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FOOTNQTES TO THE HISTORY OF ANTHROPOLOGY

Herskovits® Jewishness Kevin A. Yelvington
University of South Florida

Although the work of Melville J. Herskovits stands as a fundamental starting-point for Afro-
Americanists, ethnographers of the African diaspora in the Americas have rarely considered exploring the
sociology of Herskovits’ thought or how his anthropology was related to his own questions of identity.
One approach is to examine his relationship to Jewishness and how it relates to his (changing) views on
Affrican culture in the Americas. This is suggested by the work of Gelya Frank, who in a forthcoming
article (2001) compares Herskovits’ ideas about the Jewish and African diasporas. Following her lead, the
documents discussed here may help in understanding how Herskovits’ Jewishness may have animated his
perspective on what he called “the New World Negro.”

The child of a Hungarian-Jewish father and a German-Jewish mother, Herskovits was born in 1895 in
Bellefontaine, Ohio, and raised in El Paso, Texas, and Erie, Pennsylvania. For a while he considered
becoming a rabbi, and in 1915 entered Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati. However, in the longer run
he did not identify with an immigrant ethos or seek to maintain a “Jewish culture” in his personal life, but
saw himself from an assimilationist perspective. Although his status at Hebrew Union College might have
allowed a deferment from military service in World War I, he chose to serve in the US Army in the
Medical Corps and was stationed in France. After being demobilized, he studied briefly at the University
of Poitiers and upon his return to the United States entered the University of Chicago, receiving a Ph.B. in
history in 1920 (JH interview, 9/30/00; see also Simpson 1973), He went on to undertake graduate work
in anthropology at Columbia University with Franz Boas, receiving his AM. in 1921 and his Ph.D. in
1923, for a library dissertation on “The Cattle Complex in East Africa.” With support from the National
Research Council Board of Biological Sciences, he spent the next several years doing physical
anthropological research on the effects of race-crossing on the bodily form of African Americans. In New
York, he met his future wife and collaborator Frances Shapiro, the child of Russian immigrants, who had
come to this country at the age of eight in 1905. Married in Paris, on July 24, 1924, the two settled in
New York, where they were part of a circle of anthropologists that included Elsie Clews Parsons, Ruth
Benedict, Margaret Mead, and Mead’s first husband, Luther Cressman.

In his autobiography, Cressman recalled the Herskovitses as part of a circle of “really close friends”
for whom the Cressman/Mead apartment at 419 West 199th Street “offered sanctuary in the 1920s.”
Cressman described Mead’s relationship with Herskovits:

Melville Herskovits, with his Ph.D. degree in anthropology, older and vastly more experienced than
Margaret, was finishing his postdoctoral research on the American Negro, and for several weeks was
going through the throes of deciding whether to accept a position at Westem Reserve or Northwestern
University. He was a welcome and frequent guest who always enlivened our conversations. He used
to “rag” Margaret for what he called her unscientific way of coming to conclusions. The arguments,
always friendly, were sometimes heated. Mel asserted and gave chapter and verse showing how,
when she [he?] found untenable a conclusion or description of behavior, etc., her defense was always,
“If it isn’t, it ought to be,” and then chose the “ought to be” position. Margaret’s escape was usually,
“Well, what’s so bad about that?” and the discussion would continue, but on another subject. As I




recall those pleasant evenings I think the more-experienced Mel’s “ragging” was an effort to help
Margaret sharpen her thinking. [Cressman 1988:98, 194]

In May, 1925, Mead had just passed her doctoral exams and was headed to Samoa for her fateful first
fieldwork. Cressman was about to leave for Europe on a study fellowship. Herskovits wrote to Mead
about the possibility of subletting their apartment:

Dear Margaret,

...you have my congratulations on the way you passed your exam. After Franz’s [Boas] shrug of
taking-your-passing-for granted, I must confess that I’m not much surprised.

The rush about this letter has to do with living quarters for us. I received a letter from Alvin
Johnson about an apartment at the New School, but 1 thought about your place, and how both you
and Luther had mentioned our taking it maybe. We’ve been talking it over, and since both of us ain’t
the kind of birds that gather moss, if you will permit the mixture, a furnished place seems rather
good to us. I have an idea that we’d both be quite interested in taking your place, but we ought to
know about it at once. Hence this speed in getting this to you, and hence our gratitude for equal
speed on your part for reply.

Now, for some questions. How long would you want us to take if for? How about book space for
our books? That is, what would you do with your'n? How much would you let us have it for?
(Impressive references furnished, both foreign and domestic, on request.) Also, — we’d be getting to
the city about the end of the first week in June. Would you have any suggestions as to where we
might stay until your place was available for us? I thought maybe Ruth’s [Benedict?] room, if she’d
be gone by then. Also, Luther would be very welcome to use the place before he sailed, as we’d be
away vacationing between the 15th of July and the 1st of September, — altho your acquiescence in
the face of the nude Fann [Frances] brought back from France would be necessary before exposing
him to its charms, I’'m afraid.

Anyhow...Be a good guy and let us know pronto whether your place is available, and if we could
have it if it is, and how and why and when and where and which and who and all the rest of it.
(MHP, Box 13, Folder 20, MJH/MM 5/18/25)

Mead replied the next day (loc. cit, 5/19/25):

Dear Mel:

I’m 1n a raging tearing fury. [ spent the day with rosy plans of how nice it would be for
you and Fan (should I say that?) To have the aprtment [sic], filing cabinet et al, and now I
discover that we have been residing these two years in a race-discriminating tenement where it is
not possible. I'm dreadfully sorry, both that you can’t have the aprtment [sic] when I’d so much
like to have you have it and also that I ever mentioned it. But of course, I had no idea, my usually
suspicious nature wasn’t working for once. It makes me mad to think that we’ve been living in
such a house. And it’s absolutely cast iron because the main office reserves the right to refuse any
tenants, even of sub-letting.

You know how badly 1 feel, Mel. Anything either of us can do by way of house hunting
for you we’ll be delighted to do.

Damn it, Margaret



Herskovits’ response to Mead is not known. The incident with the Mead-Cressman apartment
would not be the first nor last time that Herskovits, by all accounts a secular Jew, would be
confronted with anti-Semitism. But what did Herskovits himself think about his own Jewishness?
One early statement is revealing. In 1927 he drafted an article with a number of autobiographical
references entitled “When is a Jew a Jew?” Writing in an era of intense nativistic xenophobia,
Herskovits was clearly engaged in a process of self-reflection and self-exploration:

I have often wondered just what, exactly, constitutes a Jew. I call myself one. Yet neither in
training, in tradition, in religious beliefs, nor in culture am I what might be termed a person any
more Jewish than any other American born and reared in a typical Middle Western milieu. And
yet, when I hear the name bandied about with so much ease, and with the common assurance that
naming a thing constitutes a statement of all its implications, I sometimes wonder just how one
would go about constructing a definition that would hold perhaps a very small bit of water. What
this means, of course, is trying to find some sort of Jewish least common denominator, — the
largest classification or the most general trait which can be thought of as characterizing all Jews.
Because, today, I do not believe such a definition exists, — in my case, I have not found one
which satisfies me. For me, the word Jew falls into the category of things of which one says, “I
know what they are, but I can’t tell anyone else just how I know it.” (1927:109)

