
THE LIFE OF PRANTS 

A New Job Offer 
I’m 55 years old.  I’ve been at the BoGHER (Botanical Gardens for 

Horticultural and Ecological Research) for the last 20 years or so.   I’m the 
Chief Gardener.  Now I’m being offered a new job, one that our CEO says 
will take me another step up the ladder. 

But I enjoy my current work.  It’s rewarding to see growth everywhere.  
It’s especially fascinating to see the interaction of birds, bugs, insects, and all 
kinds of other animals with each other and with the world in which they live.  
Most people don’t even notice all this going on around them.  I’m hesitating 
about a new job because I don’t want to be kept away from the activity of 
nature all around me. 

So I ask what the new job is and what’s entailed. 
“That new laboratory we’ve just finished building — it’s going to be 

used for an extensive research project on ants.  The scientists involved in the 
project want to set up an ant colony in the lab so they can monitor their 
every move and find out exactly what kind of life ants live.  We’d like you to 
set up the colony.  You know, make sure the needs of the colony are met so 
that it operates exactly as it would in the wild.  We thought it would be right 
up your alley.  You’d be the Director of the Colony.  An attractive spin-off is 
that everyone would call you DOC.” 

It did sound as if it was right up my alley.  But I have a few more 
questions.  I want the least number of surprises to turn up after being 
installed as DOC.  Actually that title really sounds good — especially since 
I’d obviously be working shoulder to shoulder with all kinds of professors on 
the research team — Professor of This, Professor of That, and so on.  I ask 
our CEO to promise that I’d be called DOC, just bare DOC — I don’t want 
any name to detract from my title. 

“This colony I’d set up — what kind of ants would be in it?”  I could see 
thousands of fire ants, or bull ants, or army ants swarming all over the lab, 
even all over our entire BoGHER grounds, causing total mayhem.  And I’d be 
the one held responsible.  I need to know all about the anticipated 
inhabitants in our lab before I agree. 

The fear on my face is obvious.  “Oh no, the ants to be studied aren’t 
aggressive or dangerous or a threat to humans at all.  The species is 
formicidae protestari.” 

Well, that doesn’t help me at all.  “Their common name is ProtestAnts.”  
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That name rings a few bells.  “And in our lab we’re going to refer to them as 
prants.” 

I search my mind for information about this species we’re going to be 
calling ‘prants’ — it’s amazing how easily that name comes off the tongue in 
my mind.  I seem to remember that ProtestAnts are a fairly harmless species 
and not all that common. 

As a kid I remember being fascinated by ants, any kind of ant.  I 
remember them racing in both directions along their trails, bumping into 
each other.  It surprised me that they couldn’t avoid these constant collisions.  
And I wondered how it was that they followed their trails, or even made 
them in the first place.  Then in the heat of the sunlight they scooted along 
their trails at an amazing pace.  I wondered whether the reason for this was 
just because the ground under their feet was so hot. 

But I have to ask a few more questions.  “And what are you going to do 
with these prants?” 

“Just rear and scope them,” was the reply I heard. 
“No way!  I’m not going to be involved in rearing them.  And no animal 

in my care is going to be scoped!  Even if it’s just a prant.”  I’ve no idea 
about what they’re going to do to these prants, but it doesn’t sound good. 

“No, you misunderstand.  What I said was RyrieScope them.  We’re 
going to use a complicated array of inter-related cameras and computers 
combined with a unique computer analysis and prediction system.  It’s been 
inspired by, and named after, the historian Alec Ryrie, who wrote a book 
(among others) called ‘Protestants’.  And all that hardware will simply keep 
our colony under constant observation.  The prants won’t be harmed in any 
way, in fact they'll be quite unaware that any observations are being made.  
The computer analysis system is going to help our scientists learn as much as 
they can about what it means to be a prant.”  It sounded like he’d 
memorised some scientific paper. 

“And how will it do that?”  I couldn’t give in too easily. 
“The analysis system will be able to make basic comparisons between 

the behaviour of prants and the already known behaviour of other ant 
species.  That will add much to our knowledge.  The RyrieScope even allows 
more complicated analysis to be carried out — it enables us in certain 
aspects to compare prant behaviour with human behaviour.  We believe that 
will give us an even greater insight into what it means to be a prant.” 

