥
The Trunlan Sh¡C w¡ƒ

¡ƒ
¡C

r¡D ¡DThe¡Biatrix¡¤ ),we now have less

deter¡f 91Inate or rigid bolindaries(dilferences)bet¡B veen levels(¡B
¡B
¡Dorlds),

thus too a¡D
¡¥
n9ultiplicity¡B

¡ƒ
of!evels/¡B vorlds.(See the later discusSi¡C n of

the veltica!world-series in a NavaJo naltative.)Such a non¡D Platonic

9,¡D orldvie¡B v also bears sonle relali¡C n to Nietzsche,I)eleuze and¡D ¡Dpost-

nnoden¡Bisn1,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

an issue n9enti¡C ned above and olle lying¡B vell beyond:99y

present scope.)
¡ƒ

But¡i Iall an9ong¡C thers has pointed¡C utthatin ancient Greece it

.is in ract only with Panmenides¡ƒ (500¡B sB.C.)that we get the clear

inlnlanent/tranScendent duality (¡B Vay 
¡C¡u

Se¡· 191ing/W¡Day o¡u ¡DTruth)⁄@

Pythagoras and later Plato ¡q300¡ƒ s B.C.) develop this into the

philos¡C phy oF transcendent :¡C gical  i¡B
¡C
19n or L¡C gos;  the pre-

Parrnenidean thinking of Anaximander(orlgln as 69i9dro⁄M ,unlimited)

and I¡D leraclitus(reality as c¡C nstant nux,identity of opposites)centers

on logical par9dox (or contradicti¡C n), indeterlminacy and indeed

Chaos(Tao as,1,¡§ ⁄Ł⁄f⁄M C⁄Oe9¡¥ ).De¡§ ida¡ƒ s¡D
¡¥
unc¡Cvering¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡C
1¡ƒ tl1ose

Platonic and Judae¡C ⁄@(:hristian log¡C centrisn9S¡B vhich¡· o¡u n,the basis of

¡¥¡¥

¡B¡B

,estern nleta,hysics¡ƒ ¡ƒ
is in fact n9uch indebted to the earlier retun9 to

these earlier Greeks by both Nietzsche and 1¡D :eidegger.

8 As r¡C r an ¡¥¡¥
il1deinitely-extended¡ƒ

¡ƒ 
¡B
¢…orld with no abs¡C lute

boundaries.no abs¡C lute beginning and end,¡B
¡B
/hile the first two heXa¡D

grams ofthe r nre¡¥ ¡Dheaven/creative¡ƒ
¡ƒ
and v¡D eartll/receptive,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
the!ast t¡B v¡C

are¡B ¡Bal¡B er completion¡B
¡B(water over ire)⁄ß llowed by¡§ be£F()re c¡C mple-

tion¡¤ (Flre over water,where t¡ƒ a99¡Dwater is als¡C
¡§

abyss¡¤ ).

9 This sort of praxis¡C n tlle 
¡¥¡¥(:hinese side¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 !nay be tied also to

.¡ƒ 6,
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I-Iansen¡ƒ s vie¡B v of¡e :hinese language: 
¡B
vhile Indo-European languages

like Greek have a syntax bnsed on¡B
¡¥
predioating¡D ¡Dthe qualities(o⁄F

¡C
b-

Jects)of a subject,so that philosophical discourse was esSentjally a

nnaking of 
¡¥¡¥

staten9ents¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 ab¡C ut (collesponding to) reality, (:hinese

(philos¡C phlcal)discourse 
¡B
vas (on the n9odel of Austin and Searle¡D s

¡D¡Dper6orl1,atIve utter.nce¡ƒ
¡ƒ
) essentially taken t() be a socially guiding

C1¡Crmatting¡¤ )discourse.Thus Lao-tzu¡ƒ s¡§ r¡· ¡“ l(Óc o.9¡· 96¡D⁄O
¡ƒ
a⁄Mgt¡‹ o¡ƒ

