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ABSTRACT

This literary research is primarily aimed at revealing the social impacts of mo-
dernization on the traditional life as reflected in Cooper’s The Prairie. The study uses
interdisciplinary approach, which involves historical, cultural, and ecological ap-
proaches, including mimetic approach. The analysis shows that modernization does
not only cause positive impacts but also stronger negative impacts. The negative
impacts include human conflict, cultural conflict, imbalanced ecology, poverty, dis-
harmony, social injustice of mixed marriage, greediness, kidnapping, and law break-
ing. The positive impacts include independence, adaptation, rationality, and efficiency.
The problems that appear in the novel reflect the inner conflict of the author. Cooper
as the author questions the ideas brought by the immigrants on the Indian land. For
him, modernization can only be enjoyed by the upper class of the society—the White.
It cannot meet the necessity of the people native the Indians. They lose some benefits
because of the settlement of the immigrants in their land.
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1. Introduction

Modernizationisoneof thedevelopmen-
tal goalsof agovernment. Itismarked by a
strong and conscious break with traditional
formsand techniquesof expression. It rgjects
“treditiona vauesand assumptions’ (Holmean,
1981: 274-275). It isthe coming of “anew
eraof high aesthetic self-consciousness and
non-representation toward style, technique,
and spatial formin pursuit of a deeper pen-
etrationof life” (Bradbury, 1976: 25). Itisgen-
erally “ expected by most of the countriesin
theworld especidly thesuperior or highclass’
(Abraham, 1991: 1). It canincreaseincome
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or economic sector. It can also promote eco-
nomic betterment for society. Inaddition, it can
mean “ devel opment, on the other hand, it can
also mean conquest or even destruction”
(Wuntu, 1996: 18). M odernization a so causes
“socid gap, disharmony, suffering or misery
especialy for thelower classof the society”
(Hidayat, 1994: 1-2). Through The Prairie,
Cooper questionsthe coming of moderniza-
tion. Thestudy focuseson theimpactsof mod-
ernizationontraditiond life—thelndians. This
articlewill exploretheimpactsof moderniza-
tiononsocid lifeof thelndiansasreflectedin
The Prairie.
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Thestudy usesinterdisciplinary gpproach.
Besides, it aso uses mimetic approach that
viewstheliterary work as“animitation, or re-
flection, or counterfeiting, or asrepresentation
of theworld and humanlife’ (Abrams, 1979:
10-14). Literary work isareflection of human
lifeof asociety at acertaintimeand place. A
literary work should be considered as* aso-
cial phenomenon” (Burns1973: 35). There-
fore, economic, historicad, cultural, ecologica,
and sociological approach are” indispensable
inthisstudy” (Smith, 1980: 14-15).

Cooper isoneof theAmerican romantic
writers, besdes Poe, Hawthorne, and Médlville,
Romantic periodinAmericanliterature (1830—
1865) wasan “ age of great westward expan-
son” (Holman, 1981: 389). Hewasoneof the
writerswho concerned with thelifeof Indians
and theexdtation of thenature—prairie, beasts
or animas, insects, andforest. Tohim, natureis
part of human lifewhich should be saved.

Thechoiceof themateria inThe Prairie
reflected his memory when hewas near the
prairie, forest, andriver. Therefore, heregarded
the clearing activitiesand thewestward exten-
sion ashisenemy becauseit causessomede-
struction. Heconsidered that lifein the settle-
mentswasredly immora andsinful, whichled
to the destruction. Thismight bethereason
that heglorified and exalted the beauty of the
prairie. Cooper created hishero represented
by the old trapper or the old manto spend his
last daysinthe* blessed prairie€” withthegood
Indians. At the sametimethe old trapper was
disturbed and competed by the bad Indians,
the Siouxes.

2. The Concept of Modernization
Modernizationisintended by thegovern-
ment to have even ditribution of devel opment.
Itisnot only related to something modernand
social change, but also “efficiency” (Weiner,
1977: 71). Itisaso aprocesswhich enables
“backward peopleof countriesto escapefrom
tradition, to promote and accel eratetransition
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andfinally to overcome underdevel opment”
(Kreutzmann, 1998: 256). Besides, itis“up
todateinaspecificlocation at any giventime’
(Harrison, 1988: xiii). Itisusudly theresult of
aprocess of westernization, involving eco-
nomic, political, social, and cultural changes
which contraswith aprevioustraditional sta-
bility.

Accordingto Levy in Harrison (1988:
40), modernization was defined as “a con-
tinuum, according to the degreetowhichin-
animate power and toolswere developed”.
Levy distinguished relatively modernized so-
ciety fromrelatively non-modernized societ-
ies. Theformer emphasizeson“ specidization,
universdism, centrization, rationdity and func-
tional specificity, possessing bureaucratic or-
ganization, ahighly generalized medium of ex-
change and devel oped markets’. Relatively,
non-modernized societiesevidenced “thevery
oppositeof thesecharacteristics’ (inHarrison,
1988: 1). Modernization can aso mean “ato-
ta transformation of traditiona society tomod-
ernsociety referringtotheWest” (Long, 1987:
13).

