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Review z -  ?t l c l e  by C a t h e r ~ i n 3  A.  Shoupe . 

Two i m ;  ) %tan- t  books on r e ? - i g i o u s  b e l i e f s  and p r a c t i c e s  i n  1 6 t h  and 
1 7 t h  c .  ~ t u r y  England \r?.ich appeared r e c e n t l y  a r e  Alan M a c f a r l a n e t s  
Witchc ~ f t  i n  Tudcr  and Stu.:?t England and Re l i g ion  and t h e  Decline - - _  C_ . ___ - -_ _- - _ _ I  

of M.lai  i 2 by Ke i t h  Thomas. ' l n a t  t h e  two works complement one another 
'5C - '- 
IS no- s u r p r i s i n g i n  view of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  Macfar lane  w a s  a s t u d e n t  
of Tb n-~as a t  Oxford. I n  a massive 700 page volume, Thomas t reats  
a b rc  3 3 Zange of p o p l ~ l s r  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e s  i n  England d u r i n g  
t h e  : E-ch and 1 7 t h  centur ie-3  - a s t r o l o g y ,  w i t c h c r a f t ,  magic h e a l i n g ,  
d i v i - , : . t i o n ,  a n c i e n t  p rb5hec i e s :  omens, p rov idences ,  and ghost and 
f a i r  1 t r a d i t i o n s  - d e a l i n g  w i t h  them as m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  of t h e  so-  
cia: and intellectual cl ima-ie of t h a t  p e r i o d .  The book i s  arranged 
t o p  : : a l l y  w i t h  v a s t  q u a n t i t i e ~  of d a t a  p r e sen t ed  both in the  text 
an? in footnotes and w i t h  a a a l y s i s  s c a t t e r e d  th roughout  the chap- 
t e l  : . It  i s  a bu lky  worlc, bu t  h i g h l y  rea-dable .  Macfarlane , on 
t h  . o t h e r  hand,  has w r i t t e n  a s m a l l e r  book which b r i n g s  one a s p e c t  
of :he t o p i c  t r e a t e d  by Thomas i n t o  s p e c i f i c  focus :  w i t c h c r a f t  
ir t h e  county  of Essex between 1560 and 1680. By l i m i t i n g  his 
s- 1 j e c t  t o  w i t c h c r a f t  accusa tLons ,  h i s  l o c a l e  t o  Essex,  and h i s  
t ...,le t o  t h e  Tudo r /S tua r t  p c ~ i o d ,  Nacfa r lane  ha s  produced a re- 
g i s n a l  and comparat ive  stuGy of h i g h  q u a l i t y  based on s o l i d  docu- 
r , t n t a r y  sou rce s  which p o i n t s  tile way f o r  o t h e r  s p e c i f i c  l o c a l  h i s -  
l a p i c a 1  s t u d i e s  which cou ld  develop and expand o t h e r  a s p e c t s  of 

'?hornas' g e n e r a l  t r e a t m e n t  of  t h e  p e r i o d .  

I1 I n t e l l e c t u a l  Sources  and S t i m u l i  
.s- -- 

The two books under  d i s c u s s i o n  e x h i b i t  an approach t o  s c h o l a r s h i p  
which combines s t a n d a r d  h i s t o r i c 5 1  docum~.n t a t i on  and methods with 
a modern s o c i a l  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  framework, most n o t a b l y  t he  u s e  
of c r o s s - c u l t u r a l  conparisc;r:s and an o v e r r i d i n g  concern  f o r  
f u n c t i o n a l  a n a l y s i s .  However, i n t e l l e c t u a l  sou rce s  and s t i m u l i  



f o r  t h e  works can be t r a c e d  t o  a v a r i e t y  o f  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i f i c  and 
humanis t ic  d i s c i p l i n e s  of B r i t i s h  s c h o l a r s h i p  which m e r i t  d i s cus -  
s i o n  he re .  

Perhaps t h e  most obvious t h r e a d  running through bo th  Macfar laners  
l o c a l  s tudy and Thomasf l a r g e r  s y n t h e s i s  i s  a concern f o r  t h e  
common man and h i s  a t t i t u d e s ,  a popular  theme i n  modern h i s t o r i c a l  
s c h o l a r s h i p  aimed a t  r e v e r s i n g  t h e  e l i t i s t  b i a s  of previous  scho- 
l a r s h i p .  I n  h i s  l o c a l  s tudy  o f  w i t c h c r a f t  i n  Essex, Macfarlane 
r e l i e s  heav i ly  on cou r t  r e c o r d s  f o r  evidence,  drawing h i s  conclu- 
s i o n s  from t h e  f a c t s  and f i g u r e s  c u l l e d  from t h e s e  sources .  
Another British s o c i a l  h i s t o r i a n ,  P e t e r  L a s l e t t ,  has  followed a 
similar procedure u s ing  t a x  r eco rds  and p a r i s h  r e g i s t e r s  as w e l l  
as cour t  records  t o  analyze 1 7 t h  cen tury  B r i t i s h  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  
i n  The World We Have Lost (1965).  The books a r e  similar and s i g -  
7 -*- 7 

n i f l c a n t  i n  t h e m  a t tempt  t o  g a t h e r  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i f i c  d a t a  frc,., 
h i s t o r i c a l  sources  t o  d e s c r i b e  and analyze t h e  l i v e s  o f  o r d i n a r y  
people i n  t h e  p a s t .  Thomas, more t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r i a n  than  
t h e  s o c i a l  h i s t o r i a n ,  a t t empt s  a similar a n a l y s i s  of t h e  mu l t i t ude  
o f  popular  r e l i g i o u s  and magical b e l i e f s  and p r a c t i c e s  of  t h e  
per iod ,  l i kewise  u s i n g  s t anda rd  h i s t o r i c a l  documents as source  
m a t e r i a l .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  however, Thomas h a s  d i scovered  a very 
u s e f u l  source  of informat ion about t h e  popula r  a t t i t u d e s  and 
ph i losophies  of men i n  t h e  p a s t ,  i. e: , f o l k l o r e .  H e  recognizes  
t h e  fact t h a t  f o l k  b e l i e f s  and practices r e f l e c t  t h e  popula r  world 
view o f  t h e  c u l t u r e ,  and he uses  f o l k l o r i s t i c  data i n  h i s  a n a l y s i s  
of  16 th  and 1 7 t h  cen tu ry  Eng l i sh  s o c i a l  and i n t e l l e c t u a l  c u r r e n t s  
on popular  as w e l l  as a r i s t o c r a t i c  l e v e l s .  This  important  use  o f  

.- f o l k l o r e  needs t o  be recognized by more h i s t o r i a n s .  I n  t h e  United 
S t a t e s ,  it i s  a t  t h e  l e v e l  of l o c a l  h i s t o r y  t h a t  f o l k l o r e  and ' 

h i s t o r y  have most s u c c e s s f u l l y  been combined ( s e e  Lynwood Montel l ,  
The Saga -- of  Coe Ridge, 1 9 7 2 ) ,  whi le  i n  England t h i s  ove r l ap  o f  
i n t e r e s t  has  appeared most f r e q u e n t l y  i n  t h e  f i e l d  o f  f o l k l i f e  
studies and l o c a l  history ( e . g .  t h e  works of George E w a r t  Evans, 
1956-1971). The problems of t h e  historian r ep re sen ted  by t h e  ac- 
cusa t ions  of e l i t i sm and impersona l i ty  could  be g r e a t l y  a l l e v i a t e d  
by t h e  use of f o l k l o r e  t o  e l u c i d a t e  t h e  popula r  a t t i t u d e s ,  pre-  
jud ices  and everyday h a b i t s  o f  people i n  t h e  p a s t .  (See Richard 
M. Dorson, American Fo lk lo re  -- and t h e  H i s t o r i a n ,  1 9 7 1 ) .  

