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FOREWORD

At first it was not my intention to write a foreword to the present work. [ therefore included some
questions, usually treated in a foreword, into Chapter III of the Introduction. Howewver, after reading, in
proofs, the whole of the book and especially the Introduction, I deem it necessary to add some explanations,
in order to be well understood. In fact, my remarks concerning “Theories affecting investigator's work”
{Section 3, pp. 6-10) may produce the quite wrong impression that I altogether disagree with all my prede-
cessors and contemporaries and with all theoreticians, My intention was not to write about ethnography in
general and to find out “theories helping investigator's work™. The whole.of the science of ethnography is of
course helpful for a collector of original data, and I need not emphasize it. It is clear, at least for those who
are engaged in the collecting and analysing of original materials. A great number of original investiga-
tions among the various ethnical units and groups, now carried out in all parts of the world, a great num-
ber of theoretical works, and very rich ethnographical collections found in the museums put the modern in-
vestigator into a new position, very favourable for both the theoretical result of the work and the collecting
of new data. However, this favourable position also imposes great obligations on the modern investigator.
Ethnography iz no more a new field; the observer cannot be a naive romantic who is looking for exotic facts
and situations unforescen by the Eurcpean complex; he eannot let himszelf to be earried away by imagina-
tion for heaping artificial constructions, perhaps satisfying one's aesthetic feeling, but perfectly useless, even
dangerous, for the science; he also cannot become a collector who has no other aim but “collecting”, for this
attitude will soon lead to an unproductive waste of energy, which is now much needed for the passing through
the coming, perhaps already going on crisis; moreover, he cannot refuse to face life, such as it is, as & his-
torian often does, for Ethnography has ceased to be a “sclence about primitive tribes” which has nothing
to do with “civilized mankind”. The old ethnography of the nineteenth century is dead. The ethnograph-
er-historian is nowadays working at the restoration, as far as possible, of the complexes of the past; the field
ethnographer, armed with all possible theoretical knowledge, is describing and analysing “living” eomplexes,
as complexes in their functional and historical aspects. In this respect the ethnographer comes near to the
historian and all those specialists who are dealing with various aspeets of eulture (i.e. Ethnography) among
the so-called civilized ethnical groups. In fact, the study of cultural complexes is not of yesterday. But it
was confined to special manifestations of the complexes. The study of the common law, stimulated by a
practical need of its codification, or merely of comprehensive recording for practieal use ; the study of the social
organization, language, art, various aspects of technology, ete. stimulated by various reasons; even the study
of the technical and, naturally, economic processes imposed by their functioning—all these special studies
actually dealt with the same phenomenon of “eultural adaptation in man"™ which called to life the ethnogra-
pher and stimulated the organization of the new science of ethmography. We can now leave aside the ques-
tion as to the practical stimuli which undoubtedly were greatly respomsible for the existence of ethnogra-
phers and ethmography, but the philosophical premises are of importance for our present treatment. The
almost general theoretical conception, even among the most clear-thinking people, was, firstly, that all eultur-
al complexes, besides those with which the Europeans were familiar, were relatively simple and primitive,
&0 that any educated man could understand and describe them and, secondly, that by studying them it was
possible to write the history of the present civilized mankind. At the first contact with the realities it
appeared, almost at once, that the culture of supposedly primitive peoples was not as simple as it had origin-
ally seemed and, a curious fact, a great number of ethnographers “specialized” in “material culture”, “social
organization”, “religion”, “language"”, even “folk-lore”, “decorative art”, “family”, “primitive economica™,
ete. to such a degree that they easily could have degenerated into an inferior class of technologists, philoso-
phers, philologists dealing with “primitive phenomena”. However, the pressure of life was strong enough
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and the ethnographer has succesafully survived by cutting his ties with the old philosophical premises and by
creating, by means of facts, the necessary basis for Ethnology (in my sense). Another effect of the increase
of knowledge was that the idea of reconstituting history appeared to have been inadequate for doing this
work by simple means of scaffolding of hypotheses, There was one still more important effect, namely, the
ethnographer has realized that he must not only pay attention to the “primitive people”, but his attention
must also be attracted by the ethnical groups to which he is indebted for his original education and methods
of thinking. The objection to such an extension of ethnography comes at once, namely, that the field of ethno-
graphy is 20 vast that no human being iz able to fathom it. However, this objection is not based upon a
scientific reasoning, but on the fear of being unable to master the task. It is perfectly true that to know
all enltural complexes is imposaible, but as T shall now show, it iz not even needed. Whether we deny the fact
of the existence of ethnography, as here defined, or not, it does not change the situation. Such situa-
tions happened in other fields of human knowledge. For instance, there was a time when a botanist might
have known all plants knows af his time, nowadays he may know only a section of the botamical classifica-
tion. There was a time when a chemist knew all organic combinations known at his time, nowadays no
human being can know all chemical organic combinations, of which new ones are moreover discovered every
day. However, nobody will say that Botany or Organic Chemistry cannot exist, or even that they do not exist,
as it happens with timid people when they face a really enormous quantity of ethnographic facts known and,
especially still to be known.

We must acknowledge that such a state has already been reached by Ethnography, and this implies
a new attitude on the part of ethnographers.