Jameelah (1966: 136) showsthat thepro-
fessed am of western modernizationisthat the
government intends “to promote economic
development, indudtridization and mechaniza:
tiontoeiminatepoverty, diseaseandilliteracy
andtofacilitateahigher standard of living for
the people”. Thisstatement impliesthat, by
having modernization, people can have abet-
ter economic development. It will create ef-
fectivenessand efficiency. To haveaclear ex-
ample, Hidayat (1994 5) stated that afarmer
should not only work inthefarm traditionally,
but “ he should a so usemodern technol ogy for
examplehavingirrigation, good fertilizer, good
seed, andintensification program”. However,
“sometimes, theintroduction of technology
faces opposition from the people who cannot
enjoy it” (Saadah, 1990: 47).

Modernizationisagloba process. It does
not relate with one place, one person, or one
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aspect, but it relateswith all people univer-
sdly. Consequently, it cannot accommodateal |
interestsof al people. Thereare somepeople
who canenjoy it very much. Ontheother hand,
there are some people who cannot enjoy it.
Moreover, there are some people who lost
their sourcesof life.

Jameel ah (1966: 139) restated that mod-
ernization wasidentica withWesternciviliza-
tion. Thedominant ideaof Western civilization
isthat mankind can achieve perfect happiness,
health, prosperity, beauty, justiceand lasting
placethrough anintelligent, rationa applicant
of human reason unaided by any supernatural
power. Natureisstill viewed by scientistsas
an “enemy to be conquered, dominated, ex-
ploited and mani pul ated to serve human ends’
(Jameelah, 1966: 139).

Thisstatement reflectsthat Jamedah criti-
cizesthe peoplewho have anideathat abet-
ter living can be acquired by conquering and
exploiting nature. Mansyur (125-126) stated
that the actions of squatterswill cause some
problems—" conflict between theland own-
ersand the squatters, between the squatters
andthe previousshelters, and it breaksrule of
the balance of ecologicdl life.

Modernizationthenischaracterized by a
high degree of literacy, urbanism, mediapar-
ticipation and empathy (Lerner in Harrison,
1988: 7). Further, Lerner showed that mod-
ernization wasindicated by the presence of a
distinct set of attitudeswhichincludes:

(1) areadinessfor new experienceand
an opennesstoinnovation; (2) aninter-
estinthingsother than those of immedi-
aterelevance; (3) amore‘ democratic’
attitude towardsthe opinionsof others;
(4) anorientationto thefuturerather than
thepast; (5) areadinessto planone sown
life; (6) abdlief that we can dominate our
environment and achieve our goals; (7)
an acceptancethat theworldis* calcu-
lable’ and therefore controllable; (8) an
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awareness of the dignity of others, for
example, womenand children; (9) afaith
inthe achievement of science and tech-
nology, albeit asomewhat smplefaith;
(10) a belief in “‘distributive’ justice
(Horrison, 1988: 20-21).

Theseindications can be used to mea-
sure whether or not the people are ready to
welcomethe coming of modernization. The
variousideas on modernization above show
that modernization may causebadimpact and
good impacts. These ideas support the dis-
cussioninthenove that, not all the characters
welcomethe coming of modernization. The
immigrantswel comethe coming of modern-
ization, whiletheIndiansrgectit. Itismainly
caused by their different culture.

3. Social Impacts of Modernization on
Traditional Life

Asstated in the previousdiscussion that
theimpactsof modernization caninvolveall
aspectsof life. However, thissubtitlefocuses
ontheimpactsof modernizationonsocid life
of thetraditional people. Traditional peoplein
The Prairie refer to the Indiansespecidly the
Pawnee and the Siouxeswho are exploited,
conquered, and usurped by theimmigrantsor
thesquaiters. Socid lifeconcernswith“people
or society asawholeand thequality of human
life. It also concernswith the organization and
behavior of people on societies or communi-
ties’ (Higgleton, 1995: 914). Further, hestated
that social lifeisthepart of our lifeor thetime
that “we spend going out with or enjoying the
company of other people, as opposed to our
workinglifeor our privatelife’ (1995: 914).

Modernizationin The Prairie appearsin
theform of thecoming of theimmigrantsinthe
Indian land. They are the squatters or the
whitesthat endeavor to live permanently at the
sameplacewith thelndians. Squatter isaman
who* settleson land without obtaininglegd title
to it, and he utters the doctrines of frontier
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agrarianism” (Smithin Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: xvii). Inthenew land they pioneer clear-
ing program—opentheland greetly for farm-
ing. Thisprogram causesbad impactssuch as
killingdl thebessts, cutting all thetrees, burn-
ingtheprairie, and evicting theIndiansto the
west.

Theimmigrants bring about great influ-
enceonthelndianlife. Immigrantis“thevol-
untary movement of national of one country
into another country for the purpose of resttle-
ment” (Encyclopedia Americana, 1978:
803). They move from their old land to the
new land permanently for the purpose of a
better life. Intheearly years, they live peace-
fully and harmonioudy with the Indians, but
later, after they aresuccessful intheir farming,
they arouse their ambition and trickinessto
exploit thenatureand try to usurp the Indians.
“...if the Pawnee are the owner of theland,
Whiteand Red are hereby equal right” (Coo-
per, The Prairie, 1955: 43). This quotation
reflectsthat before the coming of theimmi-
grants, theownersand theleadersof theland
arethelndians. After the coming of them, the
land belongs mostly to theimmigrants. They
persuade and | ead the peopleto support their
clearing program for agriculture. They cregte
acondition that the Indiansare trapped into
their trickiness.

