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The idea for this Journzl has come fronm the graduate
students of the Sub-Faculty of .nthropolozgy at Oxford: in
particular fron those at the Institute of Social inthropoloszy.
Papers given at graduate seminars, and prelininary ideas
arising fron work for the Diplonas and hizher desrees, very
often nmerit wider circulation and dlscuss1on, Wlthout
necessarily being ready for formal publication in professional
" journals. There is a need for sone intermediate forn of
exchange. The Oxford University Anthropological Society has
agrecd to act as publisher for this venture and has established
a Journal Sub-Cormittee for this purpose.

We hope to produce one issue per tern. .srticles will
be welconed fromn students in social and other brenches of
anthropology, and from people in other disciplines inter-
ested in social anthropology. Letters, corments,and reviews
will also be welcome. It is hoped that these essays in
anthropology will provide a foeus for the discussion of
- work being done at Oxford. ZFor the present, it is preferred
that the nain emphasis should be upon analytical discugsion
rother then on description or ethnography.

We have been extrenely gratified by the interest
shown in the Jourmal so far. We have . as yet not recouped all
the expenses of the first two issues and have therefore been
oblised to adopt a soniewhat less cxpensive format for this
present issue. We ask indulgence for this and also apolo rize
to those subscribers in othcr universities who have, in the
past, been kept waiting for their copies.

There are still a nunber,of Vol.l nos 1 and 2
avoilable. These wishing to purchase .any back issues should
write to the Editors enclosmnb 3/~ for no 1 and 4/3 for no 2.

Papers should be as short as is necessary to get the
point over. Lis a general rule, they should not excced 4,000
words. For future issues, pepcrs should be subnitted follow1ng
the conventions for citations, notes and refcrences used in
the ASA nonographs. -

Corrmnications should be addressed to the Editors
at the Institutce of Social Anthropolosy, 51 Banbury Road,
Oxford.
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SOCILL ANTHROPOLOGY LOGY LT OXFORD

Introduction

These notes ney be of interest to past, present and future

- students at the Institute of Social Anthropology. Further

‘details will be found in the following articles and
nenoranda, from which nost of the facts cited have been
taken:

1. E.E., Evans-Pritchard 'The Institute of Social
: » Lnthropology'!, The Oxford
Magazine, April 26, 1951.

2. .. e .i 'The Teaching of Social
' . Anthropology at Oxford',
‘Man, 1959, 180.

3. dnthropology at Oxford, Holywell Press; 1953, :
Menmorandun to the Genor@l Board on 'the Professorship

of Socigl Anthropology' subniitted by representatlves

of the Paculty Board of finthropology and Geography,1969.

4, - Proposod new Honour School of Anthropology:
omnuniCQtlon fron thc General Board, 1949. -

’ Pos1tlon in the unlver51tx

W1thout going into the conmplicated structure of the
university - Convocation, Congregation, General Board and
all that - this note should suffice. When Tylor lectured
he presunably did so (as Keeper of the University Museun)
to the few who were interested enough to attend, nostly
ladies. When Marett became Reader in Social Anthropology
in 1910 I suppose he lectured in that capacity to those
who registered for the Diploma in inthropology, the
University having given its recognition of the existence
of the subject by the setting up of the Diplona in 1905
(the first cxanination was held in the acadenic year
1907-08) under a Cormittee for inthropology. This was the
first course in Anthropology in = British university. In
1914 Social Iinthropology was recognized as 'the Departnent
of Social inthropology' with adninistrative and financial
- autonony.  Radecliffe~Brown changed, I think to no purpose,
its title to 'the Institute of Social Inthropology' by so
heading its notepaper. So we arc an Institute in nane, but
I suppose that we are in reqlity o Departnent of the

. Faculty. of hnthropology and Geography. _ _

In 1938 the Committee for Inthropology and the Board
of Studies for Geography (together with the Cormittee for
Geography) were joined together to form a new Faculty, the

. Paculty of .nthropology and Geogrqphy This seens to hev
becn done for adninistrative convenience rather than for
acadenic reasons, for the only acadenic association has
been that Ethnology is an optional paper in the Geography
Prelininary Exanination. Llthough we are nuncrically one
of the largest 'schools' in the University, Social

" Inthropology heas a very nodest representation on the
‘Faculty Board: one statutory nember (the Professor) and one
eleécted, in effect noninated, menber. This is because
Ethnology, Physical Anthropology(Human Biology) and
Lrchacology count as 'inthropology' since they were grouped
together with Social Lnthropology in”the/gld’Diploma in
Lnthropology.

/
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One or the other of our two representatives on the Board, or
both, is, or are, on the Lpplications Cormittee of the Board
which meets before the Board sits and advises the Board on
adrnissions and on the appointment of exaniners.

Therc are two Sub-Facultics of the Faculty, those of
nthropology and Geography, and everybody teaching” the one or
. the other subject ('Anthropology' in the sense as given above)
. belongs to the respective Sub-Faculty. Thesc are prlmarlly
consultative Bodices to which . the Board refers certain natters
for consideration and guidance; though I suppose that there is
nothing to prevent a Sub-Faculty initiating a discussion on
any natter, Nornally the Sub-Faculty of Anthropology neets
once a term. ;

“ Since 1969 student consultative cormittees have been
set up for the four corpdiient departnents of the Sub-Faculty
of Lnthropology. The comnittce for social anthropology at
present includes three research students at the Institute,
elected by their fellow students, and representatives of this
corriittee attend neetings of the Sub-Faculty for the discussion
of curricular and other natters relating to the running of the

Institute. , -

, ncoomnodatlon :
Tylor taught. at. the Pltt-Rlvers Museun; Marett taught first

. at BExeter College and then from.1914 in the adjacent 'Barnett

House' at the cormer of the Broad and the Turl. .In 1922 he
noved the Department across the Broad to 'fcland House!, a
building next to Blackwell's ‘bookshop. It was there that I
joined it. Then in 1937, when 'Acland House' was pulled

down in the -denolitions to make roonm for thée New Bodleian,we
were housed with the School of Geography at the corner of
Mansfield and Jowett Walk, The Geographers soon needed the
whole building for thenselves and we were also cranped, so in
1948 we nigrated once nore, this time to Museun House, Tylor's
-0ld hone, -in South Parks Road. Museun House was pulled down
in the acadenic year of 1951-52 to allow an oxtension for
Inorganic Chenistry and we noved to 11l Keble Road, once the
home of Spooner, the arch-eneny, according to Tylor of
anthropology. By this tine, however, staff and students had

go increased in nunbers that we had to ask for rore space and
in 1966 were allotted our present abode, 51 and 53 Banbury Road.

Teachlng Staff

What is now known as Soc1al Anthropology was taught at Oxford
under the general title of Inthropology by Tylor from 1883,

On hig retirement in 1908 his work.was. continued by Marett
(later Rector of Excter College), who frorm 1910 held a
University Readership in Social. lnthropology.  On his
retirenent a University Chair in Social Lnthropology was
instituted through the generosity of 411l Souls, to which
College the Chair was attached. Radcliffe-Brown was elected
to it in 1937. (He was absent in Brazil from 1942 +to 1944).

I succeeded hin in 1946 and I vacate the Chair this year(l970)
Ls far as social anthropology is concerned, Marett taught
gingle-handed till I joined hin in a rather insecure post of
Research-Lecturer in African Sociology at a salary of £300

in 19%5. When I was able to get out of the army in 1945 I
took up a Readership at Canbridge for a year and Fortes took
ny place at Oxford with a Lectureship (and the personal title-
of Reader); so when I took the Chair the staff consisted of
nyself, Fortes and a. Secretary-Librarian (Miss P.H. Puckle).
In 1947 we were joined by Gluckman and in 1948 by Srinivas. -
In 1949 Glucknan was elected.to the Chair at Marchester and
was replaced by Peristiany.In 1949 R.G. Lienhardt was
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appointed to a Lecturcship in the Institute, both Srinivas'
and his appointments being made by the Oriental Studios Board.
In the sane year, since it was no longer possible for one
person to act as both secretary and Librarian we obtained the
gervices of a part-tine Librarian (Mrs M. Sloss). In 1950
Fortes was elected to the Chair at Cambridge and Steiner took
his place. Lt the sane tine Miss Tew (now Professor Mary
Douglas) was appointed to a Lectureship (under the then
Connittee for Colonial Studies). So in 1951 the staff were
Evgng-Pritchard, Perigtiany, Srinivas, Lienhardt, Steiner

an ew, . "

In 1951 Srinivas left to take a Chair at the University
of Baroda and Dumont took his place. Miss Tew also left (to
get married) and Bohannan took her place. In 1953 we
suffored a great loss in Steiner's death, His place was taken
by Beattie. In 1955 Dunont resigned to talke a Chair in Paris
and Pocock took his place. In 1956 Bohannan left us to take a
" Chair in U.S... and was succecded by Needhar. In 1961, after
nany years of devoted service to the Institute, Miss Puckle
- retired as sccretary and was replaced by Miss Edmed, who left
in the following year. Miss iAllaway joined us as secretary
to the Institute in 1962. In 1963 Peristiany resigned to take
up the Dircctorship of the Social Sciences Centre in Athens,
Ardener took his place, In the sane year P.AL. Lienhardt was
~appointed to a Faculty Lectureship in Middle Eastorn Sociology

(an appointment made jointly by the University and St. Lntony's
College) in which capacity he beeane a menmber of our Institute.
Aftoer nany years of notable service Mrs. Sloss resigned as
- librarian, - In 1966 Pocock resigned to become Rcader in

- Social Anthropology at the University.of Sussex. Jain took
~ his place. From that time to now the.teaching staff has
renained the sane. Our present Librarian, Miss /[nderson,
joined us in . 1968. . S - .

The Library - - v
Thoe library began with Tylor's personal collection of books
presented in 1911 and added to by his widow in 1917. It has
constantly been added to and the total library now conprises
gone 7,500 volunes. Included in this cstinmate is the Skeat
collection:of Indonesian books and manuscripts. There are
valuable runs of nany journals and a large nunmber of off-
prints and brochures based on the Solignan collection. The
care and naintenance of a library of this size is too much
for one librarian and we really nced an assistant, or at any
rate a part-tine assistant librarian. Ls befits a largely
research Institute, the books are all on open shelves and we
~ have sustained losses. It is difficult to know how these can
. be avoided without detriment to research. On the wholo the
- Tylor Library, and the Balfour Library of the Pitt Rivers
Museun: supplenent rather than duplicate each other.

. Nupber of Students _ L
Before the second European war there were never rnore than
about 10 students, and often fewer than ten. 4L few figures
will show how considerably the nunber has increased since.
- For the years 1946 to 1951 therec was an average annual total
of just under 43. Betwoen 1946 and 1958 the annual average
of students who sat for the Diploma in inthropology was 8,
for the degrec of B. Litt. and B.Sc. 18, and for the degree
of D, Phil. 15, giving a total averagc of 42 (excluding:
'recognized studentseﬁ. During the period 1961 to 1968
there were 185 candidates for the Diploma. Since 1949
143 students at the Institute have been awarded the degree
of B, Litt. or B.Sc., and during the sane pecriod 83
dissertations for the degree of D, Phil. have been success-

. fully submitted. I should add that it is not just that the

nunber of students has increased but that, in ny estimation,
their intellectual and scholarly standard has, on the whole,
risen also.
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, For various reasons the University has had to restrict
its inteke of students, and Boards, Colleges and Institutes
(like ours) have been told that they ney not take in nore
Students than the quota allotted to them. We have about a 30
intake, though we can go up to 36. As it is very exceptional-

. for us to pernmit a new gtudent to register for = B,Litt.

(or. B.Sc.) or D. Phil. without having first taken the Diploma
thls neans that the quota is nore or less for the Diplona.

Dlstrlbutlon of Students ‘

Having in nind that we should contribute not only to Oxford
but also to scholarship in a wider. world we have always

-~ welconed students fron forelgn countrics and a fair nunber

have come to us from EBurope, the nnorlcas,'usia, ifrica,
Canada, fustralia. and, New Zealand. The provenance .of
candidates for the Diplona in Soesial Anthropology in the

years 1961 = 1968 was Oxford 45; other British Universities
44;.U.8.4. 39; other Overseas Universities 46; others llpainly
total 185, The 45 who took their degrees at’ Oxford were /fron
the humanities or seml-hunanltles, .and ,this has been the

case 31nce the Diplona was flrst 1nst1tuted.

Courses and degrees

‘We .are a postgraduate departinent; so all students who come to us
have already a degree in one or other subject. We advise all
. students, whatever their hcadenic background to take the
Diplonia in Social Anthropology = a year's course (though
occasionally a nan will take two years over it). Sone stop
at this point. Others spend a second year in working for the
degree. of B,Iitt. or B.Sc.), (our Board pernits a nen to
work for elther)from literary scurces, and this is so common
that we are inclined to regard the Diploma year and the B.ILitt.
(or B.Sc.) year as a single two year course. The B.Litt.
requirenents are a thesis and a written paper based on the
thesis. Those who wish to continue, with the intention of
neking a career in social anthropology, then work for a D,
Phil. degree, usually;based on field~research, which
" generally entails 2 years in the field and a further year
for writing a thesis for the Doctorship. Thus a profe531onal
 training takes about 5 years.
Pron tine to time we have what are called 'Recognlzed
Students'. These are persons of senior status who reside in
the university for a short tite and are not registered for a
degree but are permitted to attend lectures, use libraries,
and so forth, as though they were. ‘

- Tylor had tried to get a degree exanination for
anthropology but his projcct was: rejected by the University,
rmch to. his chagrin. I and others spent four years in
drawing up a syllabus for an honour. School, but in 1949 the
proposal was rejected again, this time’ alnost nen, con.by
the General Board, I nust confess that I was ruch relieved
when it was turned down. I believe that we are the best,

and best-known, postgraduate school in the world and I thlnk
we can be happy if we can remain so. It is possible that the
new Honour School in the .Human Sciences will develop into
sonething like a School: of Lnthropology. It is well, however,
that we are going to partlcipete in it withow?® loss of our
autonony.

Diplomas

Until recently ‘the Diploma was a comblned course of Social
inthropology with Physical fLnthropology, Ethnology,
Conparative Technology and Prehistoric Archaeology. The

. exanination papers. were however heavily weighted in favour of
Social inthropology (three papers on Social inthropology, one
general paper on all subjects, a presc:;bed area paper
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(mainly Social Anthropology), an essay, a practical ( in
technology) and a viva voce); and the great najority of
students have alrnost always:begn primarily interssted in

that subject. As each and all of these subjects expanded it
becane obvious that they could not continue to be combined
in a one year's Diploma course save on a very superficial
level. Sc in 1965 we were split up, though still under the
general title of 'Anthropology and Prehistoric Archaeology!,
into four separate Diplomas: Human Biology, Prchistoric
Archaeology, Ethnology and 8001al Anthropology. This was not
entirely what we wanted but it was all that could be obtained
at the tine and was a move in’ the right direction.

. The paperg in the Socizal Anthropology Diploma examination
now are: (1) History, Theory and Relation to other Disciplines,
(2) Ecology, Economics and Technology, (3) Kinship, Descent
and Marriage, (4) Political and Jural Relwtlons ?5 Ritual
and Symbolisn, (6) Prescribed Area or Topic, (7 Essay.

- There is also a viva. voce.

Supervlslon

The Institute practises the tutorial systen traditional in
the university, that is to say that each of the Diploma ‘gtudents
writes an essay for-his !'tutor' (now called his !supervisor')
once a week and receives individual ingtruction in what used
to be called a ‘'private hour'. The teaching staff have always
divided up the Dlplona students botween them, and since the
load of teachlng is heavy (added to by one of the staff being
ugually absent in a sabbatical year) the Professor has taken
hls share of 1nstructlon..chh tutor decides for himself what
lectures he shall advertise in the University Gazette. There
is no attenpt at plannlng, but it works .out that we more or
less cover the Diploma topics. During the first two terms
seninars are held, and we usually get anthropologists fronm
outside to give the papers.
B.Litt., B.Sc., and D. Phil, students receive such guidance
- ag they require and ask for, on their reading and in the
writing of theses for examination. They are divided among the
‘teaching staff in accordance with their special interests.

Scholﬁrshlp

We are not very well off for these. The oldest 'is the Coltart
Scholarship in Anthropology which is in the gift of Exeter
College, of which the successful. candidate becomes a menber,
It is awarded for a year in.the first instance but can be
extended. It is worth. about £150. The Bagby Bequest which
cones under the Fqculty Board, is for research in urban,
literate cultures in accordance with anthropological
principles and methods., It is worth about £750 a year and is
renewable up to three years in 2l1l. ITastly, the Ionma
Evans~Pritchard Scholarship . is. (in .consultation with the
Profedsor of' Social Anthropology) in the gift of St. Anne's
College. It is for a woman cornducting research in the field
of African studies and woxking for,an Oxford degree, and it
is at present advertised at £400 a year,.and like the other
scholarships is renewable. The only other university: -
resource we have to help a student is our. Graduate Assistant-
ship worth £500 a year. This post in the Institute requires
certain duties to be performed, but nay be regarded more ox
less as a scholarshi
Another gcholarship ?worth about £3,000). whlch should be
vnentloned here is the Swan Fellowshlp awarded by the Curator
of the Pitt Rivers Museun.in consultation with the Professor
of Social Anthropology and’ the Reader in Phys1cal 4Anthropology,
for Studies in connexion with the Batwa, which is to say for
research among the pygry and pigmoid. peoples. Since this.
- scholarship was accepted by the University in 1955 it has
been given to ethno-archaeologists and not to students of
ex1sting peoples.