I tell him I’ll weigh things up over night and give my decision some time 
tomorrow.  But I’ve already decided.  I know it’ll be a job to take me through 
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to retirement.  And I’d have a new, and even impressive, title.  I think of what 
people might say to get my attention — Oh, DOC! — By the way, DOC! — 
Good morning DOC! — Hey DOC, what do you want me to do today?  And I 
rehearse how I‘d reply to give the impression I thought the new job was no 
big deal. 

I know that setting up this colony, providing it with the ecosystem prants 
need to run their colony exactly as they’d do in the wild, will be a big deal.  
And a big task.  And right up my alley. 

Sounds On The Loudspeakers 
The colony is set up.  The prants seem to be happy.  And I’m relieved it 

all went reasonably smoothly and within the set time limit.  But it’s taking 
more time than the scientists anticipated to get the RyrieScope in 
operational order.  Coordinating all the cameras, lighting, microphones, 
movement sensors, and switching gear — and the unexpected computer 
glitches — held up the process quite a lot. 

So while that work continues I’ve been asked to use my skills with insects 
to work on deciphering the sounds the microphones are picking up from 
within the prant colony.  I’ve been assigned a team of 2 insect biologists and 
2 audiologists, to be called the DOCtorates, as my assistants.  I was told that 
none of the scientists chosen to work on this project had the ‘hands-on skills 
with insects’ to do this task themselves.  They could only read what they 
called ‘the computer analysis data.’  I’m not sure I totally understand what 
they’re going to be doing; but I welcome playing some part in their research.  
I know I’m good — humbly good — with insects and the sounds they make. 

As you can imagine, all of us at the BoGHER are greatly surprised by the 
existence of these sounds.  None of us were aware that prants emitted 
sounds — let alone sounds that probably indicate (according to 76% of our 
scientists) some kind of communication between individuals. 

Our scientific term for these sounds is prant-sounds (and I must say it 
feels really special for me to be able to use scientific terms).  

It turns out it isn’t really a difficult task.  All it takes is patience.  And I’m 
really enjoying spending time with the prants.  So are the DOCtorates.  I 
don’t care how long this analysis of their sounds take.  It’s not difficult to 
watch prant behaviour and predict the meaning of often repeated sounds.  
From the work we’ve done so far we’ve discovered that prant-sounds are 
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quite distinctive.  I’m also convinced that what we’re hearing could even be 
the beginnings of what could be called a language.  That really excites me. 

So far we have interpreted 4 prant words (if I can call them that) — their 
sound for pleasure or happiness, for displeasure, for pain, and for approval 
or agreement. 

The First Research Paper 
“What on earth does all this mean?“  That’s my question to the scientists 

who, after 10 months, produced their first research paper outlining what 
they’d discovered about the life of prants.  It’s full of scientific language and 
strange foreign words.  I reckon it’s far easier to read prant-sounds than their 
paper.  Of course, my boldness in confronting them in this way causes quite 
a stir among all the Profs of This and Profs of That.  I’m afraid their reference 
to what they call my ‘boldness’ is really my anger that they’re ignoring the 
title I’ve been given.  But I keep that to myself. 

To settle the fracas (as they call it) I partly apologise and offer to compile 
— “with their considerable help, of course” — a layperson-friendly version of 
their paper.  Then people like you wouldn’t be excluded from knowing about 
the significant discoveries we’re making.  I’m using that layperson-friendly 
version as a basis for this account. 

The Prant Colony Is Rather Democratic 
I can’t stop myself from expressing my difficulty in believing their 

assessment that “prants live in a democratic society.”  “A democratic 
society?” I say, “Really?”  Yet that’s what our scientists claim is the most 
distinctive aspect about the way in which our prants run their colony.  “The 
autocratic system that seems to apply in the colonies of other ant species 
doesn’t apply here,” they report.  “In other species each individual conforms 
to and fits in with the role assigned to it by the colony — a submission that 
benefits the whole colony, and makes life in the colony so successful. 