Theimmigrantsopen the prairie by cut-
tingal thetrees, burningtheprairie, andkilling
agreat number of the beasts. Automatically,
the Indiansguided by theold man counter these
actions. However, thereare partsof the Indi-
ansespecidly the Souxesthat support thepro-
gramsof thesquatters. Thisaction of support-
ing theimmigrants startlesthe old man. The
old manisactualy thewhite, but heprovides
for the Pawnee. Hetakesagreat partin pro-
tecting the naturefrom the greediness. L ater,
the Siouxes guided by Mahtore and the squat-
ters get cooperation to be the conquerors.
“Cunning Mahtoreisafriend of squatters”
(Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 299). Moreove,

24

there are some Pawneewho changetheir idea
into the Siouxesand attack the Pawnee. Itisa
kind of desertion from the Pawnee to the
Souxes.

Themost part of the Indians especialy
thePawneergect thecoming of theimmigrants.
Theideasand attitude of theimmigrantsgradu-
aly influencethebehavior of thelndians. Paw-
nee and Siouxesaretwo of the Indian tribes
that Cooper portraysin The Prairie. Beside
them, thereare still some other namesof In-
dian tribesespecialy in the plains of North
Americanamely “Blackfoot, Crow Arapaho,
Cheyenne, Comanche, Wichita, Omaha, lowa,
Mandan, Hidatsa, Assiniboin, and GrosVen-
tre” (Encyclopedia Americana, 1978: 4).

According to Smith, The Prairie isac-
tually Cooper’sownfavorite. Itisanovel of
social protests-subversive protest against
socid order. Throughthisnovel, Cooper ques-
tionsthecoming of theimmigrantsinthenew
land. He questionsthe excuse of moderniza-
tion. He showsthat moderni zation brought by
theimmigrantsin thenew land doesnot only
produce safety and peace, but also brings
about bad impacts. Hence, themainissuein
The Prairie dealswith* theold man'srefusal
to acknowledgethe authority of thelawsand
court of justice” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955:
xviii). The power of Cooper ishiscapacity to
respond to theseanarchicinferencesfromthe
ideaof forest freedom. Through The Prairie
Cooper wantsto show that there was strong
conflict between romanticismand rationalism
of Rene Descartes scogito ergo sum (I think
therefore | am). Some romantics think that
nature must be protected and saved because
itispart of their life. Onthe contrary, for the
rationalists nature must be exploited and con-
quered.

Itisrelated with “ Cooper’s passionate
concern with the problem of society in the
United States” (Smith in Cooper, The Prai-
rie, 1955: v). Thisnovel aso portraysthein-
ner conflict of theauthor, Cooper himsalf in
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facing the coming of the modernization. He
facestwo general propositionsof moderniza-
tion. The propositionsreveal adeeptension
of Cooper’s problematic mind. The two
propositionsareasfollows:

Firgt, thewestward movement of theag-
ricultura frontier isevil. It bringstheaxes
of thechoppers, laying low the magnifi-
cent treesof theforest, and substituting
thewaste and wickedness of the settle-
ment for thetranquil solitude of thewil-
derness. Second, the westward move-
ment isgood. Itisan unceasing march of
light, bringinginitstrainthesodid progress
whichresultseventually in asettled soci-
ety capable of producing pricel essflow-
ersof refinement like Inez Cooper’sso-
cial theory requireshimto believethat
civilizationisbetter than nature. Thevio-
lation of nature by civilizationisneces-
sary and its ultimate consequences are
good (Smith in Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: xvi).

The novel reveals that Cooper works
from oneto another of aseriesof sharpvisua
images conceived asif they were paintings
lacking thedimension of time. Thesemoments
of static areinterlarded with spurtsof violent
action: “ pursuit, capture, thebuffalo stampede,
the prairiefire, thefight between Sioux and
Pawnees, the single combat of Mahtoree and
Hard-Heart and long debates between
Leatherstocking and Obed Bad” (Smithin
Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: ix). The problem
inthenove asoinvolves“marchof civiliza-
tion, that is the westward movement of the
agriculture” (Smithin Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: xiii). Inthis process of agriculture, al
human soci eties passthrough afixed series of
socid changes:

“... fromthat of solitary hunter inthefor-
est, through the patriarchal stage of mi-
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gratory pastoral tribe, to the beginning of
sedentary agriculture, and so on through
even more complex and stableformsof
organizationto thehighest level of socidl
development” (Smith in Cooper, The
Prairie, 1955: xiii).

InThe Prairie, Cooper does not present
thelifeof dl Indiantribes, but hefocusesmore
onthelifeof the Pawnee and the Siouxesun-
der the persuasion of theimmigrants. That is
why, the present writer focusesthediscussion
ontheimpactsof theimmigrantsonthelifeof
Pawnee and Siouxes. Thefollowing arethe
impactsof thecomingimmigransonthelndi-
ans.

3.1 Discordance among the Indians

Discordanceamong theIndiansisthedi-
rect impact of the coming of theimmigrants.
Before the settlement of the squatters, the In-
diansliveharmonioudy. They live peacefully
inthe coolness, beauty and quietness of the
prairie. Thelndiansunify to preserveand save
the beauty of natureincluding the beastsand
plants. For thelndians, natureisavery signifi-
cant source of lifethat should be protected.
Gradually, therearefrictionsbetweentheim-
migrants and the Indians, and between the
Siouxes and the Pawnee. The friction then
leadsto thewar: “ The Sioux arethethieves,
liveamong thesnow. They are sagecity” (Coo-
per, The Prairie, 1955: 42). The Siouxesare
hostileto everyone. They will bevery hostile
to the Pawnee after being provoked by the
sguatters. They cooperate with the squatters
to attack the Pawnee.