Seeking “this least common denominator,” Herskovits went on to consider and debunk “things
people say are characteristic of Jews, and what Jews say characterize themselves” (1927:109). The
“chosen people story” was a “bit of excellent story-telling” that played an important part “in
bolstering the self-respect of Jews in more naive days when persecution took on less refined forms”
(110). But Jews were not a “race,” as “the evidence from anthropometric sources shows
emphatically that the Jews are not a racial unit” (112), nor were they a “nationality,” since more lived
outside Palestine than in: :

the Jew who lives in a country adopts its mores, and becomes part of its citizenry to the extent to
which he is permitted; indeed, we have nowhere the spectacle of Jew as Jew refusing to take
privileges of citizenship when it is offered, but we find him begging for it when it is denied. And
why not? After all, when I am asked by a foreigner what I am, I will answer “American.” And so
does every American Jew, for to do otherwise is but meaningless. [112]

Rejecting also a linguistic common denominator, Herskovits argued that not all Jews understood
Hebrew, or even Yiddish--which could be considered “their lingua franca™ (112), and he dismissed
the idea that there was a common culture, due to the operation of cultural diffusion. He was no less
sceptical when it came to Jewish religious thought:

I am not affiliated with any sort of a Jewish religious organization, nor do I hold the beliefs
commonly regarded as religious at all. Does this make me any the less a Jew? I do not believe
that it would be said so. Indeed, as a student at the Hebrew Union College, troubled about some
of the larger theological concepts implied in membership in the rabbinate, I questioned to some of
the older students the propriety of continuing as a prospective rabbi when I held these beliefs,
which differed with the traditional beliefs of Judaism and particularly with the opinions of them
held by members of the faculty, especially the president, a noted theologian. Imagine my intense
surprise, when I was advised, “Suppose you do differ from them? Why can’t you interpret these
traditions to suit your own beliefs? Can’t you pray to the Social Force, and call that God in your
own mind? I don’t believe in a personal God any more than you, but that’s the way I look at it.
No one can tell me, as a Jew, what I must believe. And if I differ from what has been believed, so
much the worse for the beliefs.” I cite this as a striking example of the extent to which Jews
cannot be defined as those persons professing a definite series of dogmas, especially since this



particular student is at present a member of the American Reform rabbinate. It is notorious, the
extent to which Jews tend to accept agnostic and atheistic beliefs. Or creeds of an ethical or
therapeutic nature. And yet no one calls the professing agnostic who has been reared as a Jew
anything but Jewish, just as no one calls the leader of the Ethical Cultural Society and perhaps the
majority of his followers anything but Jews. I am afraid that this element of our definition must,
like those preceding it, be cast aside. [1927:113-114]

Submitted to the The Menorah Journal, the article was rejected by the editor, Henry Hurwitz: “it is
certainly a clear attempt to come to a ‘definition,” but I am afraid it adds nothing new to the subject”
(MHP, Box 13, Folder 24, HH/MJH, 1/11/26; cf. Jackson 1986:101). The essay was published instead
the following year in a journal entitled, significantly, the Modemn Quarterly (Herskovits 1927).

In 1927, Herskovits moved to Northwestern University in Evanston, Illinois, as one of the first
Jewish faculty members and to a town not known at the time for its receptivity to Jews. He moved
quickly from his physical anthropology research on African Americans to the folklore and ethnology
of populations of African descent in the Americas. He was listed, however, in Who’s Who in
American Jewry, and continue to be frequently approached by Jewish organizations and publications.
LM. Rubinow, editor of the Jewish Social Service Quarterly, asked him to review Reuter’s The
American Race Problem. A Study of the Negro (1927), saying “I know of no other Jew in this
country who could do it so well’MHP Box 10, Folder 22, IR/MJH 1/24/17). He did a radio
broadcast on “race” and participated in teachers workshops for the Chicago Round Table of the
National Conference of Jews and Christians (Box 26, Folder 25; Box 27, Folder 22). In late 1929
and early 1930, he gave lectures to the Jewish People’s Institute of Chicago on “Racial Differences,”
“The Negro as a Minority Group,” and “The Jew as a Minority Group” (Box 10, Folder 21). In 1929,
he gave a talk for the B’nai B’rith Hillel Foundation at the University of Illinois on “The Nordic
Theory and Racial Superiority” (Box 3, Folder 32).

There was a tension, however, between Herskovits’ view that anthropology should approach a
value-free science and the discipline’s identification with partisan causes — even Jewish ones. In the
fall of 1933, Rubinow, who was also secretary of Cincinnati’s B’nai B’rith, asked Herskovits about
his opinion of an idea put forward by Czech physician Ignaz Zollschan of an anthropological institute
at the University of Jerusalem in order to combat Nazi racial theories. An anti-racist activist who
published on the Jewish “racial question” in 1910, and who had met Franz Boas as early as 1912,
Zollschan failed to win Boas’ cooperation in the establishment of an anthropological research institute
in New York City because Boas thought him a Jewish nationalist whose “whole attitude has been to
set up the Jews as a particularly gifted and excellent group.” In 1933, however, Zollschan succeeded
in getting the Czech Academy of Science to publish a volume on the scientific basis of racial equality
and in 1934 was in Britain, where he took credit for the anti-racist proclamations of major scientific
figures (Barkan 1988:191-92). Although Herskovits, who had previously met Zollschan, felt that he
could support such an effort in the long term, he questioned its utility for the immediate situation:
“After all, the anthropological tenets that are held by the Nazi[s] are those of many years ago, and
their racial theories have been discarded by practically every reputable anthropologist who has
worked on the subject in the past generation. A Jewish institute for the study of the problems of race,
it seems to me, would be handicapped by the very fact of its being Jewish” (MHP Box 3, Folder 31).

When Rubinow advised him of the establishment of a B’nai B’rith Hillel Foundation social and
cultural center at Northwestern, Herskovits said “I am afraid I am not overly enthusiastic about it.”
He explained: “While I have no sympathy for those who in any way camouflage their Jewishness, at
the same time my interests have simply taken a path away from activities which definitely pertain to
any group based on locality, circumstances of birth, or religious belief. My own position is that there
is little place on the University campus for organizations of this type.” Rubinow replied that, as an



economist, he understood “how preoccupied men of science must be with their own field,” and was
therefore “not surprised at what may be described as your neutral attitude on the Jewish problem.” He
was sure, however, that Herskovits’ “Jewish consciousness may be considerably strengthened, even
though you need not become what is sometimes rather critically referred to as ‘a professional Jew’, as
1 have, that is, one whose preoccupation is very largely with the Jewish problem.” In the present
climate Jewish intellectuals in Germany were being “jolted out of their indifference by the fact that
the ire of anti-Semitism is being directed with especial ferocity against the Jew in the academic
world,” and even American universities were becoming places not of tolerance but anti-Semitism. In
this context the Hillel Foundation’s function was one of self-defense (loc. cit)

Although Herskovits had doubted the need for Jewish organizations, he was not oblivious to the
threat of Nazism. In 1934 he agreed to keep the American Jewish Committee informed of visits to
campus by any representatives of the German Embassy on propaganda missions (MHP Box 2, Folder
10). In 1938, he bragged that he had debated German anthropologist Eugen Fischer— whom he called
the “fithrer” of the German delegation — at an international anthropology congress in Copenhagen
(Jackson 1986:115). One gets the impression, however, that this was based on his understanding of
anthropology as a science and his heroic cultural relativism (Fernandez 1990; Hatch 1997) and not
due to his Jewishness. His attacks on racism and attempts to debunk the concept of “race” were those
of a good Boasian, with a certain action orientation.

