Presidential Address read at the Meeting of the

Anthropological Club at the University of London.

I think I cannot begin my address in a more appropriate !

manner than by paying my tribute to the author of that monu-

mental work s -egeMlVLrepoioan which has just reached its

completion, the third and final edition of the Golden Bough.
No more influential work on social anthropology has ever app-

eared either in English or in any other language. In the

 fen T
course of a quarter of a century the bough has -
G am“;" J TR T "’/ A

auge«oa&neﬂ the foliage of which offers shelter to a host of

students profiting by the inspiring atmosphere of the sacred

grove, The priest of Nemi reweel€. K on the other hand, has

gradually dwindled into insignificance or, to use one of the
author s expressions, become a stalking-horse to carry heavy
pack-loads of facts. But the great magician behind the scene

“Shows no signs of decaxZButfappears more vigorous than everA(

and makes us look for new waonders from his wand,

The Golden Bough is, jtegetker wWiircsehe side by side with
Primitive Culture, the greatest stronghold of the comparative
DL TS al gruve . T peFeesia s,
method iR social anthropologyg As such it has had to withstand
the heaviest fire from the enenmy s batteries} and latterly
the enemy have much increased in number, and the attacks are

-~

becoming more and more frequent. It max,be worth our while

to consider the nature of these attacks and the-suceess how




ar they may be regarded as justified.

P I ,

The compardtlve method starts from the fact that tnere

e

/
t -,

are groat simllarlties between the implements, weapons, obg—

écts of art, peliefs, customs, or institutions of differneyk

S
e L [

peoples in different countries.| The almllar phenomeua are

o
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classified into groups{ weapons, for example, are classed un-
der spear, club, sling, bow and arrow, and so forth; myths
are divided under such headings as myths of sunrise and sun-
set, eclipse-myths, earthquake-myths, local myths which ac-
count for the names of places by some fanciful tale; under
rites and ceremonies there are such practices as the various
kindﬂof sacrifice to the ghosts of the dead and to other
spiritual beings, ceremonies of purification by means of Water\
and fires, and innumerable other rites; under institutions
there are, for instance, marriage, clanship, chieftainship,
slavery, and under each heading there are subheadings, like
marriage by purchase, polygamy, ployandry, monogamy, and

so forth. In such couparleons 11t+1e respect need be nad foEJ
A - v >

date 1n hlstory or lor place on the m&p, the anc1ent SWlSS

1ake dweifer may be set éé&de be81de tne mediaeval Aztec,

A ~y €
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and the 0jibwa of! North America beside the Zulu of South Af-
/,/:m: S P

rica, nay even many items of tne life of the lower races mayAX
be compared with analogous proceedlngs of the higher,/ whlch
are not too far changed to be recognised as similar in kind,

and sometimes hardly changed at all., Thuese classifications

LA & it I a g /\_n'th
of the various ﬂetalls of cilture, A TylorA may e almost




vackt Europas samvete.




perfectly illustrated by comparing these details with the

spec:Lev of plants and animals as studied by the naturalist.
/7” "/ L / ("
"To the ethnographer, the bow and arrow is a species, the

Y at) 7 A
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habit of fTe*tening chlldren 8 skulls is a spec1es, the prac-

oy

tice of reckonlng numbers by tene 1s a epe01es. The geogra—

7
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phical dietrlbutlon of theee thinge, end thelr tranemlselon

r /,

from region to reélon have to be btudled as the natura“iet

studies the geobranhy of his botanical ano zoological species,”
T

But ztfde the antnropologiet 8 bu91nese is not restrlcted to

7

the task of classifying the varlous phenomena of culture with

a rlew to making out tnelr dietributlon in geoqraphy and hls—

4 et

tory. The object of every science is not merely to state and

analyse but to explain the facts with which it is concerned,

“An other Words, to give an answer to the question, Why{land

this is as true of an+hr0p7ogy as of any ‘other science. Fws,
; o e 3

e how, by making use of the comparative method, 'the an-

P

thropologist is able to flnd explanationsx often hypothetical

P

it is true, but not 1nfrequent1y conclueive or well nigh so(l

]

in many cases where dlrect ev1dence is Wanting. To take an

1nstance( from a field on which I have myself been working.

i" P4 T A

In 1nveet1gat1ng the practice of human sacrlflce among diff—

2 A AT -
: erent peoples and in different ages, I nouiced ite occurrence

under cmccumstanceefagmxmuﬁsncertaln deflnlte circumstances,
A "v/ %sz.t PR f’ ¢ 4
which, however varylng)preeent a etrlklng resemblance in a
O 2 7
point of V1ta1 importance for the explanation of the practice.