Thefrictionismainly triggered by thecun-
ning of the squatters. They createacondition
that the Siouxesaretrickedinto their group to
exploit and conquer the nature. For theimmi-
grants, natureisachallenging comfort that can
be exploited for their persond life. The squat-
terssay that “ the earth was madefor our com-
fort” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 17). Their
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grest ambition to conquer thenatureshowsone
of their successes. According to Fromm (2001
Xxi), being able to conquer and destruct the
natureisactually therepresentation of man's
existence, because human being has* existen-
tial needsthat should befulfilled”. Thisactionis
actually usedto practicethespiritual teaching
stated inthe Biblethat they are selected people
by God to conquer and rule the world. It is
stated inthe Genesis 1, 2 that God gavethem
hisblessngandsaid: “ Fill theearthwith people
and bring it under your control. Ruleover the
fishintheocean, thebirdinthesky, and every
animal ontheearth” (Holy Bible, 1997: 3) .

The Pawneesand the Siouxesdo not re-
spect each other, because they have contra-
dictory purposes. The Pawnees reject the
coming of theimmigrants, but the S ouxessup-
port theaction of theimmigrants. Theimmi-
grants engage the politics of ‘divide at
imperia’. The politics practiced by theimmi-
grantsisinfluenced by post colonia policy. It
meansthat theimmigrants, asthe powerful
country, ruletheless powerful countriesfor
their profits. Theimmigrantsbehave asthesu-
perior, whilethe Indiansareregarded asthe
inferior under their direction.

Inthedaily contact with theIndians, the
squatters’ actionsaredivisive. Ishmael, the
leader of theimmigrantstrieshardto create
the condition that theremust be aconflict be-
tween the Pawneesand the Siouxes. Thiscon-
flict later leadsthemtothewar. Therearethree
powerful groups; the Pawnees, the Siouxes,
and the squatters. According to thetraditional
symbol, the number of groups‘three' repre-
sents“acrowd” (J.C. Cooper,1993: 114). Po-
litically, thisquotation reflectsthat “ threeisa
crowd”. It meansthat, thereawaysappearsa
problem in odd number of group or party. In
thiscrowded situation, the squatterstakeim-
portant part astheinitiatorswho always pro-
voke the problem and solve the problem as
well. Theinitiatorstend to havethe attention
fromthetwo opposition parties.
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3.2 Mixed Marriage

Mixed marriage a so shows the direct
result of the coming of theimmigrantsor the
squatters. In the new land, the immigrants
make “their encampment, it wasthe steadi-
nessof onelong accustomed to scenesof dan-
ger” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 24). It re-
flectsthat their coming will cause new prob-
lemfor thelndians. “Itwill bewell to beready
for the worst, as the half-and-half that one
meetsinthese distant districtsare altogether
more barbarousthan therea savage” (Coo-
per, The Prairie, 1955: 24). Half-and-half
means" haf breeds; menborn of Indianwomen
by white fathers. Thisrace has much of the
depravity of civilizationwithout thevirtues of
thesavage” (Cooper, The Prairie,1955: 24).
The problemisthat aslong asthewifeisred,
whilethefather iswhite, the children will be
therespongbility of themother.

Formerly, theIndian tribesmarry Indian
tribes. Itistheattitude of the squatters, Ishmael
groupinitiatesto have mixed marriage. Being
theleader of theimmigrants, |shmee! thinksthet
he can marry some women from different
tribes. Moreover, hehasamixed marriagewith
red women for some purposes. First, by mar-
rying thered women, hewill inherit theland
from the family of the red women, because
thereispatriarcha system. Thissystem makes
thewifedifficult becausetheland will bethe
possess on of the husband. Moreover, thechil-
dren should stay with the mother. Mixed mar-
riage can a so be used to get the acknowledg-
ment fromthelndiansproving that heisoneof
thefamiliesof thelndians. In addition, hehas
anambitiontoincreasethenumber of children
to strengthen hisgroup. Itisstated intheBible
that having somechildrenisGod'singtruction.
“God givethem blessing and said: Havealot
of children! | haveprovided al kindsof fruit
and grainfor youtoeat” (Holy Bible, 1997:
3). Theseversesstimulate Ishmael to havea
lot of children, inthe hopethat, their family
finaly will settlemost of theland. Ishmael has
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morethan ten children. “He has seven sons
and some daughters’ (Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: 346).

Theold trapper and the Pawneeforbid
theaction of having mixed marriages. They con-
sider that mixed marriageswill “ only tend to
tarnish the beauty and tointerrupt the harmony
of nature. Moreover, itisapainful innovation
ontheorder of all nomenclatures’ (Coope,
The Prairie, 1955: 256). Itisrationd that the
Pawneesdo not want to get married with Soux
women. “Pawnee warrior will never come
among such Sioux for awife” (Cooper, The
Prairie, 1955: 390). Itispredicted that, when
the Pawnees marry with the Sioux women,
they question about their coming baby’schar-
acteristicsand status.