Now, I must make another step in order to approach my goal. There was a time when a botanist
needed no special training in general biology, chemistry, physics, microscopic technique and even applied
mathematics, but nowadays he must have this training before he may become a modern botanist. ‘There
was also a time when a chemist needed no special training in physies, chemophysica and mathematies and
could go ahead with his discoveries. The inference iz evident: to be a botanist or a chemist (organic) nowa-
days is much more difficult than it was before, if one wants to make discoveries in these fields and not to re-
main a qualified servant in a botanical museum or a chemical laboratory, where such specialized and quali-
fied workmen nowadays are needed, just as on board of a man-of-war a high percentage of skilful specia-
lists is needed, even with a high (equivalent to the European university) education. Why should it be differ-
ent with Ethnography ?

Howaever, there is another aspect of the same situation. In the beginning of the nineteenth century
it would have seemecd impossible for a young man to have done in physics what nowadays is done by a pupil
of a middle school before his entering the university; and the modern student of a university iz busy with
problems which were beyond the reach of professors a century ago. The inference, often forgotten when
Ethnography is discussed, is that the method of work is perfected and therefore shortened. A great num-
ber of problems are no more problems and the field is clear for further steps, because of the formulation and
verification of general principles and generalizations, and, in so far as the technique of observation is con-
cerned, becanse of working out of new methods of investigation. No modern physics can exist one day
without its theoretical foundations. The same is true of Ethnography. Thus, in Ethnography two sides
must be distinguished, namely, the first one is the collecting of new facts, which presumes a certain theore-
tical training and a perfect possession of modern methods for eollecting facts, and the second one is the
direction of investigations which presumes a broad theoretical preparation, knowledge of the factual side
and a perfect mastering of methodology. In so far as the collecting is concerned it must, of course, not be
based upon the trial-error method, as it was practised before, but special methods justified by and based
upon certain theoretical foundations must be worked out, and so it will be, if Ethnography is not doomed to
perigh. There is nothing impossible in it, for we have such instances in some special branches of ethno-
graphy. For instance, in olden days it would take many years to record the common law of an ethnical unit,
with the present knowledge of theoretical jurisprudence it takes a few weeks; a description of a dialect (in-
cluding vocabulary, phonetics and morphology) in olden days would take years of work, with the familiarity
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with general linguistics it does not take more than a few weeks, The same holds good for social organization,
also economics and technology in general, but on the condition that one be familiar with the theory. How-
ever, even when one is technically prepared to do the gathering of facts, one may easily remain automatie in
collecting new facts, which sometimes may perhaps become quite superfluous if one is not sufficiently versed
in the theoretical side. In faet, the ethnographer is only a collector of facts and even not always an analyst.
The cases of eollecting facts which cannot be analysed and published because of their volume are well known,
Therefore, to know how many facts are needed is not less important than to know how to make it within a
short time. The collecting of facts may easily degenerate into & “mania of collecting”. Although the facts
may be quite eurious and artfully presented, they are often superfluous, if the trend of Science in general is
disregarded. I shall give now an absurd example of an insane botanist who is measuring one by one the
leaves of all trees which he meets on his way. The work may be accurate, painstaking, almost heroie, but it
is useless, since the biometrical methods may shorten this work. One may spend one’s life on the moat ac-
curate record of individual phonetic variations, but it will not contribute anything to the kmowledge of the
mature of language, the fundamentals being already discovered. In the same way, to follow up all possible
dialectal variations, going from village to village, and from house to house, will not differ very much from
the work of the botanist measuring leaf by leaf. Of course, one may find pleasure even in eollecting stamps,
used pens and musical records for gramophone in a number surpassing the physical possibility of enjoy-
ing them. But, I have never heard of any contributor to finances, steel work and music among the people
who were affected by the mania of eollecting stamps, pens and musical records. One sometimes finds pleasure
in folklore, as such, and in general ethnography, as such, but if it turns into a mania of collecting, I great-
Iy doubt that such a condition may be considered as completely harmless, should it eccupy too many people in
the ethnical unit (or group). The refinement of amateurs of cock fighting, fiea racing and that of varioua
gamblers, all of whom have pleasure in their occupations, is not sufficient for a social (ethnical) justification
of their activity. Under ever increasing interethnical pressure these seemingly harmless and seemingly
aegthetic passions may paralyse the ethnical unit, if the thinking layer of the unit is affected by them. Thus,
this kind of justification of an aimless ethnographic collecting of facts cannot be regarded as satisfactory,
and such a collecting cannot be considered as useful for the seience and eompletely harmless for the ethnical
units to which the collectors belong, if they still ean be useful members of the society; but, of course, such a
passion may be utilized by those who direct the Scierice. By pointing out these seemingly paradoxical par-
allels, I intend only to show that the evergrowth and further “degeneration” of a useful cultural phenomenon,
such as an ethnographical collecting, may occur, if there iz no directing science behind the ethnographers.
Just as behind the qualified workmen in botany, the systematists, and the qualified workmen in chemistry, the
experimentators in organic chemistry, there are the general biology and general chemistry which direct these
skilful workmen, behind the ethnographer-collector there must be a science which is able to direet him. As
a matter of fact, the history of ethnography always reflected this situation. On the one hand, there was a
tendency of specialization in the sense of further dissection of ethnography, as stated above, and “specialists”
intended to simplify in this way their work and to remain beyond control; on the other hand, there was an
open protest against an interference of theoreticians and a marked tendency to become “specialists—ethno-
graphers”. The first tendency needs no explanation, but the second one needs some remarks. It must be
admitted that the tendency to eliminate the interference of theoreticians, as shown before, was greatly due
to the failure of the theoreticians to show a right direction to the colleetors who scon appeared to be ahead
of them. The latter were not so much familiar with the actual facts. This was a period of trial-error in
theory, and the same in practice of collecting material. However, apart from it, the protest and tendency of
specialization were in the same line of other phenomena left without a real theoretical guidance. The fun-
damental problems, such as where the unit ia to be investigated, where the dialect is to be recorded, what the
mechanism of formation of complexes (and “complexes” have appeared only lately) is; how the elements
spread, what to record, ete. were left without answer, whilst the theoreticians were arguing about the pro-
miseuity, the origin of everything, the matriarchat and patriarchat, the totemism, the evolution of primitive
mentality, without seeing any “primitive man”, and hundreds of other things interesting for the philoso-
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phieal trend of the last century. Lately introduced discussions as to the “psychological method”, diffusion
and parallelism, “soma” and “noos” and other “problems” cannot at all satisfy the ethnographer's demand
for guidance.