From a chronologica l  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  the e a r l i e s t  i n t e l l e c t u a l  a t t i -  
t u d e  which might be i d e n t i f i e d  as a s t imu lus  f o r  the two books 
under d i scus s ion  is an t iquar ian ism.  More ev iden t  i n  Thomas than  
i n  Macfarlane,  t h i s  a t t i t u d e  pervades t h e  s t y l e  and o r g a n i z a t i o n  
of  h i s  book. The accumulation of a weal th  of detail and examples 
i s  c e r t a i n l y  i n  t h e  s t y l e  o f  t h e  a n t i q u a r i a n ' s  c o l l e c t a n e a ,  
though, t o  be s u r e ,  lhomas goes f u r t h e r  than  d i d  h i s  p redecessors  
i n  ana lyz ing  the d a t a .  However, most of  h i s  book c o n s i s t s  of  
accumulated d a t a ,  and i f  h i s  a n a l y s i s  were t o  be  publ i shed  s e p a r a t e -  
l y  it would be a s l i m  volume indeed.  I n  t h e  contex t  of  t h e  pe r iod  



which Thomas i s  # d i s c u s s i n g  i n  h i s  work, t h e i a n t i q u a r i a n  impulse  
to r e c o r d  .dying " ' s u p e r ~ t i t i o n s ~ ~  and "vu lga r  e r r o r s "  as well a s t o  
l o c a t e  p h y s i c a l  "remains" p rov ide s  him w i t h  a good d e a l  o f  his 
sou rce  m a t e r i a l  i n  amateur c o l l e c t i o n s .  A s  P r o t e s t a n t i s m  re- 
p laced  t h e  o l d e r  C a t h o l i c  r e l i g i o n  which had-lbeeome s y n c r e t i z e d  
w i t h  e a r l i e r  sys tems,  b o t h  pagan and Popish '  b e l i e f s -  and p r a c t i c e s  
were abandoned and soon became t h e  focus  f o r '  s c h o l a r s  i n t e r e s t e d  
i n  p r e s e r v i n g  r e l i c s  o f  t he  p a s t  from o b l i v i o n .  Thomas a l s o  
demonst ra tes  s c h o l a r l y  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  t o p i c  similar t o  t h e  en- , 

thus iasms  ' ~ f  t h e  a n t i q u a r i a n s ,  l i k e  Henry Bourne 's  an t i -pagan  and 
an t i -Pop ish  e x h o r t a t i o n s ,  o r  t h e  e a r l y  f u n c t i o n a l i s t  cbricern ex- 
p re s sed  by John Brand i n  Observa t ions  on Po u l a r  A n t i q u i t i e s  where 
he advoca tes  t h e  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  some 3 h P e r s t i t i o n s f f  and 
p r a c t i c e s  f o r  t h e  p l a y  e lement  and r e c r e a t i o n a l  v a l u e  i n h e r e n t  i n  
them. The a n t i q u a r i a n  n o t i o n  o f  t h e  p a s t  as s a n c t i o n  fo'r..the pre-  
s e n t  i s  a n o t h e r  s t r a i n  found i n  Thomas' work which l i n k s  him w i t h  
1 7 t h  and 1 8 t h  c e n t u r y  s c h o l a r s h i p .  

It. i s  n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  t o  f i n d  a s t r o n g  t h e o r e t i c a l  l e a n i n g  towards  
t h e  i d e a s  o f  t h e  1 9 t h  c e n t u r y  B r i t i s h  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  f o l k l o r i s t s  
i n  t h e  books by Thomas and Macfarlane who bo th  acknowledge a deb t  
t o  modernBr i t i sh  anthropology d e r i v e d  from t h e  work o f  E .  B. ~ ~ l & ~  
Heavi ly  i n f l u e n c e d  by s o c i a l  and b i o l o g i c a l  evo lu t i on i sm  which 
had been deve lop ing  i n  1 8 t h  and 1 9 t h  cen tu ry  c o n t i n e n t a l  and 
B r i t i s h  t hough t ,  t h e  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  f o l k l o r i s t s  s u b s c r i b e d  t o  a 
comparat ive  methodology and s u r v i v a l s  t h e o r y  t o  e x p l a i n  p e a s a n t  
l o r e .  I n  t h e o r e t i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s ,  Andrew Lang, Edward Clodd 
o r  George Laurence Gomme would f e e l  p e r f e c t l y  a t  home ,e spec i a l l y  
w i t h  Thomas' work. He a c c e p t s  t h e  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  o f  e v o l u t i o n -  
a r y  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  development o f  magic,  r e l i g i o n ,  and s c i e n c e  
following S i r  James Frazer, modified, bu t  n o t  supe rceded -by  ' 

Radcl i f fe-Brown's  f u n c t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  r e l i g i o n .  Likewise, 
on p .  6 2 7 ,  Thomas d e s c r i b e s  l a y e r s  o f  " c u l t u r a l  d e b r i s "  as t h e  
framework f o r  t h e  c u l t u r a l  h i s t o r y  o f  a peop le  i n  a manner t h a t  
cou ld  have been w r i t t e n  by G. L .  Gomme d e s c r i b i n g  pre-Aryan, Aryan, 
Roman and succeed ing  l a y e r s  of  f o l k l o r e  i n  t h e  development o f  
Eng l i sh  h i s t o r y .  

Thomas and Macf a r l a n e  .owe t h e i r  g r e a t e s t  deb t  .?to2 ~ y l o r i a n -  anthro- 
pology i n  t h e i r  me thodolog ica l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .  The s u r v i v a l i s t s t  
comparat ive  method based on p a r a l l e l s  aad  a n a l o g i e s  between con- 
temporary p r i m i t i v e s  and p a s t  pea san t  c u l t u r e  i s  p r e c i s e l y  t h e  
method u t i l i z e d  by t h e s e  two s c h o l a r s  i n  an a t t emp t  - t o  e x p l a i n  
1 6 t h  and 1 7 t h  c e n t u r y  b e l i e f s  and p r a c t i c e s  i n  Engl.and. J u s t  as 
t h e  1 9 t h  cen tu ry  B r i t i s h  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  f o l K l o r i s t s  t u r n e d  toward 
e x o t i c  p r i m i t i v e  peop les  under  t h e  r u l e  o f  t h e  B r i t i s h  Empire for 
contemporary d a t a  t o  compare w i th  p a s t  B r i t i s h  p e a s a n t  l o r e ,  s o  
t o o  do t h e s e  20 th  c e n t u r y  h i s t o r i a n s  look towar6 modern A f r i c a n  

- p a r a l l e l s  d e s c r i b e d  by B r i t i s h  s o c i a l  a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s  i n  fo rmer  
B r i t i s h  c o l o n i e s  t o  e l u c i d a t e  n o n - i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  r e l i g i o u s  



systems i n  Tudor and S t u a r t  England. The method i s  no more suc- 
c e s s f u l  now than  it was i n  t h e  19 th  cen tury ;  one must ques t ion  
t h e  v a l i d i t y  of  t h e  use  of  comparative d a t a  from Afr ican  and 
North American Ind ian  c u l t u r e s ,  and t h e  whole comparative method 
of t h e  e v o l u t i o n i s t s ,  as w i l l  be d i scus sed  i n  t h e  f o u r t h  s e c t i o n  
of  t h i s  review. 