‘- 108 -~

- The Social.Science Research Council has ten subject
committees, one of which is for social anthropology. Candidates
for the Diploma and the B.Litt. are eligible for quota and
pool awards., In 1968. twelve awards were made but only ten
were taken up, In 1969 eleven awards were made.

Publloatlons'

‘The only official Unlvers1ty'ser1es (comlng under the
direction of the Faculty Board) is Oxford Monographs on. Social
Anthropology. ‘This was started im 1957 and is restricted to
‘theses of unusual merit, So far six volumes have ‘been
published and there are a number awaiting publlcatlon. What
might be called a gemi-official series, since it is published
by the Clarendon (University)Press, and is in effect run by

- our Institute, is the Oxford Library of African Literature.
The first volume in the series was published in 1964; 15
volumes have since appeared. There are others on their way.

I might add that though there is no direct institutional
relationship between the Institute of Social Anthropology

and the Clarendon Press there has always been a close

personal relationship between members of the Institute and the
Press, both as publishers and as friends. Under this heading

I rmust also mention the recent venture of some of our students,
the Journal of the inthropological Society of Oxford. - -

It should also be mentioned that the Professor began in the
acadenic year of 1946-4T7 to subnmit to the University a brief
annual report on the activities of the Institute and this is
now expected of him and .is. publlshed at the end of Trinity

- Term in the University Gazette.

Relatlons with other dlscigllnes

I think I may say that we are now, after some strained periods,
on good terms, both acaderic and personal, with our colleagues
at the Pitt Rlvers Museun (Bthnology and Prehistoric
Archaeology). Co-operation might be closer' if the Museuin had
a new building in which it could display its nagnificent
collections to better purpose. We are also on good terms with
the Professor of Race Relations and the Reader in Physical
Anthropology, and also with our colleagues at the School of
Geography.

Our Institute and its members have a long record of co-
operation with other humane disciplines, and several of us

", have supervised postgraduate students working under the

direction of other Boards, e.g. Theology, Litt. Hun., History
and Social Studies. In the past we had ruch to do with the
teaching of Cadets and Officers in the Sudan and Colonial
Services. .This stream has dried up, but something perhaps
-more important has taken its place.‘ Social Anthropology is

a compulsory paper in the B, Phil.. in Indian Studies. It.1s

a. scheduled subject in the B.Phil. in. Latin-inerican Studies.
In the. proposals for the B.Phil, in Modeéern. South Asiamn
Studies the schedule of Subjects includes Social Anthropology.
Social.Anthr0pology is a subject.in the schedule of the
proposed B,Phil. in African Studies, As carlier. mentioned it
will also partlcipate 1n the new. Honour School 1n the

Hunan 301ences. :

Lectures

The Frazer Lecture on some social qnthropology subject is
delivered at Oxford every four years (at Cambridge, Glasgow
and Liverpool in the other years). The Vice-Chancellor has
always consulted me, in effect asked me, to nominate the
Lecturer. The Marett Lecture oh. some social anthropology
subject is delivered at Exeter College every third year (in
the intervening years it is delivered on a philosophical or
archaeological subject). I ha¥e usually been consulted by the
Rector of the College. The annual Myres Memorial Lecture is
given in rotation on a subject within the’ field of ancient
history, Europcan and Near Eastern archaeology, historical
geography and ethnology, with special reference to
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Mediterranearr lands. The lecture is delivered ewery other
year. I suppose that a social anthropologist could-be invited
to lecture under the title of 'ethnology' but so far no one
has been asked to do so. The Professor is not gx-officio a
nenber of the Board of Managenment, though he, or any of his
colleagues, could be appointed by the Faculty Board to serve
on it, as the Faculty Board nominates two of its nembers.

- A -
Stipendary Fellowships and Hon. Degrees

A1l Souls College now advertises each year Visiting Fellow-
ships for a year or six months, as those selected wish, The
Professor, as a Fellow of the College, nay put forward a nane,
but the conpetition is severe. There is no restriction with
regard to nationality. So far the only socizal anthropologist
to have been appointed is Prof. Fred Eggan (1970). The College
also from time to time advertises Research Fellowships and one
of the subjects listed in the advertisement is social
anthropology. 8o far no social anthropologist has been
awarded one of these Fellowships. Other colleges sometines
advertise Research Fellowships for which an anthropologist
night be eligible. The advertisenents appear in the University
Gazette (and sometimes elsewhere). Four such appointments
have recently been nade (at-St. Catherine's, St. Hugh's, New
College and Merton). Council decides who are to be given Hon.
degrees. ' So far the only social anthropologist who has been
honoured is Prof. Claude L&vi-Strauss. These degrees are
sparlngly given and any proposal has to be strongly backed

Extra—Institute Actlvities

Closely associated with the Instltute is - the Oxford
University Anthropological Society.. It was formally
constituted at a meeting in Exeter College in January 1909
and held its 500th neeting on Wednesday, 25th February,1953.
It is thus one of the oldest University societies. It holds
~about 10 neetings a year at which lectures are given. It

has recently (Hilary Tern,1970) brought out the first number

of the Journal of the Agthropologlcal Society of Oxford, the
editors of which are students at the Ingtitute. .
Appoimtments -

A1l I have to say on thls toplc is ‘that" since I have taught
at Oxford no student who endured the full course of his
acadenic career has failed to obtain a good post in a
departrent in a University, were he so ninded. I think that
these favourable circumstances still peéersist. During’ the
past 20 years 179 students have been awarded post-graduate
degrees- in Social Anthropology. Of these, over 20 now hold
appointnents at full professorial level and well over a

- further 100 hold Readerships or Lectureships. Between then
they have published nore than 70 books, as well as
innunerable articles, on a w1de range of subaects in ‘Social
Anthropology. ' : . .

E. E. Evens-Pritchard.
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- Description, Meaning énd Social Science

I would llke to. 1solmte and refute brlefly,
sorie of the gross. mlsconceptlons advenced by ‘Clammer in his
“éssay "ThHe fnelytical and. Phenomenological Approaches to the -
Social® (JASO 1.1 Hilary 1970). The following three are on the
whole representative of the tenor of his arguncent: :

1. Description (in some sense which phenonenology
attributes to this tern) is "fundanmental to accurate
understﬂndlng of .what is happenlng Ain the world".

2. The role of the social sciences is to understand

. the neanings . that people give thelr social
behaviour.,

3. Soclety 1s the object .of phllOSOpthal enqulry.

. o . Merkeau—Ponty hﬂs advanced the
phenonenological gtandpoint in sinple unequivocal terns.
Phenomenology is e matter of describing, according to hin,
not of explaining or analysing. When Husserl recormended the
return to. the "things themnselves", he wag rejecting sclence
at the very start. The demand for pure deséription excludes
equally the procedure (i) of analytical reflection and
(ii) that of scientifis explanation. The axionatic basis of
this position can be put 2s follows: the world is there
before any possible analysis of nine, Looking for the world's
essence is not looking for what it is as an idea once it has
been reduced to a. thene of discourse; it is looking for what
it is -as a fact for ug, before any thematization.

In short, phenonenology wssunes that
o theory-independent description of. the world is possible
qnd advocates a return to such description. But can there
be such a thing as a theory~independent description in
either the natural or . the. social sciences? Kuhn has argued,
quite plausibly, that the "facts" of natural science are only
determined as facts within a preglven theoretical framework,
a paradign Zchhelard's term is "problematic"). "No
language restricted to reporting a world fully known in
advance can produce riere neutral and objective reports on
'the given'" (Kuhn:126). Thus the "scientist who sees a
swinging stone can have no experience that is in principle
rore elenientary than seeing a pendulun, The alternative is not
sone hypothetical "fixed" vision, but vision through
another paradign, one which nakes the swinging stone
sonethlng else" such as constrained f£all., If this argunent
‘is valid (and Clamnmer does not show why it isn't), what
would a phenorienological description be? 'Describing what
there is' does not seen to correspond to’ any known
experlence or procedure in the practlce of natural science.
"Now this argument applles a fortiori to
the sociﬂl sciencés. . I the’ natural sciences know what
"geientific fact" is, the social sciences do not - at Ieﬂst
not at the nmonent. fis in the natural sciences, &0 in ocur
experience of the social, our perceptions are fixed in
- advance, structured by nodels which we have each internalized
unconsciously. The difference is that in the former the
scientist's perceptions are determined by paradigns, that is,
nodels which have been rigorously constructed as part of a
geientific practice and which the whole scientific cormunity
accepts for a given epoch; in the latter our perceptions are
deternined by non-rigorous nodels, and there is no single
nodel accepted unoninously by the entire comrwnity: these
"rmodels" are not paradigns in the strict sense; they are
closer to what Marx calls "ideology" and Levi-Strauss
"conscious nodels", This radical difference between the
two situctions, that of the natural scientist and that of the
sociel gcientist, explaine why in the second it is rore
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difficult - and has hltherto proved inpossible ~ to elaborate
a ‘coherent unlform concept of a “scientlflc fact." :

_ So far the argunent has asserted two separate theses:
(1) that neither in the social nor in the natural sciences are
there such entities as "pure facts", because in both cases our
experience is theory-dependent; In nelthor case are pure
descriptions ever possible. (2) that the kind of "theory" which
deternines perception in the one and in the other diverges

- radically. Thus it would be difficult to find in the social

sciences any honologue of the following fact of chemistry: that
a nolecule of water is nade up- of two atoms of hydrogen and
- one of oxygem. . .

Clammer's first prop051tion is therefore based on a2
radical nisconception of the structure of experience. It could
only nake sense for a world in which the "data of experience"
vare fixed and neutral, i.e., for a world of which we have no
experience.

The second propos1tlon is asserted as. a dogma, it is
nowhere argued for., In the forn in which it is presented, it
is clearly untenable or only tenable at the cost. of
elininating fron the field of the social sciences two of the
‘nost decisive advances that were nade inm: it in the 19 century:
historical nmaterialisn and psycho-apalysis. It also,
incidentally, nakes nonsense of structural anthropology -a
, consequence which is perhaps not imnedlately obV1ous. '

: "The neanings. that people glve thelr gsocial
behaviour and institutions": subjective nmeanings., The
1mpllcatlon seens to be the following: either (a) there are
only 'subjective neanings' in the world, neanings which nen
consciously produce.and 1nternelize or.(b) phenonenology is
inadequate, because there are certain neanings which can
escape the consciousness of social and historical “actors",
i.e. objective neenings. As far as I lmow. Beln and
Nothingness was the only work to argue for Slnce then
Sartre has abandoned this pos1tlon.“The Crltlgue de la
Raigon Dialectigue is about a world in which people’s comscious
' intentions, their pro-jects, are .constantly producing other-
" neanings: a process which Sertre describes variously as
- Walienation","reification" and contrefinalité&?y That (a) is
a completely untenable position is obvious fron psycho~-
analysis which takes it as axionatic that behind the nmeanings
nen consclouely attribute to their acts are other deeper nmeanings of
which they are wholly or. only half. conscious; fron narxisn
which precisely holds that the meaning men give (i.e.-
consciously confer on) their "behaviour" and . "institutions"
is never idantical with the real néaning of their “behaviour"
and. "institutions" (theory of 1deology), fron structural -anthropology
which holds that social structures are entities independent
of men's consciousness of then ( i.e. the way nmen apprehend
. then consciously through a certain systen of neanings/ -
conceptual scheme) and fron .the inage which nen form. of ther.
~ What unites narxzisn, psychoanalysis and. structural-
. anthropology is precisely the theory of illusion which each
‘elaborates. If the role of the social sciences is to under~
‘stand the neesnings that people give their social behaviour
and institutions - and only that - then they rmst imprison
thenselves within illusions -~ they "rmust" because that is their
"role®!' But if that is not their only role, if beyond
conprehending conscious ueanlngs, they rmst disengage the gap
(distortion) which separates the 1llusion fror:the reality, the
spomtaneous consclousness of a structure from the structure
itself, then phenonenology is, as Levi-Strauss has said, only
a p01nt of. departure,




If phenomenology were identical with the totalizatiom which

is science, neither historical naoterialism, psychoanalysis

nor structural anthropology would be posgible, or, at any rate,
not as gciences.If they are not scientific, qnd this is what
Clanrer 1s arguing, he. does not’ show why.

It is difflcult to see what the last of the three
propositions neans beyond saying what has already been said
in (i) or (ii). If by "philosophical enquiry" we are to
understand "phenomenological enquiry", then the argunents
egalnst this have already béen: proposed above. If the enquiry
is "philosophical" for a related reason, nanely that it resorts
t0 "notive" explanations rather than casual ones, then the
argurients against (ii) are valid agsinst (iii). It is however,
worth maklng the p01nt by a dlfferent route,

The 1dea that only'"motlve" explanations are valid in
we social sciences springs fron a fundwuentally idealigt

conceptlon of society. And this-precisely is the re~
getionary and inept conception Winch offers us-in his little
book, We are told, for exanple, that "social relations are
expressions of idens about reality" . (Winch;23), There are two
concepts 1nvolved here and 1t Would Ye worth separatlng then
for a noment _

Flrst there is the notion of "social relatlons". These

o Winch are the particular. relatlonshlps which are established,
by sets of rules, between roles. Winch's concept is therefore
the traditional one faniliar, for example, from functionalist
anthropology. It refers to a rore or less irmediately perceptible
world of social interactions. .Next there is the notion of
"reality". This, however, seeris to be only a nore _
conprehensive tern which includes social relationships

as one conponent and everything else as the other. . So the
proposition seems to anount t6 the circularity: "social relations
are expressions of 1deas about (social relations)" i.e.,social
relations are what nmen think they are. Who are these "nmen"
however? They include monks and workers — to quote two of
Winch's exanples.  So the socigl relationships into which workers
enter are. the relationships into which they think they enter.
~ What happens however, if two groups of workers conceptualize
their relationships in dlametrieally opposed terns? If sone
workers believe that they are the objects of . exploitation, -that

a fraction of their labour is stolen from then by the boss -~
while another group thinks that by their work .they are
benefitting the "national ecomony" - that as members of a .
"ecountry" %rather than say as nenbers of a. class) it is their
duty to work as hard as the’ management who of' course "know"

this too is part of their "ideas"), requires? What becones

of their: social. relat10nships° Can these be different. for any
two workers though they work in the Same factory, for the

sane wage, and in most other respects ‘hawve a sinilar Matatus"?

' Or, to transport the argunent to a sllghtly less
rundane level, which are the true social relationships in those
. gsocieties whlch superirpose on an asyrmetrical class systern a
syrnetrical nolety systen?’ Obviously the relationships pertaining -
to their moiety systen, -In short, Winch's idealisn radically
eliminates the distinction between conscious and runconscious
models, experience and reality, ideology and science. It makes
science inpossible, for if the "appearance of things coincided
with their essence" what would be the purpose .of science? And
what else does "social ‘relations are the expressions of nen's
ideas of reality" nean except that? Winch would like to

- privilege 'cormnodn sense' which is 2and has always been "the
practical wisdom of the ruling class" (Gramsci) How would Clanner
reconcile this with the concept ofa "crltiCﬁl phllosophy"
(Maxrcuse)?
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Clamner's synthesis would put the social sciences_hack thrée
hundred years, successively eliminating the work of Montesquieu,
Marx, Freud, Durkhein, Levi-=Strauss...Perhaps this work is the
product of an overactive iuagination prone to netaphysics? In
.which case this interesting view should be justified at greater
length. What, for exanple, does Clammer think about the following
- passage from Durkhein %quoted in Winch: 23) as.an exanple of a
view which conflicts w1th his owm: o . S -

"y con91der extrenely fruitful the idez that social
life should be explained not by the notions of those

. who participate in it, but by nore profound causes
which are unperceived by consciousnessee.."?

o , Jairus Banaji.
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Winch and the Socisl Determination of Truth

The issues I qut to raise here cwn be regarded . as a
direct follow on fron sone that have been raised in previous
issues, Basically the issue at stake is how do we understand
an alien belief system, - This I want to suggest comes very
.c%ose to the question of how do we understand another language
at all. _ .

o The way I shall approaoh this question is through
sone purely formal considerations: relating to the. possibility
of alternative logics. My nain task will be. to reject what
night be called a Winchian approaeh to gonie. of these issues.