¡ƒ

is read as ineanil1g.not tllat¡D rao is a!anguage-transcending lmetaphysi-

ca1.6rc⁄O a9but that the only tao¡B ve have(the tao that can be spoken,

discourse)is c¡C nstantly changing:this is the perforn9ative praxis of

ltS¡D ¡DutteraI9ce.¡ƒ
¡ƒ¡‹

I¡B his sort of¡¥
¡¥
praxatic utterance¡ƒ

¡ƒ
is o19vi¡q )usly tllen

a (pervasively) ¡§
inli.9anent¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 one aS against the Judeao¡˜ C:hristian

¡¥¡¥
Logos.¡ƒ

!¢X

In the Eden stol)in Ge⁄M e6“ä ,¡C fC¡Curse,AdaIm(and later Eve)is

warned:¡¥
¡¥
but oFthe tree ofthe kno¡B vledge of good and evil thou sha!t

no(eat oFit;f1.)r in the day thatthou eateStthereoFthou shalt surely die.¡ƒ ¡D

(Lawal1 53)
!! The boy¡ƒ

s¡¥
¡¥
split identity¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 n1ore obviously invites, of course,

interpiet¡D tions in ten¡f ¡js oF Greek n,yth(Narcissus and Echo)and

(echoing Narcissus via Freud)Lacan¡ƒ s nli¡§ or Stage.
12 The lnnaginative picturing of the¡B

vind as a rorce¡B vhich could

open t¡' /isting tunne!s ¡¥¡¥
through¡ƒ

¡ƒ
the sky is of oourse also stunning:

¡§
9¡Dhe passage¡Bvhich they found in the¡B vest¡B vas t¡B visted round like the

tendril ofa vine;it had been thus rinad.by the¡B ¡‹lnd¡ƒ
¡ƒ(69).The creative

energy ofIn9agination¡q or pr¡C t¡C -sCientiflc speculation¡¥ ?).over.reaching

itselF into ever¡˜ ne¡Bver worlds,is perhaps expressed in/as the thrusting

gusts of¡B vind.
i¡ƒ

Freud in./io⁄D (,9¡D a¡“ ¡¥⁄Ft⁄O ¡“ L,¡“ 9c0⁄M969o!t6analyzes¡B
¡B
rit and hun9or in

tern9s ofdisJuncti¡C ns aind discontinuities:¡B vhen our¡¥
¡¥
psychic econon9y¡ƒ

¡ƒ

is hit¡¤ ,ith the totally unexp¡D ected luptures o¡u the¡¥
¡¥
absurd,¡ƒ

1¡B
ve latlgh to

release the excess energy saVed by¡¥ ¡¥
not having to nlak.e the rational

connections.¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 l¡ƒ nl n¡C t sure if.Freud has this exactly right-ir¡B ve

¡§
naturally think logically¡B ¡B(as Plato and Chomsky would agree)then

¡B
y¡D hy do we expend n¡f ore energy thinking logically than thinking non¡˜

logically9⁄@ but I suspect he is on the righttrack.(¡D rhe brain-conlputer

¡D£Fhe Praxis¡C fW¡Crld-ordering in Natlve Annerican Crcation¡B 6yth      2¡C

analogy might be usenLI:here.)
¡§This(the nln,b¡B it also the N¡D ¡·va¡f o na¡§ ative)actua!ly i¡D aises the

issue ofoontinuous extensions(¡§ inf9nities¡ƒ
¡ƒ
)versus discontinuous ones

(those that are¡D
¡¥
broken,¡ƒ

¡ƒ
divided into¡D

¡¥
levels¡ƒ

¡ƒ
):in a sense the indeter-

minacy of thc!aier(discrete¡§ !!In lts¡¤ in¡B plying a larger unlimited)is

n9ore concrete.and helps us to reflect on or¡¥
¡¥
understand¡ƒ

¡ƒ
the indeler-

minacy(pure unlimitedness)¡C fthe fonner.
1¡ƒ (:)r as in another recent!lln1,¡¥ ¡DThe¡Biatrix.¡ƒ