Maturally, all these answers may be given only by & general science—Ethnology—i.e. the theory of
ethnical and ethnographical variations and that of ethnical unit, with a special part dealing with the defini-
tion of the present state of ethnology in the system of knowledge (science), and principles of classification,
which covers all manifestations of human existence and treats them not in abstractions, but in complexes
and individuals, as they are observed in life. Thus the physical conditions of ethnical bodies and their cul-
tural complexes will not be artificially dissected for the reason of difference in the form of biological
adaptation. Of course such a science requires much more preliminary work than any specialized branch,
but it may be remembered that there was a time when for the zame reason General Biclogy, Chemophysies,
even Gemeral Linguistics were misdoubted and the poasibility of their existence was questioned. Sconer or
later such a general science will be created or else the depending sciences, such as anthropology, ethno-
graphy, including folklore, linguistics and others, will grow into a malignant tumor and suffocate under the
piles of unanalvsed, unclassified and perhaps useless facts. The signe of such an overgrowth are now al-
ready visible. On the one hand, self-restriction in the analysis can be observed, such as the tendency to make
of ethnography a simple “historical” dizeipline, or to build it on the basis of some internal mechanisms of
culture, e.g. the functionalism, as a new wording for the old “utility”, the famous schematization of “in-
stineta”, such as “hunger”, “sex” ete. which idea is closely connected with that of Elementargedanke, and
ethnography of “internal evidences” or to make of it a kind of “applied ethnography™ at the service of the
administration, and still narrower, at the service of political parties.

Ethnography has of course its historical aims, but to identify it with “History™ is imposaible, for, firat
of all, history is not the only aim of ethnography, and for some specialists-historians it is not yet clear what
they have to do: to record fact by fact, to record what seems to be important, to create a kind of “philosophy
of history”, to analyse the facts, to operate with the “values”, to analyse “geography” and “races” in action,
or to make of it a kind of “applied history" for the use of political propaganda.

History has its own problems of technique, such as verification of the authenticity of documents, opera-
tion with the sequence of facts, chronology, classification ete., like any other branch of knowledge, which
colleets and describes facts, has its own technique. Put the historians have failed to create & general science
{perhape owing to the complexity and complexal character of historical facts dealt with) which could direct
the historian in his work ; and his position does not differ from that of the ethnographer who looks for guid-
ance. However, in 80 far as technique is concerned, the experience of the historians is great enough and
useful for any science dealing with a sequence of facts. Naturally the technigue of the historians of the past
century cannot be used nowadays—the historian cannot be indifferent e.g. to the fact of a change occurring
in a population, from the anatomical (anthropological) point of view, at two different historical moments;
he cannot be indifferent to the conclusion of an ethnographer, when the latter gives his analysis of the
ethnical composition of a population, and he cannot be indifferent when the palaeontologist analyses extinet
and living species of animals found in the archaeological strata, although the methods of the anthropologist,
ethnographer and palaeontologist are not those of a historian of the nineteenth century. The historian of
our days, if he wants to be at the level of modern science, must be competent in his judgement as to the
methods used by the “scientists”. Actually it means that the scope of the modern historian’s work is much
wider than that of the historian of the nineteenth century. In fact, the historian cannot confine himself to
the “historical methods” alone. The dividing line, that was intended to be created between “history” and
“seience”, has now disappeared, and this idea is now maintained only by those who did not master the me-
thods of “science™ and who do not want to see that there are Secience and various techniques proper to the
nature of facts dealt with by speeialists in diferently specialized branches of knowledge.