C‘\"d'-‘"" g

Human victims are often offered in war, before a battle, or




far they are justified.
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durlng a qlege, for the purpose of stoppinq or preventing

pao A > " o o b

epidemlcs, 1n order to put an end to a devastating famlne,

when tne earth ralls to supply the t)é'peonle w1th water; with

PR AP g

a view to averting perlls ar131ng Lrom the sea [or from rivers:

L,... A-.'ﬂ-f-,-rv-' ,‘, 5

and for the purose of preventlng tne death of eome partlcular

individual, especially a chief or a king, from sickness, old
A o ~ } ol . " _,' > . P L

age, or other circumstances., From these facts I thought my-
self justified in drawing the conclusion that the prac+1ce of

;’ Hott

»human sacrifice is, largely at least, asedon a metnod of
life-insurance, based on the 1deamof suostltualon{%ﬁoreover,
the famine-sacrifice and the principle underlying it led me
to e that also the frequent custom of securing good
crops by means of human sacrifice on other occasions may be
traced to the same principle, especially as there are obvious
1links between this custom and that of the actual famine-sac-
rifice; but this conclusion is more hybothetlcal than the
— e rer ,

first one./Pot the que tion, Why? may oe PU shea further still.
N PRSP T o N ";,4 N o ¢ v

WVhen similar U@&aeibg CuSuOmS, be11e¢e, legends, or arts are

found

L e 4 e e

e amoNg different leolle low is this similarity

ted for? In his pioneer work, Researches into the Early

,M‘”‘M
History of Mankind,f Tylor Jhswere tnls queetlon thus: "So*
‘fl_f /,, . P /At e PG ¢
metimes it xay oe aecrloed to Lhe kae Wbrnlvg of men ‘s LlhDS
Pl B & o P ,- _

under like condltions, and sometimes wt is a proof of blood

/ s # t 1 ~
relationship or of 1ntercourqe, direct or 1n01rect between
B o
the races among whom it is found." Dr. Frauer llneW1SG speaks/




veloped human mind among all races, which corresponds to the

esgsential similarity in their bodily frame revealed by com-

3 A

parative anatomy. But," he adds, "while this general mental
gimilarity may, I believe, be taken as established, we must
always be on our guard against tracing to it a multitude of
particular resemblances which may be and often are due to sim-
ple diffusion, since nothing is more certain than that the
various races of men have borrowed from each other many of
their arts and crafts, their ideas, customs, and institutions.,”

I make these quotations,

183, "eeTe—auohe these statewmeuAs as a reply to axeceonss—

P 2
en<wade charge made against the leading school of British
& e N ey Ao Tint RASvero Nead

Ao

anthropologists by*tﬁe‘?resiéenﬁzggazig Anthropological Sec-

tion of British Ausoc1atlorxaﬁ~abe‘hsu&d?ﬁ;aﬂ?qknﬁhummrHT”}n

F5 e st PN S~ SR

Q1 wlere 1mular1t1es are found in different
Z BALo K Aeboet

parts of the World’it is assumed by‘t&fg("almost as an axiom"

that these similarities are due to independent origin and de-

y

DY & -Mﬂ MI
Before I deal wrSiSes{criticism passed on the compara-
P o .
tive method OR_the~eeore ot tdem o tTheTMieTEnoet—omi-

GO ARG ens i eiiede,. I shall say a fewsf words with re-

ference to other objections raised to it. One objection is
LS W
that gx is hardly compatible with a supfic1ently careful scru-
(M / / Z 2 ) ot o % & & r

velopment.