“But prants do things differently.  Prant individuals have a fair amount of 
freedom to be themselves, to have their own say, even to challenge 
authority”.  And hearing the scientists explain this, it strikes me that one of 
the most common prant-sounds the DOCtorates hear is “hvn ff orbid”.  And 
when I first saw the camera vision of the colony, it was fascinating to see and 
hear this non-conformism happening before my eyes.  (It’s even more 
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fascinating in slow motion playback.)  I found it hard to imagine how, despite 
all the unsocial, individualistic, stand-offish, rebellious tendencies recorded 
by the camera, the colony is still able to prosper. 

So I get a discussion going among our scientists as to what they think 
mades it possible for a colony like that to remain viable.  (I borrowed the 
word ‘viable’ from their science-talk to show I could do science-talk too.  And 
I thought a discussion would get their attention away from their science-talk 
to make it easier for me to put together a layperson-friendly version.) 

Anyway, one reason for the prant’s viability seems to lie in the fact that 
the colony is really made up of many sub-groups.  Individuals are allowed the 
freedom to form friendships and alliances with other prants having similar 
opinions to their own.  If prants have a fall-out with one sub-group they’re 
free to withdraw and align themselves with another instead.  And to live in 
nests shared by those with similar opinions.  But our scientists “so far” (they 
keep on saying) have no idea what opinions prants may have.  

So, this species values individualism — to such an extent that the colony 
is a cooperating arrangement of fairly fluid sub-groups.  In contrast to other 
species, this seems to be a unique characteristic and a major strength of our 
prant colony. 

The Prant Colony Is Reasonably Confrontational 
“Confrontational, as well?  How did you prove that?” 
“Well,” our scientists explain, “it’s pretty obvious in the way they’re 

always ‘bumping-into’ [another scientific term we’ve coined] each other.  In 
every other known species of ant their bumping-into happens in a friendly, 
even affectionate, way.  And it usually involves the passing on of information 
about each other and their colony. 

“But for our prants, bumping-into is a far more physical, confrontational, 
aggressive, and even stress-producing encounter.  And they love it!” 

I’m told that when our analysis system compared their bumping-into 
with human interactions, it was found to resemble, more than anything else 
humans do, the confrontations that take place during street marches and 
demonstrations. 

“In fact,” one of our scientists remark, “almost all of their interactions 
with their fellow prants seem to have some degree of confrontation and 
argumentation about them.  It’s as if they have a need for confrontation in 
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order to exist happily with each other.” 

Why Is The Prant Colony Like That? 
It’s been a real challenge for us to understand both their individualistic 

tendencies and their confrontational lifestyle.  But we all reckon it’s going to 
be even more challenging to understand WHY prants have these unique 
characteristics. 

A Breakthrough 
We’ve been waiting almost a whole year for the research findings to be 

accurately recorded, to be checked, to be checked-again, and then to be 
finalized.  (At times I wonder if all scientists are noted for dithering.) 

Everyone of us at the BoGHER remembers the day the breakthrough 
discovery was announced.  Of course, being just a breakthrough it didn’t 
give us all the information we’re wanting.  But it was a discovery that opened 
up the way ahead, the way to the answers we were seeking.  The 
announcement happened on the last day of October, and ever since all the 
calendars at the lab have a bright red circle around the 31st October. 

The discovery the scientists made — well, it was actually Martin, one of 
our junior scientists, who first noticed it some six months or so ago.  
Interestingly enough, he isn’t a guy who works on a system of merits, instead 
he claims the credit belongs to all of us — to the BoGHER as a whole (which 
we graciously accepted). 

What he noticed was a very small rectangular pocket (for want of a 
better scientific term) on the front of the first section of the prants’ bodies 
just below their necks.  The fact that it’s made of the same material as their 
outer shell, and has no exterior opening, made it so difficult to pick up. 

We all peered at the screen, at one magnified prant body after another.  
Yes, there it was.  On every one of them. 

Our scientists didn’t know what it was, or what it did — if anything.  All 
they knew was that no other species of ant has such an addendum.  They 
were overjoyed because it gave them something to work on, just one little 
anomaly they hoped would prove to be the key to power on our research. 

The first thing they did was to remove surgically that pocket on 95 
individual prants.  (I asked why they chose just that many guinea pigs, but 
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merely got some evasive comment.)  They identified these prants with a red 
stripe painted along their backs, and called them ‘The 95 Of The Species’.  
They impatiently observed their behaviour. 