Thisactioninfluencesthelndianstodothe
same thing, especially the behavior of the
Souxes Mahtore, theleader of the Souxesaso
practicesamixed marriage. “Mahtorebecome
achief, ashisfather hasbeen. He could have
chosen*wives fromthePawnes, theOmahaws,
andtheKonzas’ (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955:
338). Mixed marriages can cause problemfor
their next generation. Moreover, thechildren of
amixed marriage belong tothemother. Here,
therisksareonly onthemother or thewife.

3.3 Raping

Raping is also the direct impact of the
comingof theimmigrants. Itisthecrimeof forc-
ing someoneto havesexud intercourseagaingt
theactor’swill. Usualy, itiscommitted by a
man against awoman. Rapingisnot naturd. It
only stimulatestheviolence. Cooper Sates, “to
marry aman against themovement of hiswill,
isto do violenceto human nature” (Cooper,
The Prairie, 1955: 256). Formerly, the Indi-
anslivenaturaly. They marry with the same
tribe. After theexistenceof theimmigrants, they
rapethe Indian women. Ishmael doesittohis
kidnapped girlsin hiscamp.

InThe Prairie, Ishmael astheleader of
the squatters accumul ates some‘ women'’ ei-
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ther fromthewhite, Pawnee, or Sioux women.
Moreover, he kidnaps somewoman orphans
to sendinto hiscamp onthehill. In hiscamp,
thewoman orphans should beready to serve
what |shmadl wants, including having adultery.
Herelnez saidthat |shmadl kidnapped her. ...
thegreat injustice, my captorsdid in separat-
ingmesoforcibly frommy friends...” (Coo-
per, The Prairie, 1955: 192). L ater, shecom-
plainsthat shewasreally “compelled to ac-
quiesce, and to which they bound measwell
asthemselves, by oath. Thesevillainsare of
no religion!” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955:
192).

These actions of theimmigrants gradu-
aly influencetheattitude of the Siouxes. The
Siouxesthen, will be brave enough to compel
the Pawneewomento betheir wivesor torape
them. Itisstated inthenovel that, thelndian
tribesconsi st of the Pawnee and the Siouxes.
The Pawnee are regarded as good Indians,
otherwise, the Siouxesare considered asbad
Indians. Inthedaily life, the Siouxes support
theactionsof theimmigrants. Asachief of the
Siouxes, “Mahtore struck thewarriorsof all
thenations, and could have chosen *women’
from the Pawnee, the Omahaws, and the
Konzas® (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 338).
Theaction of kidnappingisprovedthroughthe
lost of somewomen. “Theinquiriesafter the
lost of Inez were now direct and open; but
they proved equdly fruitless. No onehad seen
her or heard of her, from the moment that she
left the cottage” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955:
185).

3.4 Greediness

Thegreedinessof theimmigrantsgradu-
ally stimulatesthe behavior of the Siouxesto
stedl, to rob, and to behave savagely. [shmael
initiates some actions of violence against the
Indians such asconsidering the Indiansrat,
savage, poor, and uneducated. Heexploitsthe
Indiansto be hisworkers, exploitsthe sources
of nature, attacks against the old trapper, at-
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tacksthe Pawnee, burnstheprairie, shootsthe
beadts, killsAbiramand theofficer of thestate,
practices mixed marriage, and kidnaps or-
phans. These actionsgradually influencethe
behavior of thelndians.

When they have cut their path from the
eastern to the western waters, and find
that ahand, which canlay the*arth bare
at ablow, has been here and swept the
country, in very mockery of their wick-
edness. They will turnonther trackslike
afox hat doubles, and thenthetank smell
of their own footstepswill show themthe
madness of their waste (Cooper, The
Prairie, 1955: 81).

Itisironical that thelndiansfight savagdly
against the Indians. What the Siouxesdois
actually the influence of the action of the
Ishmael group. TheSiouxesact asif they were
thewhites. “ They rardly spoke, whenthey did,
it wasin someshort and contemptuousremark
which servedto put the physical superiority of
awhite man” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955:
318). To Pawnee, Siouxesarerecognized as
savage, free, proud, ignorant, andthelike. The
Siouxesswesar that “sincewater run and trees
grew, the Sioux hasfound the Pawneeon his
war path” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 351).
“Where arethe Siouxeswho have stolen my
cattle?’ (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 82).
When the Siouxeshave gathered inthe beadts,
they will beback like*hungry wolvesto take
thebait they haveleft” (Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: 83). Because of their savage behavior,
there are some peoplewho do not feel safeto
live near them. “Itisnot safeto comenighto
thelodge of Sioux. “ The Sioux arethethieves,
liveamong thesnow” (Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: 42). Theseactionsaretheresult of their
closed contactswith theimmigrants. Aslong
astheimmigrants livingintheprairieistohave
persond profit, they do everything asthey like.
Ishmad declaresthat 1 ‘masrightful anowner
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of theland | stand on, asany governor of the
state!” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 18). It
reflectsthat, he wantsto be freein the new
land. He does not heed the condition of the
Indians. The complete characteristics of the
Ishmae! are described bel ow. | shmael boasted
thet:

(1) he had never dwelt where he might
not safely fed, (2) hisearshad never will-
ingly admitted the sound of achurch bell,
(3) his exertion seldom exceeded his
want, (4) hehad no respect for any learn-
ing except that of theleech because he
was ignorant of the application of any
other intelligence than such asmet the
scene, (5) Ishmadl oftenfelicitating his
wifeon the possession of acompanion,
whowould beso servicesbleintheir new
abode, wherever it might chanceto be,
until thefamily werethoroughly “accli-
mated” (6) most menwould havedeemed
themsealvesfortunate to have been absent
on the perilous occasion of the Siouxes
inroad, (7) Ishmael slept, however be-
cause he knew the hour he had allotted
to that refreshment” (Cooper, The Prai-
rie, 1955: 70).

