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Mirror FOR MAN. The Relation of Anthropology to Modern Life.

By Clyde Kluckhohn. (Harrap; 12s. 6d.)

Scientists sometimes write as if their eminence in a specialised field
gives a seal of authority to their general views on politics and meta-
physics. Harvard’s Professor of Anthropology has evidently been
tempted in this way. His book is intended to make good his claim that
‘anthropology provides a scientific basis for dealing with the crucial
dilemma of the world today’. It is written for the general public, but
it is doubtful if the layman is as simple as he is taken to be.

The early part of the book reads uncomfortably like an advertise-
ment. First the net is thrown so wide that anyone who ever described
a foreign culture is counted as an anthropologist, including Herodotus,
Tacitus and the ancient Babylonians. The obvious value of the study of
strange peoples is suggested in the title, ‘Mirror for Man’, but admit-
tedly this has little direct bearing on political problems. So the practical
achievements of at least five related subjects are listed to the credit of
anthropology. The layman may well ask how the army once managed
without ‘military anthropologists’, or how railways and schools solved
their seating problems before the advent of physical anthropologists.
For the chapter on ‘Anthropologists at Work’ the net is tightened, for
it seems that only social or cultural anthropologists are intended, and
any sociological research is chalked up to the credit of anthropology.

This impressive record of applied science sustains the hope of happier
solutions to political problems once they are flood-lit by anthropology.
But lest he be disappointed by the conclusions (‘Make haste slowly. . ..
the anthropologist’s solution is unity in diversity’) the layman is
reminded that the social sciences are immature, and here the
advertisement becomes a frank appeal for funds.

Anthropology, adequately endowed and staffed, will show the
world that its problems are matters of faith and morals. It seems that
his anthropological learning leads the author to advocate a ‘secular
religion’, which will teach mankind to accept responsibility for its
own destiny. All the insistence on the anthropologists’ right to instruct
the world today ends tamely in recommending Whitehead’s God, as
described in Process and Reality. It seems inconsistent, and a little hard
on the philosopher who is cited, that he is not also included in the
ranks ofP the anthropologists. Mary Tew.

AUTHORITY AND DELINQUENCY IN THE MODERN StATE. By Alex
Comfort. (Routledge, Kegan Paul; 8s. 6d.)

There has recently been instituted a scheme of research known as
‘the Unesco Tensions Project’, and its object is to study ‘the causes of
international and intranational hatreds and tensions’.
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