,f 1ny of authorities and sources. This is obviously true. Every

VA

anthrozologlst who has mede use of the comparatlve method on

a large scale has good reason to cry peccaV1, and even he who
MM
merely dea1s with some special group oi(phenomena has rarely
[/

the same Opportunlty a8 the writer of & monograph on a certain

,‘/—\,\‘-ILM\
peopTe to subject his facts to a searching criticism. I empha~

/
s1sed thst4’*as_bh8‘seero in mj book The hlstory of Human

Marriage that, "as the s001ologlst is in many cases unable to
dlstlngulsh falsehood from truth he must be preparec to ad—
mlt the 1naccuracy of some of the statements he quotes," and
I,canpot possibly conceive how Dr., Graebner has ‘been able to
construe this admission into an sttempt to make a virtue of

T Are A
necessity. 3wt I think that a similar admission might be rea-

sonably expected also from abher*aﬁthrcpe}d?iebe”shaﬂ‘%y”se
anthropologists of other schools. /It is often simply impossib-
le exen for the most scrutinising critic to decide whether a

certain statement is trustworthy or not, amdewvermrtoRerm—s
. I a - r l:’y g J- J -]- Pm ,r a I! ‘1

A e
sodlQA. and it maz;be difficult to form a just idea even of

\

the general reliability of an ethnographical author. Dr. Graeb-
S 4 x .

ner, ames me-Lor guQlise~Curr ssdusbraiian—Race—A—=amr—in-

stauce ol this—T Iy et oo 4 rmt—Dr T Sraebre TS Th e

82 for example, considers Curr ‘s Australian Race to be so

worthless a book that he blames me for quoting it, whereas Dr.

Malinowski, who in his monograph on The Family among the Au-

A—‘-fd 4
stralian Aborigines: 84 hlS materials with Zke\ unparallellea(




care, considers that Curr had especially good opportunities
for observation and often refers to him; and I have no doubt

that e in the most important question where I Frefee~v used
b

him as an authority, that of group-marriage, was a more accu-

K

rate informant than Fison and Howitt. Generally speaking, I

must confess that I have become more distrustful of 2xAMriwo>

At e

ethnograpchical evidence the longer t#f€ I have myself spont
Dol gl

in the field. In my own field-work I made it long ago a,ru e

TS omeROE-TIONSXC peTOuen never to accept a statement made
by anybody but a native of the country,anddﬂiupdnukﬂ\#ery

make use of

information given me about a tribe by members of ang-e another

ot ARl APpece W)—
tribve, anﬂ;bhen,a&waye~%o—;;:Z&ﬂh¢maks~nmuﬁdanyﬂaf the more

or less unauthoritative character of the statement. I am also
somewhat suspicious of that, fortunately insignificant, portion
of my materiag! which I collected before I could freely con-
verse with the natives without the aid of an interpreter,
although my interpreter was a very intelligent and absolutely
trustworthy Moor, with a remarkable command of the English
language, who has accompanied me on all my journeys in Mo-
rocco in the course of the last sixteen yearsif?whave come to
the conclusion that even the best interpreter is apt to omit
details which, though apparently trivial, may be of the grea-
test importance for a right understanding of the custom or

VIO ~~R
belief in question or to let his attention odemebenedty slack-

P P, ,,‘Ml

Y
Zéh or to give an inaccurate meaning to expressions which baffle




£
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\\“““hliﬁdirect translation. I 'have, moreover, made it an invar-
iable habit to» repeat to my informants in full‘pneir state~-
ments so as to avoid all misunderstanding;}znd&this could hard-
ly be equally well done through the medium of an interpreter,

P
I cannot say that I asmyp—hermer regret the robbery to which I
_ Was a victim towards the end of my first four months'journey
in Morocco, when I lost all my notes together with everything
else I had with me, PRSP TIEINGaTme™ for that relieved
me of much material\ of a doubtful value. But when it happened

I was of a wemy different opinion; when you have been some

months in a country yoe(;gink you know more about it than

when you have been there as many years. Now I cannot say that
my standard of trustworthiness is exactly the same when I

am using other people's materials as when I am collecting my
own; it could not be the same, considering how extremely rare

it is that an ethnographer lets his readers know mlnutely

& A

how he has obtalned his 1nformat10n. Bu%‘@here is in the com—
9 ady / TR .
paratlve method itself a test whlch 1f carefully applied,

2 (/, “a -

gives the 1nvestigator some confldence in hls facts, namely

the test'of recurlence As Tylor puts it, "if two /independent
e o~
/~v151tors to different countries, say a mediaeval Mohammuedan
S e A Aty I

in Tartary and a modern Engllshman in Dahome, or a Jesult misg—

91onary in Bra211 and a Wesleyan in the FiJi Islands, agree

A P ) Z

in descrlblng some analogous art or rite or myth among the

people they have v1s1ted it becomes dPfficult or impossible
{:
(4% VL‘ \

to set down such correspondence to accident or wilful fraud."




