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this study applies Pierre B
ourdieu's 

concepts of habitus 
and 

sym
bolic c.~pital, in order 

to present 
the difficulties 

and the 
possibilities for irtter-ethnical com

m
unication in E

arl L
ovelace's 

novel, T
he D

ragon C
an't D

ance. T
he author 

suggests that the 
lack of com

m
u~cation 

betw
een 

the E
ast Indian, 

Pariag, and 
the A

fro-'Irinidadian 
population 

of C
alvazy H

ill is the result 
not only of racial differences, but also of com

peting econom
ies, 

particularly the opposition of sym
bolic vs. m

aterial capital._ If w
e 

·consider this novel ~s a reflection of1:'rinidadian reality, w
e can 

conclude· that to im
prove the inter-com

m
unal 

com
m

unication, 
both parties w

ill have to ·overcom
e their respective "native field" 

m
entalities, 

in order 
to find a com

m
on ground 

in their past 
m

ythologies; and eventually som
e __ 

hope for the future. A
s the 

attem
pt to establish the dialog betw

een Pariag and A
ldrick fails, 

through these 
tw

o characters 
the novel explores nonetheless 

the possibilities of attaining the intercultural 
com

m
unication. 

through a very m
uch needed translation 

of a shared culture. 

K
eyw

ords: L
ovelace, C

aribbean novel, D
ragon, sym

bolic capi
tal, E

ast-Indian, postcolonial 

R
E

S
U

M
E
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U
tilizando las conceptos de Pierre B

ourdieu de habitus y capital 
sim

b6Iico, este articulo discute los problem
as y las posibilidades 

de la com
unicaci6n inter-etnica 

en la novela T
he D

ragon C
an't 

D
ance escrita. por E

arl L
ovelace. 

E
n esta discusi6n el au tor 

sugiere que .Ia falta de com
unicaci6n 

entre 
el Indio del E

ste 
(E

ast lndiaT
J,) Pariag y los. habitantes 

africanos-trinidenses 
de 

C
alvary H

ill no solam
ente se debe a las diferendas raciales pero 

V
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w
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tam
bien es causada .por las econom

ias com
petentes 

de diferen
cia: la sim

b6Iica y la m
aterial. A

l leer la novela com
a narraci6n 

· 
de la naci6n trin.idense, el autor concluye que.para 

m
~jorar la 

com
unicaci6n inter-com

unal, 
am

bas partes tendran que superar 
las 16gicas de sus cam

pos nativos para 
encontrar 

un ierritorio 
com

u_n en sus m
itologfas 

del pasado 
y· esperanza 

m
utua 

para 
el futuro. Por lo tanto, m

ientras. en la narrativa 
de la novela, el 

. intento de crear ese tipo de dialogo entre Paria'g y A
ldrick falla, 

. 
. 

. 
la novela tam

bien, 
a traves de estos 4o~.personajes, explora las 

posibilidades 
de una tiaducci6n,cultural 

com
(m

 necesaria para 
lograr tal conversaci6n 

intercultural. 

P
alabras 

clave: 
L

ov~lace, 
novela 

caribefta, 
D

ragon, 
capital 

sim
b6lico, Indio del E

ste 
(E

ast Indian), 
postcolonial 

R
E

S
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M
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E
n reprenant 

les concepts de habitus et de «capital sym
bolique» 

de Pierre B
ourdieu,' dans cet article nous discutons les_proble

m
es et les possibH

ites de com
m

unication 
i~ter-ethnique 

dans le 
rom

an d'E
arl L

ovelace, T
he D

ragon C
an't D

ance.. N
ous av.an~ons 

que· le m
anque 

de com
m

unication 
entre P~ag, 

l'Indien,.et 
les 

habitants 
A

fro-trinidadiens 
de C

alvary H
ill, est du non seule

m
ent aux differences 

r~iales 
entre · 1es. personnages, 

m
ais ega

.lem
ent a des econom

ies concurrentes, 
en l'occurrence 

le ~apital 
sym

bolique et le m
ateriel. 

E
n l}sant ce .rom

an c;om
m

e un recit 
representatif 

de 'Ilinidad, nous concluons que, pour am
~liorer la 

coajm
unication 

inter-com
m

unautaire, 
les deux parties devront 

surm
onter 

la log!que de leur~ respectifs 
cham

ps. «natifs», afin 
de trouver 

un terrain 
d'entente-peut-et:re 

clans leurs propres 
m

ythologies-et: 
enfin un espoir poir l'avenir. A

lors que dans 
le recit la tentative 

d'etablir 
le dialogue entre· Pa~iag et A

Jdrick 
echm

ie, a travers 
ces .deux, perso'nnage:S le rom

an 
explore les 

possibilites de traduire la culture com
m

une, etape inrlispensable 
a la reussite 

de la com
m

unication 
interculturelle. 

M
ots-cles: L

ovelace, r~m
an antillais, dragon~ capital sym

boli
que, Indien 

(E
ast Indian); postcolonial 

R
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I
t_ is .in the page~ of a novel, suggests .B

enedict A
nderson 

. (1993), that "w
e see the 'national 

im
agination' 

at w
ork 

in the 
m

ovem
ent 

of a solitary 
hero 

through 
a socio-

logical 'landscape of a fixity that fuses the w
orld inside the novel 

w
ith the w

orld outside" 
(p. 30). T

his m
ethod 

of representing 
a 

national 
reality 

along w
ith the 

new
spapers 

form
s 

the basis _of 
A

nderson's 
theorization 

of the nation 
as an "im

agined 
com

m
u-

nity" (1993:7). · 
. 

. 

T
his neat definition of the nation as im

agii:ied com
m

unity fails 
to explain the inh_erent com

plexities 
of m

ost 
of the 

C
aribbean 

nation..:states. E
arl L

ovelace's T
he D

ragon C
an't D

ance, I suggest, 
is a good exam

ple of an attem
pt at representing 

the particularities 
of'Irinidadian 

national culture. In his fictional.com
m

unity 
of C

al
vary H

ill, through the interaction 
betw

een Pariag the E
ast-Indian. 

and. the.A
frican-C

reole com
m

unity of the H
ill/Y

ard, E
arl L

ovelace 
stages 

the class,-specific dilem
m

as 
of a typical 

C
aribbean 

urban 
. landscape in w

hich' the neat assum
ption 

of nation 
as im

agined is 
com

plicated by unresolved_coloniallegacies 
of class, race, gender, 

and ethnicity. T
hfa paper 

aim
s to 

focus specifically on Pariag's 
negotiation of the C

alva1y H
ill culture in order to locate· the causes 

of failure and possibilities of success of the urban lateral alliances 
in. the postcolonial T

rinidadian national 
landscape . 