In 1936, Herskovits came to the assistance of Paul Kirchhoff, a radical German anthropologist, to
prevent his deportation at the expiration of his visitor’s visa. Kirchhoff had come to the United States
in 1929 on a Rockefeller Foundation grant obtained with the help of Boas, and had done fieldwork in
Mexico under the direction of A.L. Kroeber, and then among the Navajo under that of Edward Sapir
(Jiménez Moreno 1979:14). In 1931 he was in England as a member of Malinowski’s seminar, but
was subsequently barred at the last minute from fieldwork in Rhodesia by the Colonial Office, and
then from New Guinea, on the basis of information provided by British officials. (Stocking
1985:136). With the rise of Nazism, he was helped to Paris by the Swiss anthropologist Alfred
Meétraux, and then went on to the United States, where Boas used his connections to assist him
(Kutscher 1974:242-3). When his visa neared expiration, Herskovits urged Kirchhoff to see Samuel
A. Goldsmith, executive director of the Jewish Charities of Chicago, to get financial assistance to
leave for Mexico in order to avoid deportation to Germany. But when Goldsmith asked Herskovits to
sign a note of endorsement for a loan to Kirchhoff, Herskovits replied with a testy letter, saying the
need was urgent because Kirchhoff was “liable to deportation to Germany with the certainty of a
concentration camp starting him in the face™:

Obviously he must be got out of this country. Since with the best will in the world and all good
intention of repaying a loan it is extremely unlikely that he will ever be able to do this, I felt I
would much rather myself underwrite the amount he needs, since your organization was not
willing to do so, than have an endorsement to a note hanging over me. One of my colleagues and
I have therefore set about raising the necessary amount, with the understanding that I will
personally supply the difference between what is needed and is raised, despite the difficulty of my
doing this on an academic budget. We should be very glad to receive a contribution from you to
help us in saving this brilliant young German scientist from the fate that confronts him, and
should you care to send me your check for $10.00 by return mail, I will be glad to add it to the
fund we are gathering for him (MHP Box 10, Folder 20, SAG/MJH 10/12/36; MJH/SAG,
10/27/36)

Kirchhoff made it to Mexico that year and stayed to become a leading figure of Mexican
anthropology.



In 1941, Herskovits accepted an offer to be on the advisory council of the American Jewish
Committee’s Research Institute on Peace and Post-War Problems (MHP Box 2 Folder 10). In as
much as that was also the year in which he published The Myth of the Negro Past, it may be useful to
contrast the approach he took to Jewish identity and that of African Amenicans. In his early work on
the American Negro, he maintained that African Americans, like everyone else (including of course
Jews), were caught up in the process of assimilation to the wider American culture (Herskovits 1925,
1927). However, his position regarding African American assimilation evolved in ways that his
position on Jewish assimilation did not. Pursuing the research project he defined in 1930 as that of
“The Negro in the New World” (Herskovits 1930), he carried on fieldwork with Frances Herskovits
in Surinam in 1928 and 1929, and came to the conclusion that the culture of the Bush Negroes was
“much more African than anyone has dreamed” (in Jackson 1984:108) — and this conclusion was
subsequently reinforced by fieldwork in Dahomey, Haiti, Trinidad, and Brazil (Yelvington 2001). By
the time he published The Myth of the Negro Past (1941), he had concluded that the deprecation of
the Negro’s cultural heritage was a major factor in sustaining race prejudice and oppression of
African Americans. His goal was to provide blacks with a sense of pride in their past through the
scientific documentation and systematic presentation of “Africanisms” in “New World Negro”
culture. These Africanisms were tenacious survivals of African cultures that were present underneath
the surface cultural forms of whatever society Negroes found themselves in. Herskovits was
convinced that, with this past documented, prejudice and discrimination would be bound to decrease.

In 1927, Herskovits acknowledged similarities between African Americans and Jews in their
common reaction to subjugation: “all Jews have much the same historical tradition of reaction from
persecution and from the feeling that they are different from their neighbors. That this is something
very real to every Jew one cannot deny, but it is not for us to define the Jew in terms of it.” Drawing a
comparison, he said “I have had occasion, in the past few years, to work among Negroes. And the
more closely I have come to know them, the more and more I have come to see the same typical
reactions among them, — reactions which I had before felt were typically Jewish.” But, he
continued:

What we have...is really the response to a pressure from without, the reaction of a group which is
set aside in the attitudes of their fellow-men as different, or inferior, or something to be disdained.
It is nothing Jewish, — it is essentially human. But in so far as Jews feel it, they are alike. And I
doubt if there are many Jews who do not feel it to some degree. But I venture to say that were the
cause for it, the attitude of the non-Jews, removed, these so-called “typical” Jewish reactions
would not take long in disappearing. . . . To me, it is one of the most fascinating puzzles
imaginable. There is, essentially, when we analyze the situation, nothing on which one may put
his finger. And yet the fact remains. Down thru the ages there have been Jews, as there are today.
And 1 wonder if a more satisfactory definition can be given than the simple one of: “A Jew is a
person who calls himself a Jew, or who is called Jewish by others” (1927:115-17)

Herskovits’ explicit comparison of Jews to blacks showed that he then felt prejudice from the
“outside” played a crucial role for both groups in determining. the nature.of group identity on the
“inside.” He struggled to show that, for starkly divergent reasons, this prejudice was misplaced in
both cases. Because he felt (and apparently continued to feel) that there was no common core of traits
that defined Jewishness, the logical implication of this argument was that it was prejudice itself that
created Jews and Jewishness. But his research undercut the attempt to extend this line of reasoning to
the descendants of Africans in the New World. In the face of slavery and severe repression they had
maintained essential elements of their ancestral cultures and it was for this reason that prejudice was
the result of an ignorance of the “Negro past.” Today, however, we might locate these differences in
larger ideological and political forces, in the evolving relationship of Jewishness and whiteness in the
United States, and in the continued racialization of African Americans.
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RESEARCH IN PROGRESS

Gerald M. Berg (History, Sweet Bniar College [Virginia}) is studying "John Beddoe and the
"True Color' of the Jews and the Irish,” and would welcome information on the whereabouts of
unpublished papers and correspondance of Beddoe, president of the Royal Anthropological Institute
in 1889-91 (gberg@sbc.edu).

Matthew Bokovoy (History, Univ. of Pennsylvania), is doing research on the construction of
ethnic and racial identities in the San Diego fairs of 1915 and 1935, and in that also on the career of
Ales Hrdlicka, his relationship to Franz Boas, and his early training by the French anthropologist
Leonce Manouvrier.

Alice Conklin (History, University of Rochester) has received a Guggenheim Fellowship for
research on “Ethnographic Liberalism in France, 1920-1945.”



Margarita Diaz-Andreu (Archaeology, University of Durham) who has for some time been
carrying on research in the historiography and history of archaeology, especially in Spain, but also in
Latin-America and elsewhere (cf. below, “Suggested by our Readers™) is currently working on 19™
century connections between prehistory and anthropology, including the International Congress of
Anthropology and Prehistoric Archaeology

Judy Daubenmier (graduate student, American History, University of Michigan) is doing a
dissertation on Sol Tax and the action anthropology project at the Meskwaki settiement near Tama,
Iowa. She would like to hear from former participants in the project and may be reached via e-mail at
jdaubenm@umich.edu.

Matthew R. Goodrum (mgoodrum(@indiana.edu) is working on the history of the idea of
prehistory and the early study of the origin and early state of humans by scientists and natural
philosophers in the 17® and 18™ centuries, and has recently presented a paper entitled “Establishing a
Place for the History of Prehistoric Anthropology and Archaeology within the History of Science.”

Frank Salamone (fsalmone@iona.edu) has been awarded a grant by the American Philosophical
Society to examine the impact of Franz Boas on current epistemological issues.

Mark Solovey (Arizona State University) is studying the post-WWII debate about whether social
science is really science, with reference to patronage from private foundations, the military and NSF,
developments in disciplines and departments, the national science advisory system and public policy
issues.

