Teaching Notes

skwadi’lic, Board Feet, and the Cedar Tree

Intended Audience:  This teaching case may be useful for undergraduate (Junior or above) and graduate-level students taking classes in anthropology, philosophy, cross-cultural psychology, forestry, environmental science, and Native American Studies.

Issues/Topics Case Includes:

1.
Learn about the VOM methodology and its strengths and limitations

2.
Effect of values and perception on cross-cultural communication

3.
Origins, nature and effects of the marginalization of Native American ancestral knowledge 

Case Objectives:

1.
To illustrate different approaches to preserving Native American traditional cultural properties

2.
To demonstrate how values and perceptions influence the communication process

3.
To challenge the student to think more deeply about the “issue beneath the issue” of the marginalization of Native American ancestral knowledge

 Implementation: 

One approach to implementing this case is to analyze the case through three separate discussion modules: 1) a situational analysis (review of findings for the four VOM situations), 2) discussion of the  Value Orientation methodology,  and  3) reflections on the worldmaking process, and/or how, and for what reasons, Native American value orientations  are misunderstood, misrepresented and/or marginalized as by public land management agencies.  Each of these discussion modules should be taken up in succeeding class sessions and employ concurrent small group discussions.  Each module would have from 1 ½   hours for an initial discussion. This would be followed by a large-group discussion for l ½  hours to provide an opportunity for an exchange and synthesis of experience and ideas.  An alternative teaching approach could do the case in a single 3 hour session by dividing the three main case issues among  multiple small groups who report out their conclusions in an all-group discussion. 

A. Discussion Questions for Objective 1:  Illustrate different approaches to preserving Native American traditional cultural properties 

Situation:  Ceremonial Innovation
Group Discussion Questions

1. Do the survey results for the tribe for this situation surprise you?  Why or why not? 

2. How might variations between the two groups in this situation influence communication between them on the evaluation of cultural use sites, areas, and resources?

3. What influence would the DNR orientation in this situation have on their evaluation and management of cultural use sites, areas, and resources?

4. How could this information be used to modify the management procedures and protocols on public forestlands?

Situation:  Belief in Control
Group Discussion Questions

1. Do the results of the survey for the tribe in this situation surprise you?  Why or why not?

2. How might these variations between the two groups in this situation influence communication between the DNR and the tribe?

3. What might be some of the reasons for the tribe’s orientation to control (i.e., Subject To Nature) in relation to “large-scale” forces of nature?

Situation:  Care of Fields
Group Discussion Questions

1. Do the results of the survey for the tribe in this situation surprise you?  Why or why not?

2. What might be the reason or reasons for the DNR’s perception of the tribe in this situation?

3. How might these perceptions influence communication between the DNR and the tribe?

Situation:  Choice of a Delegate
Group Discussion Questions

1. Do the results for the tribe in this situation surprise you?  Why or why not?

2. How might intergroup perceptions in this situation influence communication between the DNR and the tribe?

3. What might account for the DNR’s perception of the tribe in this situation?

B.  Discussion Questions for Objective 2:  Demonstrate how values and perceptions influence the communication process

1. Please review the actual orientations and intergroup perceptions presented below.

a. Based on the intergroup perceptions (i.e., DNR perceptions of tribe, and tribe’s perception of DNR), what communication barriers would you anticipate when the groups take up the issue of the tribe’s cultural use of state forestlands?

b. How might this information be used in the design (structure and/or content) of consultation sessions on the issue of managing cultural resources?
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2. What are the strengths and weaknesses of “forced-choice” surveys in a cross-cultural setting (i.e., when the interviewee is asked to choose from among a pre- existing range of possible answers)?

3. Consider the remarks, below, and discuss why these comments by a tribal member might be important for joint decision-making between the tribe and the DNR:

“We, the people.’  Isn’t that what it says in the Constitution?  No person is above the people.  Our elders are important to us.  We all feel that way.  But no person is above the people.  We’ve always known that.  We taught the non-Indians that.  There is no person without the people, or above them.”

4.  Imagine yourself a tribal member in the workshop with DNR personnel.  How would you have responded to the following comments of a DNR participant had you been next to speak in the talking circle:

“You see, there is, in ignorance a fine foundation for certainty, and ignorance is a solid foundation for moral rectitude.  Ignorance makes a fine foundation for suspicion. But I’ve seen enough in these sessions to recognize your sincerity.  I realize you are not coming from a basis of what I had originally perceived as bad faith…Those are behind me. The certainty and the moral rectitude are shaken. The suspicion is largely dispelled.  And I don’t know, in my own mind, where I’m headed from here.  That leaves me unsettled and uncomfortable.”  

C. Discussion Questions for Objective 3:  Challenge the student to think more deeply about the “issue beneath the issue” of the marginalization of Native American ancestral knowledge
1. Can you provide other (contemporary or historic) examples where Native American ancestral knowledge has been marginalized by legal, political, and/or institutional processes? 

2. What are your thoughts about the validity of the assumption that, in relation to Native American beliefs, science (and such related fields as land use planning and natural resource management) is an impartial arbitrator of what is “real” and “true” knowledge? 

3. Do you believe that Native American ancestral knowledge should be treated on an equal footing (i.e. considered equally real and true legitimate knowledge) with scientific knowledge?  Please explain.
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