¡ƒ

¡B
Vhere ihe protago¡˜

nist learl9s that n¡f ost people are effectively¡¥
¡¥
asleep¡ƒ

¡ƒ
and living their

lives in a kind ofdrean1¡D state or¡B ¡Dviltual reality¡ƒ
¡ƒ
:his questis to beconle

a¡B

¡B
,are¡C f his actual situatiol1,oI9e¡B Vhicl¡f .I)arallels the Journey¡q )fr)lat¡C

¡ƒ
s

¡B
vould-be philosopher¡˜ king up and out ofthe¡¥

¡¥
cave.¡ƒ

¡ƒ

I¡D Though actual!y itis nearer to the account¡B ve get ltl the!3aby-

lonian G9…Wa,¡¤ ¡¥,/?,a much earller prototype ior the Genesis story:I¡f ere

/⁄D c go69¡U¡ì destroy n9ankind ‹–/ith a flood because the earth is no¡B
¡B
¡¥

¡D¡¥
tecmlng¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 
¡B
vith hll19¡f :9nS, llas b¡D ecori¡B e ¡D¡Bto¡C noiSy¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 
¡B
vith.theri9, so tl¡B at

¡D¡Dthe god.s oannot sleel).¡ƒ
¡ƒ

i¡ƒ ¡¥¡¥
Innocence¡ƒ

¡ƒ
and¡¥¡Dexperience¡ƒ

¡ƒ
as¡D¡Dt¡B vo SideS ofthe htllnan sou!.¡ƒ

¡ƒ

!!¡f  fact lhe trope of¡¥
¡¥
acceleration¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 here ren9inds !m.e or the sensfiÉ  

¡C
£F

accelerated li§B ¡Dspans (and/¡C r reversed 
¡C

r interchanged ones) in

I¡f lake¡ƒ s¡¥
¡§¡D
rhe¡B Iental Traveller.¡ƒ

¡ƒ

is C.9haos theory ln physics:order(that is,¡C rdered¡§ bodies¡ƒ
¡ƒ
)is(are)

:l tel91porary and tenuous self-ordering,through a kind of folding.back

()r repetition,oF chaotic and revelsible atomic no¡B vs:(ordered)bodies

i¡f ¡ftlSt then inevitably¡D ¡Ddecay¡ƒ
¡ƒ

again back into chaos.
i¡ƒ

Nietzsche¡ƒ s late(¡§
¡C¡C

smic¡¤ )versi¡C n o£F the etenlal return:given a

nnite amount o1¡D matter/energy(the theory of¡§ world as willto power¡K

t!!¡D gtlably predicts Eil9stein in n9aking n9alter/energy interchangeab!e if

ilot equivalent)and an inflnite(or indeflnite?)am¡C unt oftime,eve'I

t onceivable¡B ¡DwoIld¡D oombination¡D ¡D(e.g.atomic or molecular combina-

¡U!¡a 9ln)Will colne around again sooner or later,including even/hun,an

ll¡U c on earth do¡B vn to its¡§ linutest detai1.Nietzsche replaces the(9hris-

ll:!!l(¡C r Platonic)noti¡C I,oi¡B a¡Bvorld-lirnil outsidc o!¡B which stands God

.!!l(! etC£S 9ity¡q
¡C

r the transcendent Logos)with the notion of a¡B vorld

¡D¡Dill(lClinitcly cxtcnded¡ƒ ¡B(read by sorne postn1oder¡i lists as¡q
¡¥
lndelinitely
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extended textuali¡C ¡¤
)through(temp¡C ral)repetiti¡C n.

:f, ..I¡v
col()gica!¡ƒ

¡ƒ
 in a sense that I mean to include ¡¥¡¥

()ntoI¡q )gical¡ƒ
¡ƒ

although,as d.iscussed earlier,¡B ve can perha¡˜ Ps no l¡C ng¡Der use the latter

tenl, in the Greek/¡B V¡Desterl¡f  sen se, as that Sense depends on certain

dlstinctions¡B vhich l,,ay no!onger be viable.See the earlier discussion

ofthe NavaJo¡B
¡B

,orld¡D Series.
⁄§!In another Native An¡f

erican narrative,¡¥
¡¥
The Gir!and the:Protec¡˜

tor,¡ƒ
¡ƒ¡D¡Dthe:Protector...¡B ventto¡B vard the place¡B vhere he¡ƒ d killed the old