The most obvious source  of i n t e l l e c t u a l  s t i m u l a t i o n  f o r  both  
s c h o l a r s ,  and one t h a t  i s  acknowledged by bo th  of them, i s  modern 
B r i t i s h  s o c i a l  anthropology and t o  some e x t e n t  American c u l t u r a l  
anthropology.  Both Thomas and Macfarlane r e l y  on B r i t i s h  ethno- 
graphies  of  Afr ican  c u l t u r e s  f o r  d a t a  concerning w i t c h c r a f t  and 
r e l a t e d  phenomena, and Macfarlane a l s o  draws on Clyde Kluckhonts 
m a t e r i a l  from t h e  Navaho Ind ians  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  m a t e r i a l s .  A l l  o f  
Macfarlane's  f o u r t h  s e c t i o n  s u b t i t l e d  "A Comparative Framework: 
Anthropological  S t u d i e s n  draws h e a v i l y  on Afr ican  and Amerindian 
sources  f o r  comparative d a t a  on w i t c h c r a f t ,  whi le  i n  Thomas, r e -  
f e r ences  t o  Afr ican  analogs  a r e  s c a t t e r e d  throughout  t h e  t e x t .  
I n  terms cf a n a l y s i s ,  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of B r i t i s h  s o c i a l  anthropology 
can be seen i n  t h e  emphasis on s t r u c t u r a l - f u n c t i o n a l i s m  i n  t h e  
manner of  Malinowski and Radcliffe-Brown, e s p e c i a l l y  i n  Macfar- 
l a n e ' s  chap te r  1 9 ,  9rAnthropological  I n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of  Witch- 
c r a f t 1 ' ,  and i n  both  t h e i r  d i s cus s ions  of  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  of  r e l i -  
gion.  The p r a c t i c a l  va lue  of t h e  h i s t o r i a n s '  concern wi th  an thro-  
p o l o g i c a l  theory  i s  c l e a r  i n  Macfar lane 's  s e c t i o n  t h r e e ,  "Witch- 
c r a f t  and t h e  S o c i a l  Background". Here he  has  u t i l i z e d  anthro-  
po log ica l  t heo ry ,  no t  d a t a ,  t o  determine what t h e  r e l e v a n t  ques- 
t i o n s  a r e  t h a t  should be asked about t h e  phenomenon of w i t c h c r a f t  
as a s o c i a l ,  i n t e l l e c t u a l  and c u l t u r a l  f a c t .  H i s  a n a l y s i s  based 
on t h e s e  ques t ions  i s  h i s  most va luab le  c o n t r i b u t i o n ,  and t h e  
comparative d a t a  t h a t  fo l lows  adds l i t t l e  o r  no th ing  t o  h i s  argu- 
ment. 

Contemporary American f o l k l o r i s t s  wi th  an th ropo log ica l  t r a i n i n g  o r  
background show concern wi th  func t iona l i sm similar t o  t h a t  o f  
B r i t i s h  s o c i a l  a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s ,  bu t  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  American fo lk -  
l o r i s t s  a r e  miss ing from Thomas' and Macfar lane ls  books. The 
most no t ab l e  omission i s  William Bascom, who i s  a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  
of two important  themes i n  t h e  two books as a f u n c t i o n a l i s t  and 
an A f r i c a n i s t  . Bascomf s 1 9  5 4  a r t i c l e ,  "Four Functions of  Folk- 
l o r e , "  s t a t e s  i n  e f f e c t  t h e  same i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  d i scussed  by 
Macfarlane. Bascomts i n t e r e s t  i n  f o l k l o r e  i s  n o t  r e s t r i c t e d  t o  
w i t c h c r a f t  and so rce ry  and e v i d e n t l y  f o r  t h i s  reason has  been 
overlooked by t h e  B r i t i s h  s h o l a r s .  Th i s  f a c t  i s  a comment on t h e  
r a t h e r  un fo r tuna t e  l a c k  of communication among s c h o l a r s  i n  d i f -  
f e r e n t  c o u n t r i e s  who a r e  d e a l i n g  wi th  similar phenomena and could 
b e n e f i t  from mutual i n t e r e s t  and c r i t i c i s m .  

Another f o l k l o r i c  concept which i s  d i scussed  by Thomas, bu t  n o t  
recognized o r  p laced  i n  t h e  proper  con tex t  of  s c h o l a r l y  l i t e r a t u r e  



on t h e  t o p i c ,  i s  t h e  i d e a  of  gesunk,enes k u l t u r  u t ,  a concept that 
i s  complementary t o  t h e  s u r v i v a l s  d o c t r i n e  .--fQ- o  o l k l o r e  ev iden t  i n  
h i s  book. The idea o f  an i t em of c u l t u r e  o r  f o l k l o r e  o r i g i n a t i n g  
i n  t h e  h i g h e r  l e v e l s  of s o c i e t y  and g radua l ly  f i l t e r i n g  down t o  
t he  lower s t ra ta  where it s u r v i v e s  i n  a degenera te  form i s  denied 
by Thomas i n  t h e  ca se  of popular  v s .  i n t e l l e c t u a l  magic (which he 
s e e s  a s  two s e p a r a t e ,  independent spheres  of  t h o u g h t ) ,  b u t  accep ted  
by him wi th  r ega rd  t o  the  p r a c t i c e  o f  a s t r o l o g y  (which was an 
a r i s t o c r a t i c  phenomenon u n t i l  t h e  1 6 t h  cen tury ,  a f t e r  which it 
became popula r ized  among lower s o c i a l  c l a s s e s ) .  However, no men- 
t i o n  i s  made of  Hans NawnannTs w r i t i n g s  on gesunkenes k u l t u r g u t  
nor  i s  t h e  term i t s e l f  used,  i n d i c a t i n g  a l ack  of f a m i l i a r i t y  
wi th  t h e  r e l e v a n t  i n t e l l e c t u a l  t h i n k i n g  i n  t h e  d i s c i p l i n e  of 
f o l k l o r e .  Aside from t h e  use  of e a r l y  a n t i q u a r i a n - f o l k l o r i s t s t  
works as sou rces  f o r  d a t a ,  t h e  on ly  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  work of 
f o l k l o r i s t s  made i n  t h e  two books a r e  i n  Thomas' acknowledgement 
of  deb t s  t o  George Lyman K i t t r e d g e ' s  work Wi tchcraf t  i n  Old and - --- New - England and Kathar ine  Br iggsT  r e sea rch  on t h e  l i t e r a r y  back- 
ground of  wi tch  b e l i e f s  i n  Pa l e  Heca te ' s  Team. 