Undoubtedly, to understand the internal mechanism of any cultural complex is the primary task to
be fulfilled by the ethnographer. True, it may be only ‘“functional” or “interno-evidential”, gedonistic, ma-
terialistie, historieal, Le. the light may be thrown only from one side, but it will be done, for it is now
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realized that one can no more disregard the complex of culture. It is also clear that such a specialized ap-
proach to the internal mechanizsm of complexes is not sufficient, for the “causes” of processes, which are
going on in the cultural complexes, sometimes lie far from the internal mechanisms. In this respect the at-
tempts at calling attention of ethnographera to “human biology”, “geographical environment” and “history”,
f.e. external and not “cultural” conditions, must be regarded as a vital necessity. It is interesting to note
that even in this case the above mentioned tendeney of “specialization™ takes hold of ethnographers.

I need not dwell long on the trend of “practical value" of ethnography, se much emphasized nowadays
when the ethnographer wants to get the suppert of rulers who do not know how delicate the mechanism of
paychomental eomplex is which produces, amongst others, the cultural element of selence, functionally bound
to cognize without any practical aim. This stimulus of cognition has ever existed and is only an element of
the working mechanism, but should this stimulus restrict the activity of the ethnographer, it would be only
pernicious for the ethnographér and ethnography. In fact, no sane man can think of using a learn-
ed engineer for driving in nails, and a physicist for repairing type-writing machines. As soon as ethno-
graphy becomes an instrument of “practical value” it ceases to function as Science, and thus its inferences
cannot be reliable. Moreover, such a “practicism” unavoidably leads to a narrow specialization of an ethno-
grapher who ceases to be ethnographer. As shown, such an ethnography existed for a long time without
being ealled ethnography. To revert to this type and trend of investigation is nothing but a manifestation
of a consclous or unconsclous desire to stop the too fast growth of ethnography. This is the same attitude
which i manifested in the narrowing of the “point of view", and in the making of ethnography a simple
“history”.

Buch a state of things is not typical of the ethnography alene. A great number of other "humani-
ties”, such as e.g. sociology, history, even partly economics and others, are in search for an issue out of
the entanglement in the forest of imaginative theories which were ereated owing to an artificial approach to
new facts and methods of investigation. It is not an impasse, as some writers suppose, but it is a real
crisis: the old methods of analysis and generalization cannot cover all facts acquired by the special and
specialized branches of knowledge. We have a very good example in the psychology which has already
severed connexion with “philosophy™ and in this movement has made even a too great swing which, it is true,
may also result in an artificial narrowing amd “specialization'. Of course, it is enly a temporary reaction,

Should such a state of things be maintained in Ethnography, it will remain in the imaginary impasse.
Moreover, if Ethnography does not fortify its theoretical rear and does not organize itself, it will suffocate under
the weight of facts. We have also the very interesting instance of sociology in America. The thin body of
theoretical sociology, ie. the theory of social organization and function, can hardly be increased by means of
old methods, while its body is now stuffed with theories, which may have only a hiztorical interest, and with
an enormous collection of facts concerning all those phenomena which are an effect of the contact between
two and more individuals. Catch-words—"social", “society”, ete.—happened to be stronger than simple good
semse. All the practical problems imposed by the functioning of “modern sociely™ were covered by the
“gocial sciences”, and “sociology™ has tried to treat all of them. Such functionz as those of policemen, in-
spectors of mores, municipal clerks, sales-agents for contraceptive apparatuses, advertizing agents, labour
inspectors, even modest teachers, ete. have been transformed into “social workers” whose activity must be
put into a “sociclogical frame”. Owing to this the really horrible mixture of “applied sociclogy™, and its
theoretical justification in the form of “Principles of Soclology” completely submerged the meagre theory.
With this overgrown appendix,—a malignant tumor of “practicism” of half-educated people,—the “theory”
should be, at least in volume, enlarged by including all theories which were ever produced—from Plato up to
the last year's productions. Of course, they are quite interesting from the historical point of view, but one
must be historian and ethnographer for being able to treat them. There are excellent chemists who do not
know theories of various alchemists of the XVIIth and XVIIIth centuries. What importance for Science
of our time can have abberrations of Rousseau, Montesquieu and others, by accident selected “thinkers™ of
the past, when they are treated ad nauseam by “social sciences” which impose them om the young genera-
tions, instead of giving a simple Sociology. Here, as in Ethnography, we meet again with the same paucity of
theory, the same tendency to an early specialization and the same “practicism” which have brought modern
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“gociology” to an impossibility of mastering, without any solid theory, an ocean of facts. Perhaps for a
long time sociology will be handicapped by all these conditions and perhaps it will even not come out at all
of the present entanglement.

It is not yet too late for ethnography to avoid such a situation. First of all, during the last decades
a great number of ethnographical methods has been tried and proved to be useful. The technigue of ethno-
graphy is far advanced: the ethnographer uses his technological knowledge, linguistical analysis, psycholo-
gical analysis, statistical approach when needed, historical methods, ete.; he has no more prejudices as to the
choice of his facts and ethnical groups, he has become objective, he does not approve or disapprove, he
observes all cultural complexes, including ethnography itself. But what ethnography needs is theory—
Ethnology—as it has been defined above. The filling up of the gap between the physical conditions of human
existence and a special funectional adaptation ecreated in ethnieal boedies—the eultural (ethnographieal) ad-
aptation—is beyond the power of Ethnography, as such, but it is one of the aims of Ethnology.