In m
ost m

etropolitan 
w

orks about 
the 

cultural 
production 

of the C
aribbean, the C

arnival Studies is the privjJeged m
ode of 

engaging w
ith the C

aribbean 
texts. B

y_ Carnival Studies I m
ean· 

the general critical em
phasis on carnival as an anti-establishm

ent 
strategy of popular 

resistance. 
In such an approach, 

the acts of 
native agency are retrieved through the m

ass enactm
ent 

of public 
ri t1,rnls against 

the established 
order 

of the colonial 
.and postcolo

nial state. 
Such an·approach, 

suggests Shalini Puri (2003), 

does not engage the structuring tension betw
een reputation 

and 
respectability, betw

een m
ass perform

ance 
of transgression 

and 
m

ass desires of p.cceptance and assim
ilation, betw

een 
popular 

desir~s for w
ork and popular 

celebration 
of respite 

from
 its 

exploitative. conditions. 
(p. 23) 

rnri11f,,,,,n 
C
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Shalini Puri is suggesting 
here 

that 
in reading 

carnival 
as m

a,ss 
resistance 

the local·' di~erences 
and tp.e possibilities 

of political 
resistari~e are effaced and replaced by an aestheticized 

politics of 

transgres_sion. She also suggests: "It "is further 
possib~e: that car-. 

nival trains the public in politics of irony in w
hich radical know

l
edge m

ay be yoked to conservative 
action" 

(2003:27). C
ertainly, 

here Pu.ri is com
plicating 

the idea of carnival as a transgressive 
political strategy by pointing out its gendered, 

religious, and racic!-1 
nature 

and that 
a m

ass perform
ance 

of transgression 
does not 

by itself treate 
lateral 

class solidarities 
ne~ded to· challenge the 

exploitative drive of global capital. In fact, such a depoliticization 
Q

f native 
resistance 

increases 
the 

chances 
of their 

exploitation 
at the 

hands 
of their 

national-elite 
and the forces of neoliberal 

globalization. 
W

ith 
such 

an . em
phasis 

on m
ass 

transgression-,-of 
w

hich 
carnival is a p~im

e exam
ple-T

he 
D

ragon C
an't D

ance becom
es . 

. an ideal text for the so-called 
C

arnival Studies: its-m
ain cbarac

ter-A
ldrick-is 

the prim
e attraction of the carnival and the novel 

clim
axes at the public perform

ance 
of annual 

carnival. 
·B

ecaus.e 
of 'this em

phasis on the C
arnival, the other im

portant 
aspects of 

the novel are either 
elided' or dealt w

ithin the U
m

ited dom
ain of 

identity politics. ff is also a know
n fact that in theorizing 

a.bout 
the m

arginalized 
com

m
unities, 

the chances of rom
anticizing' the 

m
arginal 

in opposition 
to its dom

ina:pt other 
are quite high. In 

,.,· 
such an approach 

to the w
orks of the C

aribbean, 
the. inner divi

sions of the m
arginal 

com
m

unities 
are silenced in order to build 

solic;Iarity iri the m
ere perform

ance 
of m

ass transgression 
of c;ar-

,,-~, 
nivai. B

ut the 
lived experiences 

of these 
m

arginalized 
subjl?cts ?! 

involve a struggle of. assim
ilation, 

of throw
ing "the bridge across" .. ·\j, 

(B
akhtin 1,994:58) to the others, in som

e C
ases hoping to assim

ilate <
:~ 

not jnst to the dom
inant order but to seek the gift of Self w

ithin Ji 
the m

arginalized com
m

unity itself. It is this tensiO
n betw

een. the 
;; 

. 
• 

.
. :.,.J,. 

E
ast-Indian 

and C
reole 

inhabitants 
of an urban 

slum
 that form

s :··:;,{~ 
·,r~

· 

an im
portant aspect of L

ovelace's T
he D

ragon C
an't D

ance. In his i,~ 
novel, L

ovelace, instead 
of giving us the neat fixity of the im

ag-· · :tl, 
. 

-·~ 

:\~
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i 
ine.d nation, .foregrounds 

an im
portant 

yet neglected 
problem

 
of 

the postcolonial C
aribbean nation-state: 

the presen.ce of.m
ultiple 

m
arginalized other~ w

ithin the C
aribbean 

national landscape. It is 
this im

portant aspect of the novel and the C
aribbean 

postcolonial 
nation-state that.form

s 
the m

ain focus of this brief essay. 
T

he novel is set in C
alvary H

ill, a T
rinidadian 

U
rban 

ghetto 
w

ith a predom
ip.antly A

frican-C
~eole 

population. 
O

n the w
hole 

the novel captures 
the 

life of its protagonist, 
A

ldrick, 
w

ho is 
. fanious for his perform

ance 
a~ the dragon during the a~ual 

car~ 
nival. T

he othe~ m
ajor A

frican-C
reole 

characters 
include 

M
iss 

C
leothilda, the 

richest 
w

om
an 

in the 
Y

ard, 
G

uy, the rent-col
lector, aµd Fi.sheye, · the neighborhood 

tough-guy. 
T

he only tw
o. 

Indo-'frinidadian inhabitants 
of the yard are Pariag and· his w

ife 
D

olly. W
hile Pariag's 

negotiation 
of this particular-iii-ban 

space 
.} 

happens to be the m
ain focus of m

y inquiry, I w
ill, of course, also 

:;.::. 
f:P incorporate A

ldrick 
and other 

characters 
from

 
the novel in m

y 
\, ;? discussion. 

· 
· 

: 
. 

:·.~ {. 
In a w

~y T
he D

ragon C
an't D

ance _enacts, throdgh 
its juxta

G
"?: 

position of Par~ag and the 
novel's 

A
frican-C

reole 
characters, 

\ } 
th~ specific politics of tw

o m
ajor com

peting 
identities: 

the A
fro

L :.{ ·'frini.oadia.ns and the "Indo-11-inidadians" (B
irbalsingh 

1997:xii). 
· 

(\ 
T

he 11ovel, how
ever, because of its specific urban setting does not· 

{.t{ .portray the real ethnic divide in T
oni.dad, w

here the E
ast-Indians 

';:~·.:'./(alm
ost 
form

 a m
ajority 

(B
irbalsing 

1997:x). O
ne 

m
ust 

keep 
in 

~/l mind this im
portant 

aspect of the 11-inidadian com
m

unal 
divide: 

?-\)t.is 
the urban gl;ietto setting of the novel that represents 

the Indo-
· 

'{·~~~T
tinidadian 

as a minority, and it should not be read as ·an em
blem

 
·{(pf actual .ethnic m

ake.-up of the T
rinidadian 

nation-state. 
A

lso 
(JJm

portant 
~o note is the historical claim

s of the t\yo m
ajor·groups 

C
 /in 

retrieving their 
particular 

m
yths of authenticity: 

1n the 
case 

{·/~of African-C
reoles the 

co~on 
he~itage of slavery serves as the 

t:\ .. main.signifier of authenticity. 
For the· Indo-llinidadians, 

despite 
r;} their late entry into the C

aribbean 
colonial system

, patient 
labor 

i .: f aod ind us try constitute 
the m

ain legitim
ating 

m
yth. A

ccording 
to 

f::: ,i:· I. M
. C

um
pston (1956) "T

he Indians w
ere introduced 

into B
ritish 

{\ 
V

ol: 34,.N
o.1 (January-June 2006), 111-130 

,._ .. 
C

aribbean Studies 



116' 
M

A
SO

O
D

 
A

S
H

R
A

F
 R

A
IA

 

colonies after 1834 in order to m
~et the shortage .of agricultural 

labour resulting from
 the abolition of slavery" (p. 158). H

ence, 
(b~ 

. entry of the Inda-C
aribbean 

into the C
aribbean 

colonized space 
is inextricably linked w

ith the slaves w
hose labor they replace~ as 

indentured 
laboi;ers. 

Pariag's 
encounter 

.w
ith the A

frica.n-C
reole 

inhabitants 
of 

· C
alvary H

ill is certainly a staged encounter 
betw

een the represen
. tatives of tw

o rival groups of the T
rinidadian national 

d!vide, O
ne 

can certainly read in this m
ulti-eth~ic 

encounter 
the postcolonial 

tensions betw
een the "A

fro-centric" 
'(B

irbalsingh 1997:x) view
 of 

the nation 
and the Indo-T

rinidadia.n's 
plac~ in· it .. Pariag's 

entry 
· into the heart 

of the A
frican-C

reole 
culture-the 

U
rban 

ghetto 
, that spaw

ns the m
ajor 

T
rinidadian. cultural 

m
arkers 

of carnival 
and calypso---can 

be clearly read:-as a staged 
encounter. aim

ed 
to enact the possibilities 

and dilem
m

as 
of such inter-group 

com


m
unication. 