‘ A wide range of writers has been attracted to the
: idea that truth and logic are culture or conmtext dependent.,
Sociologists of knowledge such as Mannhein, and Durkheln and
Mauss agree that the genesis of a proposition is not under all
circunstances irrelevant to its truth. For Mannhein the task
- for the 5001ologist of lmowledge is- 10 analyse ‘the "perspectives"
associated with different social. pOSitions, the "orlentations"
towards certain neanings and values which inhere in a given
soclal position where an individual "outlook" and "attitude"
is conditioned by the collective purposes of the group and to
study the conerete reasons for the different perspectives which:
the sane situation presents to the different pogitions in dt,
His interest is in situations where social structures come 1o
express thenselves in the structures of assertions, and inm whab.
sense the former concretely deternine the latter (Mannhean'l936)
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"In Prinitive Class1flcatlon Durkhelm and Mauss argue
that orlglnally there is a casual; gensetic relation between the
categories in different languﬂges (sueh: as space, tine, quantity)
qnd loglcal relations (such as deductive walidity) and that .
society's social relations, "Thus logical heirarchy (i.e. of

- exclusion ‘and inclusion) is only another agpect of social
heirarchy." Again logical relations between things are based
on the social relations of nmen. "Logical relations," they
argue, "are thus, 1n a sense, domestlc relations." (Durkhelm
“and Mauss. 1969)-. :

: ’ Th;s view is ﬁlSO shared by sone- phllosophlcally—
ninded- social anthropologists and philosophers interested in
the social sciences. ILevy-Bruhl suggests that "primltlve thought
_violates our nost deeply rooted mental habits.” (Levy-Bruhl:1922:
" 48). It is prelogical in that it is "indifferent rmost of

the tine to contradiction" and cormitted to a view of casuality
"of a type other than that fanilier to us." (ibid:85)

Winch argues to a conclusion very sinilar to that of Durkhein
and Mauss at, the sane tine attenpting to give his argunent a
general phllosophlcal justification. For Winch, "our idea of
what belongs to the.realn of reality is given for us in the
language that we use." (Winéh: 1958:15). Similarly "criteria
of logic +..., arise out of and are only intelligible in the
context of ways of living or tiodes of social 1ife"(ibid;100)

to the extent that "logical relations between propos1t10ns
thenselves depend on social relations between nem,"(ibid:126).
For Winch, standards of rationalify between societies do not
always 001n01de. Indeed rationality itself in the end comnes
down to "confornity to norms", (Winch:1964:318).

Whorf has also claired that what counts as true’ and/or
what counts as valid reasoning is relative to particular groups.
"When anyone, as a natural logiciamn, is talking about reason,
loglie and the laws of correct thinking, he is apt to be
narching in step with purely grammatical facts that have sone-
what -a background character in his own language or family of
languages but one by no neans universal in all languages and
in no sense a cormor substratun of reason.' (Whorf:1956:211).
For Whorf, then, logic and ontology literally recapitulate
phllology. '

. Also philosophers of science such as Kuhn (if Iukes
‘is to be believed here) have been tenpted by this view. For
Kuhn, when sciéntific paradigms change, in an inportant sense,
worlds change too., After Lavoisier discovered oxygen not only
was +the world seen dlfferently, but it was different. Accord-
ingly, Kuhn suggests, there is a need to revise the traditionmal
. epmstemologlcal V1ewp01nt of Western philosophy that changes
in secientific paradlgLs carry us closer and closer to the
truth. (Kuhn:1964:125)%

Slmllarly loglcians have spelt out in sone detail
what alternative logical: systems night look like in purely
abstract terms. Intultlonxsts objectlons to the traditional
. propositional calculus have led to the developnent of a
- propositional calculus that neither eontains the law of excluded
‘niddle nor adnmits of its subsequent insertion. 'And in logics
based on' quantun mechanlcs the dlstributlve law breaks dowm.

In the article Are there Altoer Alternetlve Loglcs9
(Walspann: 1968), Waissmonm suggests weys in which it is
possible to comstruct languages to which our fanmiliar
Aristotelian two-valued logic' does not apply, that is, a
language in which a prop031tlon is not always true or false.
.In faect, Walsnann argues the possibility of rulti-valued logics,
*which lnvolve rellnqulshlng what night be regarded as-
intuitively obvious logical axioms such as excluded niddle,
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non=contradiction and so omr is- already-lmpllclt in ordinary
language. Ordlnary English, e,g. he suggests is = loose
congloneration in which fragments of dlfferent logical systens
are discermable. - A logiec, he suggests, is always an
idealisation of the condltions we neet in a given language, Just
as nathematical geometry - (e.g. o Buclidean geonmetry of three-
dimensional space) is a refinenent of the rough date obtained
by neasuring solids. And as the existence of nom~-Euclidean
geonetries denonstrates, just as observations obtained in this
way cen in prineiple be built into various geometriss, so the
conditions we find in a given language allow of an idealisation
in nore than one direction. In other words the process that
leads to. a different logic 1s not unlquely deternined by actual
usage. e

: I now went to con51der speciflcally'W1noh's position.
Hls argunents have been rehearsed sufficiently in earlier
editions of this Journal to nake repitition here unnecessary.
Let ne start by assuming Winch is arguing for an-extreme forn
of logical relat1v1sm;

_ Con81der the dlfferent Ways in Wthh a belief or set
Of beliefs could be said to be prins facie irrational; (A belief
for congenlence can be: char%cterlsed as a. prop031tion accepted
‘as true).- ,

o Beliefs are said to be irrational,
a) if they are inconsistent or self-contradictory
b) if they are partially or wholly fqlse .
cg. if they are nomsensical .
d if Yhey dr'e situationally sp901flc or ad hoc, i@ not
unlversallsed ‘becouse bound to particular occasions :
ey 1if theée ways in- which they come to be held or the -
nenner in which they are held are seen as deficient
in some respect. For example (i) the beliefs nay be -
bagsed on irrelevent conmsiderations (ii) insufficent
‘evidence (iii) Ehey may be held uncritlcally or
unreflectlvely

' Now I think, with Iukes, one can give good a priori
reasons for regarding some: criteria of truth and validity (or
nore generally criteria of rationallty - and by criterla of
:rationality I mean rules speecifying what would count as a.

- reason for believing sonething (or actlng) ).as universal, as
relevantly applicable to all beliefs in any context while
others are context-dependent, that is are to be discovered by
investigating. the context, and are only relevan¥ly applicable
to beliefs in that context. And I shall argue (with Iukes
against Winch) that 211 beliefs can and rmust be evaluated by
both context—dependent ‘and context—lndependent crlteria.

- In any set of beliefs in society S one can ask two
dlfferent types of gquestion: .

1) What for S are the crlteria of ratlonality in
general

2) ‘What are the approprlate crlgeria to apply to a
given class of beliefs in 8,

* . 1) Now as Iukes has rightly put 1t, 1nsofmr as Winch
seens. to be saying thet the answer to the first: .question is
culture-dependent, he rust be wrong, or at least we could
never know if he were right; indeed we could not conceive what
it would be for hin to be right. (Lukes 1967 260)

For in the ‘first plmce the existence of a gorrion
'reality is a necessary precondition of our coning to understand
Sts language at all. This does not mean that I and nembers of
S are going to agree on all the facts. As Whorf put it
"language dissects nature in different ways". "What must be the
case is that S must have our distinction between truth and
.falisty if we are to understand its language, for if per
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dArmpossible it did not, we: would be unlee to agree about what
counts as the successful identification of publlc (spatio-
terporally located) objects." Sinilarly if 8 is to engage in
successful prediction it rmust presuppose a given reality of
events which are predictable.™" Both prinmitive and noderm nen
predict in roughly the sane ways; also’ they can learn each
other's languages. Thus they each assunie an independent .
reallty Wthh they share " : .

: This argument and I have been follOW1ng Lukes'_
statement of it here, is put fairly rapidly. The nain poimts
can be nade clearer in the following way. In The Linits of
Irrationality Hollis spells out this argunent as follows;

“attributing what have been called universal criteria of
rationality to-8 is not a natter of enplrical discovery, but
‘1s presupposed by the very'process of comlng to understand
S's language. _ .

To understand utterances in S's language Hollis
~suggests the translator rmst relate them to another and to the
world. "To translate then: into English he needs to relate
gore of then to the world, since in relating an utterance to
others he does not learm what it means unless he dlready knows
what the others nean. Ultinately he needs a class of
utterances whose situations of use he can specify. Now these
can be specified either as he hinself sees them or as his
infornant sees them., But this.seens .to suggest the specif-
ications night be differenti" But: if this could be possible
.he couldn't begin at-all. "For his only access to native
perceptions and specifications is by translating what they say
about what they perceive. . He would therefore have to translate
before discovering what they perceive and to know what they
-perceive before translating. There would therefore be no
way into the circle, The class of utterances which fornm the
bridgehead of his advance rmst be -one for which his
specification and his informant's coinecide."(Hollis:1967:266).

That is there are two critical: assunptions which are
nade in the very act of oomlng to understand S's language viz
1) that the informant perceives nore or less what he perceives
,and 2) that they will say riore or less the sane about it.

That these are assumptlons is demonstrated 1n the following
Way. . _ , ;

: Suppose the translator rfets hlS brldvehead by

pinning down the .native counterpart to the En glish sentence
*Yes, this is a brown cow',: Thére are no counterparts to

pin. down unless the native pereeivesbrown cows’ and agserts
that he does. For since these are the conditions for truth-
fully asserting the above in Emglish they are also the .
conditions for truthfully asserting the above in 9. -Now this,
as Hollis suggests, is banal enough. But it is not a
hypothesis that anthropologists share certain percepts and
concepts,hypothesis which later success in translating confirms.
For this hypothesis would be irrefutable., In order to
question the perceptual and conceptual basis of the bridge
head, the translator would have to ask his informant What he
percelved when confronted with a brown cow and whether his
utterance was to be construed as an assertiom. Also he would
have to understand his answer. But he can neither ask nor
understand unless he has a bridgehead. . Consequently he cannot
refute the hypothesis by establishing a rival omne. At nost he
can draw a blank and fail to produce a translation at all.
But even this would not justify the tramslator in attribvuting
idiosynecratic linguistic or perceptual processes to merbers
of 8. It would only serve to suggest they had mo language at
all, : : T o
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Nor is the hypotheses confirmed with suecess. The
translator has discovered (roughly) what native sentence to
pair with the original; but he has not discovered that the
natives peérceive a brown cow when they utter the sentence. For
if that were in doubt so would the pairing be. And, as has
been argued already, if both are in doubt, there is no way
into the circle. Similarly, although it is an empirical matter
to discover how the informant signals the difference hetween
assertion and denial, ‘'yes' and 'no', ‘'true' amd 'false!, and
by implication our notion of verification, it is not a
hypothesig that they have gsuch distinctions. "For to check such
an hypothesis the translator would have to establish the
meanings of utterances in the bridzehead independently of
whether they were used to correct what was taken to be true.
But this cannot be done as their translation depends on what
linguistic function they are talten to perform, Consequently
the only alternative to finding an overlap in concepts. and
percepts is to find nothing at all." (ibid:266).

- If this is rig ht then the assertion.comprising the
bridgehead will_have'to be coherent and indeed true. Again
it looks as if notions of coherence and truth in S need not
coincide with the translator's. But if this is taken as a.
hypothesis another vicious circle is generated. "For the only
way to find terms (in S) for relations among utterances is to
translate the utterances and then to interpret the linking
tcevms 8o that the utterances are linked coherently. Equally
the only way to find the native sign of assent is to translate
the utterances and then to interpret whatever sign accompanies
most of the true . ones as assertion: Bubt this makes it
inpossible for alternative concepts of coherence and truth to
show up. If these concepts were in doubt, the franslator would
have to know what they were, before he could translate the
utterances. which they linked, and would have to translate the
utterances in order to find how they were: linked. Again there

 would be no wey into the circle." (ibid: 267)

I should add here that although these ﬂrguments seem
to me to be valid I think Hollis' g account of thé notion of
'bridgehead' is rather misleading. ‘Clearly ome doesn't decide
that 'Yes, this is a brown cow'is truc by fiat, so to speak,
and then go on using that as 2 point of leverage into the
language. Any translation of a native utterance is always
hypothetical and open to confirmation or revision. Rather it
is the specification of the situation in which the translator
elicits the native sentence and which has to be common to
translator and informant if translation is to get going at all

that is not open to conjecture and refutation or. confirmatlon.'

: My arvument so far then. has been that 1n order to
attribute a language to 8§ at all they must possess our eoncept
of verification, negation and affirmation.as applied to
c‘ssertions about 2. comnon reality. : : _

It may be obaectedithat there is nothing here that
Winch would :in fact deny. Well even if this is the ‘oase it 1s
_ certainly not clear from what Winch himself says.

Now Quine (Quine 1969) has taken this argument about
'the inevitable grafting of the translator's logic -onto the
language -of the informant a step further (and. although 4t is
-not strictly speaking relevant to my arzument here I think
he raises some centrql questlons for translation theory)

Quine's arnument can bc outlined ‘simply as follows.
Picture the enthropologist in the proverbial jungle situation

starting from scratch when learning a native language (the
presence or absence of an interpreter nmekes no difference to.
the philosophical point). -Buppose a rabbit Tuns by qnd the
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tive utters !'Gavagai', The anthropologist duly notes down
'Rabblt' in his notebook, subject of course to further confirn-
‘ation. But although this is the necessary starting point of any
'process of trenslation (and by implication, any understanding
cf the llngulstlc utterances of a person using even the sane
languege). It is also the starting point for problems in
translation theory, at least for the anthropologist, sensitive
to the possibility.of  fundamental differenoes between oonceptual
systens of the Whorflqn kind.

R Qulne 1llustrates this in the follow1ng way. Stirmlus
synonyny. of the sentences 'Gavagai' ﬁnd 'Rabbit' (stirmlus
cynonyrny neans the stirmdius condltions that prompt the two
sontences gavagai and rabbit are the same) does not even
ruarcntee that 'gavagal' and 'rabbit'! are coexstensive terns
( i.e. terms true of the sane things.) The informant's sentence
'Gavagal! could. refer to rabbits, or mere stages, or brief
temporal segnents of rabbits. In either evertthe stirmlus
_situations that prompt assent to f'Gavagai' would be the sane
o8 for 'Rabbit'. Again stimulus meaning would register no
difference when Gavagai is taken as 2 singular term naming
a recurring universal or a general term. The same problens
Quine argues arise for our articles and pronouns, our singular
‘and plural, our copula and our identity predicate. The
inportant point is that over any range of given stirmlus
conditions, the informant nay mchleve the’ sane net effects
tF cough linguistic structures. so different that any eventual
congtruing of our devices in the native langusage and vice-
versa can prove unnaturwl and largely arbitrary.

For this reason, Quine suggests, translation (or
understandlng) suffers from a very radical kind of indeter-
ninacy. By this he means simply that conceptual schenes can
vary radically but undetected by the translator. In its
"sinplest sense this can be put by saying two nen (i.e.
translator and informent) and also two speakers of the same
language) could be alike in all their dispositions to verbal
behaviour under all possible sensory stirmlations and yet the
neanings or ideas expressed in their identically triggered
‘and identically sounded utterances could diverge erlcally
for the two nen 1n a w1de range of cases, -

_ Now although it looks as if Quine is running an
extrene Winchian relativism here the emphasis is I think
quite different and in fact distinctly un-Winchian. '

Consider truth functions such as nebatlon, logiecal
oonaunctlon and alternation. By reference to assent and
dissent Quine argues we can state semantic criteria for truth
functlonlnb, i.e. criteria for determ.n:.nb ‘whether a given
native idion is to be construed as expressing the trith
function in questlon. For’ exanple the semantic criterion
for negation is that it turns any short sentence to which
one will assent into a sentence fron which one will dissent
and vice versa., ‘Quine's point is thdat when we find that a

native oonstructlon fulfils one or another of the ‘senentic
crlteria we can ask no rore towards an understending of it.
ind as Quine points out, this i1l accords with a doctrine of
~ prelogical nenthity. To toke the extrene case suppose the
informant asserts as true a sentence in the form 'p and not
p'. Now this clain is absurd under our semantic criteria.
And, mnot to be dognatic, Quine asks what oriteria night one prefer.
‘"Wanton translatior can nake natives sound as queer as one
pleases. Better translation imposes our logic upon them and
would beg the questlon of preloglcallty if there were one to
beg". - _ _ .

o And as Qulne p01nts out, Malinowski spared the
Trobrianders the inputation of preloglcallty by so varying his
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translations of terms, from occurrence to occurrence, so to
sidestep contradiction. ILeach protested but provided no clear
solution for the issue. And as guine remarks, it is understand-
able that the alternative of blaming the translation of con-
junctions, cupulas or other logical particles is nowhere
considered, for any considerable complexity on the part of the
English correlates of such words would of ccurse present the
working’ translator with forbidding practical dlfflcultles.

The maxim underlying Quine's logical and methodological
charity then is that one's interlocutor's silliness is less
likely than bad translation. TFor translation theory, as Quine
puts it, "banal sentences are the breath of life".

Behind all this is Quine's main point that all
trenslation proceeds only by means of a number of analytic
hypotheses which extend the llmlts of translatlon beyond where
independent evidence can exist.

Such analytic hypotheses of the translator, for
example, involve Segmenting heard utterances into conveniently
.short recurrent parts thus enabling the translator to compile
‘a list of words. Various of these he hypothetically equates
to English words and phrases in such a w.y so as to conform
to the presupposition that for example observation sentences
can be translated or that truth functions can be translated.

In other words it is "only by the outright projection
of prior linguistic habits that the anthropologist can find
(eeg.) general terms in the native language at all, or having
found them match them w1th his own."

