Dark Zandir:  Part 6

From: Tim Bloemeke <ratboy@zedat.fu-berlin.de>

To: The talislanta-l mailing list <talislanta-l@mars.galstar.com>

Subject: talislanta-l] Re: Battering Rams and smooke

Date: Tuesday, January 27, 1998 1:08 PM

On Mon, 26 Jan 1998, Matthew Webber wrote:

> Hi Tim

> 

> First my rather vague comment.

> >> It seems to me a Zandir/Aaman conflict would be like watching a battering ram     > >> trying to fight smoke.

> 

> By that I meant their battlefield tactics, not necessarily their social makeup. 

OK, I accept that.  It's always hard to find a good, simple analogy for a complex issue, and it seems I carried yours farther than you had intended.  Sorry.

> /snip/ 

> 

> >The spatial separation of Orthodoxists and Paradoxists was the only way to keep them > >both alive as systems.

> 

> This brings up a thought.  Could either cult exist without the other?  The arguments you > bring up below are valid, and illustrate a point about how important the idea of the       > enemy is in maintaining either culture. 

Good question.

I think that Orthodoxism could survive without Paradoxism. The world is full of pagans; it wouldn't be hard to find another enemy.  There's the Dhuna (witches all!), Cymril (godless practitioners of magic for its own sake!) and others. 

With Paradoxism, it would be a different issue.  Without an external enemy, they will face serious problems holding themselves together, IMO.  Especially since Paradoxism in more or less defined by Orthodoxism.  ("Nothing is right, but we're sure the whitecoats are wrong.")  Without Aaman, Zandu would have to change quite a bit, probably to the point of not being Zandu anymore.

> >Prolonged conflict, in my opinion, would have resulted either in the victory of one      > >over the other (although it is likely that remnants of the ideas of the loser would have > >survived for quite a long time inside the society of the winner); i.e., either a                > >monotheistic sect inside a paradoxist state, or a throwback of Paradoxism to its          > >beginnings; a subculture within a monotheistically dominated state.

> 

> I'm not sure it started like this.  I think they developed simultaneously out of a single    > religion.  At least I think that is what is hinted at in the text.

Maybe my imagination is running amok with me now, but if it is true that Paradoxism is the antithesis of Orthodoxism, Orthodoxism must've been there before.  Of course it need not have been the religion in it's current form (religious doctrine tends to change quite a bit during the course of history, or at least there are different aspects being stressed in different periods of time).  The origins of both religions surely lie hidden in the time that followed the Great Disaster (TM), and are therefore not easily accessible to historians.

If you're interested in my version of the genesis of the Cult Complex, tell me, I'll gladly write about it.

> >It's very hard to kill ideas; they can only be rendered oblivious by the advance of       > >society as a whole (like what happened to feudalism (which bound peasants to their   > >soil) when a clearly superior mode of production (industrial) required masses of urban > >population as workers).

> 

> So instead of binding the workers to their soil, they were bound to their factories (and  > factory towns). 

Yes, of course, I'm in no way arguing against that.  It is just that the old system, with the idea of people being different by birth and separated into "Staende" (a German word, "classes" is not the appropriate translation but it comes close) didn't fit the requirements of industrial production and ended up in the trashcan of history, eventually.  Feudal ideology pretty much vanished and was replaced by economic forces in raw form.

> But this is not the place to start an argument about the presence of feudalism in modern > industry =)

Sorry, can't stop it sometimes. :)

> You'd be surprised what faith can do for the poor. Just look at the popularity of              > Christianity in the black communities in the deep American south. 

Yeah; I heard about Pentecostalists from Miami poaching on Catholic hunting grounds in Brazil, extorting every yatma they can from the masses of the poor and uneducated.  I trust this can't last forever, however.  Hopefully, someday, people will know better than to trust those preachers.  Right now it seems to look pretty bad, though. *polemics off*

/snip/

> Orthodoxy has two things going for it that most people, whether they admit it or not,    > want as long as they get three meals a day and roof over their heads.  One, other people, > people in charge, make all the big decisions.  Secondly, the status quo must be              > maintained.  Everything looks the same today as it did yesterday.

... And exactly that is what eventually will bring about the downfall of Orthodoxy.  Social stasis can last for a long time.  Medieval Japan is a good example.  But Aaman is not the only society in Talislanta, just as Japan, in spite of its isolation, eventually had to realize that it was not the only society on the planet.  If the Zandir embrace everything that is new, eventually they will find a way to fight Aaman effectively, despite all the odd things they might find interesting in the meantime.

> >Also, there is a merchant class in Aaman that wields a certain kind of economic         > >power; combined with contact to foreigners (and their ways of living, their ideas,       > >despite all attempts on part of the Theocracy to control the influence of both) this       > >could, in time, lead to their gaining power to the point of overthrowing the                  > >Hierophant.  Orthodoxist belief inhibits free trade; but less principled merchants are   > >bound to have greater economic success than those who strictly adhere to Orthodoxist > >doctrine.  A group that has great economic power will demand political power sooner > >or later (or wield it in fact already; look at the Ispasians in the "Quan" >empire),        > >weakening the theocracy.