L
ovelace's 

treatm
ent 

-of this ethnic divide of the 'Irinidadian 
nation-state 

has received 
quite a lq.t of critical. attention,,: and it 

w
ill be apt to. touch upon som

e of these im
portant 

readings of 11w
 

D
rtigr;m

 C
an't D

ance. In K
enneth 

R
a~chand's 

(1988) view
s "T

he 
D

ragon C
an. 't D

ance erodes the contrast betw
~en the practitioners 

·of the philosophy of non-possession 
and those w

ho quietly engage 
in the accum

ulation of econom
ic strength" 

(p. 9). In such an expla
nation Pariag represents 

the philosophy 
of capital accum

ulation 
and A

ldnck 
a believer 

of non-possessiop. 
H

e.nee, according to. 
K

enneth 
R

am
chand, 

in the end "if L
ovelace's 

resolution 
·of the 

relationship .. betw
een 

A
ldrick 

and Pa:dag seem
s insufficient, 

the 
reason m

ight w
ell be in the aµthor~s sense that ther~ is m

ore of 
the self to be found, before the Indian and A

frican dare .to expose 
them

selves to each other" 
(p. 14 ). T

his is quite an apt conclusion,· 
but it places too.m

uch 
em

phasis 
on the question-of self in order 

to buil~ a relationship 
w

ith others. 
O

ne m
ust keep in m

ind that 
Self is, as B

akhtin 
suggests, also 'dialogic and if ~:m

e were to .. wait 
to understand 

one's 
self fully before 

attem
pting 

to :reach across 
to the-other, 

alm
ost all inter-self .com

m
unication w

ill haye to b~ 

C
aribben11 

Studies 

'W
E

 
IS A

L
L

 
PE

O
PL

E
' 

... 

put on hold .. 

1it 

.f.~
£ 
,~

 
( f 

111 

D
ina B

rydon's (1989) critique of the novel also focuses on the 
com

peting ideologies of C
alvary H

ill. C
om

m
enting 

on tlie novel's 
contradicto1y ideology of '½

T
I o' w

e is one," B
rydon suggests the 

follow
ing a~ explanation 

of the Y
ard's response 

to Pariag's 
overt 

m
aterialism

: 

T
he opinion-m

akers of the Y
ard, those w

ho already possess a 
higher econom

ic status, see Pariag as a suitable 
scapegoat 

for 
deflecting resentm

ent 
aw

ay from
 them

selves. A
s an Indian.from

 
the country in an U

rban 
C

reole Y
ard, Pariag is doubly an out

sider. H
is bicycle further 

alienates 
him

 from
 the poorer 

folk in 
the Y

ard, w
hile it challenges the authority 

of those richer than 
him

self. (p. 325) 

T
his is a brilliant exposition of Pariag's outsider 

status w
ithin the 

Y
ard: it captures 

the conflicts initiated 
by his rural ba~kground, 

his ethnicity, and his class specificity that threatens 
those "richer" 

than him
. T

his analysis, how
ever, still does not answ

er one m
ain 

question: W
hy is Pariag so absolutely clueless in his negotiation 

. 
of the Y

ard :subculture? 
C

an his failure 
to succeed 

in the Y
ard 

subculture sim
ply be explained 

aw
ay under 

the general registers 
·of .ethnic difference, 

urban-rurnl 
.divide, and a question 

of com


peting class interests? 
I think all .of these facJors im

pact Pariag's 
negotiation of the Y

arc:J, but his problem
s 

are com
pounded 

by his 
sense of individualis!Il and his lack qf understanding 

of the cultural 
econom

y of the yard. It is these aspects of Pariag's experience that 
I w

ill now
 discuss in detail. 

I suggest that Pariag's negotiation 
of the Y

ard plays itself out 
w

ithin tw
o com

peting 
structures 

of social capital: T
he sym

bolic 
and m

aterial. tn 
this exchange, -som

e characters 
do reach 

a cer
tain understanding 

of each other, 
but only w

ithin 
the .sym

bolic 
econo1ny of a m

aterial 
tragedy: 

loss of m
aterial 

and 
sym

bolic 
capital or hum

an suffering. T
he novel read w

ith· such an em
phasis 

can becom
e a m

uch pow
erful pedagogical 

tool as com
pared 

to. a 
reading refracted 

through 
ethnicity or carnival studies alone~ 

I am
 draw

ing here on Pierre B
ourdieu's 

w
ork on the specific-

· C
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·Jj 
ity of a certain 

native 
field of existence 

and the 
functioning of }i 

sy~1bolic capital w
ithin such a field. 

B
ourdieu 

(1990) explains the }~i 
possibility 

of entering 
such a field as follow

s: 
J~-

T
he countless acts of recognition w

hich are the sm
~l change of 

com
pliance inseparable from

 belonging to the field, and in w
hich · 

collective m
isrecognition is ceaselessly generated, an~ both the 

precondition 
and the-product 

of the functioning of the field. 
T

hey thus constitute investm
ent in the ·collective ~nterprise of 

creating sym
bolic capital, w

hich can only be perform
ed 

on tbe. 
condition that the logic· of the functioning ·of the field rem

&
ins · 

m
isrecognised. T

hat is w
hy one cannot enter.this m

agic circle by . 
an instantaneous 

decision of w
ill, but only by birth or by a slow

 
. ~I 

· proc~ss of co-optation 
and initiation w

hich; is an equivalent to 
: ~{ 
,1:, • 

· a second birth. (p. 68) 
· 

: .. )~ 
. 

. 
.:f~

 

T
he tw

o im
portant 

·concepts to understand 
tpe functioning 

of ~ i{[,j 
specific field are the sym

bolic capital 
and the id.ea of ~srecog-

... )~ 
nition. 

A
ccording 

to B
ourdi~u, 

it is not the absence 
of m

aterial{! 
capital 

that 
defines 

a nativ:e· field but 
rather 

the 
m

isreading 
of. itl 

such capital. H
ence, 

in B
ourdieu's 

(1999) w
ords: "In an econom

y; ':J)l 
w

hich is defined by the refµsal to recognize the 'objective' 
trtJth of }I 

'econom
ic' 

practjces .. .teven 'econom
ic' 

capital cm
m

ot act unless it. iii 
succf?~~s in being recognized 

through 
a conyersion that can rende(. :Jj· 

unrec9gnizable 
the true principle 

of its efficacy" (p. 118). H
ence! ':lf 

for B
ourdieu, 

w
hile 

the sym
bolic capital 

~oes iiivblv~ econom
i~ ·\{I 

exc1:iange, it m
ust 

m
isread 

the 
e~.onom

ic exchange 
involved tq .)\t 

function 
as sym

bolic capital 
(p. 1_18). W

ith ·sue~ an em
phasis a(/Ji 

hid1ng the functioning 
of econom

ic/m
.aterial. capital.w

ithin a native: .. \JJ 
field, an outright 

display of m
aterial 

capital, _as it challenges 
th~ __ 

;)f. 
very logic of the field's sym

bolic econom
y, can be construed 

as th~: Jt 
greatest 

outrage. 
B

ourdieu 
(1990) highlig\1ts this taboo 

aspect of )~l} 
the sym

bolic capital in the anecdote 
of the "K

abyle m
a~on ... w

ho .··;'.i~
 

. 
-·~~ 

caused 
a scandal. 