Lady...T¡f ,eP¡Drotector skinned the():dI:¡‹ ady Granduncle then he se¡B ved
her skin up like a sack¡B vlth yucca.He got soI¡D ne yucca tlber and se¡B ved
until it¡B vas done and¡B¡ª¡Dhen it was sevvn he rnade it stand up ..: ¡¥Ah,
this should¡B vork.¡ƒ And there he putit on his back and clin9bed up(9orn

Mountain...he n¡f ade this old Lady stand up...he tried it and it¡B vas
working..¡¤ And then(in a iuly weird passage)the Protector wi!l meet

his(the san,e?)grandmother and¡¥ ¡¥
fbol¡ƒ

¡ƒ
her(iighten her)by¡B

¡B
earing

his¡D ¡Ddisguise¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(or is it a¡D
¡¥
transnonnati¡C n,¡ƒ )?See Tedlock l03¡˜ 05

::In an essay on Kaika and Chuang¡˜
tzu(¡§ Use!ess Parables¡¤ )I

have tied Chuang-tzu¡ƒ s¡¥ ¡DuSe of uselessness¡ƒ ¡ƒ
to I(afka¡ƒ s notion o£F

¡¥¡¥
be-

con9ing parable.¡ƒ ¡B

I¡ƒ

It is the ilgure(sage¡D

¡D
nd clo¡B vn¡˜ like)o¡u the Trickster,appearing

in many Native American tales(J in the Pima stoI,may be a sort oF

prototype) 
¡B¡B

,ho can n¡f ore readily be compared 
¡B
vith (¡B huang¡Dtzu¡ƒ s¡¥¡¥

sages¡ƒ
¡ƒ¡¡̃Xor ratl,er, hls discourse (a useless ¡¥¡¥

blg saying¡ƒ
¡ƒ
) con9pared

with theirs.See e g.Wiget(¡§ The Native American Trlckster and the
Literature oF Possibilities¡¤ )in Ru¡C

¡u
:¡B and¡BVard(90-94).On another

¡¥¡Dleve!¡ƒ ¡D
(¡B vhich, llke the¡D rrIckster, I!es beyond l,9y present scope)and

perhaps n9uch n1ore easily,9ve oould n,ake the col1,pariSon in ternls oF

the actual rhetoric or the st¡C ries as they are told l>y st()ry¡˜ tellers,tllat

usenul uselessness ofthe¡¥ ¡¥
l¡f ,ere¡B vords¡ƒ

¡ƒ
ofa perfo1¡D mative utterance,the

praxis ofthe P¡D inla¡¥
¡¥
Song oF Creation¡ƒ ¡ƒ

¡B
vhich,set within the narrative

proper¡B  lnvites and exllorts itS listeners: ¡¥¡¥
9,.9,1...,er9a¡“ ,¡¥ ,⁄Ł 1¡¥!i n,ade the

¡B
vor!d-/(¡j oime and seeitand n¡D lake it useful!/He il,ade it round¡˜ Coime

and see it and make it useml!¡¤ (Baym 32).
24 ¡D

rhtis¡B  while (¡f ooper is obviously ⁄Fnu¡Ch ¡D¡Dinnuenced¡D
¡ƒ
 by the

indians⁄@
¡B
vhose vjrtues he glorified ln characters like IJnka and ILeath¡˜

¡D£Fhc P¡Draxis of¡B Vorld.oidering in Native An9erican Creation¡B 4ylh      3I

erstocking⁄@
¡B
ve nlay ask to¡B vhat eXte¡D nt he¡B vas really¡§ Indianized¡ƒ

¡ƒ
and

not Jllst a Eurocentric¡B ¡ªhite l91an 9vho nlade n9oney by ¢¾ iting about

U.S.colonial history,giving a pronlinent role to Indians.TIle crucial

issue is really ¡' ¡‹l¡B ether Enierson¡ƒ s transcendentalism ,999g/it be seen

(with imany qualiflcations no doubt) as essentia!¡j y a pervasive¡D

ilnrnanence worldvie9/,one in⁄h ¡juenced by Ilinduisn,,as¡B ve k.no¡B v,as

¡B
vell as by l(.ant¡¥ lnd Coleridge(th¡C ugh apparently not directly by I¡D legei