“Those were extremely exciting days!” our scientists told us, “An 
excitement we wish we could share with you — but you had to be there.” 

After the prants were given a few weeks to adjust to their missing 
pocket, the observations and analysis began in earnest. 

And the results?  Every one of The 95 Of The Species lost their 
individualistic tendencies and their confrontational lifestyle.  They became 
like every other species of ant, not prant-like at all. 

That’s when we all knew we were really on the right track. 

The next step was to find out exactly what it was about the pocket that 
produced such a change in their behaviour.  So the 95 surgically removed 
pockets together with their contents were subjected to careful ultra-high-
resolution magnification and scanning. 

The results were unexpected.  Surprising.  Almost beyond belief.  The 
contents of the pocket resembled a book! — a miniature book with terribly 
thin and fragile pages protected by an only slightly less fragile cover.  And 
under even more powerful magnification we could see that this cover was 
spotted with minuscule white dots — which gave the impression that white 
ants had been at it. 

The scientists revealed that the spots weren’t actually holes, they just 
looked like holes.  Yet their initial reaction was to call the book-resembling 
contents of the pocket the prant holeybook.  And, unfortunately in my 
opinion, the name has stuck. 

Further investigation also revealed that major nerves connected the 
holeybook to the heart and brain.  And there were minor connections to 
various other body organs. 

THIS, THIS HOLEYBOOK, is what makes prants, PRANTS!  And the 
connections it has with the heart and brain gives prants the power (our 
scientists are adamant that ‘power’ is the right word) for a democratic and 
confrontational life in their colony. 

So What Now? 
I‘m excited.  “Where is this discovery going to take us?” I ask our 

scientists.  “What will it mean for our prant colony?  What’s my next task as 
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DOC?” 
But our scientists try to put a damper on my enthusiasm.  They say this 

discovery raises a whole lot of questions.  “Our research is going to keep us 
busy for what we imagine will be a long time yet.  Perhaps it will involve 
more work for you — maybe even an enlargement of our colony.  But it’s too 
soon to give any definite predictions about where this discovery may take 
us.” 

So while we now know that the holeybook exerts a significant influence 
on prants, we really don’t know anything about the holeybook itself.  Or 
about how it influences individual prants; how it affects the life of the colony; 
and what part it may play in the whole future of prants.  As Martin himself 
says, “Every time I scratch myself, I realize we’ve done no more than just 
scratch the surface of the life of prants.  And I'm itching to find out more.” 

A Second Colony 
It’s been on the cards for a while now.  For about a year or two our 

scientists have been wanting desperately to broaden their research.  They 
claim a second colony will be the best way to provide them with the 
knowledge they need for a better understanding of the life of prants. 

I’ve been dreading this impending increase in my work load.  And at the 
same time I’m excited by it.  I decide not to sound too enthusiastic.  “A 
second colony?  What kind of a colony would this one be, then?” 

“Well,” our CEO explains, “you know that our scientists have been able 
to gather information about prant colonies in some other parts of the world.  
Recently a colony established in Australia has caught their attention.  Its 
relative isolation from other prants, and the somewhat recent establishment 
(historically) of this colony means that we could gain valuable data and 
unique insights into prant life. 

“So, to make this detailed study we want to establish a colony of 
Australian prants in our lab.  Actually, it’ll be a colony of just one specific sub-
group of the prants in Australia.  We want to monitor it very closely with our 
RyrieScope.” 

Of course, I agree.  This is too good an opportunity to miss.  I’m 
developing a keen interest in what BoGHER is discovering about prants. 

The ElsieHay Prants 



Page 9

The new colony of prants obtained from Australia is up and running, and 
our scientists are madly RyrieScoping them. 

I must admit I’ve been impressed by the findings of our Oz-research 
Unit.  I’ve been greatly intrigued by what they’ve uncovered so far about this 
prant sub-group.  We’ve named it, by the way, the ElsieHay sub-group, in 
honour of Professor Elsie Hay, the scientist who heads up, and is playing a 
leading role in, our Oz-research. 