.. 
by going hom

e w
hen 

the ~o.rk w
as finished:.:?, 

w
ithout 

eating the m
eill: traditionally 

given iri the m
ason's 

honour': ·7f 
. 

. 
. 

. -.. ~.~ 
w

hen a house is built and then dem
anding 

... 
a bqnus.of200 francs'.~::; 

in lieu of the m
eal" 

(p. 114). 
· 

. 
·\j 

T
he field of sym

bolic capital, 
the:n, involves m

aterial 
capital . :it 

. :;! 
· C
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but m
ust ~onstantly m

isread 
this m

aterial 
function .. A

ny attem
pt 

.. ~t forcing the field by a m
ater1.al display of econom

ism
 w

ill bring 
; ::;. the field to crisis and elim

inate 
the m

isreading 
re.quired 

for it to 
function. H

ence, 
the biggest 

threat 
to thtdogic 

of a native 
field 

· is not m
aterial ·capital itself, for it for:t?Jspa~ 

of the logic of the 
field, ·but any attem

pt 
at inserting 

the naked truth 
of capital in the 

·fu.nction.ing of the field. T
eny E

agleton'(1_991) explains this aspect 
pf th~ field quf te brilliantly: 

J, 
A

 field ... is a com
~etitive system

 of social relations w
hich func-

tions ac.cording to its ow
n internal logic, com

posed of institu-
tions or individuals w

ho are· com
peting for the sam

e stake. W
hat 

is generally at stake in such fi~lds is attainm
ent 

of m
axim

um
 

dpm
inance w

ithin them
-a 

dom
inance w

hich allow
s those w

ho 
achieve it to confer legitim

acy on other participants or w
ithdraw

_:-'.,,,~, 
· . 

it from
 them

. T
o achieve such dom

inance involves am
assing thb ·.~ · · · 

m
~m

um
 

am
ount of the particulru.· kind of 'sym

bolic capital' 
appropriate to the field; and for such pow

er to becom
e legiti-

m
ate it m

ust cease to be recognized for w
hat it is. A

 pow
er that 

is ;acitly rather explicitly endorsed is one w
hich has succeeded 

· in l~gitim
ating itself. (p.157) 

;t. 

-,.: :'.A
s TerfyE

agleton's 
explanation 

of the field suggestS,'a native field 
;:., 

~ ·'also ha,s its ow
n dom

inant 
class, and the dom

inance. 'of this class 
·.} ::depends on the m

isreading 
of the functi~~g 

of the sym
bolic capi-. 

\: · tal. It is. also this dom
inant 

group that controls 
entry into 

a native 
/t··fjeld of existence. 

C
ertainly, 

the 
biggest 

threat 
to their 

interest. 
afao is an. open reading 

of the econom
ism

 
of the field, w

hich w
ill 

force the :6,eld into a crisis forcing 
tlie elite 

to renegotiate 
their 

. privilege. 
·. 

... -·: 
W

ith a few
 exceptions, 

C
alvary H

ill Y
ard 

can be: treated 
as 

\ ·;_ \u~h a ~ative field. A
lso obvious from

 B
ourdieu's 

acco~t 
above is 

· · the near im
possibility of a forced :inup.ediate entry by an outsider 

·.:.:: 
into a field of beliefs 

goyem
ed 

by the logic of its ow
n sym

bolic 
:·: econom

y; especially if the outsider 
is unaw

are 
of the logic of the 

field in the first place. It is this aspect of the 
C

alvary H
ill culture 

· that Pariag fails to com
prehend. 

H
e m

oves into this urban 
ghetto 

expecting to be accepted, 
to be 

given the 
gift of self· sim

ply by 

V
ol. 34, N

o. t (January -June 2006), 111-130 . 
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, , rr ·.. 

p:;J: 

entering it w
ithout realizing the im

plications of the v·ery structure, 
'{:<

 .t-_ field of his· 9w
n native conim

unity. L
oveiace 

inform
s us that he 

the very ritua~s of the field itself. H
ence, on the surface w

hat seem
s 

~
ef 
f'.: had "alw

ays w
anted to break out of the little village w

orld" (p. 91) 
·sim

ply a case of ethnic difference is pr9blem
atized 

by the interplay 
~l? ~ · but other tqan his persqnal 

dream
s 

and desires, this feeling can 
( or lack thereof) 

of tw
o com

peting econom
ies of recognition w

ith 
'tiJ. {'. also be attributed 

to his capacity to see the logic of his ow
n native 

no possible "bridge" betw
een those standing at the opposing_poles 

t{ 
}: field transparently. 

L
ovelace's suggests: "It seem

ed to Pariag that 
of this cultural transaction. 

. 
,i) 

~ 
he had been too long in all this: too long in the village, too long 

· It is Pariag's lived experience 
that accentuates 

·his differe.n.ce 
l~

i\, 
::_-in the sugarcane, too long m

eek and silent before 
his uncle" (p. 

fro~ 
the inhabitants 

of the· Y
ard. 

In chapter 
five, "T

he Specta-
·if/'. · := 92). T

he uncle, R
am

fochan, 
is the dom

inant 
figure in his native 

tor" L
ovelace gives us Pariag's back-story. T

he chapter title itself 
tJ) _ _.· field for: "he had becom

e the fastest grow
ing businessm

an 
in N

ew
 

hints at Pariag's outsider status w
ithin the Y

ard. B
eing a spectator, 

tr{ · .: lands" (p. 92) w
hich gave him

 the pow
er to interfere 

in the lives of 
· Pariag is w

ithin the Y
ard b1.,1t 

still outside of its culturai logic·. W
hat 

·. t.i'.} all his relatives. It is Pariag's revolt against this particular 
servitude 

w
e learn 

in chapter 
five is that 

Pariag had left 'his: ow
n int~gral · 

~
{t .. to his uncle and his .ow

n desire to· be part of som
ething bigger that 

· rural com
m

unity 
to be a part 

of som
ething 

bigger. H
is m

ove to , ... ~}fr+
 causes him

 to m
ove to the city. H

ence, by the tim
e he enters the 

the city, therefore, 
is clearly. prem

ised 
on a universalist 

idea of / 
~1F~;-

.·: Cah;ary H
ill Field, he is no longer a typical E

ast-Indian 
farm

er, 
identity 

as opposed 
to its particularist 

drive. L
ovelace· captures 

· ;.~; ~~
{f{ 
-<

 but som
eone w

ho has already· put his trust in the possibilities 
of 

Pariag's 
thoughts 

about 
his m

ove 
to. the 

city in the follow
ing 

: ·:·· l·i( ... ;' self definition through the gaze of the other. 
m

oving passage: 
· · ·. Jt{·::· T

he m
ain problem

, of course, is that the urban landscape 
that 

T
he m

ain reason he had com
e to the city to live w

as so that he 
tJ/(. 

:~
. 

~e has entered 
does not have the capacity to m

eet his universal-
could join up w

ith the people, be part of som
ething bigger than 

~:\:.: 
t, 

1st self-view
: it is a native field w

ith its ow
n inherent 

logic. Pariag 
just N

ew
 L

ands sugar estate, be m
ore than just a little country 

~
f,<

· .. is not privy to the logic of this field. Pariag's 
failure, 

as I' stated 
Indian, cutting sugarcan'e in the day, cutting grass for the cattle 

~
[ii: ::·. earlier, is caused by his excessive individualism

 
and his lack of 

in the evening, and, on Sundays play in~ all fours in front of the 
~f { ·.:.·_; 

understanding of the C
alvary .H

ill field. Pariag's 
eventual 

failure 
. playground w

ith Seenath, B
ali and R

am
john. (p. 91) 

: · ... ri(~), 
/ becom

es explicitly clear from
 his early.attem

pts 
at negotiating 

the 

·In L
inden L

ew
is's (i998) w

ords: "Pariag is on a m
ission to prove \/l} ~¥<

/ 
·. culture of C

alvary H
ill. H

e enters the field w
ith his ow

n idea of 
his m

anhood 
in term

s that are perhaps 
m

ori; am
bitious 

than all:: .. }{.} 1t{: ·; selt11ood and uses the m
arkers 

of the general 
m

aterial 
econom

y 
the other m

·ale characters: 
a m

anhood 
.that could be recognized.-_ ~)/. ¼

t;}'.i;_ 
· · into the specific field of C

alvary hilL
 It is his conflicting idea of · 

and accepted outside of its Indjan context'; (p. 177). A
s is obviou~ i. \·.f~1. 