: The method of analytlc hypotheses as Qulne puts it
“ig 4 way of catapulting onesself into the jungle language

by the momentum of the home language. It is a way of grafting
exotic shoots on to the old familiar bush until only the
exotic meets the eye." From the point of view of a theory of
tranglational meaning however the most notable thing about
analytical hypotheses is that they exceed anything implicit

in the natives' disposition to speech behaviour. a

It is worth mentioning here that Quine's principle
of charity is interpreted by Gellner in Concegts and Society
(Emmet and MacIntyre:1970) as being not an indlspensable
methodological requirement but as evidence of a moral desire
on the part of the anthropologist to be "tolerant, understand-
ing and 1iberal, to refrain from an uncomprehendlng and

presumptlous superiorlty in one's attitudes to other (notably
prlmltlve p) societles."

This leads me to my second objectlon to Wlnch This
is. that 8's language mist have operable logical rules and not
all of these can be purely a matter of convention. Winch
states that 'logical relations between Eropositions..;
depend. on social relations between men,  But if this implies
that the concept of negation and the laws of non-contradiction
and identity need not operate in S's language then it must be
mistaken for if the members of S do not possess even these how
could we ever understand their thought, their inference and

"'arguments° (This follows from Quine). Wlnch half sees this, as

Iukes rightly suggests, when he wrltes that the possibilities
of our grasping forms of rationality different from ours in an
alien culture are limited by certain formal requirements
centring round the demand for consistency. But these formal
requirements tell us nothing about what is to count as
consistency, just as the rules of the propositional calculus
limit, but do not themselves determlne what are to be. values
of P Q, ete.s :
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But as Lukes p01nts out thls is merely a nisleading way of
saying that it is the content of propositions, not the logical
‘relations between them that is dependent on social relations
oetween nen. (1967: 262) : . ‘

It follows: that 1f S has a. language it must minimally
possess criteria of truth (as correspondence to reallty) and
logic which we share with it and which simply are criteria of
rationality, in that they constitute the formal conditions for
the pos51b111ty of understanding utterances by nembers of S.

So far I have been concerned Wlth fairly formal
objections to the most extreme imterpretations of Winch's
plurallstlc gocial sollp31sm. :

: Now I do not Want to deny that members of S night not,

agalnst a background of universal criteria of truth and logic,

adhere to beliefs which systematically violate these criteria.

This in fact seems -to be typical of the ethnographic situation.

What I do want to argue however is that these context-

dependent criteria are in Lukes' phrase 'parasitic' on non-

- context-dependent criteria., That is where there are second
“order beliefs about what counts. as true avd valid, those beliefs

can only be rendered fully intelligible as operatlng against

a background of such criteria,

Consider the following example from Gellner's Saints
of the Atlag - (Gellner:1970). -

According to Gellner the concept of 'baraka' possessed
by Moroccan Berbers which means variously 'enough', 'blessedness'
and 'plenitude' and is believed to be manifested amongst other

thlngs in prosperity and in-the power to cause prosperity in

" ‘others by supernatursl means has the interesting character of
viclating three of the most advertised categorlcal distinctions
favoured by contemporary linguistic philosophers,

- 1) It is an evaluative term, but it is used as.though
it were a descriptive one; possessors of baraka are thought of
as possessing an objective characteristic which is empirically
discoverable

2) In a8 far as it is treated as an objective
characteristic of people manifest in their conduct it could
only be a dispositional one - but it is treated as though it
were the name of some 'stuff' (e.g. it can be transmltted

between persons by neans of spitting into the ‘mouth),
‘ 3) its attribution is really a case of a perform-
ative use of language - people become possessors of baraka
by belng treated as though they were posséssors of it - but
-it is also treated as .though its possession were a matter
wholly independent of the wolition 6f those who attribute it.
This is.essential to the working of the Berber polltical
life, Two connents can be nade here: ' ,

- . 1) Concepte which like the concept of 'baraka'
consistently ride roughshod over the performative and
descriptive use of language would only be socially (and indeed
logically) possible against a background of social behaviour

" where the logic of performatives was not confused systemat-
‘ically with the logic of description. Social behaviour such

as naklng pronises or economic-contracts would be inconveivable
unless in gencral the social 1mplicatlons of performatlvcs

were clearly seen and adhered to.

. Now all this raises the general question of what
understandlng in this sort of situation will consist in. To
gay with Winch that use is mecaning is justification simply
seens unhelpful. What is added in the way of comprehension
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by saying that as far as Berber political concepts go the
Berbers always live, as it were, in a conceptual dinension of
their own in which our categorical boundaries do not apply? But
.as Gellner rightly suggests, we can sometines only make sensc
of the beliefs in question by seeing how the manipulation of
concepts and the violation of categorical boundaries helps it
work. It is precisely the logical inconsistency of 'baraska’
which enables it to be applied according to social need and to
endow what-is social need with the appearance of externﬂl

. gliven . end indeed authoritative reallty.

= My third obaeotlon, then, is the one Lukes rnekes
. wlthough in a sllghtly different context. He points out that
it is only by assunming non-context dependent criteria of
rationality that one can "raise questlons about the social role
of ideology and false consciousncss,"(Lukes: 1970) And. he
‘quotes the Soviet historian Joravsky as saying that the only
way to prove which beliefs have performed-what functions in
the social process is to study the beliefs and social processes
from the vantage point of genuine knowledge: Consider the
belief, Joravsky suggests, that was mandatory in Soviet Russia
during the thirties: that land helongs to the people and there~
fore colleective farmers hold their land rent free. This
presents a specific verifiable statement ~s a logical
consequence of a vague but. stlrring principle. But the
historian of Soviet .ideology in his effort to discern the 5001al
functions of various types of thought should begin his
analysis with the observation that rent has exzisted in the
Soviet Union, whether or not Soviet leaders have been aware of
it. Similarly we cen add that the student of Berber ‘political
ideology should begin with the observation that 'baraka' is
an ideological construct of Berber political imagination.
Gellner nmakes roughly the same point when he suggests that
Winch's extrenme form of logical charity blinds one to at least
- one socially significant phenomonon viz the social role of
ﬂbsurdity.

, Winch however does have somethlnb to say on this point,
in criticising Weber's-account of socioclogical understanding.
As Winch interprets it this consists on the one hand of -

" Yinterpretive understanding'! of the meaning of a piece of

" behaviour which is basically a psychological technique, a
- cage of imaginatively putting oneself in the other fellow's

position, and on the other hand .providing =z casual

- explanation of what brought the behaviour about. Casual

explanation for Weber involves forrmlating statistical laws

based on observing what happens, thus enabling the observer
to -prediet what the agent will do on a future occasion. Now

Winch disagrees with the latter part of this when he suggests

'uwnderstanding!' a piece of behaviour or utterances is quite

different fron forrmulating statistical laws about the likely

occurrence of those same words in the future, "A nan who
understands Chinese is not .a man who has a firm grasp of the
statistical probabilities. for the occurrence of the various
words in the Chinese language (Winch:1958:15). Understanding
rather consists in "grasping the 'point' or 'meanlng' of what
is being done or said." 1b1d 115). _

- But although Wlnch glves no further examples of what
he neans here I think one can fairly easily provide one., To
understand why a Nuer holds his fighting spear in his rlght
hand is not to be able to prodlct that on certain occasions

" in the future he will hold it in his right hand, but is rather,
as Evans-Pritchard does in his chapter on -spear symbolisn, .

to spell out the symbolic significance of the right hand for
the Nuer, how it stands for masculinity, virtue, the -
patriline and so on., And as ¥inch rightly suggests, the notlon
of nmeaning here should be carefully distinguished fron that
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of function (although of course this does nothing to refute
Gellner's or Joravsky's p01nt) v

» My fourth objection can now be put in this ‘way: Winch's
rather amorphous notion of a form of life provides no means of-
deciding what is relevant to understanding a belief systen.
Does understanding a belief systen comsist only in elucidating
what the informants normally say a scet of beliefs mean? I can
illustrate very simply what I nean with the following example:
In Twins,Birds and Vegetables (Firth:1966) Firth found
sufficient evidence in extraneous, unverbalised bits of Nuer
behaviour, both in and outside Evans-Pritchard's particular
volune, to cast considerable doubt on what Evans-Pritchard and
Levi~Strauss interpreted the twins = birds. formula to nean.

So, how, even in a ninimal sense, are we to construe what the
equation signifies for the Nuer? It is worth adding here that
Nuer Religion is the ome work of Evans-~Pritchard's that Winch
recomrends for accurately applylng a Winchian methodology. My

01nﬁ here 4is that there 15 1n fact no such nethodology in

J.nc . .

My fifth objection concerns a second kind of issue that
can only be raised by assuning non-context—dependent criteria
of rationality, i.e., why certain beliefs continue to be
believed or cease to be held. For it is only by means of the
application of rational standards of truth or validity that
the nechaniams and secondary elaborations that protect
irconsistent or unverified beliefs against predictive failure
and falsification can be identified; +this would apply both
to the working of Azande magic and, according to Kuhn, the
practice of 'normal sc1ence'

This point relates generally to the question of
social change., It seems that if, as Winch argues, that truth
and validity as applied to belief systems is entirely intermal
to then why do people ahendon religion or magical beliefs or
scientific paradigms in the face of intolerable ancmalies which
as Iukes points out clearly camnot be intermal to the paradigns.
This applies not only to the rejection of a get of beliefs by
rational criticism but where, as Durkhein observes, conflicts
arise not between a society's notion of the ideal and the
rationally dlscornuble real but between two different (possibly
equully'irratlonal) 1de.1s - guch as when a cargo cult re-
places the missionary's Victorian Christianity. “Winch either
seens to be offering a view of society as a perfectly integrated
gsysten in the old extreme functionalist sense or else must be
regarded as hoving nothing to say on this at all.

_ (The next point I take straight from Lukes' The Social
Doterminntion*of Truth,) ' '

Cnlly by assumlnn the ex1stence of non-context—

" dependent : criteria of ratlonallty can one raise questions
about the discrepancy between, say, the conscious nodel

- of a tribe's narriage system and its actual structure. The
issue here is not just one of the differences between an
unverbalised and a vérbalised structure (e.g. the Iatrmul
work with several principles for determining the preferred
gpouse, although as Francis Korn has suggested not all of
these ‘will be given equal verbal enphasis) but where the
stated rules conflist with actual practice. I take an
exanple from Iukes. Marx's description of the 18th century
ideas of society as being composed of abstracted and isolated
'natural' individuals as 'insipid illusions' presupposed the
verifiability of the further clainm that it is in the 18th
century, the very period in which the view of the jieolated
individual became prevalent, that the interreletions of
society have historically’ reached their nighes gtzte of
developnent.
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My seventh objection concerns the . !reason' versus
'cause' controversy which is clearly central to Winch's
thesis. My only point herc is that this scecems to be a rather
szerlle explanatory oppogsition at least in the way Winch puts
it. _ _

: Levi-Strauss's. structurml qnaly51s of totenisn or
say Needhan's analysis of left—hand/rl ght-hand symbolism
denonstrate clearly a nethod of conceptuslising social relations
by us::.nb natural concepts possessing the requisite loglcal
powers in terms of opposition and assinilation. This is done
by showing how sone part of nature is used as a nodel for
certoin social relations and groupings. . The model is not a
purely abstract one but a concrete one which is enployed
both as a logical ne trix and - as concrete analo0gy.

Now Bell (Bell 1967) who has nade the sane point,
rlghtly suggests somethlng is gained in understanding by the
revelation of the structural analogies in symbolic systems.
Yet such understanding is not assimilated either to casual
explanation or explanation in terms of reasons, Rather it is
besed on structural and hence fornal analogles between
enpirically discernable realities and a systen of concepts
enployed to corrmnicate about some of thrae realities. It is
this notion of structural analogy that needs to be introduced
~into Winch's discussions of sociological explanation. For
e..oriple diachronie chanbe at the level of demography, such as
that involved in Riviere's discussion of the uneven dis-
~tribution and rate of acceptance of different types of .
instrunents for hunting anong some ‘South Anerican Indlans can
be understood in terns of the preservation of formal relatlon-
ships in & "conceptual systen although they now: becone: :
relotions between different contents. But the structural
- analysis of diachronic .change hardly seems to £it with
‘sociological understanding as Winch represcents it, for Winch's
philosophical argument based on what constitutes neanlngful
action operates 2t a level far higher than that of the
- gocioclogist. The sort of explanation which Winch uxpresses as
the central core of sociological explanation misses the
point of structural explanctlon and also, incidentally, seens
to comnit him Yo & radical conservatism, in sociological
‘explanation as Bell rightly obscrves. I an now in a position
to answer the second of two questions I raised earlier,viz,
what are the appropriate criteria to apply to a given class
of beliefs within a2 society, For any or a1l of a class of
beliefs there are already 1) context-dependent criteria of
rationality which specify for example which beliefs may
acceptably go together; 2) there are also contextually
provided criteria of truth - it is these which nake 'twins are
birds' true for the Nuer; 3) there are obviously contextually
provided criteria of meaning. These last two points seen to

ne to sunm up - all that Winch is- really at in-his- 1964 article.

: It is one thlng to say (and" this is semething with
which I wouldn't argue) that in order to discover what for
.exanple the physicist neans by 'neutrine' and- 'mass' in the
asgertion 'neutrines lack nmass' we have to see how these
notions operate within the language of physics, which includes
obgerving the physicists criteria for identifying and re-
identifying abstract entities such as neutrines and the
conditions under which he applies or does not apply the tern
'mass'. But it is another thing to suppose that it follows
fron this that therec is no way of evaluating the truth of
claims that oceur within such a systen or cvaluating the truth
of the theory itself. In fact the history of science shows
there are a fairly clear set of ecriteria for évaluating rival
theories and hence the truth of claims which arise within a
theory. There are such considerations as the elegance of a
- theory, its sinmplicity, predictive success and ontological
econony. Certainly the notion of '$ruth' herc is not a
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sinmple nmatter of correspovdcnce to an emplrlcally dis~-
coverable fact; but we do nave good a priori and rractical
reasons for preferrlng a gern theory of disease to witchcraft
explanations. And this holds even if all truth is, as Winch
sugzests, ultinately theory-dependent.- 5) There are also
contextually-provided criteria which specify the best way to
arrive at and hold beliefs, 6) In general there are context-
ually provided criteriza WthE specify-what‘counts as a good
reason for holding = bellef

Sonetines context-lndependent criteria of ration~
_llty will not take the analysis of religious beliefs very
far in the form of relations between beliefs that are to be
explicated in terris of "provides a reason for" as Fuller for
exanple shows. ~ But this does not as Winch scens to inagine
nean they are dispensible., Both would seen to be necessary
for the understanding of a belief systen, the explanation of

why they are held, how they operate and what their social

' consequences are.’

Ross. Bowden.

- Notes.

l. I an borrow1ng substantlally fronm Stephen Iukeg' sunmaries
.of some of these positions that. occur in On The. Social

Defernination of Truth.

2. I am following fairly'olosely'Lukes’ statement of this in
Some Problems about Rationality, p. 259.

3. In following Iukes' statement here I don't% want to give
the impression that I agree with everything in his two
articles. In On the Soeial Deternination of Truth, there
seen to be eight separate argunents, or nore accurately
four arguments and four crucial "sorts of questions" that
can only be raised for the sociology of belief if the four
argunents are valid. Only one of these arguments ($he
two parts of which I reproduce here as ny first two
obJectlons) seems to be valid and the possibility of
raising only these (although I only mention two) of the
crucial questions seems to follow given the validity of
Lukes' central argument.

: 4. Iukes surmarises these p01nts in Sone Problens about
Rationwlltx, P. 263, . ‘
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Galileo and the Topologicwl Space

_ In the intellectual history of a discipline conbinqtions
of ideas appear almost de nove, and yet upon closer exari- .
ination they nay turn out to have been pert of the cormon store
of thought for some tine. The search for Galileo and the idea
of the topological space are themes which nay seen %o have little
or no necessary connexlon. . Their appearance as two notifs in

" TLeach (1961) produced a paper of great analytical effect. Its
- title Rethinking Anthropology was of ‘striking symbolic value:
- the date of its publicetion, or perhaps the earlier date of the
public ‘address (1959) upon which it was based, nark in retro-
spect a boundary time between the irmediate post-Melinowskian
period in British social anthropology, and that phase (however
it be characterized). in which it is now. The content of that
paper nay be assessed, a decade afterwards, in different ways,
but its symbeolic:. quality still remains. Rethinking Anthropolozy
is now part of the nyth~dreari. It is surely not ultinately
conprehensible in all its parts to those nmeny undergraduate
and gradunte students who have read it line by line, with so
rmch apprehension and hape? No more perhaps than it was to its
first =sudience in London in 1959. But a nessage was received
then, and a nessage is still received now, novelly encoded
although it is. However rmch its arguncent be dissected, with
its maddening senantic junps and ellipses,the syrbolic
Rethinking inthropology renains irmrmume to purely logical analysis.
Yet it cane into existence fron cormon elenents anong which
‘were the-two I have already nentioned: the gearch for Galileo!
and 'the idea of the topological space'! .. Suitably Wagnerian
notifs to- acconmpany this, undoubtedly one .of the ost -
nenorable and influential of those ‘egpisodes in polenical,
soclo~anthropological tourneys in which the’ contestants,astride
their conceptual systens, canter across the sparse enpiric
fialde... ' (Derek Freenan, 1962:125).