3.5 Clearing

Clearingfor agricultureisthegod of the
squattersinthe prairie. Beforethe existence
of thelshmae! group, thelndians(the Siouxes
andthePawnee) livethrough hunting, trapping
andtrading. Trading fur isthe activity that the
Indiansoften do. Fur for thelndianshasvery
significant meaning. Besidefor sdling, furis
important for fashion. According to J.C. Coo-
per “wearing anima skinsand fur reproduces
the paradisal state of understanding between
man and animal. It also means accessto ani-
mal and ingtinctual wisdom” (1993: 12). The
Indianslater cannot maximizetheir trapping,
and fur trading because the number of beasts
isgradually decreased.
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3.6 Law breaker or out-law

Law breaker or out-law isthe example
of theinfluenceof theimmigrants. Thelshmael
family initistesthisaction. Ishmad! isinvolved
inthekilling of hisown brother-inlaw, Abiram
white. Hekilled Abiram becauseheisinvolved
inthedud betweenAbiramand |shmadl’sfirst
son, Asa. Because of thisduel, Asaisacci-
dentally dead. Consequently, |shmadl revenges
the death of his beloved son. Ishmael kills
Abiraminhumanly. HetorturesAbiram before
hefinaly hangshimtodegth. HepitsAbiram'’s
power strugglewith avery great monger. Itis
done to weaken Abiram’s strength. Even
though |shmael redlizesthat themongter istoo
big and the power between the monster and
Abiramisnot balanced, Ishmael hastodoit
torevengefor hisson. “ You meet your end by
the same weapon” (Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: 420). Ishmael does not kill Abiram
quickly. Heenjoystorturing himto dead while
saying“DIE! ... ......... SOTHOUGHT MY
BOY!. Thisreflectsthe savagery and thecru-
elty of thelshmael. The quotation in capital
letters showsthat the speaker issuperior, ab-
solutely angry andinhuman.

Ishmael tortureshisown brother in-law
so savagely because at that time heisinthe
position of theleader. He showsthat he has
the power, he hasthe authority to do every-
thing fredy. Hethinksthat thereisno onewho
can stop hisaction. Itisalso used to show his
superiority among the people. Heisthelaw-
maker, theleader of theimmigrants. All the
people under his direction must obey him.
Contradictorily, suppose the duel-victimis
Abiram White, Ishmael doesnot intend to ex-
aminethemurder, becausethekillerishisown
son.

After Abiramisweak enough, Ishmael
takeshimto stand onthehill to bekilled. He
givesAbiram two choicesof ending thelife,
whether to be shot quickly or to be hanged to
desth. “Deathisbeforeyouin two shapes. With
thisrifle canyour misery be cut short, or by
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that court, sooner or later, must you meet your
end” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 423). This
actioninfluencesthe behavior of the Siouxes.
Siouxesarevery savageto the Pawnee, even
though they arethesameIndians.

Ancther out-law of 1shmael Bushiswhen
“Bushisguilty of having murderer an officer of
thelaw back in Kentucky whotriedtoevicta
group of squattersfrom landsthey wereun-
lawfully occupying” (Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: XVI1). Theaction of out-law done by
the squatters stimulatesthe Indiansto do the
same action. It is not surprising that “he
(Weucha) wasthefirst to forget the regula-
tionshe had himself imposed” (Cooper, The
Prairie, 1955: 56-57).

Most scholars believethat the name of
Pawneeisfrom Siouan Pani (or Panyi), mean-
ing ‘redbird’, andreferstouseof brilliant plum-
agein Pawneedress. Later itisstated thet, the
Pawnee call themselves* Chahiksichakihs,
meaning‘ menof men”. Soux isanamegiven
to the “ Dakota people of North America, a
group embracing anumber of tribes’ (Ency-
clopedia Americana, 1978: 558).

3.7 The introduction of technology

Theintroduction of technology refersto
thefarming and hunting toolsof the Indians.
Beforethecoming of theimmigrants, theIndi-
ansarenot familiar with vehicles, riffles, trac-
tors, powder, and some other farming tools.
After thecoming of theImmigrants, thelndian
arefamiliar enoughwith thosetools. Thisin-
cludesthe positiveimpactsfor the Indians.
Furthermore, they areinvolved together inthe
useof thetechnology. Formerly, the Pawnees
andthe Siouxesliveintheprairieby hunting,
trapping, and trading traditionally. In hunting
andtrapping, thelndianslater have someguns.
“1 supposed the gunswerefired for my ben-
efit. | would have given athousand dollarsfor
asngleshot fromtherifle’ (Cooper, The Prai-
rie, 1955: 73). It reflectsthat by havingrifle,
they cankill morebeasts.
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Theimmigrantsmakeacontest of shoot-
ingthebeasts. Thecontest participantsarefrom
the Indianswho support their activities. Itisan
actiontokill morebeastsin order to havegrest
profit. Itisatricky gameheld by theimmigrants
to get great profits. Ironically, the participants
do not redizethisgame. Thesquattersusethis
trickinessto hunt alot of beasts becausethey
think that Indianshavepowerful body. Indirectly,
the Indians are expl oited and manipul ated to
work for their benefits. It iscalled massacre,
meansmeasskilling of beedtsinavery grest num-
ber under theleader of the squatters.