Larger And More Powerful Mandibles 
 The most noticeable characteristic of the ElsieHays is their larger and 

more powerful mandibles.  They’re waving them in each other’s faces, and 
snapping them at one another quite frequently.  But it seems to me that our 
scientists are making far too much of this feature.  I keep telling them I don’t 
dispute the fact of their bigger mandibles.  But from what I see of life in their 
colony, they’re not using them in any significant way.  They’re not attacking 
each other, or even looking for anything else to attack.  Even their bumping-
into hasn’t the confrontation or aggression that I’d expect from creatures 
with such well developed mandibles.  All their waving and snapping seems 
to me to be no more than a matter of show.  It’s more a ritual behaviour than 
anything else.  So what’s the big deal with all this stress on mandible size? 

It’s Martin who takes me aside quietly one day to explain what the other 
scientists hadn’t made clear.  “Look, DOC,” he tells me, “The issue isn’t 
about the use, or disuse, of their bigger mandibles.  It’s why they have them 
in the first place.  We just need to find out why ElsieHay prants have such 
potential weapons.” 

A Solution To The Mandible Puzzle 
At last the long wait is over.  Every one is looking pleased that all the 

research and theory testing has been fruitful.  Finally, it seems, we’re starting 
to understand why our ElsieHay prants have enlarged mandibles to snap at 
each other and wave around. 

Some archaeologists in Australia gave us the breakthrough we needed.  
We asked them to carry out an archaeological dig at the site on which our 
colony lived prior to its removal here.  We hoped their scientific digging may 
find evidence to shed some light on our puzzle. 

And it did.  Evidence was found that the colony contained numerous 
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individual prant nests — far more numerous AND significantly smaller than is 
usual in prant colonies.  It’s also customary for each prant nest to contain its 
own burial site; but the archaeologists were surprised to find evidence that 
many nests contained more than one burial site.  And there were discoveries 
of nests that had been abandoned.  I was amazed they could find evidence 
like this, and what these finding could tell us about the colony. 

At the same time our own scientists ran DNA testing on at least 75% of 
the individuals in our ElsieHay colony here to see what that might tell us. 

The results show that the ancestors of the great majority of individuals in 
our ElsieHay sub-group came from German sound-making states.  The rest 
came from Scandinavian or American sound-making territories. 

That sounded quite impossible to me.  So I got together with my 
DOCtorates team and we carried out Phonetic testing of the prants in our 
colony.  But that only confirmed the DNA findings. 

The other puzzle — how these prant ancestors came to be in Australia 
— was solved by thinking of many other fauna and flora (including 
environmental pests) that happened to end up in that country.  They just 
hitched a ride among all the stuff brought over by boat. 

Martin put together all the pieces of the puzzle for me.  “Our theory 
goes something like this.  At some time in the past (say 5 centuries ago) long 
before our ElsieHay ancestors came to Australia, life in their German sound-
making colony became more confrontational and argumentative.  We don’t 
know what brought this about.  But the conflict was causing havoc.  Nests 
were breaking apart.  The inhabitants of one nest would have nothing to do 
with those of another.  Difference of opinion inevitably caused separation.  
Sectarianism was rife.  To deal with this, larger and more powerful mandibles 
were called for.  And over time that’s what happened — that’s an 
acknowledged evolutionary development. 

“But then, our theory goes, conditions slowly changed.  Life in the 
colony calmed down.  Perhaps prants withdrew and isolated themselves from 
the whole situation by living in nests with those with whom they got on well.  
So the need for enlarged mandibles was no longer necessary. 

“It’s most likely that during this time the emigration to Australia took 
place.  Of course, these ElsieHay ancestors brought over with them their own 
different traditional ways of living, and their divisions.  But they had more 
room for their colony in this new country, so they could spread out.  That 
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further reduced tension and confrontation.  So again there was less need for 
larger mandibles.  By the time we moved them to our lab their mandibles 
had even shrunk somewhat in size. 

“Whether we’ll ever be able to discover exactly what it was that caused 
the evolution of bigger and stronger mandibles in the first place remains an 
open question.” 

The Present Harmony 
At the moment we believe that the kind of life lived by the ElsieHays in 

our lab colony is about as peaceful, as unified, as harmonious, and as 
contented as it has ever been. 