The Search for Galileo :
The conparison of the atate of the social sciences with

that of the natural seiences at sorie earlier period has becone

cormonplace. More -preeisely, .there has been the expectation of

a revolution in which a figure of the stature of one of the

great innovators will appear: 'we are told this revolution has

not yet taken place in the social sciences,; or at least it is

only now in process of taking place. Perhaps social science heas

not yet found its Newton but the conditions are being created

in which such 2 genius coculd arise.’' (Winch 1958:1).
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In 1937, Radceliffe~Brown riade a charqcterlstlc state~
-nent for soeial- anthropology:.

'The whole of modern nechenics did not becone possible
until, as 2 result of the work of William of Oekhan and his
followers and of Galileo, Newton was to forrmlate the concept
of nass - o fairly simple and obvious thing -~ but no-one of
Newton's time had thought of it, no one had begun to think of it.
Only after this concept had been thought out, developed and
défined scientifically did we begin. to get a.science of meshanics.
I an suggesting that we have not yet thought cf the inportant
_eoncepts for .social science. These are still $o-be discovered
and developed and defined.'(1957:29).

He sdds.

"There is wlways beyond (accldentwl dlscovery) an
inaginative perception of a Newton and (a) Galileo. That is one
reason w?y really" 1nportant discoveries have to wait on genius'

1957:30

Although delivered at a Seninar in Chicago in the spring
of 1937, these remarks (which the editor refers to as conmtaining
Radcliffe-Brown's ‘'authentic style') were not published until
1957. They were, as a result, prescient in embodying the nore
typical concern of the '50's with Galileo. He,however, nade the
further statenent: 'Newton's and Gallleo 8 procedures were both
fundamentally taxononic! (1957 35), a view which Leach
spe01flcally refuted in 1959

is Radcllffe-Brown had spoken in 1937, so MalanWSkl,
posthumously in 1944

'by the advance of modern phys1cs gince Copernicus,
Galileo, Newton or Faraday, we would find the sane differential
factors which distinguish the scientifie fronm other modes of
hunan thought and behaviour., Everywhere we find, first and
forenost, the isolation of the relevent factors in a given process.
The reality and relevancy of these factors are discovered by
observation or experinent, which established their permnanent
recurrence, Constant enplrlcal verification as well as the
~original founding of scientific theory and experience, is
‘obviocusly of the very essence of science' (1944:11).

He adds qucintly.

'It is at this point that the clalms of anthropolory
rrizght be pegged out'.

So rch for an older anthropologlcal s01ent1sm. With
Ievi-Strauss (1953: 540) we find thats 'It. is by neahs' of .
(certain) studies,” which exhibit a truly "Galilean" outlook, that
one nay hope to reach a depth where social structure is. put on
a level with other types of mental structuries, particularly
the linguistic one.' He notées that he neans by Galilean:
Taining to deternine the law of variation, in contradistinction
- to the "Aristotelian" outlook mostly. concerned with induetive

correlations..' a distinction which he spe01f1cally derlves fron
Lewin (1935), of whon nore. later. e

It is interesting that in a 1942 paper Lewin also
connected 'Galileanisn’ with the advance upon sinple o
clqssificﬁtlon that later appears w1bh Leach'

'In the tine of the Greeks, georetry ‘shifted fron a
"elassificatory" method (which groups geonetric figures according
to "sinilerities") to a "constructive" or "genetic" method
(which groups figures according to the way they can be produced
or derived fron each other) Ever s1noe, the "zenetic deflnltlon"
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has doninated nethenatics. In physiecs o sinilax
developrient occurred at the tine of Galileo. Biology
tricd to take a major step in this direction when the
gysterr of Linnce was superseded by that of Darwin.!
(Lewin, 1942/1952:61). : _

Althouszh the Galilean inage thus in one forn enters
social anthropology from social psychology, the nainstrean of
its nore anmloglcal use is better 1llustrqted by Popper (1944-45
and 1957:1):

'Scientific interest in 8001al and eolltlcml questions
is hardly less o0ld then scientific interest in
cosnology and physics; and there were periods in
antiquity (I have Plato's political: theory in nind,and
. Aristotle's collection of constitutions) when the
science of society night have scened to have advanced
further than- the science of nature., But with
Galileo and Newton, physics became successful -
beyond expectetlon, far surpassing all the other
gciences; and since the tine of Pasteur, the Galileo
- of biology, the biological sciences have been almost
equally successful. But the social sciences do not
as yet seen to have found their Golileo.! :

He specifically opposes this analogy with Galileo to Glnsberv‘
analogy with Newton in the passage (op.clt 59-60)°

'My point about the technological "pproqch night
perhaps be nade by saying that sociology (and perhaps
even tho social sciences in general) should look, not
indeed for"lts Newton or its Derw1n" but rqthcr for

Vgt GalileoQ dr its Pasteur.“. .

He assertS'

'T$ rmet be adnltted however, that the success of
nathenatical econortics shows that one social science
.ﬂt leqst has gone through itS'Newtonian revolution.'

With the full emerbence of the ing ege of Galileo, cones
naturally the contrary inage of the Ptolem11c gysten. Leach
(1961 26-27) hinself now sayst that it was wrong but

~ 'The ‘trouble with Ptoleneaic astronouy wag notfthet it
- was sterile - there could be no real developrient until
Gnlileo was prepared to abandon the basic premiss thet
celestial bodies nust of necessity nove in perfect .
circles with the earth at the centre of the universe..
Ve qnthropolo sists likewise rust re-exanine basic
. prenisses and reslise that Bnglish laniuage patterns
~'of thought. ere not & negessary nodel for the whole of
hunan society.'
He swys' '0f such cycles and epicycles there 1s no end'(p. 26).
He repeats (1962:240):

" .'The Ptolemnaic systen.of astronony whlch finally
crurbled under the onslaughts of Copernicus and
Galileo was just such a model of ideal types...Some of
ny anthropological colleagues appear to believe in a
. ginilar way .that certzain traditionally accepted
sociologicul“confornations are a:"lgW'of nature®,

We may conpare this with Wiener (1948, 2nd editlon 1961:viii):

tWhen I cone to M.I.T. around 1920, the general riode of
putting the questions concerning non-llnear apparatus

. was to lock for a direct extension of the notion of
inpedance which could cover linear as well as non-
linear systens. The result was that the study of non-
linear electrical engineering was getting into a state

. conparable with that of the last steges of the Ptolenaic
_gysten of. agtronory, in which epicycle was piled on
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epicycle, correction upon correction, wntil a vast

- patchwork str.oivre ultimetely broke down under its

© own weight, Just as the Copernican sys*:m arose out
of the overstrained Ptolenaic systen, with a sinmple
and natural heliccentric description of the notions of
the heavenly bodies instecad of the corplicated and
unperspicuous Ptolemeic geocentric systen, so the study
of non-linear structures and systcomns, whether electric |
or neckanical, whether natural or artificial, has needed
a2 fresh and independent point of commencenent.'

Wiener acknowledges useful discussions with Dr,: K. Lewin.

- In the two -such diffcrent worlds of non-linear
electrical. cngineering and of unilineal descent systens the
langiiage of crisis loocked back to: the destruction of classical
astronony. It is not necessary to add to such quotations to
show that the search for Galileo, (or Newton, or Darwin or
Pastour) and the perception of out-of-date Ptolenaic systens
crunbling and tottering, were part of a widespread node of
cxpression in nany digeiplines - already analogical in its
preciser usages: netaphorical or rhetorical in other applications.

The Topolbgical-spaée

. Kurt Lewin was responsible for the first inportant
discusgion of topology in relation to social studies so it is
worth citing hin at sone. length. His najor work was the ,
Principles of Topolosical Psycholozy (N.Y. 1936). Elsewhere he
has this to say about the concept of the topological space in
psycholozy and sociology: C

'Psychology has to. deal with a rumltitude of coexisting
facts which are interrelated and have a relative position to
each other; in mathenatical terns, it has to deal with a "space".

'Mathenatics knows a voriety of different types of

spaces. It is an enpirical question as to what kind of

- geonetry is best suited to represent the dynamic inter-
dependence of that realm of facts which is treated in

a. particular science. Since Einstein it has been known

. that Buclidean geometry, which previously was the only
geonetry applied in physics, is not best fitted for

representing the empirical physical space., For .

- psychology, a recently developed non-quantitative
‘' geonetry, called 'topology', can be used satisfactorily
- in dealing with problems of structure and position in

& psychological field. This space. permits represent-

ation of the posgsition inside or outside of a certain

region, the relation between parts and whole, and a

great number of structural  characteristics. All of

this is done jn a nathematically exact way but does not
presuppose the quatititative determination of size,
which is generally not possible in a psychological
field.o- B .o S o ’

. 'It is, I suppose, beyond question that- sociology,
too, deals with a "rmltitude of coexistent inter-
dependent facts" -~ in other words with the "empirical
space™, The sociologists and psychologists should
recognize what has been long known, that the
eripirical space is nothing other:than a rmltitude of
facts existing at a given tinme and showing certain
types. of interpendence...Better insight into the
neaning of space in nathenatics and physics should
readily lead to the understanding that the soclal field
is actually an eripirical space, which is as "real" as
a p?ysical one.;! (Lewin 1939, reprinted in 1952:150-
151). oL o B
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He goes on:

'For in sociology, as in psychology, one is frequently
able %o deternine relations of parts and whole and
changes in distance or direction without being able to
deternine quantitative relations of size, distance,
or angle. In addition, these geconmetries seen to be

" particularly suitable fcr representln the peculiar
conbinawion of "cognitive" and "dynanic" factors which
is characteristic of psychological and social fields,
as well as a nunber of other fundanental properties of
the social~psychological dynanic.'(p.152).

Levi-Strauss, in the same essay in which he specifically
uses Lewin's 'Galilean’ concept, (1953,1964:283), refers to
topology as. cne of the fields in which it has been possible 'to
develop a rigorous approach to problens which do no adnit of a
notrical solution.' He also says that 'soeial structure may
have to deal with prehistory, archacology, and diffusion
processes as well as with psycholo*10al topology, such as that
-initiated by Lewin or Merino's sociometry %1953:532; 1963:290;
“ef. also Nadel 1957:145).

When Leach(1961) introduces a topolo~1cal enalovy into
his Rethinking Anthropoloagy, it is thercfore surprising that he
does not refer to Lewin, whose well known systen illustrates the
corplexity (and even the dangers) of a topological nodel. In
this commnexion it is worth recalling Braithwaite's criticisn
that 'to be profiteble the system rmst be representable by a
salculus in which forrmlae are genuinely derived, according to
the rules of the calculus, frén other forrulae'. In referring
to Kurt Lewin's Principles of Topological Psycholosy he says:
'the nere translation of: tendency statenents into mathenatical
languaize is not sufficient to make a quasi—deductlve gysten
out of them. The esgence of nathenatics is not its symbolisn,
but its nethods of deduction. ' (Braithwaite,1953,1960:366 note;

ry erphasis.

There is absolutely no reason why social anthropologists
should not explore these fields. A simple statement of the basic
nathenatical concepts 1nvolved nay be cited fron ome of the nost
elenentary works:- . : ¢ _

'In Weneral any set of obaects is ealled a2 topological
space if a collection of its subsets are singled out

so that the collection has the three properties we

found in the open sets on the line: -1) The whole space
and the empty set belong tc the collection; 2) The union
of any nunber of sets in the collection is also in the
collectlon, 3) The intersection of any two sets in the
collection is also in the’collection. When these three
conditions are satisfied, the sets in the collectiocn are
called the "open scts" of the "gpace"'. 'Under this
definition, any collection of obaects can be converted
into a topological space, usually in nore than one way.'
(Adler, 1958 1960: 120), ,

Leech's presentation of topology through the rubber-
sheet analogy was possibly the nore evocative one to use to
introduce the natter to a group of functionalist anthropologists
in '1959. It nay be expressed 80:

'We say that two topological spaces are essentially the
sane or are homeonorphic if there is a one=-to-one
correspondence between them that preserves the
topological structures embodied in the systen of inter-
locking open sets.!'(Adler op.cit.:123).
his is well-known the topological space can thus be approached
fron set-theory or from geonetry; fron the latter Euler S
Theorent is an illustration,
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Science and Myth

 Galileo and the topological spece were notifs united by

Lew1n in the thirties. They were united 2gain by Leach in 1959/
1961, Lev1fStrquSS lies sonewhere at the heart of the trons-
'uqission. Lewin's ﬂppllcatlon of the natural scientific analogy
was, as we saw, serious cenough to be sternly rejected by
Braithwaite. The tenptation to do the sane for Leach should
perhaps be resisted, Strangely enough we -should, in these
less p031t1vistlc days, cven be prepared to say: 'the essence cf
nathenatics isg its symbolisn' (by a tw1st1nﬁ of Braithwaite's
use of the term "symbolisn').

, The for“al gystens of science and the. incgzes of science
seen to forn co-existent and interrelated semiotlcs. The search
for a new synthesis, and for a non-nensurctional view of
gsystenatic relntlonshlps, could be apprehended only'syﬁbolically
in the fifties by most social anthropologists, given the
characteristic bases of thelr trﬁlnlng. Leach's paper, 28 he no
doubt would be the first to agree, is brilliant nyth rather than
nathenatics.. Yet the great interest of nathematicians in
topology is itself pert of the-general intellectual movement of
our tinme, of which the structuralist or 'neo<~anthropologicsal’
trends in social anthropology are another expression. Tepology
was for Leach as the phonene was for Lev1-Strzuss - gonething
sood to think with.

We rnay finally note that Gallleo was chosen by Popper,
for one, tc symbolize the awaited new era for social science
because of the essentially experinental and technological break-
" throush associated with the inventlon of the telescope. This sort
of expectation is generally less appealing nowadays: the
corputer once qppeared to cnmbody it; but we shall probably need
"8 Newton after =1l. nt least we alreudy hﬂve a few Keplers about.

Edwin Ardener..
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£.8.d, varna

“In what wns both theoretlcal and 2 uethod010ﬂ1cal
note, the French socmoloolst and indologist, Louis Dumont nade
the followinf sugzestion: .

: The tine has perhaps come when the rnirror which anthropologists
direct at other societies should be turned back hy then on
‘ourSelves, when we should.try.and forrmlate our own institutions
in comperative language, i.e. in a2 language nodified by what we
heve learnt of different societics, however incorplete 1t gtill
1s..(Dunont 77) .

Along thls line of thlnklnb, we night develop further
the corment by the Indian sociologist, G.S. Ghurye that of all
" the social systens . he has gtudied in the world, ‘it is the
classical Bnglish estate systen that nost resenbles the Hindu
varna schene Tof caste inter-relationships.

Using the varna scherie of Shudra, Valysha, Ksh%trlyg
'and Brahnin, I intend to apply this to an anqus1s of tra-
ditional British soc1ety as it is reflected in the currency
gystenn and in tertain drinking habits as a systen of signs
(Barthes) tensibly representing attitudes in the formation
of their social structure. it the end of the analysis, it
will be shown how these systenms relate and how the forth-
coriing D-Day (15 February,l9T71l) symbolizes recent changes in
the traditional soeinl structure.

The systen of organizing units of nomey into a four-
tiered systen, related in unequal units ‘is unique in the world,
The threc tiered units of currency is usual because these
units are unrelated by any cormon divider. I propose .the
following qllvnnent': : L . -

O . B M ¢ B
SmMNL.".”.“.”Pame'ﬁ;- v
Vaiysh2,ec.esoo..eo5hillings
Kshatriyfeeeees....Pounds ‘sterling
Brahnin..c,.oee.....Guineas

.+~ The lowest of the Enslish estates was the peasant
farner and he conducted nost of his daily business in pence.
The urban proletariat also used this as their prinary nediun
of exch.nge. There is rmuch historical evidence to. show that the
food and"luxury itens" (i.e. tobacco and alcoholic beveraszes)
purchased in previous tines by this lowest rung of the social
ladder in both India and Britain was calculated in pence since
the next unit up, the shilling, was a large sum of money at
one tlde. The Brltlsh Shudra rarely saw shillings.

The Vaiysha or uerch.nt class are often referred to
by the Fr.nconhlle (reluctantly) Brltlsh as "those of the
town" by =& French tern - the Bourgeoisie. These traders dealt
in larger amounts and required larger units fer their conmerce.
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Thi: resulted in the sl.iiling which was calculeted. »fter. the
Conquest, to consist of twelve Shudra units. Tc¢ this day, itens
appropriate to this nerchant cless, -such as books, arc still
quoted in shillings,

The Indian Kshatriya varna of warriors and rulers finds
its equivalent in the urban "civil servant" of Britain., This
group, well-paid end dealing with the affairs of governnent,
required a larger unit of currency with which to conduct their
affairs and this resultedin the construction of a currency tier
equal to twenty Vaiysha units.

These differential esnounts nay be explained as signs
of separation. The threat of Shudra to Vaiysha was low and so
the anount between then slight,.while Vaiyshe anbitions towards
the Kshatriya were greater 1nd so a greater difference was
roquired. It is s%ill not unconnon for British Vaiysha to attenpt
to boogt their social- prestlge by atteﬂptlnb to find Kshatriyas
in their ancestry.