A common argument against the comparative method is that
Ccccllonn
it detaches the phenomenon ef-ouisure from the organic whole
of which it forms a part and thereby easily represents it in
a wrong light. Customs and beliefs e are not the property of

individuals but belong to the whole social group among which

they are found,awd express its whole corporate soul-life. Hen-
MM

ce, they cannot be explained by the psychology of the indivi-

dual, but must, in order to be understood, be viewed in the
light of the wkeo¥e culture and social structure of the group
concerned, instead of being abstracted from their social con-
text :; ¥e classed together with customs or beliefs of other
groups. mwmwmzmmm—

! I think,
In this argument there 1s,nn»dgu%t a great deal of truth, as
well as exaggeration. I have myself expressed the opinion
that, so far as the lower stages of civilisation are concer-
ned, there are, next to sociological field-work, no other in-
vestigations so urgently needed as monographs on some definite
class of social phenomena or institutions among a certain
group of related tribes-- just because social phenomena are
not isolated phenomena but largely influenced by local condi-
tions, by the physical environment, by the circumstances in
which the people in question lives, by its habits and mental
characteristics. All these factors can be properly taken in-
to account when the investigation is confined to a gingle

people or one ethnic unity, but hardly vrimu-mhositundies

gomeé soclal institution as it exists throughout th%<uncivilis—
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Jed world. I presume that every book in which the comparative

method is followed contains a good number of facts which have
been classified under wrong headlngs on account of external
resemblances with other facts. There has been a tendency in
books of this kind to assume “that similar customs or rites
have their roots in similar ideas, even when pfactised by dif-
ferent peoples, and,?hls tendency has often led to ill-found-
ed or even obviously efroneous conclusions. It should be re—
membered that, especially among simple peoples, the ﬁeanstof
expressing ideas in actions are so limited, that the same kind
e e S

of activity or the making use of similar objects may very of-
e e -
ten have a different origin in different cases., To take an in-
- //14,‘ {,(,,
stance from the ceremonies practised at Weddings 'especiully
\ /' o O - > 1 P 4 o /

Moorish weddings:/ the eges 8o frequently used on these occa-—
/ b{‘ o o / &

sions are sometimes 1ntendee/to promote fecundity on account
of physiological oonnections;;sometimesjéo give good luck or
make the weather fine on account of their white colour,”some—
times to facilitate the consummation of the marriage on ac-
count of the fragility of their shellst“Many instances of mis-
taken classifications might no doubt be quoted from my own
writings, but as it is more agreeable to find faults with
others than with oneself, I shall choose an example from the
investigations 0f an esteemed colleague. In his book Primitive
Paternity Mr. Hartland'hBSrthowﬁ- shows that in various count-
ries bathing sn&fdsinksngbeizwa#er‘are practised as(methOQA

of obtaining children, and he traces bheae practicef to am
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an ancient belief "that pregnancy was caused otherwise than

by sexual intercourse."” In support of this view he quotes,

_besides many other facts, a statement of mine referring to

a tribe in the South of Morocco. It is there the custom for
a married woman, who is anxious to know if she will be bless-
ed with a child or not, to go to the sea-shore on Midsummer
day, and the two following days as well, and let seven waves
g0 over her body; then she knows that if she does not have
a child soon, she will have none at all, In this case magic
has dwindled into divination, as is obvious from a similar
custom practised in another tribe in Morocco, where the young
wife goes to the sea on the fortieth day after her arrival at
her new home, and, while the seven Waﬁig are going over her
body, says to the sea:-— "0 my uncle the Sea, I am troubled
with spirits, give me children and health." Now these facts
can by no means serve as evidence for a theory of primitive
paternity. In Morocco, at least, the effect which water is
held to have on ¥he fecundity eNwormren_ feuslt enimMeta is
only indirect, that is, it is supposed to remove ewr} the
evil influences which cause sterility, as appears from the
idea that an infertile woman or animal is troubled with evil
o Lhe /éﬂJJ*
spirits an%(that the very same procedure as is adopted as a
cure for barenness is also supposed to remove or prevent sick-
ness or misfortune in general., I must admit, however, ¥that