)ji<
/ .::· 

self-a 
universal self-and 

his reliance 
on a different 

econom
y 

from
 the passage cited above, Pariag's aim

 is not only to seek a new
.· /:1: 4f\\· · of exchange:._m

aterial 
econom

y-that 
com

plicate 
his negotia

form
 of m

asculinity, but also to be a part of the larg~~T
rinidadial)/. ·jf j:(>

 ... tion of the C
alvary H

ill, w
hich becom

es quite evident in his.first 
urban landscape. 

H
is drive can also be read as an attem

pt 
at defy;: ·"} t/{ ·. attem

pt at opening a conversatfon w
ithA

ldrick. 
H

is first attem
pt 

.. , 
\ •J· ~

 ... .( ..... ,~
. 

. .. 

ingthe 
rural E

ast-In~ian 
stereotype. 

Pariag's m
ove.into the urba{ 

:).: ~l;it>
 

·at striking a conversation w
ith A

ldrick is couched w
ithin the logic 

landscape 
is certairlly a fictionalize.ct version of the.larger 

T
dni-:: .<

{j 1 ~{f . of m
aterial exchange, w

hich perplexes 
A

ldrick, for· he lacks the 
· dadian national 

divide: the place of the Indo-T
rinidadian 

w
ithin:.-iJ~

 
·tt · :: vocabulary to respond 

to Pariag's 
ec·onom

ism
. H

ere 
is how

 the 
the urhan 

T
rinidadian 

culture. 
B

eside.s his fierce individualism
, 

-:·~W
, 

·tK
t · conversation goes: 

his m
ove is also prom

pted 
by his changed view

s of the sym
bolic :JJ j1t? · . 

[A
ldrkk] 

it w
as the fellar, Parry or Singh or som

ething-he 
. ~ 

-\!·. :··. 

V
ol. 34,N
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never could rem
em

ber 
his nam

e ... 
: 'yea, how

 it going.w
ith 

· ·;:-,~; 
.. : / 

a sym
bolic threat 

to the m
a· 

· ld 
, · 

. 
· 

A
ldr . k 

"d 
. h 

. 
. 

:.i ,ii:.··· 
. 

m
 pow

er-w
1e 

ers of the field· 
M

1·ss 
you?' 

1c sa.i w
it out V

Igour. 
, <

; 1t' 
, 

C
leothilda and 

G
 

·A
t· 

·1d h 
· 

· 
· 

· 
, 

• 
• 

• 
• 

. 
? 

.,e 'K
C

 
. 

. . 
~Y

-
1e 

t 
at relies 

heavily on encodin 
and 

I JU
St cooling out. you w

ant a cigarette. . . . . 
. · ;r.-l:.-:

0
:.... 

.d1sgw
sm

g the capitalisticn 
1· 

f · 
fu 

.· 
, 

g 
. 

. 
. 

. 
. ·:'; £-:.·:· 

;. 
. 

a '."'e o 
its 

. nC
l.iom

ng cannot bear the 
A

ldnckw
as thinking to refuse. 

· ·:, E
>

-·~· 
challenge of such an overt display of econo 

· 
It· 

h 
. 

:·t t\:.: ·: 
. 

. 
· 

m
1sm

. 
1st 

e threat 
'I have a w

hole-pack,' the fellar sai?· (88) 
. ;.1 ~·i~:~ 

·... to the very logic of the Y
ard's sym

bolic econom
y, 

the pr:esence of · 
'.-·· ... · 

·· 
naked truth 

f 
·1 l 

h' 
1 

T
he fi.rst verbal 

exchange 
betw

een 
Pariag 

and A
ldrick ·(Pariag's 

. ·'1 !J:, ·· 
0 

_c/lpl ·a ' w
 

ic 1 prom
pts 

M
iss C

leothilda 
and G

uy 
. 

. 
. 

. 
··; ,.., ·· 

to look for 
o 

t 
t 

d · 
· 

first attem
pt 

at "giving him
self 

verbal 
shape") 

even though 
he 

· .:· :r· ;.. . 
. P ions 

O
 era 

icate this threat. 
T

he purchase 
of the 

• 
. 

• 
• •• , 

>
;'.,· •.. 

: 
bike accordm

o-to B
o 

a· 
' · · · h 

thr 
had been living in the Y

ard for tw
o years 

IS a good exam
ple of the 

it JC
·.. . 

' 
. 

" 
ur 

,eu s m
sig 

ts, 
eatens the ve1y m

isread-
com

plexity of this situation. 
It is· an act of hailing coupled w

ith a 
/ l\ : : 

m
g requJred ~o k:ep 

th
e sym

bo!ic p
1ivileg6 of the elite, and hence 

. 
b 

. 
p 

. 
d 

. 
~ 

~ 
F 

,; .. , 
forces the H

ill elite to renegotiate 
thei·r pri'v'l 

m
aterial 

offering-cigarettes--
ut srnce 

anag 
oes not ,onn 

au 
:} 'ii/.·,: 

. , 
1 ege. 

integral part of the fi(?ld of sym
bolic capital of the hill, his attem

pt 
.)/ \%

:\ ,: 
h 

!dhe H
ills re~ponse :an be_ read unde_r tw

o separate 
registers: 

. 
. 

· · ·· ·· · · 
t e 1 eals of the sym

bolic capital 
f 

I 
·t 1· 

is only tentative 
for he is attem

pting 
to force Iris w

ay· in through a 
. ? ft, _; 

. 
· 

0 
a 1osp1 a 1ty culture 

and the 
•• 

' 
• 

• 
• 1• 

... ,. 
" 

threat of 
d 

b T
 

sharing of m
aterial 

goods of w
hich he has a "w

hole pack"·. A
ldrick, 

} .. ~\.:·· ';_ 
d 

up~ar 
m

o 
1 ity posed 

by Pariag 
to M

iss 
C

leothilda 
·· r,:,; · · · 

an 
G

uy 
M

1 
C

l 
th'ld 

b 
on he other hand, 

is only an enforcer 
and does not haV

e enough 
/ 

{t\ :i 
h 

d 
· 

. ss 
_eo . 1 

a uses 
oth these 

strategies 
to contain 

accum
ulated 

sym
bolic capital to grant Pariag access to the field of 

t l ) 
t e 

am
agm

g 
eV

Jdence of upw
ard 

inobility 
posed 

by Pariag's 
. 

. 
·:;, 

I;!] .• ,... 
· 

purchase· She expresses 
hero 

I 
· 

·· 
C

alvary H
ill. O

nly M
iss C

leothilda 
and G

uy, having the requisite 
't if 

~ 
. 

· 
. 