John David Smith (History, North Carolina State, Raleigh) is doing research on the Austrian
anthropologist Felix von Luschan (1854-1924) and would welcome communication with colleagues
familiar with Luschan's life and work. Smith can be reached at smith_jd@unity.ncsu.edu

Kevin Strohm (Amsterdam School for Cultural Analysis, University of Amsterdam) is working
on a dissertation tentatively entitled “Ethnography and the Promise of Authority: The Politics of
Cultural Difference in Twentieth-Century American Anthropology” with reference to the work of
Mead, Benedict, Sapir, Redfield, down to that of Marcus, Fischer, Clifford and Rosaldo.

William Willard (Washington State University) is working on two papers relating to American
ethnographers resident in the Soviet Union in the 1930s (cf. HAN XXVII, #1:3): “Archie Phinney,
Nez Perce Anthropologist. His Russian Years” and “Roy Barton, Obsessed Ethnographer.”

Kevin A. Yelvington (Anthropology, University of South Florida) has been awarded a fellowship
from the W.E.B. DuBois Institute for Afro-American Research at Harvard University. In 2001 he will
begin his project entitled "Harvard's Hereditarians: Science, Politics, and Ideology in a University that
'Stands Firmest for the Public Honor."

BIBLIOGRAPHICA ARCANA
L. The History of Twentieth Century Paleoanthropology:
A Bibliographic Survey Matthew R. Goodrum
Indiana University

This article is meant as a resource to help researchers, educators, and students interested in
the history of amthropology and the history of science locate works treating the history of
paleoanthropology in the twentieth century. The works discussed were selected primarily from recent
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scholarship, although some particularly useful older sources are also listed, and they all investigate
some aspect of the history of paleoanthropology, theories of human origins and human evolution, or
other related disciplines. Research into the history of paleoanthropology has advanced significantly
in recent decades, covering a broad range of topics from varying points of view and with increasing
sophistication. Books and articles dealing with this subject have proliferated for various reasons.
Some anthropologists and archeologists have hoped to throw new light on contemporary problems by
placing them in their historical context, while others have sought to trace the history of particular
theories or methodologies. Historians interested in the history of science and the history of
anthropology have begun to study the history of paleoanthropology in order to situate its discoveries
and theories within a broader social and intellectual context. The bibliography below reflects the
diversity of topics and problems that have drawn the attention of scholars, but is also designed to
indicate different approaches, perspectives, and disciplinary tools that have been used to study them.

Perhaps the most prominent feature of paleoanthropology has been the discovery of the fossil
remains of human ancestors, the so-called "missing links". Thus, it is not surprising that many works
have been published on the people and circumstances surrounding these remarkable finds. While
mtroductory textbooks in anthropology and popular works on human origins often contain chapters
covering the history of major fossil finds, more systematic and historically oriented studies have also
been published (Leakey and Goodall 1969; Reader 1981; Trinkaus and Shipman 1993; Tattersall
1995). The discovery of the Pithecanthropus remains by Eugéne Dubois just before the turn of the
century has drawn special attention from historians because of the importance of the find, Dubois’
conviction that it was an evolutionary link between the apes and modern humans, and the debate that
this sparked among anthropologists (Theunissen 1989; Leguebe 1992; Leakey and Slikkerveer 1993).

A more controversial fossil human was discovered in 1911-13, the famous Piltdown Man.
Arguments over the meaning of the remains, the central position that they held in the theories of
many influential anthropologists, and the eventual demonstration that they were a hoax has prompted
books and articles seeking to explain how the hoax could have been perpetrated, who could have done
it, and why the specimen was given such importance (Weiner 1955; Hammond 1979; Spencer 1984;
Costello 1985; Blinderman 1986). As Frank Spencer (1984) has shown, the anthropological, as well
as the historical, significance of Piltdown is linked to an array of factors ranging from the English
desire to have their own early human fossil to the theoretical expectations of researchers like Arthur
Keith and others. Yet another early fossil discovery that has provoked historical study is the
Chapelle-aux-Saints Neanderthal. This is largely because the fossil was studied by the influential
French anthropologist Marcellin Boule and his conclusions had a powerful and lasting impact on the
way Neanderthals were viewed (Hammond 1982; Albarello 1987; Laurent 1995). This is but one,
although critical, episode in the long and often troubled history of the study and interpretation of the
Neanderthals, where debate has raged regarding their relationship to modern humans and whether
Homo sapiens evolved through a 'Neanderthal Stage' (Brace 1964; Spencer and Smith 1981; Spencer
1984; Trinkaus and Shipman 1993).

An entirely new panorama was introduced into the study of human origins during the 1920's
and 1930's by work done in China (by Davidson Black, Wenzhong Pei, and Franz Weidenreich), in
South Africa (by Raymond Dart and Robert Broom), and in Indonesia (by G. von Koenigswald).
Reader (1981), Lewin (1987), and Tattersall (1995) all provide useful general accounts of these
developments, while Jia (1990) offers valuable information about the contribution of Chinese
scientists in the excavation and study of the Sinanthropus (Peking Man) remains. But it was Africa
that produced some of the most exciting and well-known discoveries of the second half of the
century. The work of Louis and Mary Leakey at Olduvai Gorge, of Richard Leakey at Lake Turkana,
and of Donald Johanson in Ethiopia has expanded the hominid family tree and extended human
evolutionary history by millions of years. Not surprisingly, there have been many popular accounts
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of their finds, but only a few rigorous historical studies exist for this extremely important period in
the history of paleoanthropology (see Reader 1981; Lewin 1987; Walker 1992; Tattersall 1995).

The history of twentieth century paleoanthropology comsists of more, however, than the
excavation and study of fossil remains. Paleoanthropology itself has emerged as a science within the
context of other sciences. Always closely linked with physical anthropology, it has been been
influenced by ideas about the physical diversity of the human species, zoological studies of human
and primate anatonmty, and theories of race (Bennike and Bonde 1992; Chiarelli 1992; Melbye and
Meiklejohn 1992; Spencer 1997). Moreover, since the first proposals of transmutationist and
evolutionary theories in biology in the nineteenth century, all modem attempts to formulate a
scientific explanation of human origins have been founded on some theory of biological evolution.
As Peter Bowler (1986, 1989) has shown, competing theories of evolution (Neo-Lamarckism and
orthogenesis, as well as those based on Darwinian natural selection) have profoundly influenced the
way human evolution was envisioned and the way fossil material was interpreted. The rise of the
New Evolutionary Synthesis in the middle years of the century also had a significant impact on
paleoanthropological theory (Tattersall 1995; Delisle 1995).

The study of stone tools and other material artifacts has also been an important source of
information about early hominids. Such objects provide essential information about the development
of culture, and in many instances have supplied the only evidence of the presence and activities of our
ancestors, where fossil remains are lacking. While excellent works have been published on the study
of stone artifacts in the nineteenth century, there has been less effort devoted to it in the twentieth
century. One noteworthy exception is the eolith controversy during the first decades of this century,
which has been admirably studied by Donald Grayson (1986).

The history of paleoanthropology has been investigated by some scholars in terms of new
discoveries and new theories, and the people responsible for them. It is also possible, however, to
approach the history of paleoanthropology by attempting to situate anthropologists and their theories
within a broader social, cultural, and intellectual context. Michael Hammond (1982) and Robin
Dennell (1990) have convincingly shown how social and political concerns have played critical roles
in the way empirical evidence has been interpreted and theories have been formulated and received.
Social factors such as a person's educational background, institutional affiliations, access to funds and
research materials, to name but a few, can have a profound impact on one's ability to conduct research
and communicate discoveries and ideas successfully to other scientists (for examples see Theunissen
1989; Trinkaus and Shipman 1993; Spencer 1997).