el londdawol-o0ne T porNLIA Ao in extenuation of
Mr. Hartland’s guilt, that in the article of mine from which




he made his quotation I had not expressly mentioned the Moo-
rish view of sterility. This case may be considered typical.
The mistakes made by anthropologists of the comparative school,
when they detach facte from their environment and interpret
them in their own ways, are largely due to the incompleteness
of their sources. Hence one of the chief defects of their me-
thod may be considerably reduced by the strenuous efforts of
field-workers to collect not only external facts but to enter
into the thoughts and feelings of the people they investigate
as also by monographs of the kind I already mentioned. There
is no real opposition between the study of a culturg}\phenome—
non as it 1is distributed among different races andféfgtudy of

it which is restricted to a particular ethniec group. I™Hireir
simply

mathvﬂs‘Btfror~stha$—%sy~beeauso”~{hcir methods differs because

e Ao S~ Ly 7{in«£¢/
the subjects differ. But m‘(mutualla__med each other. Wnilst
M/(‘_w‘.__,—(

the student of a custom or institution In its generality must
be grateful to the specialist who provides him with the re-
sults of his detailed research, swm-e¥8¢ the comparative treat-
ment ,0f whichybears out general resemblances eas-—wesi™as—3o-
CAA_2T=rasinldtfferemees, often helps the specialist to ex—
plain facts which he could hardly understand in full if his
knowledge were restricted to a limited area. The suitanesus
-

occurrencelof certain phenomena in many different groups may

prove that there is a causal connection between them, though

no such connection is proved by their dccurrence in a single

group. How often does not a fact appear in an entirely new




light to the specialist, when it is elucidated by analogous
facts from without? What rays of light have not savage customs
and institutions thrown on the history of civilised nations?
It is easy to critise the comparative method in the point we
are now considering, but it is impossible for any modern stu-
dent of human civilisation to ignore its results. The writings
of Professor Durkheim and his disciples are thoroughly per-
vaded by the te;z?ingsc%%z%%§Zschool whose method they have
s

S0 severely cri#{sed. Does not this show that there must be

exaggeration in their criticism? They have not sufficiently

X
considered an extremely simple but e q#tremely important

fact, namely, that all the different ethnic groups belong to
the same animal species, and therefore must present fwédomewbe
resemblances which have a deeper foundation than all differ-
ences which are @e the effects of the social environment.
How could we disclose these resemblamces by any other means
than comparison? How could we in any other way distinguish
that which is local from that which is general? Nay, how

could we fully explain the social environment itself without

E‘taking into account the mental characteristics of the human

.! species? I think there is eNuiski exlionce—tovermenrimt

sufficient evidence to show that innumerable customs and be-
liefs are not so closely interwoven with the social tissue
that they cannot with due precautions be abstracted from it
for the sake of comparison, and in any case we may expect to

find a specifically human element mingled with local &NYII-




peculiarities.

But if the French sociologists—— I except of course M,
van Gennep, who does not belong to the school of Durkheim—-
have underrated the ewnprnrmW homogeneous elements of the

human mind, I think they have on the other hand somewhat ww-

dexrwret overrated the homogeneity of the group-mind. That

the minds of men are profoundly influenced by the fact that
they live and act together is a truth which nobody doubts,
aINL_ a5~ The—Patd™that We implicitly recognise this when we
speak of the customs, beliefs, or religion of a certain people
-—-expressions which are much older than Bastian’s Volkergedan-
ke. But we must not forget that the homogeneity of thoughts
and actions inside a society is not absolute. As Dr. Leuba
puts it, in a recent article, "individuals d§ more than re-
flect social 1life; they modify it, for they are centres of
creative energy. Identical circumstances acting at the same
moment upon two persons will not produce identical effects,
for men are not identical. Why men differ is another problem.
Their differences are to be accounted for in part by the dif-
ferent circumstances, physical and psychical, in which they
have grown. I say in part, because it cannot be agssumed that
men are born identical, and because, different at the start,
they grow still more different, though living in the same
milieu,"” | This is true not only of civilised men but in some