. 
· 

w
n c ass arnoety rn the nam

e of the 

sym
bolic capital 

w
ithin 

the com
m

unity, 
can gra~t that 

access to },1 j\ ;'. af d com
m

uruty: 
Pariag. H

ence, 
A

ldrick' s confusion 
at the tentative 

act of hailing 
· ~'. "~; : :: 

'If you had ';"ore m
oney, you buy m

ore food; and if is a holiday 
by Pariag 

is m
ore 

com
plex 

than 
m

ere 
negotiation 

of ethnicity 
·· j itJ{;._-; ~o~ b~y drinks fo~ your friends, an~ eve1ybody sit dow

n and . 
and race: it is m

ade 
com

pl@
x by the tw

o disparate 
econom

ies 
of 

·.-.' :';;.:·, 
nnk 11 out, and if tom

orrow
 you am

't have none, yoi, know
 

exchange that separate 
them

. 
. ci ~t( . 

everybody done had a good tim
e (p. 117) 

p"':i~g's 
~econd 

attem
pt 

at fo~cing h~ ~~y into 
coi:nm

unal 
. j / 1~\;: 

, 
M

iss C
leot~da 

is em
~hasiz~g 

the "equalness 
of everybody" (ll ?) 

recogm
t10n 

1s also through 
m

atenal 
acqm

s1tion and _brm
gs the 

. ->
'.t ~(/. 

th~~ to her 1s the ~am
 

attnbut~ 
of the Y

ard com
m

unity. 
M

an 
com

m
unity 

to a level of crisis. W
hen Pariag buys his greeti bike, J' '}/: . en hes read this as a life of non-possession 

opposed 
to a drive t~ 

he thinks 
that !t would be noticed 

by the c_01~m
uuity and w

o~d 
'f;} (;} , possess. B

ut 
certainly, 

the Y
ard ~m

m
unity 

is not really 
equal: 

becom
e 

a vehicle 
of lateral 

m
ovem

ent 
w

1tlun t~e 
com

m
um

ty. 
,-)J :-~~(\. 

11 ?nlY
 h~s th.e appearance 

of berng 
equal. 

T
hus, 

even 
thouoh 

L
inden L

ew
is (1998) reads it as. an act of claim

ing m
asculinity. In · }~ · .(t 

M
iss C

leothilda 
lives in the 

nicest 
house 

in the Y
ard 

a 
d d 

0 

. 
. d· 

,-r··· .· 
. 

n 
oes 

his w
ords Pariag _''suggests that his im

paired 
m

~sculinity could be · }~
 ;t~

;/. -Hot· appear 
to w

ant 
any m

aterial 
things, 

she m
ust posit 

a sense 
overco~e 

by the acq~isition 
of so~e 

~bject w
hich has _the capacity.· \1' ff? of com

.m
una! "equalness" 

to keep 
the econom

ic 
hierarchy 

of the 
to confer m

ale st~tus 
(p. 179). Panag 

s act, I suggest, 1s m
ore than 

·}t: .. ff{·,:. Y
ard hidden l11 order for the Y

ard's sym
bolic econom

 
t 

f 
· 

. 
. 

I . 
h. 

· 1· . 
I 

. 
h 

. 
d 

t 
···)}.· ~-.... P 

. 
' 

h 
, 

y o unct1011. 
·· Just a desire to rec m

m
 

1s m
ascu m

1ty. t 1s, rat 
er, an act a1m

e a 
,_c'.;1] ({/· 

anag s pure 
ase of the bike 

therefore 
1· 8 not J·u t 

. 
. 

:~ 
, ::,. ,, 

. 
, 

. 
, 

s 
an expression 

obtaining recognition 
of his very hum

anity, his existence, from
 the 

}j J;:r · of accum
ulative 

econom
y but also a signifier of u 

d 
b" . · 

· 1 
d 

· h" 
th 

b 
1· 

f 
h 

"\?; 
d 

.... 
,.., · I.,··. 

th 
'f 

· 
pw

ar 
m

o 
ihty 

c~vary 
~il 

Y
ar 

. B
ut w

it 
m

 
e sym

 
o ,_c e~onom

y o 
t 

e ,ar 
, j 

it'.'. 
. at,. 1 em

.u~ated. by others, 
could bring the hidden 

w
orkin 

of the 
tlus act ts synonym

ous 
to that 

of B
ourdieu 

s m
ason. 

T
he m

ere . .-}: ., .. ,· .· field to c11s1s. M
iss C

leothilda 
cannot 

ob1iect t 
p 

· 
·, 

g 
. 

. 
· 

. 
-# 

:·•: .:· : 
J 

O
 

anag 
s purchase 

presence 
of the bike, that 

an E
ast-Indian 

had bought 1t becom
es 

\f: ~t: · only from
 her personal point of view

· she m
 

t 
· 

. 
·:,~, /J!.:: 

. 
• 

us posit 1t as an affront 

j 
Z

,:\ .. 
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to the collective culture 
of the Y

ard. 
· t~

: 
O

f cours.e there 
is a flaw

 in this indictm
ent.of 

Pariag, for he. _.-:·~i 
m

ust be judged 
acco,rding to the logic of C

alvary H
ill com

m
unity. 

.'.JI 

T
he Y

ard has not accepted him
, but m

ust judge him
 a~ an insider, 

)}. 
for if he is outside 

the logic of the field then he cannot 
be held , ·); 

accom
;1.table. M

iss C
l~othilda 

does have the' sym
bolic capital to 

· .:J 
grant or deny. access to Pariag, 

and she ·also sees him
 as a threat 

· {~i 
so she m

ust _couch her opinions 
iri. the best interest_ of the. _co~-.)1; 

m
unity .itself. }Ience, 

it becom
es 

A
ldrick's 

responsibility 
to take 

)}J 
care of the pF

obletn: 
)i'. 

: 
.... :'.i' 

T
he_ Y

ard had ·already chosen 
him

. to as_ the 
one. to defend it 

i \~
g-

. ~gain.st th~. Indian; for it w
as he, m

ore than G
uy or Philo, w

ho 
· ~

11 ;f 
m

ost faithfully 'upheld that living, that code; w
ho, indeed, lived 

;··ji 
the 

reality ·of non-possession 
as a w

ay of .life that 
Pariag .in 

: :\~
 

acquiring the bicycle w
as now

 violating. (p. _119~· · · 
. )&

 
B

ut this also starts A
ldrick's 

ow
n dilem

m
a, for being the enforcer _:·,it 

he m
ust do ·som

ething, but it is at this m
om

ent 
of crisis w

hen he?/J 
looks .at the legitim

acy of t~e dom
inant 

pow
~r itself t~~ough class_: Ji 

. consc10usness, 
hence. putting 

the very I0g1_c of the field under ,:Ji 
. _threat H

ere 
is how

 he, talks about 
the w

hole incident 
to Philo: 

.. \~ 
. 

. 
. ~· :/:t~~ 

. G
uy and C

leothilda trying to protect w
hat they ow

n ..... I not an 
··.·,,,&

j 
arse, you know

. I know
 they don't ow

n T
rinidad and T

obago, but 
. ·:. t?J 

the little they have they frighten the Indian com
e and.give. tb,em

 
.,. .. :ttl~ 

. com
petition. 

T
he rest of us ain't t~eatening· 

them
 at all. (1Z

5) 
,~ . .-·,/;:~ 

,. 
. 

. 
'-"<

)l' 
T

his is the 
beginning 

of A
ldrick's 

ow
n aw

akening 
and this-/{' 

aw
akening 

also threatens 
the very 'iogic of the C

alvary H
ill field, ·~s~, 

for ·as B
ourdie~1 suggests, the pow

er that a~um
ulates 

the sym
bolic:jj 

capital only becom
es 

legitim
ate 

w
heff'it is un-noticed 

and follo~s }fll 
its ow

n logic; hence, 
w

hen _the functioning 
of sym

bolic pow
er Ai{;:' 

revealed, 
it inust 

either 
relegitim

ate 
itself or give w

ay to another ;5 
eJp..ergent order. 

