Key Co nclusions: | VANUA STRUCTURE Abstract:

Fiji 1s a layered and complex nation and social life has a variety of extremely VANUA
complex weighted interactions : f |
Ascribing to i-taukei identity interpersonally will always involve an
interaction of both Christian and vanua characteristics YAVUSA(TRIBE) YAVUSA (TRIBE) YAVUSA (TRIBE) This project L-l:}c}ks t{? explore the +wayslin which |-taukei (indigenous Fijiar:ls} int':erpersonially
. : : . . : . . construct their ethnic and social identity. | focus on two core themes of identity formation-
Some are invoked dﬁferently in different situations, with a pre-eminence on [ Lotu (christianity) and Vanua structure (a complex interrelation of clans, tribes, villages,
the religious aspect when forming a boundary between I-taukel and Indo- | | | | | chiefs). To interrogate the nature of group identity in Fiji | will be deploying the analytical
Fijian Matagali (CLAN) Matagali (CLAN) Mataqali (CLAN) Mataqali (CLAN) tools and theory of Barth in his seminal work Ethnic Groups and Boundaries. It is a
: . e . Chief [Turaga] Immediate Henchman Chief Herald Priest [Bete] theoretical cornerstone, influential in leading the discourse on ideas of ethnicity as a
Concerning tourists, the openness of Fijian sociality to outsiders [Sauturaga] [Matanivanualevu] structuring force in social groupings. Applying my own ethnographic fieldwork to this
demonstrates that the boundary is unthreatened by the mixing of groups theoretical model has allowed me to analyse the importance of tourism, and shared social
I I space in, conterintuitavely, re-inforcing i-taukei identity.
Matagqali (CLAN) Mataqali (CLAN)

The sharing of space and culture with strangers, the majority of whom are Matagqali (CLAN)
Warriors [Bati] Craftsman [Mataisau] ‘ Fishermen [Gonedau]

respectful and culturally sensitive, serves to reinforce pride in i-taukei
cultural characteristics and thus increases ascription to those. I
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Looking at social organisation of

Ethnographic fieldwork. _
culture difference.
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Analysis based on looking at mechanics of i
social, interpersonal boundary creation E
kAN Barth:
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