degree, although in a very much smaller degree, of savages.
b b







whom he lived often drew his attention to the differences of
habite not only in didfferent groups of the same tribe or vill-
age but even in the case of different individuals. A native
said to him, for instance, "One man has one method of catching
the dugong, another man has another method." Among their cere-
monies there are such as are common to the whole tribe, but

there are many others,®hed especially ceremonies referring to
~ Al .
agriculture, hunting, and/othes_oeeupations, that are practi-

sed only by members of the same fdmlly or by single individuals
ol ¢

who have learnt them from some spirit or ghost appearing in

.

a dream, Dr, Landtman said it was hardlz possivle in every
acliinw

case to distinguish betweegtbeliefs which were general and

such as were individual; and Iwupross—tIMt—etiMer Tthnosra—
pht:s/have—msde,3\g;mi;a;_3a;@;;gnec:s&f/nsﬁfereneexawo?~qc—
ouxnedatn,their/m&nda\..gbnsidering that e such distinctions
are ae% generally found in ethnographical books, the ethnolo-
gist of the study must be warned against making &g liberal a
use of the term "collective ideas.”
A further argument which has been brought forward a—
gainst the anthropologists of the comparative school is, that
they have been so preoccupied with the idea of the indepen-
dent origin of custom and belief that they have entirely rag
Yesred failed to see the influence o exercised by the mix-

ture of cultures,|@Siher~wITh 0T WIeHOUUT e TVeomBanyins sl
e TSt TRCes N0 WTIRL_thetengulsnpenbetomged, I have al-

ready shown by quotations from highly representaZive writers «
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g ) #%au this accusation is hardly justified. As for myself I

man Beb 70 T
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should be high%y surprlsed s 3 4 ?&u&wﬁrihat any of my readers.
3 /”-’wtl" 4
‘thought that my grOuplng of resemblances implied the idea of
/ At
/ &z ’
flnaependent orlgln in every case; any such susp1c1on would

el ),/r‘ r\.» ‘.((.. &

indeed be o’y simply absurd considerlng that the resemblances
often refer to nearly related peoples or to different tribes

of the same people. The question whether a certain custom
V7 A r o
has sprung up spontaneously among the people or tribe who
practises it or whether it has been imported from eome other
XA 2 /I#L

people or COmmunlty, has not a&*&lg veen dealt w1th aq oelng

/.~/L‘./ 7»-/ef

more or less 1rrelevant to the eaeesnd~%esz&ea¢”$n/many"%¢ses,

d b Llsr APt

imhoes&hle~£o~aaewec" case and besldes, very often imposs-

S . ol adﬂ‘/{,{ /{/y ey ,_}Vv{‘}_
ible to answer. I cannot find that there is any r»esaloppeosidis

between tno*uempa»stzva—ecneo}"und the so-called ethnological

ot Lhe Cor—prrdie ghoeld;
scn,olﬂkherelégain the subjects of 1nvest1gaolon differ and

therefore also the methods. Both schools deal with resemblan-

=)
Ces@ruall ThidetNShe~Somparativesschoed of culture-phenomena;
//lf R —

but whilst the comparative school chiefly tries to find the

psychological and sociological origin of these phenomena,
$ ~

:Jthe etnuologlcal school is concerned with their Wanderings.
fmse~wor—kIMYe™~o ™ The two kinds of investigation supblement
each other, Im-erdeT {0 be -completertie—Thudy of=a~eeriain
batN\domet—~replate—eath-otier, and should-exewcd and their

o~ i~
sults should exercise a wholesome influence on each other;
) ‘,’s"'t
but they cannot replace each other. lo regard the ethnologlcal

C o ST Aoy Vot S ® €

analy91s of culture as the only task of the anthropology to-

day-—-as some German scholars seem to do—— is to deprive this
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”'01ence of its 1oft1est aims and also to alsrggard its mbst