The hereditary and spiritual heads of British society,
the aristocracy; are Brahnin and would have liked to hawe put
as ruch differentiation between themselves and the disliked but
necessary Kshatriya. But, the Kshatriya, as nilitary ficures
and powerful civil servants werc too influential: A1l that was
possible was to construct a fourth tier in the seventeenth
century called the Guinea, only being equal to one Eshatriya
and one Vaiysha unit. However, as the Enpire grew and
Kshatriya power increased, the Guinea was driven out as a -
tangible unit of currency and: wags last ninted in 1813. The
Kshatriys had.triunphed. in the area of their greatest conpetence
and power - the fornal running of civil @overnncnt But, in
areag of ritual, the Brahnin were still dominant and until this
day have naintalned the usage of the Guinea when referring to
the prices of prestige articles such ag the price of pzintings,
prestige hOlld”yS, or other artlcles of quality rltually sonctioned
by the Brahnin., = . .

In the latter part of the twentleth century, the
Kshntriyn have becone riwore and nore inportant. The national
Panchayat, which fornally was rigidly divided into Brahmin
(Lords) and Kshatriya (Cornons) consultative function is mow to
all intents and purposes,a single practical body, with the
Brahning being reducced to nerely ritual functions.

With the coning of the change in the nonetary systen
to a systen of decimals, the last. ubiquitous rituesl. power of
the Brahnins is being threatened., The Kshatriya unit, the
Pound sterling, is the bagig of the newvsystem. The 0l1ld symbol
of Vaiysha subserv1ance, the shilling, is to disappear altogether
and reflccts their rising 1nportﬁnce. The new penny, symbol of
the Shudra, is to be revalued by two hundred and forty percent
to nake it a viable separation between Kshatriya and the Shudra
ag it never was beforec., The Guinea, with its dependence for
synnetry upon both the shilling and the pound, will be nade to
look rldiculous,'as recent publlcatlons on dec1malization
suobost :

& 81gn1flcant point here - is thnt there were, fron the
Viaysha, sugsestions that it would be more practical for
business affairs to base the ncew currency on the "new pound®,
or '"old" ten shillings. The battle for symbolic doninance was
brief but even thoubh n vestige of the Vaiysha (the sixpence)
will renain. for a short, unspecified time, the Kshatriva
victory was complete. It nay be rerenbered that in other sterling
area countries of the Comnonwealth, where the Vaiysha tend to
doninate, their unit of currency has been retained in the forn
of a "dollar" - that is, the shilling base, but without the nane.
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Now, we nay shift to another important locus of
attontion in British zancic’y - the pub, Endless activities
circulate sround it, and the British will nmake any excuse to
ehter it and teoke refreshment. There may be something to the
sharp division between Public-and Saloon when applicd to tac
scherte above, but it is the. various different drinks secrved in
these two sectlons which carry rnore lu zage as a~system of signs.

Thls nost charecterlstlc of 1nst1tutlons, where
behaviour is rituslly prescribed and circunscribed in a variety
of ways has its own internal cohercnce or "boisonlcgique". By
carcfully assigning certain characteristic beveraoges to the
afore-nentloncd four croups an obvious analytic parﬂdiqn enerscs
: Shudra .. .....Beer (Scotch)

Vaiysha .....Cyder (Wine)
Kshatriya.....Scotech (Beer)
Brahnin ......Wine (Cyder)

Processed Beer(WC) gyder . Wine pirmented
Culture . Nature
' ‘ Secoteh X B(SE) -

The first chart nanes vaorious classes in British
society and postulafies the drinks characteristic and alter-
native (in parenthesis) for then. The second dla;ran interprets
their 1ntor-rel<tlonshlps or, -"les structures éicnentﬁlrcs de
la’ parenthbse."

, The Shudra working class idontifies itself with the
nation's beer, but also latently enjoys thc prestige of Scotch.

. The Viaysha iherchants (especially of the cheracteristic south-

western English) take cyder as their daily drink, but aspirc to
Ythe better things in life," with winc as its synbol The
Kshatriya civil servant is a firn scoteh drinker, but will often
take a pint of beer at his local. Lestly the Brahnin-aristocrat
has wine as his synbol, but for a sort of rustic sensibility
will often drink draught or ceven bottled cyder.

The second diagran shows the 1ntcr-rel tlonships
(armatures and axes) of the schene in the first diagran. Wine
and scotch. are on the “stronb and expensive" axis (SE axis),
and reach their apfic in the Brahnln, whereas cyder and beer
are on the "weak and cheap" axis (WC axis). The oppositions
of scotch to wine and beer to wine are based upon both sccietal
and digestive criteria. Cyder and wine enjoy the affinity,
on the other hand, of being at once fruit products and also
the result of sinple fernentatlon, while beer and scotch are

rocessed., This derlves an "F" axis (Fernented) and a "P"
%Processed) exis, respectlvely.'

FPurther,it. nust be p01nted out that there is a con-

. B8R0 "ce in an “R" (for Regional) axis between cyder and
scotch whereas becer and wine are nade in nany placcs. &
fullcr statenent, in nore rigorous fashion of these rclation-
ships,is as follows:

F axis SE Axis : :

C=W s%w C::W: B S(F-I—Fa.x:.s)
B" w é .. . “, e .

B - S o} // B

It is clear that the Shudra hawe an qfflnlty for the
Kshatriya and they swap beverages ‘to symbolize this. They nay
also exchangé wonien hyperganously, while the Vaiysha look to
the Brahnins in a sinilar nanner.This nay be synbolized as:
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In terms of class origin, this is predictable and is
what I would tern the principle of alternmative oppesition.
There is in the sociological literature (Cohen, Simmel) rmucl.
+2 show that ermity exists between .closely corpeting sgroups in
a society and though traditionally the estate systen in Britain
nay have functioned as a systen of inter<relationships, conflict
nay have becone greater in recent years due to influences fron
the West (principally the United States). While this ennity nay
be less noticeable in the urban British centres, where the
systen ceased to exist as a viable unit sone years ago, it
shows appalingly in village Britain. Therefore, to understand
the operation of British social structure, it is to village
Britain we rmust turn rather than the highly Westernized urban
centres. ,

Our second figure can =lso tell us about attitudinal
and stercotypic features of the social structure. is we saw,
therc is a WC axis centering on the Shudra. WC jokes, as
nost know, are of "low" character and are comsidered "dirty",
which is precisely the popular sterecotype of the Shudra, This
lics in opposition to the SE axis of strength culminating in
the Brahnins - the strongest group in the society. The R
axis reflects the regionality of the groups fron their
characteristic drinks - the nost regional products (scotch and
cyder) are representative of Vaiysha and EKshatriya who,
oppositionally, are the nost nobile group in Britain, whereas
the least regional products on the R axis (Wine and becr) are
characteristic of Shudra and Brahmin groups nost tied to the
land in a particular region., The F axis, not yet nentioned,
represented the rclationship of the drinks to food and centres
on the Vaiysha who, as the society's nerchants, are nost
tied to this function as suppliers of sustenance to the social
order. - : : e

I an, of course, not the first to show congfuenqes
between gastrononic prefercnces and social structure. (sce
Levi-Strauss: 411). .

In order to sce better how this works out in terns of
gocial doninance patterns, I have drawn-up a "triangle
boisonaire" frou the previous data: ’

Subservience Raw o NATURE

: - .1 : %oaSt?d - _ '
_ , Wine). .
(=) Ume ol

Air//zf‘K>\yater_
o B :
_ ( + ) . Srioked. ~ Boiled ( + )
B - “Cooked Rotted o
' DOMINANCE - (8cotch) _(BeersCyder)' CULTURE

At the peak of the triangle is the wine-drinking
Brahnin., He drinks a beverage which is nade from a raw fruit
‘which is not allowed %o rot fully, as is the case with cyder.
The "roasted" nust he taken nmetaphorically as this refers to
the carefully prepared and refined technique of the food cof
this group, but nay also have sonmething to do with a wine once
characteristic of this group which is, in effeoct, roasted -
Madeira. At angle B, are the beer drinking Shudra and the
cyder drinking Vaiysha. Beer is boiled in its preparation,
while cyder is the product of rotting fruit. The fact that
these two groups are found here should not be surprising as
they carne historically fron the sanc low rank and have only
recently (the niddle aszes, perhaps) been differentiatcd.




- 135 =

At angle C, are the scotch drinking Kshatriya, whose béverase
~1s slowly cooked in large vats and often pourced into smoked
casks for curing, Slgnlfﬂchntly, air (often sroked and cooked,
therefore hot) is the only se: aration between the Kshatriya

nd the Brahnin, while water E a norc solid and thcereforc nore
rrohibitinz azent) sepgrates the lower Vaiyshe/Shudra fron the
hlghcr Brahnin,

Ie trlangle b01son irc offers the flnel confirmation
for the hypothesis that the doninant caste, follewing Srinavas,
- anong. the British, is the Kshatriya, as they are in the rost
favoured and stron~est part of the triangle, enjoying a comnplete
plus doninance over the wine drinking Brshrin, who are,
“respcctlvely, the "cultural" nnd the nﬂturel rulers of Britain.

"It is also clear that the Kshatriyn understand the sig-
nificance of such a. constructlon as they jeelously hoard th01r
strengthening beverage to thenselves by a high tox. The
relatively lower tax irnposed on beer and cyder insures it for
. the masses, while Brahnin ritunl power obfuscates the under-
standing and use of winc by others. It is clear, thorefore,
that while higher cultures orgaonise their lives on the basis of
prcferences of taste and reason, "chez los scuvages" of
Britain, things arc done. "to protect the purity of thelr beings."
(Lovi-Strauss: 419)

Further analysis of. Britein reveals a continuing
obsession with congruent prihltive cla551flcat10ns based upon
the four—part gchene:

and Divisions Radlo ~° Entertainnment’
'Shudra _ " Irelamd " Radio I ) Television
Vaiysha - Wales Radio II - Cinena
Kshatrlya - Scotland -, Radio III Theatre
Brahmin ’ England, .=  Radio IV Concerts and Opera
Pets Transportl
Shudra. Budgies - -Public
Vaiysha Dog o Taxi
~Kshatriya  Cat - Private cars (parked)
Brahnin Spec. pets ' Private cars (unparked)

Two points ought to be nade with respect to any
Judgenent of the ideas and analysis contalned in this paper.
First, I have intended this effort tc be suggestive of a
point of view and I hope that I-manage, (to give ....ideas cven
when (you, the reader, doesn't)..really know what (Ian)...
saying' (Leach:1967:xvii). Second, and with mcst particular
reference to the unsupported correlatlons of British native,
or 'practical' (Leach 1968: 1) schenes of, symbolic class-.
ification of experience as it relates to social structure, I
" would hope that the' fbllow1nb point would be taken seriously:

;_"-- 'Generallsetlons on such a Nra.nd:.os‘e goale are lJ.k:ely
" to provide nany easy tar”ets for :the hostile critic

and ‘there arc sorc weak patches in...(the) argurent
but I cannot see that this really natters. In a
conparable way it is easy to show that Freoud was

- very often wrong on points of detail; this does not
detract from the nassiwve validity of Freud's nmajor

generalisations., Even if time should show that scne of

-the itens of evidence have been mlsplaced the
fundamental nethod of (the)...analysis is an innovation
fron which there can be no retreat! (Leach 1970:185)

Grant McCall.

Note 1. Motor cycles enjoy a somewhat less than respectable
Inage and they serve extrenely adequately as a symbol of defiance
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by the young. They cone between the Kshatriys 2nd the Brahnin
shared use of private vehicles, the former being 'perked' =ad
the latter belng tunperked,! The Kshatriyza, in spite of his
being able to afferd to purchase a private vehicle of sreat
power and presticse is thwarted in the full expression of this
ownership by hnv1nx to park his nechlne, a’ nost frustrating
experience and cne which the Kshatriya is willing to spend
large surs of noney on tc facilitate even to the point of
. destroying beautiful urban features which obstruct his building
plans for parking lots and mnltl-storey car parks. The quhnln,
on the other hand, owns a private vehicle, but it is chauffeur-
driven - that is,. it requires no parking space about which the
Brahrin rmst be concerned. He is Pree to take his private
vehicle (or %o be taken it it) to where he wishes without beiny
concerned where- the nachine will rest while hé is not in it.
When the Brahnmin is ready to depert, his vehicle is brought to
hin at his will., .JAs was shown befnre, the Brahnin and the
Voiysha share a nunber of affinities and the latter's taxis
are entirely corpatible with this as their abproprlate forn
0f transport. The Wotorcycle, is a non-chauffeur driven vehicle,
but, on the other hand, requires no or nininal parking space!
It is, in short, out31de of the clagsification systen and is,
thus, polluting. (see Douglas)., It is an abonmination for nost
of the society as such and only those similarly "inpure" for
other reasons and thus outside of the systen will find it
appropriate for their use. Perhaps recent attenpts of the
Kshatriya to mark cycle parking spaces in large cities is an
atteript to bring impure cycle owners into the systen or, at
least, tc detract from their affinity with the Brahnins., It is
prcbably no accident, in this line, that deviant cyclist clubs
often take on nanes assoclated with royalty (i.e. The Knights,
The Kings) or, in another vein, use nanes to symbolize their
oup-of-place and paradoxical eonflieting low/high status within
the classification scherne (1.e. The Hell's ingels).
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with special rcfcrence .t5 nental illness.

It has been said that prinmitive classification of
illness is conpletely unrclated to Western catosories, and
that in ‘particular all formns of illness arc snid to be coused
by witcheraft or supernatural agencics in prlnltxvo socictics.,
Field discusscd the problen brlefly : '

'The first problem of classification -~ whether to
adopt 2n ethnological or a psychiatric basis - was easily
~disposcd of, Had I chosen the former, each category would
have remained hopelessly heterogeneous.'(Field: 1860: 149)

‘Since she. folt that "witcheraft cases" would have
covered nost of their .diagnosis, she used Vestern diagnostic
laobels such as depression and schizophrenia.

.Over the last fow ycars ncre intercst has becn taken
in primitive clagsification. Kinship has always been a contral
area of investimation of such systeﬂs by ﬁnthropﬂloblsts, but
in the lagt decade other folk taxononies have been studied, the
field now being celled " ethnoscience,"by sone.Before cver
discussing the classification of illnesscs in diffecrent
cultures onc has tc ask if there is the category "illness" as
such.  Therec seens toc be nho report of a society that does not
use a catogory closely resembling what we call illncss. (It can
thus be called am "etie" categ gory since it is universal)
(Rormoy and D'indrade:1964). In the case of spirit possession,
there nay be areas wherc ccrtain- gtates are defined as illness
in oneiesty and not in cnother, but even in our own culture there
arc those who are difficult to classify as "i11" or "not ill" 1ed
There nay be doubts, for exanpls, as. to whethcr a pcrson shouldpb% ea
gccentric cr uentqlly 1ll. ' : :

Th¢ early papers on the subacct of primltive concehts
of illness tended to concentrate on. concepts of causation, and
although these could be clasgsified, they were not the only
gysten used and in fact seldon rolate t0. the actual naning of
illnesses. C(lerient's paper on "Prirmitive Concepts of Discase"
was the first najor work in English and deals entirely with
theories of diseasc cmusation, dlscu881ng the ideas found
throughout the world and postulating various patterns cf
_ diffusion to account for the prescnce of thesc: 1deas He
actually defines his subject ag:s " -

Prinisive concents of disease arc those ideas held
by prinitive pcople as to thc cause or genesis of
gicknest. (Clenents' 1932:186).

His classification of ceuses has been modifled slibhtly but
~is s%ill the tpeic fext on this subJect He firstly extracted
three bagic categories. of cause: * _ _ _
. E - Natural causes.
(2) Hunman agency. _ :
(3 Supernatural agency.
He Preferred, however, to call the last bwo Unneturql Cquses of
Dlsewse and cdivide these intor
(l) Sorcery. This is the acticn of humun beln's usuelly
using contagious or initative marlc. He 1ncludes
the evil eye. in this. - - . . .
(2) Breach of Taboo, This nay be unintentional.
. - Confession is the usual forn of treatnent.
" (3) Disoase - Object Intrusion., This is a tengible forn
- of -sone disease producing agency and 1s thus 2
--naterial form of the ncxt,
(4) Spirit Intrusion, This is the prescnce in the body
-~ of gpirits. Thesc nay cone- by'thensclves, they way
© . be sent by a sorcerer, or they noy coné as punish~
nent for breach of taboo. Spirit intrusion end
spirit posscssion may be sinilar and can be confused
" by ethnographers.
(5) Soul Loss. This nay occur by accident or the soul
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nay be obstracted by spirits or sorccrers.
Clenents mentions three cures for spirit intrusgion:

(a;“ Commands to depart or exorcism.. )
(b Mechanical ncens such as cupping, bleeding or

purging. - . . o '

(¢). Brushirz into an aningl or object by transfercnce.