111 S i g n i f i c a n c e  and Cont r ibu t ions  - - 
When p l a c i n g  t h e  Thomas and Macfarlane books i n  h i s t o r i c a l  per-  
s p e c t i v e  i n  terms of f o l k l o r e  p u b l i c a t i o n s  on r e l i g i o n  and witch- 
c r a f t ,  one n o t e s  a c o n t i n u i t y  of  s c h o l a r s h i p  which seems t o  have 
escaped t h e i r  eyes .  Works on t h e s e  t o p i c s  by B r i t i s h  s c h o l a r s  
can be found d a t i n g  from t h e  Renaissance t o  t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e .  
Ea r ly  volumes on '!popular a n t i q u i t i e s 1 !  which might be mentioned 
inc lude  a contemporary c r i t i q u e  o f  w i t c h c r a f t  by Reginald  S c o t ,  
Discover ie  of  Wi tchcraf t  (1584) ,  William Camdents B r i t t a n i a  ap- 
pear ing  i n  n86, and t h e  works of  t h e  1 7 t h  cen tu ry  a n t i q u a r y ,  
John Aubrey, Br ie f  Lives and The Remaines of  Gent i l i sme and 
Judaisme, which documented b e l i e f s  and ~ r a z i c e s  a long  wi th  o t h e r  
i tems of  - a n t i q u a r i a n  i n t e r e s t .  ~ h r o u ~ h b u t  t h e  1 8 t h  aEd 1 9 t h  cen- 
t u r i e s  t h e  s u b j e c t  of  popular  r e 1  
i n  p r i n t .  ~ n t i q u i t a t e s  v u l g a r i s  
Bourne made i t s  f i r s t  appearance 

on reappeared aga in  and 
t h e  Newcastle clergyman 
1725 and formed t h e  bas  

aga in  
Henry 

i s  f o r  
an en la rged  compendium by John Brand i n  1 7 7 7  under t h e  t i t l e  Ob- 
s e r v a t i o n s  on Popular  A n t i q u i t i e s .  This  e d i t i o n  was aga in  a d z d  
t o ,  rea r ranged ,  and r e v i s e d  by Henry E l l i s  who publ i shed  it under 
t h e  same t i t l e  i n  t w o  volumes i n  1 8 1 3 ,  g i v i n g  it n e a r l y  a cen tu ry  
of e x i s t e n c e  and t e s t i f y i n g  t o  t h e  i n t e r e s t  of  t h e  r ead ing  public 
i n  t h e  s u b j e c t  ma t t e r .  - ~ u r i n ~  t h e  19 th  cen tu ry ,  s u p e r s t i t i o n s  
cont inued t o  be a t o p i c  of cons ide rab le  i n t e r e s t ,  and c o l l e c t  ions 
appeared r e g u l a r l y .  During t h i s  cen tury ,  t o o ,  w i t c h c r a f t  as a 
s e p a r a t e  s u b j e c t  came under s c r u t i n y  when S i r  Wal ter  Scott pro- 
duced h i s  ~ e t t e r s  on Demonology - and Wi tchc ra f t  publ i shed  i n  1830. 
A t  t h e  t u r n  o f  t h e c e n t u r y  John Gregorson Campbell, m i n i s t e r  of 
T i r e e  and a v i d  c o l l e c t o r  of f o l k  t r a d i t i o n s ,  i s s u e d  Wi tchc ra f t  - o r  
Second S igh t  -- i n  t h e  Highlands - and I s l a n d s  (1902).  Aside from 



manuscript and publ i shed  c o l l e c t i o n s ,  t h e  s u b j e c t  has  a l s o  re- 
ce ived  t rea tment  i n ~ c e n t  decades from t h e  l i t e r a r y  viewpoint  by 
Kathar ine  Briggs i n  h e r  s e r i e s  of  books on t h e  l i t e r a r y  back- 
ground and sources  f o r  f a i r y  and witch b e l i e f s  from Shakes- 
pearean t imes.  F i n a l l y ,  The Witch -- Figure ,  a f e s t s c h r i f t  t o  
D r .  Briggs e d i t e d  by Venetia Newall publ ished only l as t  yea r  was 
devoted- to  a r t i c l e s  on t h i s  t o p i c .  I n  t h e  l i g h t  of  t h e  cont inued 
i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  s u b j e c t  of  popular  b e l i e f s  and p r a c t i c e s ,  one 
welcomes t h e  a d d i t i o n s  o f  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  Thomas and Macfarlzne 
t o  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e .  Yet one wishes t h a t  t hey  were more aware of 
t h e  t rea tment  t h e i r  t o p i c  has r ece ived  from f o l k l o r i s t s ,  s i n c e  
it i s ,  e s s e n t i a l l y ,  a f o l k l o r i s t i c  phenomenon wi th  which they  are - 
dea l ing .  

Despi te  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  the two books under d i scus s ion  a r e  d e a l i n g  
wi th  t r a d i t i o n a l  m a t e r i a l s  wi th  which f o l k l o r i s t s  have been con- 
cerned i n  t h e  p a s t  and i n  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  t h e r e  i s  no awareness on 
t h e  p a r t  o f  t h e  au tho r s  of  ano ther  important  f o l k l o r i s t i c  concept 
t h a t  could be u s e f u l  t o  t h e i r  a n a l y s i s ,  t h a t  i s ,  t h e  concept of  
genre.  Although t h e r e  i s  a  good d e a l  of  deba te  among f o l k l o r i s t s  
a t  t h e  p re sen t  t ime  over  t h e  i s s u e  of  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  gen re s ,  
t h e r e  a r e  major c a t e g o r i e s  of  o r a l  t r a d i t i o n  and t r a d i t i o n a l  
p r a c t i c e s  t h a t  one can d i s t i n g u i s h .  I n  Thomast book, t h e  fo lk -  
l o r i s t  i s  c o n s t a n t l y  meeting f a m i l i a r  t ypes  of l o r e ,  though they  
a r e  n o t  i d e n t i f i e d  a s  such and one must a b s t r a c t  them from masses 
of d e t a i l e d  i n d i v i d u a l  examples. It i s  i n t e r c s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  
t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  documentary sources  u t i l i z e d  by Thomas c o n t a i n  
numerous i tems of  f o l k l o r e ,  and more impor t an t ly ,  genres  o f  l o r e  
t h a t  r i g h t l y  come under t h e  purview of t h e  f o l k l o r i s t  who must 
o f t e n  t u r n  t o  documentary sources  i n  d e a l i n g  wi th  p a s t  phenomena. 

I f  we focus  f o r  a moment on t h e  Thomas book, which covers  a 
broader  range of t o p i c s  than t h e  Macfarlane volume, we f i n d  some 
d i scuss ion  of  a  genre of f o l k l o r e  o r  a c l o s e l y  a s s o c i a t e d  c l a s s  
o f  t r a d i t i o n s  i n  almost  a l l  of  t h e  s e c t i o n s  which are ar ranged  
according t o  s u b j e c t  ma t t e r .  Following Thomas' c a t e g o r i e s  o r  
chap te r  headings ,  we f i r s t  encounter  a  s e c t i o n  on Providences i n -  
c lud ing  so -ca l l ed  cau t iona ry  t a l e s ,  t a l e s  of  p rod ig i e s  and t a l e s  
o f  p o r t e n t s  which b e a r  a  resemblance t o  medieval e x m p l a .  They 
perform a  s i m i l a r  func t ion  t o  t h e i r  Ca tho l i c  c o u n t e r p a r t s  i n  
s e r v i n g  a s  moral t a l e s  f o r  the newer P r o t e s t a n t  r e l i g i o n .  Books 
o f  providences werte publ i shed  j u s t  as c o l l e c t i o n s  of exempla had 
been p r i n t e d ,  and i n  them t h e  P u r i t a n  b e l i e v e r  d e s c r i b e s  Godf s 
judgments and de l ive rances  performed f o r  t h e  e l e c t .  Sec t ions  
con ta in ing  m a t e r i a l  of  more obviously  f o l k l o r i s t i c  n a t u r e  are t h e  
p a r t s  e n t i t l e d  ''Magic Heal ing,  rr  "Ghosts and F a i r i e s  , I t  and "Times 
and Omens1'. I n  t h e s e  chap te r s  one f i n d s  sanples  of  t h e  k ind  o f  
f o l k l o r e  t h a t  r e g u l a r l y  appear  under t h e  genre of f o l k  b e l i e f s ,  
sometimes c a l l e d  s u p e r s t i t i o n s .  I n  t h e  s e c t i o n  on magic h e a l i n g  
t h e r e  a r e  examples of p r a y e r s ,  charms, p r a c t i c e s ,  2nd h e r b a l  