Some remarkable insights into the relationships between paleoanthropology and its social and
intellectual context have resulted from the application of ideas and perspectives borrowed from other
fields of study. The representation of women in studies of human evolution and other issues relating
to gender have been investigated by Diane Gifford-Gonzalez (1993) and Stephanie Moser (1993).
Misia Landau (1984, 1991) and B. Latour and S. C. Strum (1986) have subjected various narrative
accounts of human evolution to illuminating textual analysis. Their work shows that by investigating
the narrative scenarios of human evolution formulated by anthropologists one can learn much about
the construction of scientific knowledge and the implicit assumptions underlying theories. Stephanie
Moser (1992, 1996) has argued that the visual representations of extinct hominids employed by
different researchers at different times also often convey ideas and reflect assumptions that are not
mentioned in the textual discussions of these creatures.

The history of paleoanthropology has also begun to form closer ties to the history of science,

and this 1s a relationship than will certainly benefit both disciplines. Topics of interest to historians of
science, such as the development of science in different national contexts, the professionalization and
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institutionalization of science, or its function and status in society, for example, offer new ways to
study the origin and development of paleoanthropology. By situating paleoanthropology within the
context of the history of science more generally, a dynamic picture emerges in which ideas, practices,
tools, theories, and philosophical assumptions are being exchanged by many different sciences.
Developments in the geological sciences, for example, have proven tremendously important to the
progress of paleoanthropology (Grayson 1986; Spencer 1990). Historians of biology can point to
research in primatology (Simons and Covert 1981), comparative anatomy, genetics, evolutionary
theory, and biogeography (Bowler 1995) as essential to understanding problems in the history of
paleoanthropology. Paleoanthropology also offers invaluable opportunities to study the often tense
but sometimes constructive relationship between science and religion—for despite the frequent
confrontations between science and religion over the question of human origins, there have been
instances where their interaction has been of a more complex nature (Livingstone 1990, 1992).

The history of paleoanthropology is not merely the history of a single narrowly defined
scientific discipline. In its most general form it encompasses the history of modern thought and
society. It is linked to literature, art, social and political issues, and popular cultare. In many critical
ways it is intimately connected with the development of other sciences, while at the same time being
influenced by broader philosophical and intellectual trends. By recognizing and investigating these
connections and influences, anthropologists benefit by being made aware of the often hidden roots of
many contemporary theories, practices, and controversies, while historians uncover the significant
contributions paleoanthropology has made to modem science, thought, and society. Vigorous
scholarly inquiry into these topics has just begun, however, and a great deal is left to be done.

Research Bibliography
Albarello, Bruno. 1987 L'Affaire de I'homme de la Chapelle-aux-Saints. Le Loubanel: Les Monédiéres.

Bennike, P. and N. Bonde. 1992 Physical anthropology and human evolution in Denmark and other
Scandinavian countries. Human Evolution, 7: 69-84.

Blinderman, Charles. 1986 The Piltdown inquest. Buffalo: Prometheus Books.

Boaz, Noel T. 1981 History of American paleoanthropological research on early Hominidae, 1925-1980.
American Journal of Physical Anthropology, 56: 397-405.

Bowler, Peter J. 1986 Theories of human evolution: A century of debate, 1844-1944. Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press.

1989 Holding your head up high: Degeneration and orthogenesis in theories of human evolution. In:
James R. Moore ed., History, humanity and evolution: Essays for John C. Greene, 329-53. Cambridge
University Press

1995 The geography of extinction: Biogeography and the expulsion of 'ape men' from human ancestry in
the early twentieth century. In: R. Corbey & B. Theunissen, eds., Ape,_man apeman: Changing
views since 1600, 185-93. Leiden University.

Brace, C. Loring. 1964 The fate of the "classic" Neanderthals: A consideration of Hominid catastrophism.

Current Anthropology, 5: 3-43.
1981 Tales of the Phylogenetic Woods: The evolution and significance of evolutionary trees. American

Journal of Physical Anthropology, 56: 411-29.
Caporael, Linda R. 1994 Of myth and science: Origin stories and evolutionary scenarios. Soc Sci. Information,

33: 9-23.

Chiarelli, B. 1992 The development of physical anthropology and human evolutionary studies in Western
Europe since World War II and after. Human Evolution, 7: 55-65.

13



Costello, Peter. 1985 The Piltdown Hoax Reconsidered. Antiquity, 59: 167-73.

Delisle, Richard. 1995 Human palaeontology and the evolutionary synthesis during the decade 1950-1960.
In: R Corbey & B. Theunissen eds., Ape, man, apeman: Changing views since 1600, 217-28. Leiden

University
1998 La Généalogie de I'nomme et I'archéologie préhistorique, 1900-1950: une synthése difficile. In: A

Ducros et al. eds, La Culture est-elle naturelle? Histoire, épistémologie et applications récentes du
concept de culture, 71-82. Paris: Eds. Errance

Dennell, Robin. 1990 Progressive gradualism, imperialism, and academic fashion: Lower Paleolithic
archaeology in the 20th Century. Antiquity, 64: 549-58. :

Gifford-Gonzalez, Diane. 1993 YoucCan hide but you can't run: Representation of women's work in
illustrations of Paleolithic life. Visual Anthropology Review, 9: 22-41.

Grayson, Donald K. 1986 Eoliths, archaeological ambiguity, and the generation of "middle range" research.

In: D. Meltzer, D. Fowler, J. Sabloff eds., American archaeology past and future: A delebration of the
Saciety for American Archaeology 1935-1985, 77-133. Washington D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press.

Hammond, Michael. 1979 A framework of plausibility for an anthropological forgery: The Piltdown case.

Anthropology, 3: 47-58.

1982 The expulsion of the Neanderthals from human ancestry: Marcellin Boule and the social context of
scientific research. Social Studies of Science, 12: 1-36.

___ 1988 The shadow man paradigm in Paleoanthropology, 1911-1945. In: George Stocking, ed., Bones,

Bodies, Behavior: Essays on Biological Anthropology, 117-37. Madison: University of Wisconsin Press.

Jia, Lanpo & Weiwen Huang. 1990 The story of Peking Man: From archaeology to mystery. Transl by Zhiqi
Yin. New York: Oxford University Press.

Jurmain, Robert. 1982 Human evolution: A century of research. San José Studies, 8: 40-50.

Landau, Misia. 1984 Human evolution as narrative. American Scientist, 72: 262-8.
___ 1991 Narratives of human evolution. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Latour, B. & S. C. Strum. 1986 Human social origins: Oh please, tell us another story. Joumal of Social and
Biological Structures, 9: 169-87.

Laurent, Goulven. 1995 Les Idées sur l'origine de 'homme au début du XXe siécle: les conceptions de
Marcellin Boule (1861-1942). In: Claude Blanckaert, et al. eds., Nature, histoire, société: essais en
hommage a Jacques Roger, 433-42. Paris: Klincksieck,

Leakey, L. S. B. & V. M. Goodall. 1969 Unveiling man's origins. Ten decades of thought about human

evolution. Cambridge, Mass.: Schenkman Publishing Company.

Leakey, Richard E. & L. Jan Slikkerveer. 1993 Man-ape Ape-Man: the quest for human's place in nature and
Dubois' "missing link". Leiden: Netherlands Fdn. Kenya Wildlife Service.

Leguebe, André. 1992 Le Pithécanthrope de Java. Anthropologie et préhistoire, 103: 45-55.

Lewin, Roger. 1987 Bones of contention: Controversies in the search for human origins. New York: Simon &
Schuster.

Livingstone, David. 1990 Preadamism: The history of a harmonizing strategy. Fides et Historia, 22: 25-34.

__ 1992 The Preadamite Theory and the marriage of science and religion. Philadelphia: American
Philosophical Society.

14



Melbye, J. & C. Meiklejohn. 1992 A history of physical anthropology and the development of evolutionary
thought in Canada. Human Evolution, 7: 49-55.