\W}nport?nﬁx?chievéﬁé;ts. Ye% Ehe€p01ﬁt a%.isgaé ;sa£;£‘é6 much
the i;gitima:c;j} ‘of psycnological explenstions,f which the
German school rathe;’éis;ér&;‘fhgh denies, but A~ ’c;h;;r;aa;si»‘rm;}rhz
ﬂ;;;dlndepenaént~origlnwof cultural resemblances, which the
comparative schog}(aqquﬁes as a fact of very frequent ocgafgl 2
ence, altFOJgh it fﬁ&i&i}dﬁits the prevalence of bd??ow1ngi
or t;;nsf;réndébas well h;fzeikiwh;'oéléiﬁ;ted the ethnologi—

A »
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Fy
cal or "geographical" movement, suggested that tne idea of in-

dependent orlgln/is the anthropological equlvalent of the

spontaneous generatlon of the P¥ro biologist.! Dr. Graebner is

less radical, but nls sympathies are all in f&vour of culture-

F W::A contact. He malnuains that there is no criterion which may be
h"fﬂ ~" used to prove that similar phenomena of culture among differ-
_.v"}' oA N S 1o

2 ent peoples may have an indepeng origing it is no evidence

/,’ - that we are unaware of any contact between them. On the other

. hand, we know with certainty that innumerable resemblances

" ges_axes0\ either to primary kinship (UrWerwandtschaft) or

borrowing ( Entlehnung). This however, he admits, does not pro-

_ve that all resemblances are so., He lays down two main criteria

which enable us to daeecide_thket trace similar culture-phenomena
" to a common source: first, the criterion of form, as he calls

JA;‘““ it, that is, the coincidence of characteristice which do not
"“necessarily follow from the nature of the object, and secondly,

VR YT

. ot "‘"‘(“
“] s ~the celartidenae quantltatlve coincidence, that is the coinci-
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cence of several phenomena between which there is no necessary

and intrinsic connection. For my own part I cannot believe

that either criterion is sufficient to save the conclusion

from being a mere guess, unless thg peoples concerned belong

to the same race or may on linguisic:Auistorical or geogra-—
P,

phical grounds be supposed to have eowme~in contact with each
e ao SR o ¢~;2247 ,¢44W,427“ﬂf;7aﬂ~44

other; otherwise we might Wltg/Adair conclude that the North

£ X
e American Indians are the lost tribe of Israel, But even then

it may bc;diificult often be difficult or impossable to decide
s Sy

Wlth cert?lnty whether we have to do with a loan or not. Con-

S /V__\_,,'(.ﬂ ~

sidering how often absolutely identical customs are found among

races living in very different parts of the world, under cir-

cums*ances which exciude practically exclude all p0551b111ty
ad b2l 4 g P > urvy
of a common origln, /we have to take account of the fact that
F ol P
e 2 4 7
such customs may have grown up 1ndependently of one an6%her

also among peoples who have had much intercourse vetween them-
{/,. (.'- ~

selves or even blended together"this fact was constantly in

my mind when I mnxxbe~my>4nxﬂL4nr4mzrrsage\Ceremeﬁiaerisrﬂ&a?ocso

noticed the resemblances between the marriage ceremonies in

Morocco and those of Indo-European peOplec;)The more similar
two peoples are,the greater is the probability that the detsils

also new details in their culture should resemble each other;
%,,J v

from seeds of the same kind very similar plants spring up. Nay

/‘v 2 «‘,‘ ) rA - / A .*u

the very theory Wthh is so unfrlendly to the idea of indepen-

AD_F

dent origins has 1ndependent1y orlpinated in two countries,
/;,Cl“ 1~/" .

whose peoples are partly of the same stock and have had culture
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- ﬁ} contact also in later days, Germany and England. Dr. Rivers

/ﬁﬁfﬁ says in the address already referred to: "I have been led

quite independently to much the same general position as that
of the German school by the results of my own work in Oceania."”
If customs and institutions and ideas could speak, they might
also perhaps be justified in defending themselves against the
o B ey SR

P ",f - v A2
accusation of being mere »oens. Drvoraebrer Would-prebably
g : h&t .jy 3 A—l/d/"'“‘"’ /(,W* %7 . W
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several
dence of phenomena between which there is no necessary and in-

trinsic connection. I think a third criterion ought to have
been added to save the conclusion from being mere guess-work,

namely, that there should be also should be some
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