remedies used by cunning men f o r  cu r ing  i l l n e s s e s .  Folk beliefs 
about omens and lucky t imes f o r  performing t a s k s  o r  going on 
journeys a r e  common types  of l o r e  which r e c e i v e  b r i e f  mention i n  
t h e  f i n a l  d e s c r i p t i v e  s e c t i o n .  Likewise b e l i e f s  about ghos t s  
and f a i r i e s  are mentioned b r i e f l y  wi thout  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  ex- 
t e n s i v e  l i t e r a t u r e  on t h e  t o p i c  by f b l k l o r i s t s .  A l l  t h e s e  tra- 
d i t i o n s  a r e  f i r m l y  recognized by f o l k l o r i s t s  and,  i n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  
a r e  given t h e  s h o r t e s t  t r ea tmen t  by Thomas. 

A s e t  of  b e l i e f s  r e l a t e d  t o  ghost  and f a i r y  t r a d i t i o n s  are t h o s e  
a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  w i t c h c r a f t  . Witchcraf t  was o f t e n  l i n k e d  w i t h  ill- 
ness  o r  dea th ,  and was t h u s  an a l t e r n a t e  method of d e a l i n g  wi th  
t h e  problem of  d i s e a s e  and d e a t h  opposed t o  c u r e s  and magic 
hea l ing .  Many t r a d i t i o n s  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  t h e  p r a c t i c e  o f  witch- 
c r a f t  a r e  f o l k  b e l i e f s  l i k e  t h o s e  d i scussed  above, concerned 
wi th  omens and times, and r i t u a l  a c t i v i t i e s  based on sympathe t ic  
magic. Wi t chc ra f t ,  however, r e c e i v e s  more ex t ens ive  t r e a t m e n t ,  
probably r e f l e c t i n g  contemporary i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  o c c u l t .  

There i s  ano the r  genre  o f  f o l k l o r e  t h a t  d e a l s  wi th  t h e  same 
t o p i c s  o f  w i t c h c r a f t ,  g h o s t s ,  f a i r i e s ,  hea l ing  and omens but  i n  
a d i f f e r e n t  manner--that i s ,  a s  n a r r a t i v e .  Thomas on ly  r e f e r s  t o  
t h e  legend genre  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  w i t c h c r a f t ,  b u t  legends e x i s t  
about t h e  o t h e r  t o p i c s  a s  w e l l .  I n  t h e  w i t c h c r a f t  s e c t i o n  he  
mentions t h e  legend c y c l e  about  t h e  f i g u r e  o f  t h e  d e v i l  and t h e  
d e v i l  a s  a t r i c k s t e r  f i g u r e .  He a l s o  d i s c u s s e s  t h e  f i g u r e  of  a 
black dog a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  t h e  d e v i l  which' f o l k l o r i s t s  recoghihe 
a s  an i n t e r n a t i o n a l  m o t i f - o f  t a L & ;  and.le;s;lds. This  s e c t i o n ,  
e s p e c i a l l y ,  could be g r e a t l y  expanded and enhanced wi th  some 
knowledge of t h e  t o o l s  and techniques  a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  f o l k l o r i s t  
dealing with  n a r r a t i v e .  Instead, the mot i f s  and t a l e s  are simply 
mentioned a s  i s o l a t e d  examples i n  Thomasr seemingly e n d l e s s  string 
o f  examples. 

Two s e c t i o n s  which deserve  p a r t i c u l a r  a t t e n t i o n  from f o l k l o r i s t s  
a r e  t h e  chap te r s  on a s t r o l o g y  and on a n c i e n t  p rophec ies .  Both 
t h e s e  t o p i c s  involve  a mingl ing of  l i t e r a r y  and o r a l  t r a d i t i o n s  
t h a t  i s  r e l e v a n t  t o  the d i scuss ion  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
o r a l  and l i t e r a t e  l e v e l s  of  s o c i e t y  and s t r a t a  of  f o l k l o r e .  
Astrology b o a s t s  d o c t r i n e s  which a r e  " e s s e n t i a l l y  t r a d i t i o n a l 1 !  
( p .  284)  d a t i n g  from t h e  second century, while  at t h e  same time 
having p r a c t i t i o n e r s  who were mainly a r i s t o c r a &  u n t i l  t he  16th  
cen tury .  A t  t h a t  t ime t h e  d o c t r i n e s  became popu la r i zed  and prac- 
t i c e d  by v i l l a g e  wizards  a s  w e l l  as by l i t e r a t e  s o p h i s t i c a t e s  of  
London. During t h i s  pe r iod  a s u b l i t e r a r y  genre of a s t r o l o g i c a l  
almanacs a r o s e ,  similar t o  t h e  chapbook and o t h e r  f u g i t i v e  l i t e r -  
a t u r e  w i th  which f o l k l o r i s t s  a r e  concerned. Likewise, t h e  a n c i e n t  
prophecies  was an o r a l  genre  u n t i l  t h e  1 6 t h  cen tu ry ,  accord ing  t o  
Thomas, a t  which t ime  it became a l i t e r a r y  genre p r i n t e d  i n  similar 
f u g i t i v e  p u b l i c a t i o n s  a s  t h e  almanacs and func t ion ing  mainly t o  



prov ide  t h e  sanct ion 'of  t h e  p a s t  on e v e n t s  of  t h e  p r e s e n t .  I n  t h e  
con t ex t  of  t h e  a n c i e n t  p rophec i e s ,  Thomas d i s c u s s e s  t h e  s t o r i e s  of 
" s l e ep ing  he roe s , "  ano t he r  f o l k  n a r r a t i v e  mot i f  unrecognized by 
him. The d i s c u s s i o n  by Thomas cou ld  b e  v a s t l y  augmented by r e -  
f e r r i n g  t o  works by f o l k l o r i s t s  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h i s  t o p i c .  The 
mot i f  appears  i n  b a l l a d s  and t a l e s  about  t h e  magician Thomas 
Rhymer as w e l l  as i n  l egends  about  F r ede r i ck  t h e  Great  and King . 