Millar, Ronald W. 1972 The Piltdown men. New York: St. Martin's Press.

Moser, Stephanie. 1992 The visual language of archaeology: A case study of the Neanderthals.  Antiquity,
66: 831-44.
1993 Gender stereotyping in pictorial reconstructions of human origins. In:H. Ducros & L. Smith,eds.,

Women in Archaeology: A feminist critique, 75-92. Canberra: ANU Press.
1996 visual representation in archaeology: Depicting the missing-Link in human origins. In: Bran S.

Baigrie, ed., Picturing knowledge. Historical and philosophical problems concerning the use of art in

science, 184-214. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

Porter, Charlotte M. 1983 The rise of Parnassus: Henry Fairfield Osborn and the Hall of the Age of Man.
Museum Studies Journal 1: 26-34.

Reader, John. 1981 Missing links: The hunt for earliest man. Boston: Little, Brown.

Sackett, J. R. 1981 From de Mortillet to Bordes: A century of French Palaeolithic research. In Glyn Daniel,
ed., Towards a History of Archaeology, 85-99. London: Thames & Hudson.

Sigmon, B. A. 1992 Theoretical models and research directions in human evolution: The influence of W. E. Le
Gros Clark and J. T. Robinson. Human Evolution, 7: 61-2.

Simons, Elwyn & H. H. Covert. 1981 Paleoprimatological research over the last 50 Years: Foci and trends.
American Journal of Physical Anthropology, 56: 373-82.

Spencer, Frank. 1984 The Neandertals and their evolutionary significance: A brief historical survey. In: Fred
Smith & F. Spencer, eds., Origins of modern humans: A world survey of the fossil evidence, 1-49. New
York: AlanR. Liss.

1990 Piltdown : A scientific forgery. New York: Natural History Museum Publications.

__,ed. 1997 History of physical anthropology: An encyclopedia. New York: Garland.

____ & F. H. Smith. 1981 Significance of Ales Hrdlicka's "Neanderthal phase of man": A historical and current
assessment. American Journal of Physical Anth., 56: 435-59.

Tattersall, Jan. 1995 The fossil trail: How we know what we think we know about human evolution. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Theunissen Bert. 1989 Eugéne Dubois and the ape-man from Java: The history of the first missing link and its
discoverer. Dordrecht/Boston: Kluwer Academic Publishers.

Trinkaus, Erik & Pat Shipman. 1993 The Neandertals: Changing the image of mankind. New York: Knopf.

Walker, A. C. 1992 Louis Leakey, John Napier and the history of proconsul. Journal of Human Evolution 22:
245-54.

Walsh John E. 1996 Unraveling Piltdown: The science fraud of the century and its solution. New York:
Random House.

Washburn, Sherwood L. 1982 Fifty years of study on human evolution. Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, 38:
37-43.

Weiner, J. S. 1955 The Piltdown forgery. London: Oxford University Press.

15



IL. Recent Dissertations (doctoral unless otherwise indicated)

Bruckner, Sierra Ann (University of lowa, 1999). "The Tingle-Tangle of Modernity: Popular
Anthropology and the Cultural Politics of Identity in Imperial Germany"

Buschmann, Rainer (Univ. of Hawaii, 1999) "The Ethnographic Frontier in German New Guinea
(1870-1914)" ,

Herr, Melody (Johns Hopkins U., 1999) “Communities of American Archaeology: Identity in the Era
of Professionalization.”

Naddeo, Barbara (History, Univ. of Chicago, 2000). “Science for the cosmopolitan: The cultureof
urbanity and the emergence of anthropology in the kingdom of Naples, 1629-1800”

Van Reybrouck, David G. (Univerity of Leiden, 2000) “From Primitives to Primates. A History of
Ethnographic and Primatological Analogies in the Study of Prehistory.”

Velde, Paul van der (University of Leiden, 2000) Een Indische liefde. P.J. Veth (1814-1895) en de
inburgering van Nederlands-Indi€. Amsterdam: Uitgeverij Balans [Veth 'incorporated’ Indonesia
into Dutch society and academia, without ever having visited the area].

IIL. Recent Work by Subscribers

[Except in the case of new subscribers, for whom we will include one or two orienting items, "recent” is
taken to mean within the last two years. Please note that we do not list "forthcoming” items. To be
certain of dates and page numbers, please wait until your works have actually appeared before sending
offprints (preferably) or citations in the style of History of Anthropology and most anthropological
joumnals]

Blanckaert, C. et al., eds. 1999. L histoire des sciences de I’homme: trajectoire, en jeux et questions
vives. Paris: L’Harmattan.

Castro, V, C.Aldunate, & J. Hidalgo, editors. 2000. Nispa Ninchis / Decimos Diciendo;
Conversaciones con John Murra. 253 pp. Lima: Instituto de Estudios Peruanos.

Corbey, Raymond. 2000. Tribal art traffic. A chronicle of taste, trade and desire in colonial and post-
colonial imes. Amsterdam: KIT Press. Royal Tropical Institute.
2000. Art premiers in the Louvre. Anthropology Today 16(4): 3-6.

Darnell, Regna. 2000. The pivotal role of the Northwest Coast in the history of Americanist
anthropology. BC Studies: The British Columbia Quarterly (#125-26): 38-52.

Gordon, Robert. 1997. Picturing Bushmen: The Denver African Expedition of 1925. Athens: Ohio
Univ. Press.

Leal, Jodo. 2000. Etnographias portuguesas (1870-1970): Cultura popular e identidade nacional.
Lisbon: Publicagoes Dom Quizote.

Leguebe, André. 1999. Frangois Twiesselmann et 1’anthropologie frangaise. Bull. et Mém.de la
Société d’ Anthpologie de Paris n.s. 11:503-07.

16



& R. Orban. 1999. Frangois Twiesselmann (1910-1999). Anthropologie et Préhistoire. 110:

v-xv [with bibliography}

Lepowsky, Maria. 2000. Charlotte Gower and the subterranean history of anthropology. History of
Anthropology 9: 123-70.

Murra, John. 2000. Nispa Ninchis/Decimos Deciendo: Conversacions con John Murra. Edited by V.
Castro, C. Aldunate & J. Hidalgo. Lima: Instituto de Estudios Peruanos.

Nash, Stephen. 1999. Time, trees and prehistory: Tree-ring dating and the development of North
American archaeology, 1914-1950. Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press.
ed. 2000. Its about time: A history of archaeological dating in North America. Salt Lake City:
University of Utah Press.

Pels, Peter. 1998. A politics of presence: Contacts between missionaries and Waluguru in later
colonial Tanganyika Harwood Academic.

Segal, Daniel. 2000. ‘Western Civ’ and the staging of history in American higher education.
American Historical Review 105: 770-805

Stocking, G.W. 2000. ‘Do good, young man’: Sol Tax and the world mission of liberal democratic
anthropology. History of Anthropology 9: 171-264.

Sturtevant, William C. 2000. Introduction, pp. ix-lii, in new edition of The Seminole Indians of
Florida by Clay MacCauley [1st ed. 1887]. Gainesville, etc.: University Press of Florida

Trigger, Bruce. 1998. Childe as moralist. Archeologia Polona 35-36: 357-62

Vermeulen, Han F. 2000. Addenda op de bibliografie van G.W. Locher (1908-1997). Bijdragen tot de
Taal-, Land- en Volkenkunde 156(1): 103-105.

