Statistics of variations : with remarks on the use of this method in
anthropology / by Thomas Dwight.

Contributors

Dwight, Thomas, 1843-1911.
Royal College of Surgeons of England

Publication/Creation
Jena : Gustav Fischer, [1895]

Persistent URL

https://wellcomecollection.org/works/vkecpnpx

Provider

Royal College of Surgeons

License and attribution

This material has been provided by This material has been provided by The
Royal College of Surgeons of England. The original may be consulted at The
Royal College of Surgeons of England. where the originals may be consulted.
This work has been identified as being free of known restrictions under
copyright law, including all related and neighbouring rights and is being made
available under the Creative Commons, Public Domain Mark.

You can copy, modify, distribute and perform the work, even for commercial
purposes, without asking permission.

Wellcome Collection

183 Euston Road

London NW1 2BE UK

T +44 (0)20 7611 8722

E library@wellcomecollection.org
https://wellcomecollection.org



http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/mark/1.0/













213

34 at the middle, in 76 at the bottom, and in 79 the precise position
was not noted, Of the 36 cases of division opposite thﬂrfrm lumbar
vertebra, it was at the top in 32. In the other 4 the point was not
noted. _

It is unfortunately impossible to make a satisfactory comparison
between these results and those of ScAwALse and PriTzNER, as they
apparently have not considered the intervertebral discs. Still as thl?}"
find the division opposite to the top of the 5™ lumbar vertebra in
209, of their cases, and opposite some port of the 4tb in only 73,3 %o,
it seems that with them the point of division is somewhat lower than

in my series.

ScrwALBE and PriTzNer in their recent interesting') work have
compared their statistics with those of other observers and believe that
some of the results are of anthropological significance. I incline to
share this belief: but as some of the statistics used are of my collec-
ting I feel bound to point out a source of error. These authors very
justly lay great weight on the importance of learning the constancy
of the averages, but they pass rather lightly over something which is
absolutely essential to the matter: namely whether or not the material
dissected at a certain place is sufficiently homogeneous to represent
the population of that country. They give strong reasons for beliey-
ing that the material at Strafburg is satisfactory in this respect,
but they assume too readily that similar conditions prevail elsewhere.
It is a very excusable, but still a grievous, mistake to suppose that
the bodies dissected at Boston represent the population of Massa-
chusetts. I cannot show this directly because I receive no statement
of the nativity of my subjects. When I wish particularly to know it
I have to resort to a rather troublesome correspondence. I can,
however, prove it indirectly beyond reasonable doubt. Almost all the
subjects used at the Harvard Medical School come from either the
State Almshouse or a semi-penal institution called the State Farm.
The others are so few that they may be neglected, and in fact are
of the same class as the rest. In the last reports of these institutions
there are tables giving the birth-places of the inmates admitted during
the year ending September 30th 1893. I have added these together
and reproduce what is essential.

1) loe. cit.
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Number of admissions

# - % L - - ‘1122
Born in the United States . . 1408 1)

T 1 IIEI&H& e . . AR
11 3t Eﬂglﬂ-ﬂd R T 366
13 1 Scottland 3T o7
1 2 BIltlEh Prufim:[en 400
an DG Germany , , |, 75
] 1 .I-t-ﬂ.lj' S5 R 78
T " Russia . gk 40
1 1 Sweden SPRITRLC v a2

This accounts for all but 210 composed of very small groups,
But this 1s not the whole truth; for of the 1408 born in the United
States there must first be deducted the negroes, who are excluded
from my statistics. Their number is not given in the reports. I
estimate it at perhaps 59, of the Americans. But what is more
serious is that there is great reason to believe that the majority
(I incline to think the large majority) of the natives are the children
of foreign parents, mostly Irish. Hence it is evident that the number
of subjects which can be said to represent the native population is
extremely small. My statistics are more truly a contribution to Irish
anthropology than to American. In fact I never intended to offer
them as anthropological work. It is noteworthy, however, that 90 ¢/,
(accurately 89,5 +) of those admitted were born in Great Britain, its
dependencies, and the United States. !

The collective statistics of Great Britain and Ireland are, I am
afraid, not more homogeneous. The subjects in Ireland are, no doubt,
practically all Irish; those in Scotland are probably mostly Scotch,
though Glasgow must contain many strangers: but I doubt very much
whether the material in the dissecting rooms of London and of some
other of the great English cities can be called distinctly English. If
I am wrong I shall be glad to be corrected by some of our English
colleagues. The Russian statistics are, no doubt, far more satisfactory.

There are four series in which ScEwALBE and Prirzyer claim
to have found differences enough marked to have an anthropological
significance. Of these the most satisfactory to me both on account
of the large number examined and the source of the material is the
one showing the absence of the palmaris longus in 12,7 9, at St.
Petersburg, and in 204 9/, at Strassburg.

Very striking is the remarkable difference of frequency of the

1) Of these 950 were born in the New England States, and 178 in
New York State.