My team of DOCtorates have evidence of this, too.  They picked up a 
couple of sounds that give the impression of originally being old war-sounds.  
If you listen closely you can still hear just a trace of the conflict and tension 
that they once contained.  There’s “ellk aarr” (No, that’s not right; you are 
wrong!) and “yew ellk aarr” (No, that’s wrong; we are right!).  But now they’ve 
become no more than common and acceptable terms of mild disagreement. 

The DOCtorates’ phonetic testing, too, picked up residual national 
accents in the sound-making of some of the ElsieHay prants.  But no longer 
does that cause trouble — as undoubtedly it would have in the past.  

The only obvious and outward tension and splintering our scientists 
have noticed is restricted to a small number of individuals whose individuality 
seems to prevent them from agreeing, or joining in, with the majority.  They 
have formed their own very small splinter nests in remote parts of our colony. 

Our scientists are sure there’s been a developing peace-making trend in 
the Australian ElsieHay colony prior to their removal to our lab.  “We can’t 
accept that the far more peaceful and unified colony life we’re seeing in our 
lab is simply due to the move here.  It would’ve taken some time for a 
change in lifestyle like that to develop and become established.” 

“But,” they also tell us, “the close monitoring of prants in general, as 
well in our two colonies, tells us it’s possible that a tendency for 
argumentation and confrontation and division may still lie just below the 
surface.” 

I think those kinds of discoveries make our research so addictive.  What 
are we going to discover next? 
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But in saying that, our scientists also believe that the ElsieHays won’t 
totally destroy themselves as a sub-group.  “Not now, nor in the future.“ 
They’re convinced that even with all their division and confrontation it won’t 
come to that. 

The basis for this belief comes from another distinctive feature 
discovered about the ElsieHay prants in our lab colony. 

Another Unique Characteristic 
A team of scientists, led by Martin, noticed that the prant holeybook 

pocket on the ElsieHays is approximately 50% larger that those of other 
prants.  Evolutionary experts assured them that, like the enlarged mandible, 
this wouldn’t have developed quickly.  So our scientists acknowledge that 
this enlargement must have evolved well before the ancestors of the 
ElsieHays emigrated to Australia. 

Extensive and detailed examination of the enlarged pocket revealed 
that its size is due to the presence of a second book.  The whole lab was 
amazed by this discovery.  This extra book also gives the appearance of 
white ant holes in it, but they seem smaller and far more numerous than 
those on the holeybook.  So this second book (and here I wish our scientists 
would have dithered more) gained the name, the evenholeyerbook.  

Our scientists tell us: “The added evenholeyerbook provides the 
ElsieHay prants with a motive and a power for deeper cohesion than that 
which exists in other prants.  Of course, this power will undoubtedly also be 
used for more and deeper arguments among themselves.  But more 
importantly, this extra emotional power source is sure to give them a sense 
of separateness from other prant sub-groups.  This we believe will produce a 
sense of sub-group uniqueness, and help to keep them together — arguing 
together.” 

Future ElsieHay Research 
BoGHER is now planning to return our lab colony (at least most of it) to 

its original site in Australia.   Now that we’ve discovered so much about 
them, I think it would be fascinating to learn more about the significance the 
ElsieHays have (or don’t have) within the larger prant colony in Australia. 

How good it would be to find answers to questions such as these: 
• What interaction do the ElsieHays have with the other sub-groups of 
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the Australian prant colony? 
• How will their decreasing levels of argumentation and splintering 

affect their dealings with other prant groups? 
• Will there be any relaxation of the distinctive principles that unite 

them as a sub-group?  Will the ElsieHays become more open to an 
examination of the things that other prants see as important for the unity 
of their sub-groups? 

• Will they remain a fairly isolated nest in the world of prants, and also 
in the wider world of ants?  Or will they gain the courage to step out of 
their present comfortable self-confinement? 

• Will they be convinced that the ant-world needs ElsieHays — so 
convinced that they proudly show their colours?  Or will they realize that 
maybe they can give up their old traditions of the past to become part of 
a unified prant colony? 