The relationship between the sciences may thus be formulated, if Ethnology is taken as the central
point.

I BIOLOGY Anatomy |
Physiology Linguistics I
Zoology \
ANTHROPOLOGY
] \ ETHNOLOGY Paychology
IFl
g Medicinga Philology
[
J .4 ETHNOGRAPHY \\
preml e demmcec==
i Mathematics Arts
\ Archaeslogy i
1 (only methods) '
/ Sciencea
Technology Philoaophy
“Geography" Economies History Sociology Religion

Unfortunately it is impossible to represent in o simplified scheme, in two dimensions, instead of the
needed three, all sciences and their special branches, as well as their relations. I therefore give here only
an idea of these relations. Any acience here indieated may be taken az a eentre.

From the scheme it ean be seen that I reserve for Anthropology the place of a epecialized branch of
zoology, while to the Ethnography—a deseriptive selence—I assign that of a specialized study of secondary
adaptation going on and preserved only in groups—the ethnical unit. But the “history of human races"
which at some time constituted the old Ethnology must be partly reserved for Palacontology and for His-
tory of Mankind. Naturally, the methods of classification of human groups, the ethnical and interethnical
equilibria, the physical and functional (especially cultural) changes, and in general the system of equilibria
(which eannot be separately solved by the anthropologists and ethnographers), the behaviour of moving
populations and the spreading of cultural elements and complexes, ete. are referred to Ethnology. If this
had been done earlier, & great number of “problems”, such as the “influence of environment”, “anthropogeo-
graphy”, “heredity veraus miliew”, “diffusion versus parallelism™ and others would never have arisen. The
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very important generalizations and analytical descriptions of ethnographical phenomena have already been
made, 8o in this sense Ethnology exists without being recognized. In fact, various problems are answered
in Anthropolegy, Ethnography, Linguistics, Archaeology, History and even Ethnology as it was known in the
nineteenth century. I am in favour of a strict demarcation, for the old Anthropology—the Seience of man
~—like the Naturphilosophie of the beginning of the XIXth century has overgrown itself. There is, at least
now, no better name than Ethnology. Of course, the main objection to such a selence is that it requires too
much preliminary work of an ethnologist, but this cannot be helped. As stated above, the same objection
was made when General Biology appeared. Theoretically it may be foreseen what kind of objections will
be raised by the persons specialized along particular lines, but it will not stop (it may only retard) the
growth of Science, for life is stronger than any individual effort, and Science is life. I do not think that in
future there will be a very great number of ethnologists, but by analogy with what is observed in other
scientific fields it may be supposed that there will be, as before, specialists in anthropology, linguistica and
ethnography, even specialists in crania, Eskimo grammar, and social organization, whose contributions to
the science will be of the greatest importance.

It is evident that a further growth of Ethnology into a science, to some degree similar to General
Biology, is postulated as a particular manifestation of the general growth of Science. If the latter declines,
together with the whole cultural complex, or if the cultural complex is entirely modified and sclence ia sub-
stituted by something else, there will be no question about Ethnology. However, the number of ethnographers,
anthropologists and linguists is now on the increase, because of the inclusion of new ethnical units, at least par-
tinlly, into the same cultural cycle,—the Japanese, Indian and Chinese contributors are coming and they
must be satisfied with the answers that may be given only by Ethnology.

Looking back at the work accomplished during the period when Anthropology, Ethnography and
Ethnology formally existed, it must be definitely recognized that the present advancement in all these
branches of knowledge is due to the brilliant past. Within four gemerations profound investigations in
all directions were accomplished. A summary description of almost all ethnical units of the Earth, from
the point of view of their physical and coltural characters, is possible; a great number of facts concerning
physieal and cultural history of man relieves ws from the werry about the unknown; the methods of in-
vestigation are perfected; the foundation of Ethnology is laid down. Among the figures of the past those
who collected new facts and those who tried to decipher their meaning were great men. Of course, the
faets collected remain as they ave, and their contributors will remain for ever great men, but the greatness
of those who attempted deciphering should not be minimized. They might be right or wrong, but their efforts
created the miliew in which every new generation felt more and more confidence in its work. Queer as it
may now seem, the construction of evelutionists of the nineteenth century has helped in its way; narrow as
they are the systems of the end of the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth centuries, still surviving,
have cleared up the field of theory. It is only for the sake of saving time that I express in the brief manner
of a wholesale rejection my disagreement with certain theories of the past, and for the same reason my re-
marks about the epigones of the great men and uncritical imitators may assume the form of “polemies”.
However, I must point out that the class of imitators and vulgarizers in theory who influence the young
generation of ethnographers iz a real social burden.