2000 Ethnographia 1767. Anthropology Today 16(5): 27.

IV. Suggested by our Readers

[Although the subtitle does not indicate it, the assumption is the same as in the preceding section: we list
"recent” work—i.e., items appearing in the last several years. Entries without initials were contributed by
G.W.S. Occasionally, readers call attention to errors in the entries, usually of a minor typographical
character. Typing the entries is a burdensome task (undertaken normally by G.W.S.), and under the
pressure of getting HAN out, a few proofreading errors may slip by. For these we offer a blanket
apology, but will not normally attempt comrections. Once again, we call attention to the listings in the
Bulletin of the History of Archaeology, the entries in the annual bibliographies of Isis, and those in the
Bulletin d'mformation de la SFHSH [Société francaise pour lhistoire des sciences de 'homme]—each of
which takes information from HAN, as we do from them—although selectively]

Baker, Lee D. 2000. Daniel G. Brinton's Success on the Road to Obscurity, 1890-99, Cultural
Anthropology 15(3):394-423 [WCS]

Battacharya, R. & J. Sarkar, eds. 2000. The anthropology of B.S. Guha. Calcutta: Anthro. Survey of
India.

Barnard, A. 2000. History and theory in anthropology. Cambridge University Press.

17




Bendix, Regina & Herman Roodenburg (eds.) (2000) Managing Ethnicity. Perspectives from Folklore
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Hamilakis, Y & E. Yalouri. 1999. Sacralizing the past. Archaeological Dialogues 6(#2): 115-60 [on
nationalism, religion & archeology of classical Greece, with commentary by M. Dias-Andreu,
N. Silberman, D. Sutton, A. Alexandri]

Harris, Marvin (with B.J. Brown). 2000. Introduction. The rise of anthropological theory. Walnut
Creek, CA: Altamira Press [discusses impact of the book and major trends in anthropology
since 1968]

Harrison, Mark. 1999. Climates and constitutions: Health, race environment and British imperialism in
India. 1600-1850. New York: Oxford U. Press.

Jacobsen, M. F. 2000. Barbarian virtues: The United States encounters foreign peoples at home and
abroad. 1876-1917. New York: Hill & Wang,

Jehel, Pierre-Jérome. 2000. Une illusion photographique: Esquisse des relations entre la photographie
et l'anthropolgie en France aux XIXe siécle. Journal des Anthropologues 80-81:47-70.
[anthropologie=physical anthropology--WCS]

Johansen, Peter. 2000. British social theory and the development of colonial archaeology in nineteenth
century India. Chicago Anthropological Exchange 30(Winter):20-35.

Kirch, Patrick D. 2000. Discovering the Oceanic Past. In his On the Road of the Winds: an
Archaeological History of the Pacific Islands before European Contact, 12-41,. Berkeley, CA:
Univ. of Calif [WCS]
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Koemer, E.F., compiler. 2000. Historiographia Linguistica 1973-1998. Indices to volumes I-XXV.
Philadelphia: J. Benjamins.

Lindberg, Christer. 2000. Paul Radin: The anthropological trickster. European Review of Native
American Studies 14(1):1-9. [WCS]

Lindfors, Bernth, ed. 1999. Africans on stage: Studies in ethological show business. Bloomington:
Indiana U. Press [ten essays, chronologically ordered, from c. 1800-1936]

List, Robert. 1999. Merlin’s secret: The African and Near Eastern presence in the ancient British Isles.
Lanham, MD [includes review of prior work]

MacGillivray, J. 2000. Minotaur: Sir Arthur Evans and the Archaeology of the Minoan Myth. Hill &
Wang [RH]

McFeely, Eliza. 2000. Zuni and the American imagination. New York: Hill and Wang.

Maud, Ralph. 2000. Transmission difficulties: Franz Boas and Tsimshian mythology. Vancouver:
Talonbooks [critique of FB's "alleged 'translations™ and of his “marginalization” of Henry
Tate--CR]

Mintz, Sydney. 1998. The localization of anthropological practices: From area studies to
transnationalism. Critique of Anthropology 18 (#2): 117-34 [WCS]

Murray, T., ed. 2000. Encyclopedia of archaeology: The great archaelogists. Santa Barbara, CA: ABC-
Clio

Moser, Stephanie. 1998. Ancestral images: The iconography of human origins. Ithaca: Comell U. Press.

O'Brien, M. J., & R. L. Lyman, eds.1999. Measuring the Flow of Time: The Works of James A. Ford,
1935-1941. 1999Tuscaloosa and London: Univ. of Ala. Press. [esp. the essay by Gordon R.
Willey. and the editors’ Introduction-WCS]

Pai, Hyung II. 2000. Constructing ‘Korean’ origins: A critical view of archaeology. history and racial
myth. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Poe, Marshall. 2001. “A people bom to slavery”: Russia in early modern European ethnography, 1476-
1748. Ithaca: Comell University Press.

Rainey, Mary L. 2000. An historic perspective on contemporary classification systems: The case of the
ground stone ulu. Bulletin of the Massachusetts Archaeological Society 61(2):34-44. [WCS]

Segerstrile, Ullica. 2000. Defenders of the truth: The battle for science in the sociobiology debate and
beyond. Oxford University Press.

Smith, Sherry. 2000. Reimagining Indians: North Americans through Anglo Eyes. 1880-1940. Oxford
University Press.

Spencer, Jonathan. 2000. British social anthropology: A retrospective. Annual Review of Anth. 29:1-24.
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Staum, Martin. 2000. The Paris Geographical Society constructs the Other, 1821-1850. Journal of
Historical Geography 26:222-38 [WS]

Strum, S. & L. Fedigan, eds. 2000. Primate Enounters: Models of science, gender and society. University
of Chicago Press.

Thomas, D.H. 2000. Skull wars: Archaeology and the search for Native American identity. [Kenniwick
Man placed in historical context of 200 years of Indian/non-Indian relations]

Trencher, Susan. 2000. Mirrored images: American anthropology and American culture, 1960-1980.
Westport, CT: Bergen & Garvey.

Troy, Timothy. 1998. Professor Bronislaw Malinowski's visit to Tucson. Journal of the Southwest
40:129-186 [mostly quotes from letters; also text of "Functional interpretation of the Yaqui
Fiesta de Gloria"] [ALC]

Van Oosterzee, Penny. 2000. Dragon bones: The story of Peking Man. Cambridge, MA: Perseus Pub.

Vatan, Florence. 2000. Robert Musil et la question anthropologique. Paris: Presses Universitaires de
France.

West, W. R. et al. 2000.The changing presentation of the American Indian: Museums and native
cultures. Washington, D.C.: National Museum of the Am. Indian, Smithsonian Inst. [RDF]

White, N. M. , L. Sullivan, & R. Marrinan, eds. 1999. Grit-tempered: Early women archaeologists in
the southeastern United States. Gainsville: University Press of Florida. [DG.]

Wickwire, Wendy. 2000. “The quite impossible task™: Douglas Cole and the ecumenical challenge of
British Columbia’s cultural history. BC Studies: The Brntish Columbia Quarterly. (#125-
26):3-32 [RDF]

Zedeno, Maria Nieves (ed). 1999. Scholars of the Bureau of American Ethnology: Exploring the roots
of American anthropology. Special issue of Journal of the Southwest 41(3) [ALC]

ALC = Andy Christenson RH=Richard Handler
CR =Chrns Roth HV= Han Vermuelin
DG=Douglas Gtvens WS= William Speth
RDF= Raymond Fogelson WCS= William Sturtevant

V. Recent Numbers of Gradhiva—Once again, we call attention to Gradhiva: Revue semestrielle
d’histoire et d’archives de I’anthropology, founded by Jean Jamin and Michel Leiris, and published with
the collaboration of the Laboratoire d’ethnologie du Musée de 1’Homme, the Ecole des hautes études en
sciences sociales and the Laboratoire d’anthropologie sociale du Collége de France. Frangoise Zonabend
is now responsible for “Direction”, with Jamin listed as “Directeur de la publication.” Gradhiva
continues to be a rich (and beautifully illustrated) source of a wide range of material in the history of
anthropology, primarily in the French (and to a lesser extent, the British) spheres. Number 24 (1998)
includes essays on George Montandon, on 19™ century photography and physical anthropology in south
India, and a special section of essays on the history of French anthropological museums. Among the
materials in number 25 (1998) are an index of the contents of numbers 13-24 (1993-1998), as well as a
special section of short essays on the history of the observation of animal behavior. Number 26 (1999)
includes an interview with Maurice Godelier, a special section on Ernesto de Martinon, and a chronology
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of the life and work of Paul Rivet. Although it is not possible to reproduce the contents of Gradhiva here
in detail, we hope periodically to offer brief summaries of the contents of recent numbers—and strongly
encourage interested readers to consult numbers of this distinguished series as they appear.