or Schelling).Emerson iS looking at a kind of encompassing Nature

¡B
vhich points beyond itself(like a language pointing to its nleaning,

signiner to signifled)t¡C
¡¥¡DSpirit¡¤ :¡D ¡DNature is the syn9bol of spirit.¡ƒ

¡ƒ¡DThe

unspeakable beauty of the sunset!!¡j akes us sense a spiritua! n9eaning
¡¥¡¥
beyond¡ƒ

¡ƒ
it;natural phenon9ena actually,¡“ ca¡“

¡B
vhat¡B ve no1¡D Inally take

then,to be(lmere)archetypes or sylmbols oi spring actua!ly nleans
¡L

rebirth,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

flo‹– ¡ƒing¡B vater actually!!9eans¡¥ ¡Dtin9e,¡ƒ
¡ƒ

points unequivocally

to this ineaning.Not only does this world-¡§ lodel seelm to have a(post-)

¡«tructuralist-linguistic aspect 
¡B
vhich moves it beyond.Platonism or

Neo-P!atonism;here also the very boundary bet¡B veen¡B
¡¥
Nature¡ƒ

¡ƒ
and the

¡B¡BSpiritual¡ƒ
¡ƒ
¡B
vorld beyond it(as in a vertical or Chinese-box series of

¡B
vorlds¡B oi¡B tological levels):!¡B ay seen¡B (th¡C ugh¡Bve could also appro.ch

this lionl a post-structuralist perspective) finally pernleable,porous,

lndetenninate.

¡B
Itlch has bee!1¡B vrltte:¡f on Thoreau(he praglmatist(radical e!npiri.

clst)as nature WTiter and ccologist.But Ramsey(Ruo!f52)sh¡C ws that

though Thoreau¡B vas editing I:¡¤ e¡¤6a9¡“ ¥l ¡ƒ¡ƒ;oo6⁄F ¡¥¡Don his deathbed(and

uttered an10ng his last 
¡B
vords, according to priel,d W. E. ¡q::hanning,

¡B¡D
n¡f oose...Indian...¡ƒ

¡ƒ
),tlle attitude he takes to¡B vard his Aben.aki Indi-

al9 guides in Maine Woods is equivocal at best:he s¡D peaks ofthe¡¥
¡¥

¡B
vild

1,arbarial¡B sounds¡D
¡ƒ

of these¡¥ ¡Df9rst pe¡C :9le,¡B

¡ƒ
a language of¡B vhich¡D ¡DI un¡D

(!crstood not a single¡B vord.¡ƒ
¡ƒ
 Still, the central focus in 99ia/¡¥ ⁄Fe99 is on

¡B
urviva!through simplici§fi

¡C
f liles¡¤ le,that is,on¡¥ ¡¥

economy¡ƒ
¡ƒ

(or

¡D¡DCC¡C!¡C gy¡K)in the same sense in which we have been using the term⁄@

ll¡f e lllaterial exPands to encon9p9SS the spiritua1. .For in 996a9¡¥ ⁄Fe¡“

!¡D horeau does al¡B er all cornbine the nnlost pragmatic, 
¡¥¡¥

n9aterialist¡ƒ
¡ƒ

t¡D t9nce¡u n 
¡B¡B

ith !!ving sin¡B ply and economically 
¡B
vith 

¡B
vhat 

¡B
¡ªe

II:lditiolla!ly took to be its opposite; the absolutely spiritual life,

lcading I)lat() and (::onfucius, deep lneditation in the 
¡B
voods, deep
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deep meditation in the¡B voods,deep ecology.The pointis that,as¡B vith

!ater(Z.en¡D influenced)poets!!ke Snyder,nature 9J spirlt,the boundary

bet¡B
¡B
¡D¡Deen these t¡B vo wOrldS has becoI,1e S¡C porous and perimeable that it

elltctively disappears.
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