The Inner Life Of Our Prants 
Returning our ElsieHays to their site in Australia has been put off — at 

least for the time being.  Instead a new research project has begun on our 
two colonies. 

This has arisen   Our scientists have made further refinements and have 
developed specialised add-ons to our unique RyrieScope analysis and 
prediction system.  Now the BoGHER has a greater ability to look at prant 
body-language and their interactions with one another, and compare this 
with human body-language and human social interactions.  And of course, 
we all want to be in on such ground-breaking research.  It’ll give us 
unparalleled insights into the likely thoughts and feelings of prants.  We’ll be 
going deeper into the psyche of prants (not just the ElsieHay sub-group, but 
prants in general) and finding out all we can about what we’re calling their 
inner life. 

Let me — very excitedly — give just one example of how this works.  
When our prants have any contact with each other our analysis system notes 
their body language.  It gives a rating to this interaction — including the 
physical contact they share (from a gentle nudge to an aggressive shove), 
their sound-making (from a loving hum to a loud angry clicking), the length 
of their interaction (from a relaxed and leisurely chit chat to a tense 
millisecond or two).  Then each interaction is compared with a similar data 
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base of human interactions.  The resultant match predicts the prant’s likely 
thoughts and feelings during that interaction. 

Those likely thought and feelings are what we’re referring to as their 
inner life. 

I want to stress that all our research is dealing with prants — not ants in 
general.  So it would be wrong to apply our findings to any species other 
than prants.  We simply don’t know (yet) whether what we’ve found is 
confined to prants or extends throughout antdom.  But we’re certainly 
leaning towards one of those two alternatives. 

Let me also include here a reminder of our earlier work tracing the great 
influence that the prant holeybook (and evenholeyerbook) have on prant 
behaviour.  It’s because of these books that this inner life is there.  It’s 
because of these books that prants have the power to maintain and sustain 
this inner life. 

The Inner Life Shows Passion 
The Holeybooks produce in prants a passionate devotion and loyalty.  

The surprising thing is that so far our scientists haven’t been able to 
determine exactly what it is that’s deemed worthy of this loyalty. 

“For a start,” our scientists explain, “our research suggested that prants 
exhibited this passion when they were defending their individuality, or were 
full of pride about what they had done, or had gained notable skill in doing 
some honourable task in the colony.  But closer examination showed that 
when they did things like that their behaviours, their body-language, their 
feelings didn’t completely match what happened in humans when they did 
those same things.  It was fairly close, but not an exact match. 

“Closer examination brought about another of our many unexpected 
and breakthrough moments in working with prants.  Our analysis system’s 
flashing lights called attention to the fact that the prant’s passionate devotion 
matched only one thing that humans (or at least some of them) are 
passionate about.”  “And what’s that?” I ask.  “It’s the passion, the 
fanaticism, the obsession shown by human sports fans when their chosen 
team scores a victory, however small that victory may be.” 

“So, at last,” our chief scientist announces, “we can be specific about 
the driving force behind the passionate devotion shown by prants.  Sports 
fans identify so closely with their favourite team that they regard any victory 
by their team as their own personal victory.  Prants are passionate about 
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something that has been achieved for them by something, or someone, else.  
And they’re passionately grateful for what has been done for them. 

“Of course, we’re still at a loss to know what that something is — and 
what or who has done this something for them.  But despite that, this  
research has taken us a large step forward.” 

The Inner Life Wants Change-for-the-Better 
Another interesting discovery regarding the passionate inner life of our 

prants (and this is not as dominant in the ElsieHay colony) is that in time they 
tend to show behaviours and feelings indicating they’re becoming less and 
less satisfied with the ways in which they’re expressing their devotion and 
loyalty.  As our scientists put it: “They seem to have a constant sense of 
failing to maintain the level of loyalty that they expect of themselves, or that 
others expect of them, or that the object of their loyalty expects of them.” 

One way in which they try to deal with this is by upping the level of their 
loyalty.  But this constant quest for perfection places a great strain on their 
passionate life.  It’s assumed that this strain will eventually lead to a lowering 
of their standards of ‘perfection’, or to some kind of emotional breakdown 
brought about by their failure to meet the standards they’ve set for 
themselves.  The monitoring of their feelings is producing evidence that both 
of these eventualities are happening. 