T
hus, A

ldrick 
refuses 

to do anything 
about the:} 

bike. T
he 

bike 
is ultim

ately 
destroyed 

at night; and· seeing 1iis 
::: 

destroyed·bike 
Pariag 

addresses 
the. Y

ard: "Y
ou m

ash it up, eh! }~,Ji 
A

in't. it niash up! W
haf you looking, at now

? W
hat you looking :Jfi 

.. at the m
ash-~p bike that you m

ash up for? A
in't you satisfied?" JJ, 

"-}l''. 

'W
E
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u., 
PE

O
PL

E
' ... 

j · ... 
, @
1 

i•~ 
};f 
:~~ 

~·.: 
i25 

(p. 153) . .Pariag's 
loss has 

a tw
o-pronged 

affect: 
it tam

pers 
his 

. desire to be recognized 
by the Y

ard and it also m
akes 

the inhab
itants' of the Y

ard 
aw

are 
that 

they 'had deeply transgressed 
the 

: . .-
boundaries of their 

ow
n field's 

level of decency. 
Pariag 

and his 
:· ... ·i: destroyed bike becom

e 
the sym

bols of the com
m

unity's 
recogni

::,., · ': tion of Pariag's hum
anity: 

E
verybody grew

 silent. 
T

hey w
atched 

Pariag 
carry-push 

the 
bicycle, and in that m

om
ent 

they felt them
selves closer to him

 
than t~ey ever had. It w

as suddenly as if he had becom
e alive, a 

person t9 them
; and that m

om
ent, w

hich w
as sacred, for it joined 

people together to a sense of their hum
anness 

and beauty, they 
w

ould rem
em

ber 
and reyal~ long after. (P. 155) 

.. ; In the end som
e 

understanding-the 
least 

am
ount 

possible
, :~ occurs though 

an act of loss and an act of painful 
birth. 

In the 
:r .· cas~ of Pariag, he receives the gift of recognition 

from
 the com


·t>

 :~
 munity w

hen he w
alks along the busy street 

w
ith his destroyed 

·,::; ··.bike. Som
ething changes w

ith the cultural econom
y of the H

ill: he 
·/;·:_becom

es a partial 
part 

of it through 
m

aterial 
.loss. E

ven Fisheye 
.... '.. tells his lieutenant 

not to bother 
him

. 
B

ourdieu 
(1990) suggests 

._.· 
that one can enter a native field "only by birth or by a slow

 process 
\:,f co-optation 

and initiation 
w

hich is an equivalent 
to a second 

.birth'' (p. 68). T
he 'destruction 

of the bike, then, becom
es 

a first 
· 

step tow
ard Pariag's new

 birth as an accepted m
em

ber 
of the Y

ard 
com

m
unfry, {or it takes aw

ay the very m
aterial 

signifier that w
as 

seen as an affront 
to the logic of the C

alvary H
ill field. B

ut this 
··. recognition com

es a bit to9 late, for the people 
of the Y

ard had · 

"recognized him
 just at that m

om
ent 

w
hen he w

as draw
ing aw

ay" 
(L

ovelac.e:155). O
ne 

could 
constr\Ie 

from
 

this .that 
a m

utually 
·. recogniz~ble loss and pain 

can function 
as a stepping-stone 

for 

som
eone to enter the invisible boundaries 

of a native.field. Sym
pa

l:r thy during the tim
es of loss and pain also sm

oothens 
the interclass 

f and interethnic exchanges. H
ence, w

hen D
olly gets pregnant 

M
iss 

{?' C!eothilda "led the line of w
om

en to the room
 in w

hich the young 
:·)' couple lived, and m

ade 
the greatest 

fuss over_ the 
girl" 

(p. 163) . 
\: It is after one of these visits that M

iss C
leothilda 

m
akes the m

ost 
f. 

r ...... a ... 1.,.,.,..""" C:t,,tlin~
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.;~ 

inclusive prpnouncem
ents: 

''A
ll o' w

e is one: W
e have the sam

e ;' 
pains-Indian, 

C
hinese, 

black, dch, poor. A
ll o' w

e.is one; A
ll ofJ~i 

·.;:,!)'. 

us have to live here 
on this island'' .(p._ 163).· · . · 

. 
· 

.: \r 
T

his pronouncem
ent 

can also be read 
as the .novel's attem

pt); 
. 

. 
. 

..··,J~.~ 

to posit a specific view
 of the 1Iinidadian 

nation-state. 
T

J}e island J?f: 
nation's 

tw
o leading 'ethnic 

com
m

unities 
carm

ot just pretend 
to. tf 

~xist in their 
ow

:n insular 
fields, relying on. their 

ow
n p~rticular -~1 

legitim
ating 

historical 
m

ythologies 
to. exclude 

the· other. T
he,.;ll 

nation 
is articulated 

thus through 
w

hat E
rnest 

R
en.an (1990) calls ··.41 

. 
. 

.)~. 

a precedence 
of "having suffered together". (p. 19); In fact, accord-:::.~i 

·ing to R
enan 

(1990): "W
here 

na.tional m
em

ories 
~re concern.ed,Ji 

grief~ are of m
ore 

value 
than 

tnum
phs, 

for they Jp1pose duties, :;}! 
and ·req:uire a com

m
on 

effort" 
(p. 19). 

A
 com

m
on 

accounting)} 
of m

utual 
.suffering~ of various 

T
rinidadian 

coinm
unities 

should ·:1({ 
. 

•,,;.,,J'li 

therefore 
function 

as a strategy 
for m

obilizing 
a m

ore 
inclusiv(~i 

. 
. 

:J·;,,· 
nation, 

som
ething 

that 
R

enan 
calls a '_'large-scale solidarity'.' (p .. ·;;? 1 

19). R
ead. w

ith these 
insights, T

he D
ragon C

an't D
ance becom

es ::;j· 
an ideal pedagogical 

tool for teaching 
and discussing the· past, t9,e '.\t{ 

present, 
and the future _possibilities of the T

rinidadian 
nation. \Jj 

~ovelace 
st~ges thi~ possibility th~ough the final .encounter ort 

.-A
ldnck 

and J;>
anag. W

e know
 that Panag had m

oved rnto tJw
 Yard :{:?i 

. w
ith a universal1st view

 of identity. W
hen his w

ife D
olly points o~t ?f 

the obvious difference, 
')'ou· don't see that you is Indian and they is}fl 

C
reo:le," (p.13) he replies; "T

h~y don't kn,ow
 m

e. T
hey don'tknow

.:Jf 
the kind 

of m
an 

I is" (103 ), w
hich he later 

reinforces 
by saying{ 

"they is people, 
girl, and w

e is people 
to them

, even though th~Y
:) 

is C
reole and w

e is Indian" 
(p. 103). T

his entire exchange rests ~11; 
the assum

ption 
that if the inhabitants 

of C
~lvaiy H

ill could krn;>
W

:··· 
the re3:l him

, they w
ould 

treat 
him

 differently. 
T

his recogniqon,. 
occurs after his bike is destroyed, 

bu~ by then it is already too fo..ie.; 
T

~e m
ost im

portant 
aspect 

of Pariag's 
negotiation 

of the Y
ard)s~ 

that he had com
e to the Y

ard after having aqandoned 
the exclu~iv~J 

view
s of his ow

n native field. A
 com

m
unication 

can occur w
ith tµe , 

inhabitant~ of the Y
ard only if they too can reach this lim

inal space.: 
beyond the logic of their ow

n field of existence. 
T

hus, w
ithin th~,; 

C
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i:s 

1-

·,t)J par.am
eters _of the narrative 

progress 
ofthe· novel this attem

pt 
at 

(tan 
int~retlm

ic negotiation 
fails, but is it~ total failure? 