V1. History of Anthropology 9—After several false starts, an interval of four years, and a change in
editorship, the ninth volume of the History of Anthropology series has just been published by the
University of Wisconsin Press. The new editor, Richard Handler, Professor of Anthropology at the
University of Virginia, will be assisted by an enlarged editorial board, including Lee Baker (Columbia),
Matti Bunzl (Illinois, Urbana), Pauline Turner Strong (Texas-Austin) and Patrick Wolfe (Victoria
Institute of Technology), as well as the eight members of the old editorial board, along with George
Stocking as editor emeritus. Appropriately, the theme of volume nine is Excluded Ancestors, Inventible
Traditions Essays Toward a More Inclusive History of Anthropology. In addition to the essays by Maria
Lepowsky and George Stocking listed above (see “Work by Subscribers). The contents include “Occult
truths: Race, conjecture and theosophy in Victorian anthropology” by Peter Pels; “Research, reform, and
racial uplift: The mission of the Hampton Folk-Lore Society, 1893-1899” by Lee D. Baker; “Working
for a Canadian sense of place(s): The role of landscape painters in Marius Barbean’s ethnology” by
Frances M. Slaney; “‘In the immediate vicinity a world has come to an end’: Lucie Varga as an
ethnographer of National Socialism” by Ronald Stade; and “Melanesian can(n)ons: Paradoxes and
prospects in Melanesian ethnography” by Douglas Dalton. Plans for HOA 10 are now well under way,
under the tentative title of “Significant Others”

VIIL. Inventario antropologico:Anuario de la revista alteridades. Edited by Esteban Krotz, and
published by the Universidad Autonoma Metropolitana, the volumes in the series are comprehensive
reviews of all aspects of anthropology in Mexico, including the history thereof. Volume three, published
in 1997, covers publications appearing during 1996. The opening section includes historical reviews of
Marxist anthropology in Mexico (by Jesis Jauregui), of physical anthropology and dermatogliphics (by
Mario Alberto Coyoc Ramirez) and of the category “identity” in recent anthropological literature (by
Margarita Zarate Vidal). Other sections in this 600 page volume include essay reviews of recent
monographs, accounts of expositions and events, reports on seminars, programs and research projects,
listings of dissertations, the tables of contents of periodicals, complete citations of recent publications by
several hundred anthropologists, as well as a directory of institutions and publications. Although entries
relating to the history of anthropology are not separately listed or indexed, this is a rich source for anyone
interested in the present state and history of Mexican anthropology.

GLEANINGS FROM ACADEMIC GATHERINGS

Field Museum Anthropelogy --On October 22 and 23, 2000, the Cultural Collections Committee of
Department of Anthropology at The Field Museum in Chicago hosted an event celebrating the past,
present, and future of Field Musewn anthropology. The opening program included a keynote address
by David R. Wilcox of the Museum of Northern Arizona entitled "Creating Field Anthropology: Why
Remembering Matters,” followed by commentary from Jonathan Haas of .the Field Museum, Elaine
Bluhm Herold of the State University of New York at Buffalo, Alice Kehoe of the University of
Wisconsin - Milwaukee, and Donald McVicker of North Central College. The October 23rd program
included a formal dinner preceded by a cocktail hour with special exhibits, a slide show of archived
photographs, and a challenging treasure hunt that focused on objects originally collected for the
World's Columbian Exposition in 1893. After dinner, there were short presentations by Sibel Barut
Kusimba on Henry Field and Paleolithic archaeology, by Bennett Bronson on Berthold Laufer and
Asian anthropology, by Steve Nash on George Dorsey, by Jim Van Stone on North American
anthroplogy, and by John Terrell on A.B. Lewis and Pacific anthropology. Gary Feinman and Steve
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Nash hope to edit the proceedings for a Fieldiana volume in 2002, coincident with the 100"
anniversary of the American Anthropological Association.

American Anthropological Association Annual Meeting—There were several sessions (or other
activities) at the November meetings in San Francisco bearing on the history of anthropology:

Earlier American Indian Anthropologists in Public Anthropology-- organized by George Abrams
(Yager Museum) and Joallyn Archambault (Smithsonian), included papers on Ella Deloria (by Bea
Medicine), Edward Dozer (by Archambault), J.N.B. Hewitt (by Barbara Graymont), Edmund J. Ladd
(by T. Ferguson and Margaret Hardin), Francis La Flesche (by Garrick Bailey), Alfonso Ortiz (by
Charles Cambridge), William Jones (by Robert Hall), Arthur Parker (by Abrams), with discussion by
William Sturtevant.

Unwrapping the Sacred Bundle: Reconfiguring the Discipline of Anthropology--organized by Dan
Segal (Pitzer) included papers by James Clifford (UCSanta Cruz), Rena Lederman (Princeton), Ian
Hodder (Stanford), Michael Silverstein (Chicago) and Sylvia Yanagisako (Stanford), with discussion
by Michel-Rolfe Trouillot (Chicago) and by Segal.

Anthropology at the Opening of the Twentieth Century--organized by Regna Darnell (Western
Ontario) and Raymond DeMallie (Indiana) included papers by Darnell, DeMallie, Frederic Gleach
(Comell), Jennifer Brown (Winnipeg), with discussion by Stephen Murray.

The annual business meeting included a panel discussion of a paper by David Price on “A Cold War
Secret:The AAA, the CIA, and the Comprehensive Roster of 19517 (cf. Anthropology News 11/2000,
13-14).

At the meeting of the Centennial Commission of the Association, Regna Damell (Western Ontario),
chair of the Committee reported on a range of activities in various stages of planning (for details, sece
the regular reports in the Anthropology News). Other activities include the formation of a History of
Archaeology Interest Group as part of the Society for American Archaeology (snash@fmnh.org).

American Anthropological Association HoA Committee—Although the planned organizing meeting
of a History of Anthropology Committee in the General Anthropology Division was postponed until
the 2001 association meeting because of an unanticipated schedule conflict with the general meeting
devoted to Patrick Tierney’s Darkness in El Dorado, the effort to gain the 100 members necessary to
establish an official committee will continue. Members of the AAA who are interested in
participating, or in adding their names to the history of anthropology listserve, should contact Susan

Trencher (strenche@osfl.gmu.edu).
HAN WEBSITE

Due to the departure of our site-master for fieldwork in China, it has not developed as rapidly as we
had hoped. However, with the help a new research assistant, Byron Hamann, we do hope to improve
this situation in the next several months. In the meantime, such as it is, the site is accessible at:
http://anthropology.uchicago.eduw/han/Default htm. Please note that there is no “www” in this address.

23



	History of Anthropology Newsletter
	1-1-2000

	Volume 27, Issue 2
	tmp.1462646269.pdf.9GRCM