In the present Foreword I need not repeat what I have said in the forewords to my “Social Organiza-
tion of the Northern Tungus™” and “Social Organization of the Manchus”. Now I want to stress the fact
that my approach to the eultural phenomena is not of vesterday and that it was formulated during and just
after the investigation had been earried out. Howewer, in my earlier works I could not touch upon this
question so much as I can do it now. The reason is threefold, namely, the space allowed for theoretical ex-
cursuses is now much larger ; the facts are presented ; the reader is more prepared by my former publications
to meet opinions which are not common and which often are only my own opinions. In some remarks con-
cerning my former publications I have noticed a tendency to bind me up together with some “schools™, I
deem it necessary to say that as an ethnographer I consider myself to be of the “ethnological (in my sense)
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INTRODUCTION

CHAFPTER I

DIFFICULTIES OF AN INVESTIGATION INTO THE PSYCHOMENTAL COMPLEX

1, PEYCHOMENTAL
COMPLEX

At present there may be no differ-
eénce2 in opiniona as to the nature
of ethnographical phenomens in gen-
eral, nor as to their complexes and elements. They are ob-
servable manifestations of acquired knowledge, practices,
and behaviour, These are either transmitted from one gew-
eration to another, or borrowed from neighbours, or even
ereated by the individuals who compoge ethnical units, which,
like any other populatio, possess a series of inherited phyaio-
peychological complexes, the latter leaving possibilities for
and putting limitations on creation of ethnographical pheno-
mens. They are thus of a purely psychological and mental
character, being a form of human adaptation as the latter
is observed in the human units resulting from the process
which I eall ethnos. Ethnographical phenomena, in com-
plexes and in elements, are functions and as such they can-
not be understood in their static abstractions, so that descrip-
tion of an ethnographical complex. and consequently ele-
ments, forming the complex, presumes necessity of pene-
tration into the mechanism of this function.

Since the ethnographical complexes cover a great num-
ber of eultural elements they must be classified in some way,
for their deseription and even for their observation. The
classification of the ethnographical elements and complexes
into groups of material (or techmical) eculture, social or-
ganization, and “psychomental” complex is strictly technic-
al; ag I have already pointed out in my work dealing with
the social organization of the Northern Tungus, the phenom-
ena of materinl culture, social organization and psy-
chomental complex form a certain system, a well balanced
complex, in which all elements are more or less “adjusted”
and thus they cannot be treated independently one from
another, In this aspect of the problem we may consider
complexes as interacting which expression cannot be taken
literally for the cultural elements as such do not act, but
the populations are acting. These remarks may suffice
for showing my point of view, namely, in the treatment of
the psychomental complex the grouping of ethnographical

elements into these three headings, i=s done only in view of
the expozition of facts which must be classified in some way.

By the term “psychomental complex™ I name here those
eultural elements which-conzist of psychic and mental re-
actions on milieu. Milieu as a whole and in its elements is &
changeable or stable, dynamic or static. For convenience
of treatment these elements may be classified into two
groups, namely, (1) a complex of reactions of a permanent
and definite character, though they vary within a certain
range, and (2) a complex of ideas which define cortain
mental attitudes and which may also be regarded as a
theoretical system of the given unit (or even person). The
paychomental complex of & unit as it is a function is also
reaponsible for the functioning of the population unit as a
whole. The functioning of this assures, or better, merely
manifests existence of the unit. In fact, the paychomental
complex as a function of adaptation to the variable milicus,
makes the unit sensitive enough, both by rigid resistence
and a flexibility, for production of reactions,

Indeed, the ethnographical facts gathered and prosented
here are phenomena of a special character. In the case of
the material eulture there are physical ohjects to be describ-
ed, photographed, recorded, and analysed: in the case of
the social organization there are relations which may be
described as a fixed complex of practices; while in the casze
of paychic and mental elements, which form the payeho-
mental complex, the description is confined to the attitudes
and ideas, and only partly to the description of behaviour,
customs and practices, which may be recorded and rarely
photographed. So as material they greatly differ from
other ethnographical groups. This iz one of the additional
reasons for treating them separately although I shall always
refer to their connexion with the material eulture and the
social organization. The elements .of the psychomental
compiex, as compared with those forming the complexes
of material culture and social organization, are somelimes
leas stable; and at the same time — when taken separately
— they are more numerous and of lesser importance. In
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fact, the elements which constitute, for instance, the present
theory of posthumous life may change, even the entire com-
plex may change and not affect other elements of the ethno-
graphieal complex. Also, the acquizition of knowladge held
rezponsible for the change of some elements of the material
culture may be easily accepted or rejected and not produce
any harmful effect on the whole. The same may be stated
with reference to msthetic manifestations. However,

these remarks cannot be spread over the phenomena of a

purely psyechie order in a narrow sense of the phrase.

Variations and instability of the elements of the psy-
chomental complex are very general, — they are very often
borrowed from neighbours, especially when they are not in
a erying contradiction to the existing complexes. For
instance, European science, which has become almost
universal, is one of easea of instability of the psychomental
complexes amongst the ethnieal units bound by the inter-
cthnical pressure of the European ethnical complex. Under
the condition of restricted intercourse between the ethnical
units and lesser interethnieal pressure, the stability of
complexes in general, and peychomental eomplexes in par-
ticular, is much higher than in the case of groups living
beyond a strong pressure. This may also be shown from
the general principle of impulsive variations.