Arthur  which ought  t o  have been no ted  by Thomas. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  
3dwin Sidney Ha r t l and  produced a s t udy  o f  t h e  myth o f  t h e  r e -  
t u r n i n g  he ro  which dese rves  mention t o  p l a c e  t h e  motif  i n  b roade r  
con t ex t .  Th i s  a c c e s s  t o  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  phenomena among f o l k l o r i s t s  
can provide  a u s e f u l  and o f t e n  needed a n t i d o t e  t o  t h e  n a t i o n a l i s m  
o r  p rov inc i a l i sm  o f  many h i s t o r i c a l  t r e a t i s e s  which r e l y  s o l e l y  on 
w r i t t e n  documentation. 

Turning now t o  t h e  s o c i a l  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  q u e s t i o n s  and i s s u e s  
d e a l t  w i t h  by Thomas and Macfar lane ,  one might f i r s t  comment 
t h a t  a l though  upon f i r s t  g l ance  t h e  concern shown by t h e  a u t h o r s  
f o r  contemporary s o c i a l  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  t h e o r y  and a n a l y s i s  might 
be cons t rued  as an impor tan t  p o s i t i v e  s t e p  i n  B r i t i s h  f o l k l o r i s -  
t i c s  away from t h e  charges  of  an t i qua r i an i sm  and d i l e t t a n t i s m  
which a r e  f r e q u e n t l y  l e v i e d  a g a i n s t  i t ,  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  are i n  
fact  simply fo l l owing  t h e  example s e t  by t h e  V i c t o r i a n  f o l k l o r i s t s  
who borrowed and a p p l i e d  concep t s  of  T y l o r i a n  e v o l u t i o n a r y  an- 
th ropo logy ,  t h e  contemporary t h e o r y  w i th  which t hey  were i n  sym- 
pathy.  Thomas and Macfarlane a r e  fo l lowing  t h e  same p r a c t i c e ,  
adop t ing  a f u n c t i o n a l i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f o r  t h e  e v e n t s  and be- 
l i e f s  t h e y  a r e  d e s c r i b i n g .  But b e f o r e  d e a l i n g  w i th  t h e  func t i on -  
a l i s t  model t hey  adop t ,  t h r e e  o t h e r  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  q u e s t i o n s  
which Thomas b r i e f l y  touches  should  be mentioned. F i r s t ,  t h e  
concept  of  t h e  magical  p r o p e r t i e s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th  d i v i n e  k ingsh ip  
and t h e  i d e a  of t h e  d i v i n e  k ing  a r e  ana lyzed  i n  connec t ion  w i th  
cu r e s  ach ieved  by r o y a l  touch .  The n a t u r e  o f  d i v i n e  k i n g s h i p  h a s  
been a topic of d i s c u s s i o n  among s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  and h i s t o r i a n s ,  
and f o l k l o r i s t s  might do w e l l  t o  n o t e  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l i t y  o f  be- 
l i e f s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  concep t .  Secondly,  t h e  i s s u e  o f  popu- 
l a r  s c e p t i c i s m  i s  r a i s e d  w i th  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  
hold of t h e  medieval  church on t h e  peop le ,  a t o p i c  which was i n -  
v e s t i g a t e d  by t h e  French s o c i o l o g i s t ,  Emile Durkheim. Th i s  t o p i c ,  
t o o ,  ha s  i n t e r e s t i n g  i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  f o l k l o r e  which u s u a l l y  s e e s  
t r a d i t i o n  p l a y i n g  a c o n s e r v a t i v e  r o l e  i n  s o c i e t y  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  
p r o g r e s s i v e  r o l e  sugges ted  by t h e  i d e a  o f  a s t r o n g  f e e l i n g  of  
popu la r  s c e p t i c i s m  towards  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and b e l i e f s .  T h i r d l y ,  
t h e  q u e s t i o n  of pagan and C h r i s t i a n  s y n c r e t i s m  i s  a l l u d e d  t o  i n  
t h e  s e c t i o n  on magic h e a l i n g .  Th i s  i s s u e  i s  of  i n t e r e s t  espe-  
c i a l l y  i n  c u l t u r e s  w i t h  c e n t u r i e s - l o n g  h i s t o r i e s  and b r i n g s  t o  
mind t h e  deba t e  o v e r  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  v a l i d i t y  of  o r a l  t r a d i t i o n .  
The i s s u e s  under c o n s i d e r a t i o n  a r e  t h e  amount of  r e t e n t i o n  ach i eved  
by former  b e l i e f  sys tems when t h e y  a r e  r e p l a c e d  by a n o t h e r  sys tem 
i n  a  c u l t u r e ,  and t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  dep th  of  o r a l  t r a d i t i o n .  These 



t o p i c s  are n o t  d i s c u s s e d  i n  Thamas' book, bu t  t hey  are suggested 
by h i s  r e f e r e n c e  t o  sync re t i sm  (which he terms f i a s s imi la t ionn)  
and by his r e f e r e n c e  t o  l a y e r s  of c u l t u r a l  t r a d i t i o n  i n  the final 
chapt  e r  . 
Twent ie th-century  B r i t i s h  s o c i a l  a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s  o f  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l -  
f u n c t i o n a l i s t  s c h o o l  p rov ide  t h e  major  t h e o r e t i c a l  framework f o r  
bo th  volumes and dese rve  c a r e f u l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  especially i n  
ThomasT book i n  which t h e  a n a l y s i s  i s  s c a t t e r e d  th roughout  t he  
pages- 'of  d e s c r i p t i o n .  Macfarlane devo tes  a separate c h a p t e r  t o  
a n a l y s i s  i n  which s t r u c t u r a l - f u n c t i o n a l i s m  prov ides  t h e  model for 
ana lyz ing  w i t c h c r a f t  a c c u s a t i o n s  i n  Essex dur ing  t h e  Tudor and 
S t u a r t  p e r i o d s .  An a n a l y s i s  of  t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  of the com- 
munity p rov ide s  t h e  key t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l s  invo lved  i n  t h e  prac- 
t i c e  and a c c u s a t i o n s  o f  w i t c h c r a f t ,  t h a t  i s ,  most f r e q u e n t l y  in- 
volved were peop le  who were k i n  and ne ighbors .  I n  M a c f a r l a n e t s  
mind, t h e  f u n c t i o n  of wi tch  b e l i e f s  was t o  e x p l a i n  s u f f e r i n g  that 
was unexp la inab le  i n  any o t h e r  f a s h i o n ,  and t o  p rov ide  a means 
f o r  r e s o l v i n g  c o n f l i c t  i n  s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  brought  abou t  by 
t h e  changes i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  s o c i a l  system i n  a c l o s e l y  
knit community under t h e  p r e s s u r e s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  and economic 
change. He p r e s e n t s  a c lo se ly - r ea soned  argument,  neve r  ou t -  
s t r i p p i n g  h i s  ev idence  w i t h  c o n j e c t u r e ,  and, by app ly ing  t he  
f u n c t i o n a l i s t  model r a t h e r  t h a n  s imply  comparing d a t a ,  he achieves 
a s t r o n g e r  a n a l y t i c  ba se  t h a n  does h i s  mentor ,  Thomas. 