Throughtheseevents thelndianscanlearn
much theway of how to shoot using gunsor
rifles. Thebad effectisthat, theIndiansarein-
fluenced togodongwiththemasskilling. After
having therifles, they tend tomis-usethem. For-
merly, thelndianlivetraditiondly. They liveby
having traditiona farming. After thecoming of
the squatters, they areinfluenced to havemod-
erntechnology such asriffle, chain saw, axes,
powder, and themethod of new farming. These
technol ogica toolsstimulatethemto bemore
ambitiousto destroy the nature.

Cannon isanother example of technol-
ogy product. “... just out of cannon-shot from
the encampment, discussing the meritsof a
savory bison’'shump, ...” (Cooper, The Prai-
rie, 1955: 106). Cannonisalargeold-fashion
gun mounted onwhed!. It cankill alargenum-
ber of beasts at the sametime. Moreover, it
can causeforest-fire. Through thisevent, the
Indianshavetheability to usethetechnol ogy.
Middleton for example, helately can operate
“rapid-fire cannon of antilleng” (Cooper, The
Prairie, 1955: 124). Thisisanother good im-
pact of modernization for theIndians.

The development of scienceisagood
impect of thecoming of theimmigrants Indoing
theresearch, theresearcher usesmoderntech-
nology. Through Dr Obed Bet, and Paul, there
isaresearch onthe characteristicsof animals.
Fromthisresearch, they know theclassof the
animals, the characteristicsof theanimal, the
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age, theorders, etc. The carnivorousanimals
areknown by their incisors (teeth for defend
& tear thefood). “Dr Obed, Paul, old man,
and hunter, find the characteristicsof animal:
old, young, habits& belly orders’ (Cooper,
The Prairie, 1955: 110). The method of re-
search, the research result, and the tool re-
search arevery significant for theIndiansfor
thefollowingtime. Later, thelndiansareable
to do the same research without asking help
fromthewhite.

Theway of how to evacuateamurdered
person isanother good impact of thecoming
of theimmigrants. Theimmigrantsbring the
devel opment of science and technology. Asa,
thefirst son of Ishmael isdead mysterioudly.
After being found, the dead body is evacu-
ated through the bullet that is found in the
corpse. “ Thecorpseitself should beexamined
inorder to obtain amore accurate knowledge
of itsinjures. Onexamination, it appeared that
ariflebullet had passed directly through the
body” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 158).

3.8 Prairie-fire

Prarie-fireisthedirectimpact of thecom-
ing of theimmigrants. Inthe prairie, the squat-
tersusecannon-shot tokill al thebeasts. A lot
of beasts (small and big, young and old, poi-
sonousand unpoisonous, wild and tamed) are
dead because “theprairieisonfireat night”
(Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 282-297). At
night the squatters burn the prairiefrom the
bottom, inthehopethat al the beastsclimbto
thetop wherethe squatterslive. After all of
thebeastsclimbtothetop, they drivethebeasts
to acertainlocationthey have prepared sothat
they can capturethem easlly.

The sgquatterstake placesto make camps
onthetop of thehill, whiletheIndiansare at
thebottom of thehill. They doit on purposeto
see and attack thefoeseasily. The smoke of
thefireisactualy usedto“moveaway or usurp
the Indians’ (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955:
297). There are some bees that cannot turn
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into honey because of the smoke. “ The bees
lie around the straw after the hive has been
smoked for itshoney” (Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: 285). Thisfiretotal ly bringsabout bad
impactsfor thelndiansand the ecol ogical ba-
lance.

L ook ye here, return the trapper, point-
Ing to the mutilated carcase of ahorse,
that |lay morethan haf consumedinalittle
hollow of the ground; here may you see
the power conflagration. The beast has
been caught in his bed. The bone, the
crackling and scorched hide, andthegrin-
ning teeth. A thousand winterscould not
wither an animal sothoroughly asthed -
ement hasdoneit in aminute (Cooper,
The Prairie, 1955: 293).

Thisevent stimulatesthe Sioux todothe
sameaction. “There are Siouxes, too, hem-
ming thefirewiththeir arrowsand kniveson
every sdeof us’ (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955:
284). Thebadimpact of thefireisthat it causes
another fireinthe same prairie. Theold man
asoburnstheprairiebecause he, together with
the Pawneesistrapped by thefireso that they
cannot hideor escgpefromit. Findly, they have
to burn the prairie from another part just to
invitethe attention of the Siouxes, then they
moveaway.

3.9 Materialistic life

Materiaigticlifeof Ishmael groupinflu-
encestheattitude of the Siouxes. They tendto
joinand cooperatewith thelshmae group. The
Siouxessupport thewhitegroup morethanto
the Pawnee. L ater, the Souxesattack the Paw-
nee because they do not support them. What
happensisthat the Siouxes have confronta-
tionwiththe Pawnee. Here, thel shmael group
issuccessful inguiding the Siouxes.

