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Let us suppose for a moment that astronomers should
warn us that an unknown planet was nearing the Earth
and would remain for twenty or thirty years at close
range, afterwards to disappear for ever.
In order to
avail ourselves of this unique opportunity, neither
effort nor money would be spared to build telescopes
and satelites especially designed for the purpose.
Should not the same be done at a time when one-half of
mankind, only recently acknowledged as such, is still
.so near to the other half that except for men and
money its study raises no problem, although it will soon
become impossible for ever?
If the future of anthropology
could be seen in this light, no investigation would
appear more urgent and no other could compete with it
in importance.
For native cultures are disintegrating
faster than radioactive bodies, and the Moon, Mars and
Venus will still be at the same distance from the
Earth when that mirror which other civilizations
still
hold up to us will have so receded from'our eyes that
however costly and elaborate the instruments at our
disposal we may never again be able to recognize and
study this imare of ourselves which will be lost and
gone for ever.
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The further a way of thought is removed from our
own, the more we are condemned to seeing it in
only essential properties, common to all thought.
Consequently,
anthropology might collaborate
with child psychology and animal psychology,
but only in so far as the three disciplines
acknowledge that what they are striving to
do, through different means, is to grasp common
properties, which very likely reflect the structure
of the brain.18
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as the neo-Kantians
claim, because my thought
inevitably exerted a certain constraint on the
object under study:
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thought was itself such an object.
Being '·of this
world'22it partook of the same nature as that
world.
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One of the ways

by expressing
i~portant

the same meaning

misunderstandings

occur,

relate

we read observer
in which
certain

of human

own psychological
structures

make-up,
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republican

revolution
liberal

group

theme.

were

that the social
in all

whole,

The dry and sterile

ruled supreme,

a set

reign of

has succumbed

born of the

to pay for a more

comes at a time when

faced with

its future

social

of

the disappearance

must seek to ensure

field of interest.

Its future

one direction,

the study pf modern

Western

them, societies

primitive

and discover

and ac~eptable

with

to

approach.
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affect the
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the answer in the first set of questions:

There is no reason to limit the anthropologist's
role to the .nalysisand
reduction of . . .
external distances; he can also be called upon
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exist within his own society but which are also
charactetized by 'distantiation', either because
they concern only one section of the group and
not the whole of it~ or because, even though they
are of an over-all nature, they are deeply rooted
in the unconscious.
Instances of the former case
are prostitution and juvenile delinquency and,
of the latter, resistance to food or health
changes.26
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