The f u n c t i o n a l  a n a l y s i s  found s c a t t e r e d  throughout  Re l i g ion  and - 
t h e  Dec l ine  of Magic i s  j u s t  a n o t h e r  a s p e c t  o f  t h e  compendium - 
r a t h e r  t h a n  e s s e n t i a l  p a r t  o f  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n .  Because o f  t h e  
w i d e r  v a r i e t y  of phenomena cons ide r ed ,  Thomas i n c l u d e s  more . 
f u n c t i o n s  f o r  t he  t r a d i t i o n s  t h a n  does Macfarlane, and very 
c l o s e l y  app~o l t ima t e s  Bascorn's f o u r  f u n c t i o n s  of f o l k l o r e  a l r e a d y  
mentioned. T o  c i t e  some examples, on page 1 4 6  Thomas d i s c u s s e s  
t h e  f u n c t i o n  o f  t h e  wonder=working q u a l i t y  o f  r e l i g i o n  as u n i t i n g  
t h e  community i n  t h e  face of cr is is .  Again i n  t h e  s e c t i o n  ' ' R e l i -  
g ion  and t h e  Peoplen he sees t h e  f u n c t i o n  o f  t h e  church as he lp -  
i n g  men t o  cope w i t h  o the rw i se  i n e x p l i c a b l e  e v e n t s  i n  t h e i r  lives. 
Ast ro logy  plays a r o l e  i n  s o c i e t y  by p rov id ing  a method f o r  ob- 
t a i n i n g  adv i ce  about  d e c i s i o n s  t o  be  made ( p a  3101, and wi tch-  
c r a f t  a l s o  f u n c t i o n s  t o  e x p l a i n  m i s f o r t u n e  and t o  r e i n f o r c e  t he  
community e t h i c  and s o c i a l  s o l i d a r i t y  ( p .  4 ? 6 ) .  I n  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  
of a n c i e n t  p rophec ies  Thomas, borrowing a t e r m  from Malinowski,  
d e s c r i b e s  t h e i r  f u n c t i o n  i n  p rov id ing  t h e  s a n c t i o n  o f  t h e  p a s t  on 
p r e s e n t  a c t i o n  as " v a l i d a t i n g  c h a r t e r s u  (page  4 2 3 ) .  H e  s tates i n  
t h e  conc lus ion  t h a t ,  indeed ,  magic and r e l i g i o n  perform para l le l  
f u n c t i o n s  i n  s o c i e t y .  

The t h e s e s  o f  t h e  two books d i f f e r  c o n s i d e r a b l y  d e s p i t e  t h e  fact 
t h a t  Macfarlane i s  a s t u d e n t  o f  Thomas and is  concerned w i t h  one 
s p e c i f i c  a s p e c t  of t h e  b roade r  t o p i c  covered  by h i s  t e a c h e r .  



Macfarlane s t a y s  c l o s e  t o  h i s  chosen s o c i a l  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  model 
i n  h i s  a n a l y s i s  and t h e  t h e s i s  o f  t h e  work can be  s t a t e d  i n  func- 
t i o n a l i s t  terms: t h e  p r a c t i c e  and p r o s e c u t i o n  o f  w i t c h c r a f t  i n  
Tudor and S t u a r t  England f u n c t i o n s  t o  e x p l a i n  mi s fo r t une  and 
s u f f e r i n g  i n  t h e  community and t h e  a c t o r s  invo lved  can be iden-  
t i f i e d  accord ing  t o  k i n s h i p  and s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e .  He r e j e c t s  
p r ev ious  ana ly se s  o f  w i t c h c r a f t  based on r e l i g i o n ,  i l l n e s s ,  
economics, o r  p e r s o n a l i t y  t r a i t s .  For Thomas, more impor t an t  
t h a n  t h e  f u n c t i o n a l i s t  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  are the  
problems r a i s e d  i n  s o c i a l  and i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r y ,  t h a t  i s ,  
popu l a r  a t t i t u d e s  and t h e  ph i losophy  o f  t h e  common man, and the 
contemporary world view t h a t  u n d e r l i e s  t h e  s o c i a l  and f u n c t i o n a l  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .  I t  i s  f o r  t h i s  r eason  t h a t  he can l e a v e  his 
d i s c u s s i o n s  o f  f u n c t i o n  s t rewn th roughout  v a r i o u s  c h a p t e r s  along 
w i th  t h e  d e s c r i p t i v e  d a t a .  I n  a s e n s e ,  t o  Thomas t h e  f u n c t i o n a l  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  are no more impor tan t  t h a n  o t h e r  t y p e s  o f  d a t a .  
H i s  major  concern i s  t h e  l a r g e r  i s s u e  o f  phi losophy o r  wor ld  
view which he t r e a t s  i n  t h e  conc lu s ions .  H i s  q u e s t i o n  i s  n o t  s o  
much t h e  p l a c e  i n  t h e  c u l t u r e  of each o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  c a t e g o r i e s  
and examples of t r a d i t i o n  t h a t  he  ha s  d e s c r i b e d ,  bu t  t h e  broader 
n o t i o n  o f  why one s e t  o f  r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s  and p r a c t i c e s  (magic, 
Catho l ic i sm)  d e c l i n e d  a f t e r  t h e  Tudor and S t u a r t  p e r i o d s  and were 
r e p l a c e d  by a n o t h e r  s e t  o f  b e l i e f s  and p r a c t i c e s  ( w i t c h c r a f t ,  
P r o t e s t a n t i s m ) .  The t h e s i s  o f  t h i s  work i s  t h a t  t h e  changes 
which caused t h e  d e c l i n e  o f  magic was a change i n  t h e  fundamental  
world view of  t h e  peop le  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  p e r i o d  under  d i s c u s s i o n .  
Based u l t i m a t e l y  on t h e  Renaissance  idea of p r o g r e s s  and t h e  
u l t i m a t e  p e r f e c t i b i l i t y  of  man, h e  s e e s  t h e  change i nvo lv ing  t h e  
replacement of  an a n i m i s t i c  wor ld  view by a m e c h a n i s t i c  one ,  a 
r a t i o n a l i s t  a t t i t u d e  r e p l a c i n g  a s u p e r n a t u r a l  a t t i t u d e  toward 
c u l t u r e ,  and t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  r e l i g i o n  r e p l a c i n g  Ca tho l ic i sm.  

I V  C r i t i q u e  
I-.- 

I n  t h e i r  a n a l y s e s  and conc lu s ions ,  bo th  books c o n t r i b u t e  a good 
d e a l  t o  B r i t i s h  f o l k l o r i s t i c s ;  Macfar lane  i n  his r e c o g n i t i o n  of 
t h e  va lue  o f  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  models i n  e l u c i d a t i n g  a s p e c t s  o f  an 
i s s u e  such  as w i t c h c r a f t  which might  o the rw i se  go unnot iced ;  and 
Thomas w i t h  h i s  broad p e r s p e c t i v e  and i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  
c u r r e n t s  of thought  and phi losophy of an h i s t o r i c a l  p e r i o d  which 
p rov ide  a fundamental  b a s i s  f o r  d i s c u s s i n g  s p e c i f i c  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  
of  t h e  c u l t u r e  o f  t h e  p e r i o d .  Both works, however, have f a u l t s  
which a r e  o f  va ry ing  degrees  of  s e r i o u s n e s s  and which de se rve  men- 
t i o n  b e f o r e  a f i n a l  a p p r a i s a l  i s  made o f  t h e i r  worth i n  t h e  realms 
of  f o l k l o r e ,  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e ,  and h i s t o r y .  