I think that 
\:·: ·Pariag's interaction 

w
ith the Y

ard; though 
a strategic 

failure, 
also 

.... 
// 

signifies certain 
possibilities 

of future 
m

utual 
recogni_tion. T

his 
.; : _..recognition· 

is· prim
arily 

based 
on the 

capacity 
for both 

sides to 

r:-:. render the logic of their ow
n field transparent 

in order 
to create 

:· 
·a 1arg_er 

~d 
broader 

lateral alliance. T
he final encounter 

betw
een 

.... tariag_ and A
ldrick 

can, therefore, 
be read 

as a new
-possibility. 

. · · · 
'T

ow
ard 

t4e 
end 

of the 
novei, -L

ovelace 
stages 

this 
failed 

( ··.=
-.·~ucounter 

for us. A
ldrick, w

hile w
alking by Pariag's shop, hesitates 

t\ for a m
om

ent, as if thinking of com
ing in. It.is in this hesitant 

ges
f? ~l~re that one m

ust place a hope for a future. 
For Partag:. "W

hat 
r~:"w

orried 
him

 w
as not that A

ldrick had m
oved on, but that A

idrick 
·1 ,:.,·. 

. 
. 

. 
. 

. 

[; :/J1~d 
paused ... 

T
his m

eant 
that for a m

om
ent 

at least A
ldrick 

had 
"-.::~ons.idered 

entering 
it." (p. 220). In this ~ncounter, 

they both feel 
·::.?-certain hesitance, 

a certain 
desire to reach 

across and relate 
at · 

· ·a certain level beyond the econom
y of C

alvary Ifill. It is probably 
;: (because the pow

er of the field on both of them
 has w

eakened 
and 

, . tqey have m
oved aw

ay from
 the ve1y logic of th~ C

alvary H
ilt 

E
ven 

t. th_ough this again is a failed 
c.onversati<

?n, it does prom
ise 

som
e 

( p9ssible change in the future, 
for the field has altered, 

for better 
:\ ~d for w

orse, and so m
ust the ones w

ho live in it. For Pariag this 
'.;/ change occurred during his last days in the Y

ard and by recogniz
;:_..:-j1ig 

the possibilities 
o'r self-actualization 

present 
w

ithin 
his··very 

J' .·.hom
e, from

 D
olly. D

olly had alw
ays been 

there 
to give him

 this 
:·; '.gifl of self,. w

hich he eventually 
recognizes .. So, in a certain 

w
ay 

>
:p~riag's path to selfhood 

finds the very logical path 
to self-hood, 

· 
\thr:ough fam

ily and kinship as he looks at D
olly and says '.'W

e have 
)o.sta.rt to live, D

olly, you and m
e" (p. 226). A

ldrick, 
on the other 

::, .. ·hand, hc;1s just returned 
hom

e form
 a stint in jail consequent 

to a 

;)qtched attem
pt 

at a popular 
revolution 

w
ith Fisheye 

and others . 
.''·;P~.ldrick, 

w
ho had already becom

e 
self-reflexive w

hile living in the 
\::Y

ard by observing. how
 pow

er 
functioned 

in the Y
ard,. how

 G
uy 

·.,·got the girls and M
iss C

leothild~ 
used her 

pow
er 

of exclusion, 
·(·-.com

es to see his ow
n w

ay of life differently. 
In one conversation 

: 
,-!' 

. 

~i/; 
.. · V

ol. 34, N
o. l'(Ja~uary-June 2006), 111-130 
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w
ith Fisheye in the prison library he declares: 

E
vert w

ith guns in·w
e 

hand, 
even w

ith pow
er, 

w
e w

as looking 
to som

ebody 
else to m

ake 
a decision .... 

E
ven 'Y

hen w
e have 

.. pow
er, w

hen w
e have guns. Is like w

e ain't have no self. I m
ean, 

w
e. have a self but the self w

e have is for som
ebody else. Is like 

w
hen w

e acting w
e ain't the actor. 

(p. 202) 

So A
ldrick has learned 

that life is m
ore com

plicated 
than playing 

the dragon and that even an individualistic reliance on self alone is 
caught up in the larger pow

er structures. 
It is this know

ledge of the 
se1f, I suggest, that grants him

 the vision to see beyond the im
m

edi
ate dictates of thy C

alvary H
ill field, and it is in this aw

areness tbat 
one could place the hope for a future coIIlllJ,unication betw

een him
 

'and Pad11g .. W
ithin the larger context of T

rinidadian 
nation, ~hen, · 

Pariag arid A
ldrick 

can only "speak" 
tq each other 

if they know
 . 

them
selves 

and have the capacity to see beyond the larger pow
er 

structures 
of their ow

n particular 
fields of existence. 

O
ne ~portant 

aspects of B
enedict A

nder~on's 
(1993) theori

zation of the nation 
as im

agined 
com

m
unity involves·.the reading 

of the nation w
ithin a novelistic rendition 

of reality. W
hat kind of 

a nation do w
e encounter 

in the pages of T
he D

ragon C
an't D

ance? 
I 

. 
. 

U
sing the novel as a pedagogical tool, w

e can go beyond the sim
ple 

politics of representatio~ 
and read the novel as an articulation 

of 
the m

ajor ethnic divide of the T
rinidadian 

nation-state. 
W

e ·m
1.1st 

not m
ake 

the 
m

lstake 
of generalizing 

Pariag's 
plight: he i~ not 

an em
blem

 
of the Indo-T

rinidadian 
m

inority group, for w
e know

 
that the Indo-T

rinidadians 
are not really a m

in~)fity in llinida·d. 
Pariag stages for us the possibilities 

of a com
m

on future 
for the 

tw
o m

ajor political com
m

unities 
of T

rinidad: the A
frican and tbe 

Indo-n-~nidadian. 
W

hat 
w

e learn 
in the 

process 
of readin,g the 

novel is that 
any such possibility 

w
ill depend 

upon 
the 

m
utual 

. 
capacity of both these com

m
unities 

to see beyond the logic of their 
ow

n particularities 
by m

obilizing m
ore inclusive ·pas~ m

ythologies 
and by im

agining 
a com

m
on 

future. 
O

n the w
hole it m

ay be quite useful to study the novel w
ithin 

its ow
n context of C

arnival Studies, but by ·studying Pariag's char-
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acter througp. class and through 
his negotiation 

of the sym
bolic 

field of C
alvary H

ill, the novel becom
es 

a better 
pedagogical 

tool 
to teach cultural difference in a context beyond race and ethnicity. 
Just as the lack of know

ledge 
of the field of C

alvary H
ill 

m
akes 

· Pariag's negotiation 
of it a painful 

experience, 
so can it happen 

in the lived experience~ of the.people 
in the real w

orld, a w
orld in 

w
hich tragedies 

are real, losses just as painful 
as the ones in the 

novel, but w
here w

e do not ba.ve the luxury of resolving 
hum

an 
problem

s through the flourish of a w
riter's 

pen. 
H

ence, read 
differently 

L
ovelace's 

novel can take us beyond 
the politics of representation, 

and w
ithin the. context of A

m
erican 

studies it can be a great tool in teaching w
hat R

obert 
Y

oung calls 
the act of looking at the "picture from

 the other side" (9). Such a 
reading does not only open .new

 pathw
ays tow

ard teaching cultural 
and class differences, but it also transform

s 
the text from

 a site of 
arrival to a point of departure. 
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