Clenents however docg not nention the methed of taning the
spirit so that intrusion changes to eontrolled possession, which
is the fundancntal step in rost instances of healing; by
initiation intc a formal 'possessed' relationship with the spirit
that is causing the illnéss. ‘ g

- Hallowell in his discugsicn of Clenents' work points
out that sorcery can nake use ¢f several of the other causative
techniques nentioned. Sorcery involves (1) the hunman agent

(2) the technique amployed (3) the specific proxinate ccuse of
the nalady which actually produces the syrptonis. This includes
objeet or spirit intrusion and soul loss. (Hallowell:1935)
Murphy .uses Chenents! vidtegntiesiin her acoount of the beliefs
in disease causation anongst the Eskinos. (Murphy in Kiev (ed)
1964:61-69). o A _

o There hag been some discussion as to whether there is
a beliof in natural causes. at all in prinitive nedicine. This
point is well rcviewed by Ackerknccht in his paper "Natu.al
Discase and Rational Treatnont in Prinitive Medicire." Most
aguthors report that rmncr 'illnesses arc the ones usually
considercd M"natural", it the beginning of a diseass no super-
natural danger riey be felt and hone renedices are siven., There
nay not be sufficient concern to consult a diviner. iome
authcrs clain that all discases arc believed to have a super-
natural orisin, but in nild cagses the paticnt will be content
with palliation and nct spend the noney on a diviner. Only when
sinple renedies fail is the complicated supernaturael nachinery
put into notion. These discases considered natural by
priritives are: (1) The very slight. (2) The very ccrmon ones.
%3)_Diseases imported by Whites. (ickerknecht:1946:272). The
reagcen for this latter is not obviocus. It nay be that it ig an
artifoct due to informents being polite to White investigators,
or it may be that the explanatory systenm is so rigid that it
cannot accommodate new diseases. ickerkmecht hinself docs not
belicve in the notion of raticnality in prinitive nediein: and
says that nild illnesses are just not explaincd, it is nov that
their oxplanation is naturalistic. (ibid: 478).

Prince, in- his study 0f Yoruba beliefs about noental
illness found that 20% of cases whon he saw in an indigenous
treatnicnt centre were said to be dausced naturally. The factors
involved were faulty diet, snmell insects, worms, black blood
or wetery blood, henp sricking and other toxic effects and
hereditary factors. %Prince'in Kiev (ed): 1964:96). Presunably
sonc of these could be thought to be due to magical processes
also, The.Ganda believe .that epilepsy can be due to a lizard
in the brain which nay be therc at birth and grow gr be
introduced by nmagical nedns. (Orley: .1970).

The distinction between.sorcery and witcheraft has
been criphasised by Middleton and Winter. The term screcery
should be used to describe instances where cbjcets cr nedicines.
arc used against victins. Such acts can be perfornmed by any-
onc. and are only called nagziéal .bccause there are no grounds in
Western scicnce for believing in theri. Witcheroft, however
deseribes a rystical power, residing in particular peop}e..lt
nay be enough. for a witch just to wish evil 2gainst a vietin,
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Witches are usually thought to have cther powers suech as
travellin: at superhunan speed, turning into dnl“als, or
digssociating their spirit fraon the bﬂdy and thus going about
doing evil while apparently: asluep in bed. (Mldﬂletﬁn and
Winter (eds): 19635

The Ganda believe that 1llnesses can be brﬁunht by
- gpirits cr witcheraft substances. The spirlts are of two types
that can werk in twe Adifferent ways: '

1. Thcso that d» net kill people but merely re@ulre to
enter into scne forn of relﬂtlnnshlp with people, and be
- placated. :
' 2. These splrlts whlch are exceedlnply dan erous and
whosc'ain is to kill peocple: These 1atter are sent agulnst
peosple by other’ huvans. '

Lnirnast the nearby North Kav1rondn Bqntu a visitation from a

- spirit is usually a slcw illness, not a sudden violent cut-
break. This latter would be attributed to hunan agents.
(chner 1959 164). . . ,

: The Gende do nct have ‘a strong belief in witches; but
rather in sorcerersi Scrie witches do exist who.prepare
substances which nay be placed in such a way that the victin
passes near thens These may cause a sudden unplcasant. o¥ even
fatal illness but if nct irmediately effective, they n=ay o

on teo produce a nore aradual and persistent illness. I gw two
casos whlch I was t- 11 were certainly due t- witchcraft
substance. One wns o nrnﬂre551vc wasting disease which lasted
two years and ended in death, and the ~ther was a dementia.
When these substances are walked over in the path, they

preduce a painful swelling of a part of the body, typically

a fcot, spreading to the rest of the b,cy. It nay produce

snall sores, over the legs. There is a separate Ganda word for
prison. Peison is characterised by having tc be taken by nouth
and it pr~duces' severe abdoninal pain, veniting, and ultinately
death if not treated. It is sonmetines called the witchcraft
substance of the Buropeans. There is nc difference in kind
between witchcraft substance and poison, and there is considered
to be no essential difference in their ncde of acticn, even
. though the cne is gwallowed and the cther can work fron.a
distance.’ Sinilarly there is considered to be no Aifference in
kind between those: riedicines which are given by nouth, those
that are rubbed over the body and those that are worn wrapped
in a piece of cloth arcund the arn or waist. (Orley:1970: l9~20)
Beattie has mede a ginilar point about the neighbcuring Nyoro:

180 for Nyoro pvisonlnn is o klnd ~f sorcery, indeed

the nost typical kind: as Westerners we distinsmuish,
in terms of what wo kmnow of the operation of chenlcal
and physiolagical laws, the act of putting noxious
nedicine in a 7ers'n s fced, fron the procedure
involved in b z another kind of nedicine in-a.

" path where an eneny will. pass: Nyoro riake no such
distinction. Even to burn a person's hcuse gecretly
~at nicht with the intention of killing cr injurinb
hin anﬂ his farily is a kind of buroso (sorcery .
(Beattie in Mldﬂletpn and Wlnter (eds): 1963:29

There are difficulties encugh for those who wish to
relete Western diseasc categories to primitive categcries,
For those who wish t- relate Western catescries to prinitive
categories of causation the positicn 1s-even nore difflcult
as is illustrated by Le Vine's study of the Gusii of Kenya.
(Le Vine in ibid). Hé states that in any one instance, death -
or an illness nay be ascribed to different causes by the
different people invclved. For the uninvolved observers it
is nost convenient tc ascribe nisfortune to natural causes or
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ne..iect. An 11l nanm hingelf ig likely tc say that he ros L ocu
beritched and blame a wolative or neizhbour ra hexr troan to
think that he is bedin;; punished. The relatives in their turn,
either use the occasion to.express their hostility zzainst 2
third party when they clain is bewitchins the ill nan or, if
“they wish to aveid disruption, will clain that it is caused by
the ancestors., Wenen tend to be ncre prone te nake witcheraft.
accusaticns, perhaps because they are outsiders who care less
about their disruptive ¢ffect.  Lineage elders on the cther
hand, who wish to preservc unity, try “where pos51ble, to turn
blane of others intc self-blane.

. =+ The Ganda rccognise the way in which different pecple
attribute differcent causes to an-illness. They have a proverbs;
a Lubaalce, Herc Spirit, punishes with reascn, provided that it
has not killed one of your own relatives. Bennett found
difficultics when asking Ganda parents about their ¢hildrens!
diarrhoea. /lthough relatives adnitted a pOSSlblO cause of
the diarrhoea was obusobe a ritusl nistake nede in precnancy
or infancy, ncne adritted that this was the reason fcr their
own child's diarrhcea (Bennett et al:1964). Zlthouch there

are said tc be scrnie diseases that result fren the breaking of
certain tabnes, it Aoces net secen tc be an inportant reason given
in these days. Madness im a ncther following child-birth is
thousht t2 be brouszht by her committing adultory during
pregnancy. Southwold investigated the beliefs associated with
o rash which nmay be seen in infants because the nother ate
galt during the pregnancy. He states that although he had
read about .this belief, : :

'I never heard of a.-specific case of anyone with the
disease, and-when I apprrached it fron the other

en?, by asking what wouldl happen if anyone did break
.the taboc, people were pretty sceptical whether anythlng
weuld,! (Southwold 1959:45).

'Pecple 'will tell ycu that buko is an illness that
people get through cormitting incest, but when you
ask what happens to a nan who commits incest and .-
is not prosecuteﬁ they will sey "nothing". '(ibid:p 46).

There appears tc be ne literature cn the classificaticn
~of "natural" cduses in prinitive medicine, but these are not
necessarily clearly distinguished from supernatural causes.

What we nay call "matural" are those explanatlﬂns which are

nest sensible in Western terms. In nany cases these causes are
thought to be secondary to supernatural factors. The "natural"
causes that appear in the literature hay be Cl“SSlflOd.»

(1) Invaalon of the bady by extermal ag ents,
Ea; Living agents, worms, lizards or insects.

b) Non=living anents such as pcisons, Poisoning
is only an instance of discase~object intrusicn
which haprens tc flt in with Western notions
cf causation.

(2) The nmal-function or n‘vement of certain organs
or the bloocd,

(3) Dietary factors whlch 1nclu0es cating fcods which
are prcscribed for ritual  reasons.

(4) Hereditary factors which may be cxpressed in

. terns of gome family spirit.-

(5) Environnental factcors such as the noon's phases
or ccld winds.

(6) Contagion, the mechanlsm ¢f which is seldon if
ever specifled

Thus Hoernle says ﬁf the Bantu of South ifrica that:
'‘Worng they have seen in their stocls, and often
think that the pains in their bodies nay be caused

by such wandering about ancng the different organs,
or even by the crpans getting displaced within the
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body. ' (Hoernlf i Schapera (ed): 1937 2?7)

Anongst the Ganda, stonach aches uf all kinds are usuclly
referred to as enjoka. Whilst in general this word has the
connctation of "werns", net all forms arc thought te be due
to wornms. An early Burcpean traveller in Uﬂonda reported an
encounter with worns anongst the Ganda.

tinother difficulty is that natlves ‘often ccme for
treatnent for imaginary complaints. One sf the great
Waganda Chiefs, the Kago; used to come to ne
regularly with his stery of the "wern". One day the
"worm" was in his heart; another day in the snall of
his back, another tine it had travelled to his arn,
and so on. I gave hin the benefit of the doubt; and
treated hin for rheunatisn, oppression, or anything
rational bearing on his symptomsi In spite of all,
his ailments grew daily norc stcut and strons. One
day I gave hin a strong purgative; He did not reappear
for a Week, when. he "eane, he was acconpanied by cne
of his nen leadinhg a fat sheep. He h“d never siven
ne the slightest. acknowledgment for the scorcs and
scores of tines he had come to me for the treatnent
which he was receiving gratis. This day he solermly
nade ne a present of a fat sheep. He reassured ne
that ny last nediéine was splendid. The effecct was
such, he said, that he really thought he was about

- to ﬂlc, and that it had utterly prostrwted hin for
days. He felt, however, that he was cured and he
cane to thank ne publiclys It was nany nonths before
he was ftroubled dgain by his old eneny the "wern".: I

wasg interested when one day the Mission dcetor; Dr,
L. Cook, incidentally nentioned tc me that sone
natives cane to hin with ihaginary disceases. They
cause a serious loss of time to him whonm I kmow to
be one of the mecst able and hard-werking men I have
-had the privilege of nmeeting either in professicnal
consultation or in private life.'(unsonge'1899 191-2).

The Ganda also 011531fy gone discases as "those of fornication",
These include the venereal diseases but also include the
nadness that ccecurs after child-birth. Althouch they have the
notion of contagion they cannct describe the nmechanisn by -
which they think it cccurs. They believe that epilepsy,
leprosy end consurption are contagious and they isolate
people suffering fron these dlseases. (Orley 1970 35).

' . The relation between 1dees of natural causatlon and
witcheraft amongst the Azande have been clearly laid out by
Evans-Pritchard. _ L _ _
'In speaking to Azunde about: w1tchcraft and in
observing their reactions to situations of mis-
fortune it was obvious that they did not attempt
to account for the existence of- phenomena, or
even the action of phenomena, by mystical causation
alone. What they explained by witcheraft were the
. particular conditions in a chain of causation which
related an individual to natural happenings in such
,? wgysg?at he sustained 1n3ury.'(Evans—Pr1tchard
93

Thus a v1ct1me of some accldent although seelng clearly some
of the natural events leading up to it, wants to know why it
should have happened to him rather than someone else and at

- that time rather than at another. Misfortune requires a
fuller explanation in addition to that which can be given by -
- crude observation.
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The naming of fiseases, however, is seldom related to
causation in primitive medicine. Naming tends to dcpend on the
part of the bedy affected and the symptoms of the disease, .
Sometimes the response to. treatment iz used- to define the ill-
" ness in broad terms. Junod says that:

'Thonga call the complaint from which they suffer by
the name of the organ affected: for instance "I have

a foot, I have a hand, I have a neck", méans; "I have

a paln in my foot, my hand or my neck" .

"He ‘has a head" means "He is mad". For "I have a head-
ache", the expression "I feel my head", would
generally be used.' (Junod:1913:43Q).

The Tallensi name 1llnesses by reference to the part
;of the body most affected, but there is a vague notion that
all forms of illness are manlfestatlons of disorder either of
the head or of the belly or of both. (Fortes and Mayer:1969:
41). The Azande know diseaség by their major symptoms.
Diseases are named (1) After the part affected. (2) After the
sensations they produce or their effects on the organism.
(3) After something in nature to whicéh they bear a rescmblance.
(4) After their cause. (5) After their cures.. (&vans-Pritchard:
1937:482). .

The Ganda also .have a tendency to think of their ill-
nesses in terms of -that part of the body affécted. Thus a
cough may bYe referred.to as gkifuba (chcst), provided that the
context indicates.that illness is being talked about. By
changing the prefix of the word, one can indicate different
diseases of the chest. Thus therc is akafuba (consumption or
tuberculosis) and olufuba (asthma). Because of this already
egstablished way of thought, the. Ganda scem to have readily
taken to the idea of a group of illnesses within the category
'dlseases of the brain'. (0Orley,1970:p4).

: . The Subanum also usc the part of the body affected in
their naming of disease, but they use other .criteria as well.

- (Prake:1962). Some causes are important criteria in class-
ification such as a wound, a bite, a burn or a worm, whereas
others arc not important as criteria in naming since they
appear to cover a very disparatc collection of phenomena.

Such are the sorts of causes listed by Clements such as object-
intrusion or goul loss. It is only the exceptional case that
is re-named as a result of a seance or divination. Frake's
already classic desceiption of Subanum naming of disecase:
emphasises the way that symptomatology is uscd. Symptoms may
be. localised- 1nternally or externally in cértain parts of the
body. Deformlty in a particulsr area or pain, itch or
irritation in particular areas may help to refine the
dlagnostlc name.,. o ,

Mental 1llness appears to Dbe recognlscd in all
areas of the world and is defined by its symptomatology as
reflected in the patient's behaviour, as also is epilepsy.

Jilek and Aall-Jilek report from Tanzania, however, that:

'The Wapogoro do not posscss a concept of mental
disease. They have, however, a fairly clear notion
of what constitutes a deviation from culturally
accepted patterns.' (Jilek and Aall-Jilck:1967: 208)

It is uncertain what they mean. by this. BEdgerton reported a
~ study of four Bast African tribes. (Edgerton:1966). All had
terms corregponding fairly closely to Zichaa in Swahili which |
is the word usually used for madncss. No great varicty of terms
were found in any one language, and where therc are several
terms they do not seem to imply differént symptomatology.
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Questions about aetiolergy produced no consistent renlies and
certainly witcheraft was not secen as the sole cause. Some
attributed it to 2 worm in the brain, not usually introduced
by witcheraft, others said it came for no reason. All tribes
reccognisce the possibility of multiple causation. Further /
enquiry in cach of the four tribes for a description of what
was meant by that tribe's word for madness brought very
similar answers but with somc differences in enphasis. The
Sebei (Uganda) -most often mention nudity, shouting, talking
~nonsense and violence. The Kamba (Kenya) mentioned violence
arnd nudity most frequently as the featurces of madness. The
Hehe mentioned nudity frequently, but most often mcntioned a
timorous retrcat from people to a solitary life in the bush.
They did, however, talk of two types of madncss, the violent
and the passively fearful. The Pokot most often referred to
talking nonsense, but murder and arson were also mentioned.
They also distinguished between "wild" and "mild" mad people,
but thesc were not regarded as mutually exclusive types. A
notable cmphasis in all the tribes was upon nudity. Even the
Pokot whose men are typically nude, are horrified by nudity
among worien. Violence sccms very frequently mentioned,as has
been noted over much of Africa. Hallucinations were very
geldom mentioncd, but all mentioncd that psychotic acts occur
without good reason. Nonc of the bechaviour regarded as mad in
these tribes would not also have becen so regarded in the Vcest.
Two of the tribes rccommend treatment morc than the other two,
and ‘this may be related to their belief that it is caused by
witcheraft and at lcast temporarily curable, whercas throse
who regerd it as incurablc tcnd to recommend harsh treatment
morc than medicine. o ‘ '

There have been very fow studics of the indigenous
classification of mental illncss. Thosc attempted have usually
donc nothing morc than list thc namcs given to various conditions
that would bec called mental illncss in the West. Examples of
this type of study from Africa have been reported from amongst
the Bemba, the Shona and the Yoruba. It is very difficult from
these accounts to distinguish what are the indigenous systens
of classification and what has been imposed upon the terms to
make them fit Western diagnostic groups. Thus Brelsford.
discusses various classes of the insane, in many of which there
arc various sub-classcs given Bemba names. He lists the classes
as (1) Idiots and imbeeciles. (2) Madness. (3) Temporary
violence or fits. (4) Hysterics. (5) Melancholics. (6) Bhan
intoxication psychosis. (7) Eccentricity, (not madness). (8% An
aimless wanderer. There are several terms given for varicties
of sub-normals. Casecs which show violence, ecven though sub-
normal, are called. "mad". One informant described. the typical
madman: , ' o :

'This person docs not mind anything. He stabs

. another without fear. He jeers when he is most

painfully tied up. He swears and curses without

"~ fear and reason, and he walks naked without shamnec.