2. DIFFICULTIES OF INVESTIGATION
DEPENIDMNG ON THE CHARAC-
TER OF MATERIAL

The importance of
the studies of the
complexes was re-
alized long ago; but
we are still far from forming exact ideas as to these
complexes among different ethnical groups. There are,
it is admitted, excellent deseriptions of wvarious as-
pects of these complexes, e.g. the folklore, “religions”,
etc. but the attempts at the reproduction of systems of
paychomental complexes of non-European groups have not
vet been successful. One of the chief causes of this failure
was lack of adequate investigations, but cause of no less
importance was a methodological fallacy, namely, a post-
ulate of the existence of a difference between the methods
of thinking observed amongst the “primitive”, “savage™,
and “barbarian”, as opposed to the “civilized man", Cer-
tainly, after the failure in constructing these theoretical
types according to which the existing psychomental com-
plexes might be elagsifed, the position of the investigators
became somewhat better, for they now know that they
must, as far as possible, eliminate the influence of their
own complex on the inferencea made from the facts
observed ; and especially they must eliminate o conacious
and unconscious selection of the facts to be dealt with. In-
deed, the psychomental complex is an extremely difficult
matter for an obzerver. First of all, the investigator must
forget, if it is possible, his own complex and record the
facts without making selection, like a mechanical apparatus,
if such a comparizson may be aliowed, without permitting
hia own positive and negative reactions on the facts
observed, and the facta which may be observed, to inter-
fere with the process of observation and record, Such a
requirement may seem to be phantastic, for human beings
cannot be abstracted from their ethnical milien and they
cannot be mechanized. When [ formulate such a require-
ment, I mean it as a certain ideal for the investigator and
not as condieio sine qua non, — the investigations (observa-
tiona) have already been carried out, and they will be car-
ried out even by persons who have no idea how they must

approach this kind of work or of what is required from
them.

In the process of gathering preliminary information,
before reaching the goal of the investigation, the investi-
gator has to go through the difficulty presented by an un-
known language. Of course, the study of a language, as
a complex of grammatical rules, including phoneties, and
the memorizing of the lexical material, does not present
great difficulties,—it is only a question of time and memory ;
but a real dificulty comes with the semantic variations, in
a superficial view,—minor shades of meaning of words,—
and syntax which make manifest the most delicate elements
of the psychomental complex. As a matter of fact, there is,
for instance, many a piece of literature which cannot be
translated into other languages. The difficulty of this task
is well known from the treatises dealing with the Indian,
Chinese and Greek philosophy, where the notions like

- wirrhwanna, dao (), logos (of Plato) need long ex-

planations requiring space and time, and still remaining
diffficult, if not incomprehensible to the people who are not
familiar with the subject in the language in which these
notions were originally treated. The difficulty of com-
prehension consists, of course, not in the complexity of
these notions in their native complex, but in the fact of
their belenging to alien, different, complexes. Even in the
same language the meaning of words changes with the eur-
rent of time so much that texts need long commentaries.
There are languages, for instance, the Chinese written
language, the perfect knowledge of which is almost impos-
sible, if one does not live from childhood amongst the erea-
tors of this complex. Yet, in reference to the literary Chi-
nese language, which exists apart from the Chinese spoken
languages and has grown, so to speak, above the composite
Chinese complexes, at the same time deeply rooted in them,
becomes more difficult for understanding and assimilation
than, for instance, the complex of European science for the
non-European groups, although the complex of European
selence is chiefly based upon the complex of formal logic.
Indeed, in a leszer degree, the same may be said with refer-
ence to other non-European languages when they are swu-
died by Europeans. This is well known from the science
of general linguiaties and philology ; but simple and impor-
tant conclusions do not always reach ethnographers. Again
the reason is that the “words" belonging to an alien lan-
guage belong to an alien complex and when they are trans-
lated in the mind they go straight along the existing “chan-
nels'" of the translator's mind (complex). The same idea
may be better expressed in terms which I have proposed
in my publication "Ethnological and Linguistical As-
pects” (1931). In faet, if we consider the psychomental
complex, in so far as the method of thinking and the re-
actions are concerned, as a system of conditioned reflexes;
and language as a complex of “starters” in the sense ..
the function of language is to “start” corresponding re-
actions in the hearer (they may be produced by different
methods, — the sounding starters, wvisual starters and
nthera) by the speaker, them it will be obvious that when
we “itranslate” words, they produoce a different chain of
reflexes, when the psyechomental complexes are different.
The “meaning” of translated words may thus become wider
or narrower than that in the native complex. Moreover,
this process iz only partly eontrolled and it proceeds chiefly
in the pre- and sub-conscious complexes (strata), where it
is often affected by the well known hindrances of the sub-
conscions complexes of a purcly psychological even some
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times physiological character in a narrow sense of the
phrase. Therefore we may very often hear an inference
from practical experience, namely, — it is impossible to
understand pecple (language) without loving it. The
love for the people under the investigation at firat may ap-
pear as one of the conditions of suceess, for in the process
of understanding an alien complex those who hate (amongst
the ethnical units this is a somewhat prevailing attitude to-
wards each other) the object of their studies, they meet
with the hindrance which resides in their own complex of
& sub-conscious charncter, such as the fear, disgust, aver-
sion and the like. The farther the complexes are distinct
and the farther physical (“racial”) differences are, the
smaller is the chance of earrying out a successful investiga-
tion. However, love may not be recommended as a means
A eliminating the psychic hindrance for approaching an
alien complex. As such it cannot help the investigator,
More than this, the sympathy-complex may affect the
result of the investigation even earried out by those in-
vestigators who are scientifically absolutely correct and
honest. In fact, many investigators who “loved” the ob-
jeet of their investigation (especially in the field of ethno-
graphy®) have contributed a large amount of wrong descrip-
tion, which in extreme cases turns into a sentimental naivety
of a European complex*®, At the basizs of this complex
the results of sympathy are that the elementa of an alien
complex, which are in conflict with the investigator's com-
plex, are rejected or justified by a mind-soothing rationali-
zation. Since the love for one's own complex is typical of the
mechanism of maintaining the existence of one's own ethni-
eal unit (or merely group), the complex of sympathy is
very likely to affect the investigator when he deals with
the groups with which he is bound, either by the similarity
of the complex or by the personal connexion or dependence.
Therefore, as the result of the observation of investigators,
we may say that the nearer the complexes and the nearer
the physieal (racial) characters, the less iz the chance of
carrying out a successful investigation. It may also be
noted that in the case of the sympathy-complex, the in-
vestigator carrying out his work amongst very distinet
groups is not in a better condition; for he falls into senti-
“mentality without even being able to record the fact
These difficulties in the preliminary study of the lan-
guage spoken by the groups under investigation are not yet
all to be overcome in ethnographical work. When the
meanings, terms and notions are clear in the complexes
they must be translated into the language in which the
matter ig treated ; and in the investigator’s mind they must
be presented in terms of scientific complex. The choiee of
ways of translation and that of terminology depends, of
course, on the investigator's art and knowledge, also on the
degree of advancement of science. The difficulty of transla-
tion sometimes is zo great that even the best dictionaries