Thereare contradictory purposesof set-
tlingintheprairie. Theimmigrantsor thesquat-
terscometotheprairieto get abetter lifema-
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terially. They endeavor to exploit and destroy
the beauty of the nature. According to Erich
Fromm, inahuman being, thereisatendency
to destroy the nature asthe compensation of
hiswesknesses, passon, will, determinism, and
love. Itisused to show hisexistence (Fromm,
2001: xxvii). Contradictorily* theold trapper
and the Pawnee endeavor to preserve the
beauty of nature. The Siouxesthink that they
arethemastersof thenature. “ Your beastsare
stolen by them (Siouxes) who clamto bethe
master of all they findinthedeserts’ (Cooper,
The Prairie, 1955: 64). Thisiscalled cultura
shiftin appreciating the nature.

Inthe beginning, the Indiansappreciate
and exdt thebeautty of thenature. They “value
the life of creature” (Cooper, The Prairie,
1955: 271); loveanimals, preservethetrees,
and savetheanimas. Itistheold man together
with hisfollowerswho cons ders much about
theway to protect the nature. Theold man or
thetrapper inthe story dwaysshowshisspirit
to protect the nature. “ Reluctance of trapper
to destroy beastsmeansto saveitslife’ (Coo-
per, The Prairie, 1955: 272).

The old man aways suggests everyone
tobecareful in hunting. The hunter must hunt
the beasts selectively and carefully. Not all
beasts can bekilled. Besides, they should hunt
thebeastsin moderation. According totheold
man, “thevermin and reptiles, which you bear
about you, wereintended by the Lord for the
prairies, and | see no good in sending them
Into regionsthat may not suit their natures”
(Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 376). Reptiles
arethecreation of God, so people cannot kill
themasthey like.

Theworstimpact of modernizetionin The
Prairie isactually on nature, which covers
plants, animals, fish, water, air, fertileland and
theIndians. After being exploited by theimmi-
grants, most parts of the nature are extinct.
Their coming really causestheimbal ance of
ecology. Sincetheprairieisfreefromtheim-
migrants, the prairieiscalm, cold, and fresh.
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However thecoming of theimmigrantscauses
disorder of nature. Thebeastswill be extinct.
Theprairieisburned. Thetreesare cut down.
TheIndiansare driven away from their own
land. Itisthe Indianswho savethe prairieand
what it contains.

Dependenceisabad impact of thecom-
ing of theimmigrants. Theimmigrantsalways
lead the Siouxes becausethey areinferior. This
action refersto the Siouxeswho later attack
against thesquatters. They struggleeach other
to obtain theland. The Siouxes|ater will de-
pend on the squattersbecausethey areinferior.
Consequently, the Siouxes compete the Paw-
nee who try hard to save and preserve the
beauty of nature.

The Pawneewho follow the old trapper
tend to beindependent. They get various ad-
vantages of preserving the nature, theway to
liveharmonioudly, theway to makeuse of the
nature, and theway to facetheimmigrants. Af-
ter being left by the old trapper, they areinde-
pendent. They heed everything astheold man
suggested them to do. They will do what the
old man bequeathsafter hisdying. All the Paw-
nee gathersaround the old manto see hisend
of life. They listen carefully “thelast words of
theold man” (Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 452).
Inthelast of hislife, theold manlikesstaying
together with the Pawnee. Thefollowing arethe
dying exhortation of theold trapper to the Paw-
nee. Indirectly, the old man wantsthe Pawnee
togiveagravestoneashisfather.

The gravestone must be simple. Put no
boastful wordson the same, but just the
name, the age, andtime of thedeath, with
something fromthe holly book. Nomore,
no more. My namewill then not be alto-
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gether lost onearth; | need nomore. Bur-
ied under the oaks tree. Go, my chil-
dren; remember thejust chief of thepae
faces, and clear your own tracksfrom
briers(Cooper, The Prairie, 1955: 451-
453).

Assoon astheold man dies, Lebarafre
aroseto announcethetermination of thescene
to the tribe. The only liberty taken by
Middletonisto add, “ may no wanton hand
ever disturb hisremains’ (Cooper, The Prai-
rie, 1955: 453). These quotationsreflect that
the old man teaches somemoral teachingto
appreciate another man’sright on hisdying.

4. Conclusion

Theimmigrants' culture brings about
great changesin society. The changescanin-
cludeall aspectsof life, but they primarily
shape social aspectsof traditional people—
the Indians. It shapes the behavior of the
peopleinthesociety. Theimmigrants culture
doesnot only cause positiveimpacts, but dso
negative ones, which are stronger. Thenega-
tiveimpactsinclude discordance among the
Indians, human and cultural conflict,
imbalanced ecol ogy, poverty, disharmony,
usurpation, unsocid justiceof mixed marriage,
greediness, kidnapping, law breaking, and
raping. Thepositiveimpactsincludeindepen-
dence, adaptation, rationdity, theintroduc-
tion of new technol ogy, and efficiency. The
problemsinthenovd reflect theinner conflict
of theauthor. Cooper himself questionsthe
ideasof thecoming of theimmigrantson the
Indianland. Idedlly, thecoming of Theimmi-
grants cultureshould maximizethepositive
impactsand minimizethenegative ones.
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