" -He does great violence and is thc proper Legion
spoken of in the Bible.' (Brelsford:1950).

" Gelfand gives the names of many disorders in Shona,
but therc scems no system in his description. This may be
due to the fact that there is no system behind these names. We
sce, however, the name ebenzi included in three disease nanes,
and we can assume that they should be classed together in some
way, but we are not told what mecaning this word has., This
same applics to the word kupengs which also is included in
" three disease nemes. (Gelfand in Kiev(ed);1964:165—l70).

Among the Yoruba the’ term were is used for all forms
of insanity, particularly chronic forms.(Leighton & Lanbo:
1963:106—8§, The syuptons covered by this term are; talking
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"to onecscl., obvious ho.iucinations, aimless activity, refusing
food because it is thought to .be poisoned, slccplessncss,
tearing clothes, inappropriate defaecation, urination and
smearing, and sudden attacks on people. with loss of menmory
afterwards.. Thc category werc is modified by other words. Thus
were alaso (that wears clothes) refers to a paticnt who is
normal most of the time but becomes mad periodically. Were
.agba is thc psychosis of old age. Were d'ile (of the lineage) -
. 1s hereditary psychosis. Ipa were is nadness associated with
cepilepsy.. There arc different words for an acutc psychotic
cpisode, mental deficiency, and postpartum psychosis. The
Western category of ncurdsis is not so easily uscd in dealing
with prinitive categories. a

*Yoruba healcrs often d6 not make a clcar distinction
between physical discasc and psychoneuroses. This
failurc is understandable bccause nany Yoruba.
ncuroses present largely physical sympioms.'
(Prince in Kiev(ed)L1964:86-8).
Grand mal epileptic scizures and childhood convulsions are
given distinctive nanes.

Lrmongst the Tallensi the stercotype of the mad person
is that his talk is wild and confuscd and his behaviour erratic
and somctines violent. (Fortes and Maycr:1969:48). Laubscher
mekcs bricf roforence to the fact that the Tembu distinguish
two forms of madncss. Thc onc is characterisced by odd =
behaviour without unduc cxecitcment. This is thought to be a
sign of the nccessity for ritual treining to be a doctor and
if prevented such 2 person will lose his senses, and bccone
afflicted by the sccond major catcgory of madness, charactcriscd
by: ' :

'Confusion of mind, stupor and stuporous demontia,

and has spcecial rcfercnce to epilepsy and catatonic

stupors.! (Laubscher:1937:222). .
The .Nyakusa can also use the same term for running mad and
having a fit.(Wilson:1957: 53 fn). Some Bcmba use the samc
word for madncss and epilepsy - this latter being called the
"madncss of a hawk." The Lenje of Zambia, however, dc not
consider that epilepsy is related in any way to nadness.
(Haworth:l969:6§. ' o o '

: - The Ganda believe that therc are four main kinds of
discases of the brain, These are madness, eopilepsy, foolishness
and dizziness. They distinguish two kinds:of madness, the
wild and the mild. Dizzincss is considéred to be an illness,
not nerely a symptom, and is thought of as "the brother of
epilepsy" in the samc way that sleep relates to death. Just a
cough may be referred to as "the chest", so when one asks
what is wrong with 2 mentally ill person, the reply is "the
head", although this term can also be used for hcadaches.
While most people acknowledge that the present classification
of nadncss and foolishness as diseases of the brain is "correct",
nany of the older people said that these discases were
~originally thought to affect a persons hcart. Epilepsy and
dizziness were probably always. thought to be discases cf the
head and this is indicated by what .is probably a fairly old
custon of cupping the head to cure epilepsy.(Orley:l970;4).

The Ganda rcfer to an illness which strikes only
snall children causing them to have febile convulsions as
eyabwe. The word itself moans "theirs" (thc children's) and
refcers to the fact that it is thought to be brought by "their .
bird" which is an cagle. This is a refercnce to the suddenness
of the onsct of the- illness,. just as 2 bird of proy swoops
down to catch its prey, and also to the fact that during a
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convulsion, the eyes tmuin up as if to see the biru flying
above them. If such a bird is scen, the women with the
children nay shout up av it that the child is really quite an
old one, hoping to deccive the bird into thinking that the
child is too o0ld to be attacked. There are various other
preventive measures, such as the tying of a small bell onto
the lcft wrist, the noisc of which will frighten the bird, or
attract the mother's attention if the child noves to fond it
off. (ibid: 9~10). : - .

The association of birds with epileptiform fits and
convulsions scems to be comnon to many parts of Africa. Anongst
the Bemba the term used for fits in children is the sanc as
that used for a sparrowhawk that is found unconscious on the
ground, presunably after nissing a2 swoop.(Brelsford:1950). In
another part of northern Zanbia the werd used for cpilcpsy
means "tho madncss of a hawk". (Haworth:1969:6). Turncr has
rceported that the treatnent for cepilepsy anongst the Lunda
consists ef the beak -of 2 bird which "flics up and down
- spasnodically like an cpilcptic,; naking o whirring sound."

(Turner:1963:29). The Wapogoro belicve certain birds should not
be killed, cspecially the fish eagle, because it circles and
then drops to the carth like an cpileptic in an attack (Aall-
Jilek:1965:71). (It is of intercst to notc that the word used
- for fits by the Mohave of North Amcrica mecans "hawks
copulate". (Dovercux:1961:73) ). -

There arc fow cthnographic accounts of primitive concepts
of body function., i few investigators give some information
as to the ways in which mental disorder is related to the
body. On the whole they are associated with the head or the
heart, but occesionally abdominal structures are implicated.
Thus, as we have already nentioned, the Thonga associate
nadness ‘with the head. (Junod:1913%:430). The Tallensi have a
veguc notion that all forms of illness arc duc to disorders
in cither the head or the belly or both. (Fortes and Mayer:
'1969:41), In much of the African literature thero is probably
a greater enphasis onthe association betwecen nadncess and
anger as cxpressed in tho American collogquialisn "to get mad"
necaning"to get angry". The Nyakusa say that a madman nay
rccover but: ' R

'When hé is angry his heart scems to. be full of
nadness ogain, -

" They say a'nad person talks to himself likc sonoe=
one in a passion of grief, or anger, or fear, and
noulds the carth,' (Wilson:1957:80,83).

The Bonba deseribe the nelancholic as onc who "has a heart",

or is sick in the. heart. (Brelsford:1950:47). The Lozl considers

that cpilepsy is ‘caused by an insect which when it attacks the

heart of & paticnt causes foaning at the nouth and ir- o

regular novements of the logs and arms. (Howarth:1969:7).

 inongst the Wataita (related to the Kanmba of EKcnya),illncsses

of the heart include anything involving abnormal cravings,

fears or urges. Thus a type of kleptonania is said to be a

"heart" illncss, also: . L T

', ee..Saka (a type of spirit gosscssidn) is said %o
belong to this category (of the heart) because it is
an illness of "wanting and wanting". It docs nct
belong to the other category, illnesscs of the hecad,
which are called isu, nadness.' (Harris:1957:1050).

The Subanun beliefs about the liver are somewhat akin
to Western notions of the heart and Frake recorded no
instances of discasos being attributed to the heart there.
(Frako:1962). ' : ' ' :




The Ganda belicve that both the heart gnd brain shink, but
this probably rcpresents an incursion of western thought, for
it is still possible to find older people who say. that only
the heart thinks. The heart is thought not cnly to be the
centre of emotions such as fear, anger, joy and jealousy, but
_in the past it was 2lso considecred the plaec where wisdom and
rienory reside., Whercas older people believe in the primacy of -
the heart, the yocung nornally say that the brain and the heart
werk together, the heart deciding things and scnding o message
to tho)brain which in turn passecs it on.tc the bedy. (Orley:
1970:1). S : S . S

~-. There are two conditions of the heart which in some
coses nay represcent neurotic illness. In.the first.the heart
is referred to as being agitated or fearful and in . the second
it..is said that the heart has fallen or failed. The first
condition refers to a pounding of thec heort with fright and
riay be used nerely to refer to feeling startled. It is most
commonly thought of as 2an illness in which the person
expericnces an intensc fear causing him to run awey and hide
in thc bush, (Orley:1970;p8). This running away into the bush
has bcen connented on by suthors working in Lfrica as an
‘aspect of the "mad" syndronme, Field describes it in Ghana as
a typicel featurc of nmost acute psychotic cepisodes, and Fortes
and Mayor notc it amcngst the Tallensi(Ghana).(Ficld:1968:32).
(Fortes and Moyer:1969:66).

, . The word uscd for the heart in thesc eonditions is
cimene and rcfers not only to the hecart but to the small bone
at the basc of the sternun (xiphisternun) and to the snall
bone at the base of the spine %coccyx) and the assceciated
rcgion of the anus. The condition-in which it is said to
fall or fail may affcct cither or both of these. It manifests
itself in 2 general weokening of the body and failurc to eat.
Sir idbert Cook refcrred to the condition in the usual tern
taken by neny physicians and surgcons to such disorders. He
wrote ¢f "the stalwart nan with a frame of Hercules, who
wastes ten nminutes trying to persuade you that his heart has
fellen fron its right placc." (Cook:1954:124).

The inmportance of the heart in Lfricen thought has
been cnphasiscd by Muwazo, a doctor werking in Kanpala.

 tifricans of the present day rcscnmblc Buropcans of
- previous centurics in regarding the heart as the
cenptre of life; the soul is also thought to reside
in or near the heart. Africans consider that the
heart is normally notionless, .they have no kncwledge
- of theg circulotion of.the blood. The exact position
of the heart is net understood- clearly, but. the whole
of the front of the chest and -the uppcr abdoncen is
. regarded as a dongerous arca. Palpitations and any
sensation which can be intcerprected as a novencent of
the heart are considered to be specially dangercus,
for the soul nay be noving and nay leave the body,
and life may thus be in danger. In sone patients fever
is chiefly noticed and attributed tc¢ the cardiac
palpitations which acconpany slight exertion,cspecially
if anacnia is present; and meny Lfricans are anacnic.'
(Muwazo and Trowell:1944:149). -
He goes on to state that nany of thesc cases.are probably
neurotic and others arc nalingering. These latter:

"naturally complain of the heart, for this would
appecar the best illncss tc feign. It would never occur
to then to fecign a peptic ulcer or blindness, for
diseases of the "Heart" or the "Soul" arc, in their
opinion, thec most scricus. (idemn.)
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The final method of classification of illnes:ses is
by "nationality". This sually depends on treatments and
comes intoc proninence whia there are competing systems of
treatnent: Illnesses ray be said to have ccne fron neighuour-
ing tribes and this may be due to 2 similar mental process
that attributes illness to witchecraft from a necighbouring
homestead: Where Western treatment is offered, it seems that
some diseases are seen to be very amenable to this treatment
.and are perhaps Western diseages: Those illncesses not
anenable to Western nmedicine (particularly psynhpgenic 11—
ncssges are said to be indigenous. The Zulu recognise disease
as being susceptlble tc Western medical treatments, usually
obviously crganic illnesscs, whilst psychogenlc illnesscs are
dlstlngulshod from then.

'These thlngs are "kwaZulu" (of the Zulu Race), and
cannct be put right by a White nan with an
injection.' (Lee:1950; 10).

- Loudon also discuascs a ccnversicn hysteria called ufufunyana:

'The Zulu class ufufunyana as a Bantu disease, a

ternn they use to cover all conditions which they

believe to occur only amcng their own people and

to be susceptible only to. indigenous Zulu rethods
- of treatment. (Loudon in Opler (ed):1959:361).

These dlseases are thought to be duc to spirits or w1tchoraft
~and are accompanied by stereotyped dreams and are usuzlly
asgsociated with rather ill-defined or generalised pain. It
nay be dlagnosed as such by a d1v1ner.

: 4 s1n11ar approach secns to be taken by the Eskimos,
Murphy descrlbes a shrewd shanan:

fHevwas-one of the shamans who changed, not by
giving up shmanisn, but by adjusting shanmanisn
to: £it new circumstances - recognising, for
_ exanple, that Western nedicine works for white-
St % nan' & diseases like tuberculosis, while :
: _-shananlstlc nedicine works for different ill-
_nesges.' (Murphy in Kiev(ed)t 1964: T7).

.In South Iran 1t i$ not the lack of response to
, Western redicine that is the principle criterion but a
positive regponse tc rituals aimed at the Zar spirit. The
patient attends a Zar ceremony and if he becomes un-
~conscious during the cercrmony, .it is an indication that he
is afflicted by Zar. Otherwisc. the. pqtient must go to. a
;Wostern style doctcr. o .

It is 1nterust1ng to note that the patient ‘who
is diagnosed as being possessed by Zar will

.not respond to any treatment administerecd by a
Western doctor. Not only do they fail tc respond
to. nedical treatnent, but in nany cases they )
becone worse. If a doctor gives an inaectlon to -
these patients, they becone. cxtremely manic or
withdrawn. In the native dialect, they say that
Zar and the necdle are not compatible, and that
the riore you give injections the worse the
paticnt becomes. (Modarressi in Prince (ed):
1968: 151-2). .

This typc of classification into indigencus and
non~indigenous illnesses is used by the Ganda. Thus not only
do the Ganda ascribe diseases to certain parts of the body,
but they olso clasgify them according tc three sets of
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dlchotomles.

1. Those that cona by thenselves and those that are
gent or caused by witchcraft.

2. The strong =nd the wecak.

3.. Kiganda and non-Kiganda.

In general tho Klganda illnhesses are thoso that the

Geride. believe to have been already afflicting them beforc the
Lrabs and Furopeans came to their country, but the Ganda
irply certain othér things when they rofer to illnesses as
Xigandz. The Ganda think of their illnesses -as "strong" ill-
ncsses, and they are usually thought to be scnt by another
although there are nany ¢xceptions. There are traditional
forms of therapy for them wlthough in these days the
traditional art of heallng is .thought to have been largely
lost. Western nedicine is not considered to be particularly
effective in treating such illnesses.. The underlying feeling
is that Buropecans know how to treat their own discasces with
thelr own nedicines. Those illnesses which arce untreatablae
by Western medicine or are difficult to treat, as in the case
with much nmental illness, are thought thercforc to be Kiganda
discases, and arc of coursc. strong since traditicnal forms of
therapy are not often very useful eithcer. There are other
rcasons for strong Kiganda illndsses being thought to be
brought by witchecraft. Madness, cpilepsy and other strong ill-
nesscs bring ‘an enormous anount of trouble to a patient and
- their fanily and usually tend tc follow a chronic course ex-
tending over nany years, if nct a lifetine. In order to cope
with such a stressful situation an explanatory model (paranoid
in nature) is formulated by the family, which apart fron
helping then to talk about the illness, also absvlves then
~ fron blamc and opens up a course ¢f action. No one bothers to

use such a nodel when referring tc a cold, but the "strong"
discases are alrost always said to be sent. Thus the typical
Gande illness such as nadness or epilepsy are said to be sent
by another Kiganda - 1nd strong. (Orley:1970:pl5).

"The cla551f;catlon into "conc by themsclves" and "sent

by another", is confused by the notion cf contagion. This is

a rocognised mechanism even though sorie illnesses are regarded
ag contagious which we would not sc regard in the West,an
exanple of this being epilepsy. It would seon that there
always was an indigenous classification of illnesses into
contagious and non-contagious, but that this was disrupted by
~the advent of Westorn mediecine, which includes a very strong
notion of contagious diseases. Thcsc diseases thought
contagious in the two systems prosunably varied widely and

the result has been to leave a certain anount of discrder in
this field. Thesc nechanisns of the. génesis of illness are not

nutually exclusive and although a "natural cause" is postulated
there is 8till the desire to cxplain why this natural cause
operated at a particular tine and in a partlcular way.

The evidence prosented shows- that while African
nedical taxonomy varics ccnsiderably in detail, therc arc
some cormon featurcs, which are well 1llustrated by the Ganda
case. The six nost comnon.crlterma used for classifying diseases
in Aifrica are:

X, The part affected

2. The kind of sympton -

3. Some convenient natural symbol
4,The cause e
5. The cure

6. The national origin -

Western nedical science uses categorics based on )
different criteria. We have scen, for example, that contagion
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‘1s inmportant in:Western ncdicine as a cause. To the Ganda,
causc nay be differently deterriined and the notion of contagion
will then only Y%c impu:tant in determining social treztnent.
For the ethnographcr it is norc important clearly to describe
his-people's taxonony than to devote futile ,effort to matching
Western scicntific and folk qnalyses.

John Orley.
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