* The reason why the ethnographers are most affected 1 simple
=—the othnical units are in the state of struggle (it is not necessary
for it to be & bloody and tragic one). Yet, the distant “races” of
man are natural competitors. The zoolegiat la in & muoeh better
position than the investigator of human groups for he does not "hate,”
nof “love™, the mollusks and even mammals, except perhaps the
domesticated animals and rarely monkeys, when their mentality is in-
vestigated. However, the superority, and competition-complex very
often affect the work of the zoologist, too.

** This is the case of some missionaries who live amongst the
g0 called “primitive mple;“', alse among the Chinese and other very
distinet groups,

of the European languages, which have in common most
of the elements of the European eultural eomplex, can give
only approximate meanings of “words” and have to give
reference to a series of synonyms. Yet, such complete
dictionaries do not exist, so the foreigners must use the
famous Oxford, Webster's, Larousse’s, Meyer's and other
dictionaries.

With the languages of non-European groups it is atill
maore difficult (for a writer in one of European languages),
and is not easier with the languages in which the diction-
aries have not yet taken the form of the above indicated
“great dictionaries™. Is it really possible to give an
absolutely exact translation of all terms and “notions”,
especially those related to the psychomental complex, met
with within an alien complex? I do not think s0. There
may be given only very rough approximations which to
some readers will seem to be flat and thoughtless, just as
some jokes and witticisms when translated lose all their
flavour and even sometimes produce on the people just an
opposite effect.

Thus, from the point of view of language, even with
a good knowledge of it, the gathering of the material and
its treatment is very diffieult, but not absolutely impossible,
especially with reference to some particular subjects. One
of the conditions of success s that the investigator or his
reader must not treat the alien complexes from the point
of view of his ewn ethnographicel complex.

We have just seen that the observation and recording
of the facts regarding the psychomental complex of other
ethnieal groups present great difficulties. However, this
is not the opinion of some observers who take for granted
that observation is simple and easy. In this case they are
misled by the fact that they accept, i. e. understand, as
“observation” the procesz of their own reactions, positive
and negative. When one needs to have a real understand-
ing as, for instance, in international refations, the difficul-
tiezs become evident. As a matter of fact, understanding
even between nations of the same, or nearly the same
cultural complexes, prezents great difficulties for the practi-
cal activity of diplomats® on account of the difficulty of
understanding an alien ecomplex; but when the difference
in cultural complex iz great, the difficulty of understanding
becomes absolutely impassable. This is the position of many
a traveller amongst the “primitive” and “barbarian” ethni-
cal units (and groups) when the traveller looks at the
groups investigated from the point of view of superiority
and inferiority of the enltural eomplexes. Yet, in the case
when the investigator has no such an idea as to inferiority
and superiority and looks at the other complexes simply
as distinct from that with which he iz familiar, the dif-
ficulties are not yvet overcome for there remains the pro-
blem of cholce of facts to be recorded. It is physically im-

* It is hore understood that the “onderstanding” and “mis-
understanding” are not mere forma of diplematic ways of acting,
hut they are actoally cases of adjustment, suceesaful and unsuccess-
ful, One of the interesting facts pointing to the sineerity of good
diplomats in their relations as representatives of common interests
of different nations is the use of languages for talking owver the
problems. In such a case they choose that language which can be
understood by both parties regurdless of the fact whether the given
language is their native langusge or not, Here 1 have in view the
cases when diplomats are “honest",














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