But there seems to be another way of dealing with the dissatisfaction 
about their level of loyalty.  There’s evidence that they ‘find’ another way, an 
alternate way, a better way, of showing their loyalty.  [Our scientists usually 
put find in inverted commas in this context because they’re at a complete 
loss to know where these varying ways of expressing their loyalty come 
from.] 

Our research reveals at least four different ways in which our prants show 
their devotion.  They have ritualised ways of jumping up and down in water; 
of prancing around on their hind legs; of forming themselves into circles of 
six or seven and rotating clockwise;  of lying on their backs while trying to 
outdo each other in clicking and squeaking sounds.  But we can find no 
evidence (yet) to indicate how and why these ways are supposed to express 
their loyalty. 

Much of their colony life can be devoted to seeking a better way — 
even the best way — to show their loyalty. 

Our leading scientist summarised what we’ve learnt about the prant’s 
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inner life in this way:  “The prant holeybooks are responsible for the 
existence of a powerful and inspirational prant inner life.  This inner life 
shows itself in an almost life-consuming passion to express loyalty to 
something (of which we are presently unaware) and to a desire to change 
one’s life so this loyalty is expressed in the best way possible.” 

Negative Effects In The Colony 
Because our colonies are made up of passionate individuals seeking the 

best way to live their passion, that constant pressure has some negative spin-
offs for the colony.  The most obvious is continuing disagreement, and the 
continuing existence of sub-groups with their own separate nests. 

Our scientists wondered whether (like human society) the age or 
maturity of prants may contribute to unrest and argument and disagreement.  
So our researchers conducted a series of age-related experiments. 

They adapted the Rorschach Ink Blot test, simplifying it and making it 
prant-friendly.  And the results were positive:  26% of the blots received the 
body-language of ‘attractive’ to mature prants while at the same time the 
body-language of juveniles was ‘unattractive’.  Another 23% of the blots 
were rated ‘unattractive’ to mature prants and ‘attractive’ to juveniles.  So 
mature and juvenile prants were agreed in their opinions on only 51% of the 
blots.  Our researchers thought that “all things considered, this gives a fairly 
clear indication that younger prants and the older generation do not see eye 
to eye on quite a few issues in their colony life”. 

This finding also sheds light on one of our earlier research projects 
dealing with the training of juvenile prants.  That research found that 
juveniles were opposing the normal training they were expected to 
undertake to prepare them for adult life (the prant-sound for this training is 
kha tah k’sm).  This indicates that even established patterns of prant colony 
life is a cause for conflict between young and old. 

In fact, that earlier project also uncovered even stronger opposition from 
younger prants.  Another prant-sound we identified was dhhok trin.  This is 
the knowledge of their inner life as it has been handed down over the 
centuries.  This knowledge has been the foundation of their colony ever 
since.  But now juvenile prants, and even some more mature adults are 
wanting some upgrading of that knowledge to make it more relevant to the 
style of life that has developed in prant colonies these days. 

So argumentation and conflict seems to be a continuing part of the life 
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of prants, and their stress on a change of life style for the better does 
nothing anymore to bring about a closer peaceful colony life. 

There is also evidence that an element of faddishness is connected to 
the changes prants make in the way they live out their loyalty.  This makes 
our scientists wonder about the possibility of personal manipulation and 
raises questions about the genuineness of these expressions of loyalty. 

Positive Effects In The Colony 
But our scientists also see positive spin-offs from our prants desire to 

seek the best way to live their passion within the colony.  That desire can 
unite the colony and bind them together.  It can promote continuing action 
for prants to understand one another, to talk things through, to open 
themselves to the opinions of others, to tackle any problem by bringing it 
back to the passion that unites them.  All that can only strengthen the colony 
and bode well for the future. 

The Future Of Prants 
Let me conclude with the final section of our most recent report on our 

work with prants. 

“We at BoGHER are sure of one thing.  Antdom needs prants.  The 
world needs prants.  They have played a significant role in the diversity of life 
in this world.  And will continue to do so. 

“But do they themselves realize this?  If they do, will they rise to the 
occasion, or will they need some outside help to do so?” 

Neil Stiller,

Oct 2019,
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