> 

> That merchant class likely exists, but are likely Monitors ... already part of the              > government.  Success, in terms of profit, is not an issue as nearly all trade with             > outsiders is conducted by the government.  The smaller merchants are strictly regulated > and watched scrutinously by Adjudicators.  I can't see the Aamanians being big on       > haggling.

I think that your observations are right.  But there must be corruption in the system, somewhere (in the lit there are several Aamanians portrayed as corrupt), and there are Heterodoxists who maneuver for power in Aaman.  The adjudicators cannot keep complete control over every small merchant; it would be easier to conduct the trade themselves.  They have to rely of the mix of faith and fear that pervades Aamanian society; somebody is bound to make a try.  A corrupt adjudicator would turn a blind eye to some illicit dealings, in return for "favors", "gifts to the church", what-have-you.  I don't believe that such an oppressive system can be waterproof; if you fear your superiors, you're bound to say the things they want to hear, cover up your mistakes for fear of punishment, and do all kinds of things that provide them with false or biased information.  It can't work forever.

> That is the big Paradox of Zandu.  An (nearly) anarchist functioning state. 

Anarchist? Well, if you consider the absence of a working government anarchy, then Zandu is anarchist.  But there are forces other than government that force people to do certain things; e.g., a landlord must exert force over the workers on his fields because if he didn't, they'd take over.  Slavery (incompatible with anarchy, IMHO) is common, it is just that every slave owner must watch his slaves on his own; there is no official instance that will catch escaped slaves and put them to "justice". 

Governmental functions in Zandu are merely privatized.  I think that  anarchy is the absence of rule, not the absence of state or government.  Zandu may be "liberal" in the extreme, but not anarchist in the sense of the word used by anarchists. 

> >Since there are no laws that inhibit reckless behavior of all kinds in Zandu, there will > >be a very large number of very poor people, like in the beginnings of capitalism. 

> 

> Not only in the beginning.  Percentage wise, there are almost as many homeless on the > streets today than during the Depression. 

True, but the difference in standard of living between a homeless person and a worker has increased.  In the beginnings of industrial production, the majority of working class families were living near the minimum.  Now this isn't the case any more; capitalists have realized that it is necessary to keep a sufficient majority content. 

> >Either, they need to be appeased somehow, or Zandu would be a constant theater of    > >social revolutions.

> 

> They have adopted the Zandir ideal of "taking care of yourself" by forming the             > Serparians.  Its not Medicare but it does provide a means of protection.

Agreed. But this raises a thought (what a productive discussion, I love it!): Does Serparian organization have to limit itself to staying alive? 

> Also for a revolt of the poor to work there has to be a significant % of the population    > (round 50%) who are willing to revolt.  I don't think that Zandu has nearly that number.

Oops, mistake on my part. "Revolution" is the wrong word for what I meant.  "Rising" would be a better word. For a rising, you only need a sufficient number of malcontents in one place and something to trigger their ire.  A bad harvest and a nasty landlord could do.  It doesn't have to result in the overthrow of the government, but it will definitely do a lot of damage. 

> > Another possibility would emerge if there were no private property in Zandu and      > > people would live along the principle of "everyone to their needs, everyone to their    > > abilities," but I have found nothing in the literature that suggests such.  I trust that     > > charlatanry can't supplant nutrition for a long time. :)

> 

> I think you have mixed your philosophies there. That is a communist (and hence closer to > Orthodoxy) ideal. 

I think you have mixed my philosophies here. Or confounding communism with Stalinism.  Absence of private property is not the only thing communism is about.  The state of Aaman is about as far from being communist as possible, since service of humans to higher beings is both anathema to communists and the one thing that Aaman is all about.  Equality is both central to communism and incompatible with the idea of mana levels that indicate the degree of holiness of a person, forcing lower level Aamanians to defer to those of higher level.

> I don't think private property exists in Aaman, but it most certainly does in Zandu.  The > laws may be a little vague, but as long as you can produce the deed the place is legally > yours.   

Yes, this could be true.  But in Aaman, contrary to communist ideal, private property is not really abolished for the good of all; it is only technically abolished for the good of the theocratic elite - analogous to the technocratic elites in countries that were called socialist or communist.

Still, I think that my original point remains:  In order to fight the war, both countries have to develop new methods of fighting, and they have to learn from each other.  Both their founding philosophies will remain, but they will more and more prove to be a hindrance to conducting warfare effectively; Orthodoxy with its paranoid traditionalism, Paradoxy with its lack of organization.  Both sides got good brains (or one side would've lost a long time ago).  What will the changes look like?  What are the Heterodoxists about?  Are they the coming power?  Do they consider it necessary to instigate another cult war?  What are they waiting for? 

Questions, and more questions... but contrary to Paradoxists (no pun intended), I'd like to get some answers, ideas, suggestions, preachings, polemics, criticism, what-have-you...

Kind regards,

Tim.
--- 

For list service help, send a message to talislanta-l-request@mars.galstar.com with a subject of HELP.