The most s e r i o u s  and damaging charge  t h a t  can be l e v i e d  a g a i n s t  
bo th  books i s  t h e  a u t h o r s f  t o o  f a c i l e  accep tance  o f  t h e  compara- 
t i v e  methodology o f  t h e  Ty lo r i an  s choo l  of  B r i t i s h  s o c i a l  a n t h r o -  
pology,  a p p a r e n t l y  w i thou t  c o n s i d e r i n g  i t s  t h e o r e t i c a l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  



o r  l o g i c a l  fal lacies.  C r o s s - c u l t u r a l  comparison can be  a v a l i d  
t o o l  i n  some s t u d i e s ,  b u t  n o t  i n  t h e  b l a t a n t l y  s u r v i v a l i s t  
f a s h i o n  t h a t  it i s  employed by t h e s e  two h i s t o r i a n s .  Macfar lane  
n e a r l y  avo id s  t h e  p i t f a l l s  o f  t h i s  c o m p a r a t i v i s t  f a l l a c y  by fo- 
cus ing  on t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  q u e s t i o n s  r a i s e d  by a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s  
s t udy ing  w i t c h c r a f t  as a p roduc t  of  c u l t u r e  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e  spe-  
c i f  i c  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of acts of  w i t c h c r a f t  and a s s o c i a t e d  b e l i e f s .  
H i s  a n a l y s i s  o f  1 6 t h  and 1 7 t h  c e n t u r y  w i t c h c r a f t  c a s e s  i n  Essex 
p re sen t ed  i n  t h e  s e c t i o n  e n t i t l e d  "Wi tchcra f t  and t h e  S o c i a l  Back- 
groundM demons t ra tes  how f r u i t f u l  t h i s  approach can be.  But he 
c a r r i e s  t h e  t hough t  one s t e p  t o o  f a r  i n  t h e  n e x t  s e c t i o n ,  "A 
Comparative Framework," which i s  no. more t h a n  an accumula t ion  
of comparat ive d a t a  from v a r i o u s  A f r i c a n  c u l t u r e s  on s p e c i f i c  
a s p e c t s  o f  w i t c h c r a f t  w i t h  t h e  B r i t i s h  dsta  t a c k e d  o n t o  t h e  ends 
of  t h e  pa ragraphs  i n  a s e n t e n c e  o r  two. Mac fa r l ane ' s  work i s  
admirable  as l ong  as he i s  app ly ing  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  and soc io -  
l o g i c a l  a n a l y s i s  t o  t h e  B r i t i s h  material, b u t  as soon as he b e g i n s  
t o  d i p  i n t o  s u p e r f i c i a l  comparisons w i t h  Af r i c an  s o c i e t i e s  t h e  
work degene ra t e s  i n t o  t h e  same k i n d  o f  s u r v i v a l i s t - i n s p i r e d  
shornl-and-tell a t t i t u d e  t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e s  S i r  James F r a z e r l s  
v o l ~ ~ i n o u s  example o f  B r i t i s h  e v o l u t i o n a r y  f o l k l o r e ,  The Golden. - 
Bough. T h i s  comparison might  even b e  more a p t l y  made w i t h  Thomast 
book f o r  it i s  t h e  same k i n d  of massive c o l l e c t i o n  o f  d e t a i l  
grouped s imply  around a f e w  themes as F r a z e r t s  work. I n  terms 
of t h e o r y ,  Thomast book l a c k s  even t h e  redeeming f e a t u r e  of Mac- 
f a r l a n e ;  it s imply  scat ters  comparat ive  a n a l o g i e s  th rough  t h e  
pages a t  a p p r o p r i a t e  i n t e r v a l s ,  j ux t apos ing  t h i s  e v o l u t i o n a r y  
me-l-hodology w i t h  functionalist t h e o r i e s .  

The second major  area of  inadequacy i n  b o t h  books i s  t h e  problem 
of t e rmino logy  which i s  n o t  con f ron t ed  s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  by e i t h e r  
au tho r .  Again, t h i s  issue i s  a g r e a t e r  problem w i t h  Thomas  than 
with Macfar lane  because  o f  t h e  much b r o a d e r  scope of  t h e  fo rmer  
w o ~ k .  The q u e s t i o n  i n v o l v e s  u s ing  words which a r e  p a r t  o f  t h e  
normal vocabulary  o f  o r d i n a r y  peop le  as c o n n o t a t i v e  terms, i n  a 
t e c h n i c a l  o r  s c i e n t i f i c  d e s c r i p t i o n  and a n a l y s i s  o f  c u l t u r a l  be- 
h a v i o r .  The f o l k l o r i s t  i s  c o n s t a n t l y  c o n f r o n t i n g  this problem 
s i n c e  he use s  words t o  deno te  s p e c i f i c  c l a s s e s  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l  
e x p r e s s i v e  behav io r  which have a b roade r  conno t a t i on  t o  t h e  l a y -  
man, words such as "myth, '' " legend,  " and even " f o l k l o r e  . " Mac- 
f a r l a n e  i s  mainly concerned w i th  o n l y  one such word, i i w i t c h c r a f t , n  
and he must be  g iven  c r e d i t  for a t  l e a s t  a t t emp t ing  t o  d e a l  w i t h  
t h e  problem. I n  a three-page appendix  he  rev iews  some d e f i n i -  
t i o n s  of w i t c h c r a f t  b u t  conc ludes  t h a t  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  d i s t i n c -  
t i o n s  r e a l l y  are not u s e f u l  f o r  all s o c i e t i e s .  F igu re  1 o f  t h e  
book s e t s  ou t  v i s u a l l y  t h e  c a t e g o r i e s  of  behav io r  d e f i n e d  by t h e  
v a r i a b l e s  of  e x t e r n a l / i n t e r n a l  means and bene f i cFa l / ha rmfu l  ends 
which have been termed w i t c h c r a f t  a t  some t i m e ,  and he a s s i g n s  
terms t o  b e  used i n  t h e  book - w i t c h c r a f t ,  s o r c e r y  and w h i t e  
w i t c h c r a f t  - t o  t h e i r  a p p r o p r i a t e  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  behav io r .  H i s  



use of  t h e  t e rm  "white w i t c h c r a f t "  t o  mean t h e  o p p o s i t e  o f  "witch- 
c r a f t "  i s  confus ing .  An a l t e r n a t e  t e rm  such as Iswhite magictt would 
be more a p p r o p r i a t e  s i n c e  " w i t c h c r a f t "  c a r r i e s  s o  heavy a n e g a t i v e  
connota t ion  o f  e v i l .  

I n  Thomas, t h e  problem o f  terminology i s  more s e r i o u s  s i n c e  he i s  
d e a l i n g  wi th  a wider  range of behav io r  and t h u s  w i th  more terms 
which c a r r y  s t r o n g  popula r  conno t a t i ons ,  such as " r e l i g i o n ,  " 

-  superstition, ?Imagic, I t  and l f w i t c h c r a f t .  " Yet, except f o r  t h e  
s l i g h t l y  more t e c h n i c a l  word, " so r ce ry , "  which i s  e x p l i c a t e d  on 
pages 230ff ,  he  does n o t  a t t emp t  t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  problem of de- 
f i n i t i o n  u n t i l  t h e  f i n a l  c h a p t e r .  I t  i s  d i s c o n c e r t i n g  for t he  
r e a d e r  t o  have t o  wait u n t i l  page 628 t o  d i s c o v e r  what t h e  a u t h o r  
means when he  uses  t h e s e  terms, e s p e c i a l l y  i f  h e  i s  aware of t h e  
s c h o l a r l y  con t rove r sy  which surrounds  them, a problem o f  which 
Thomas i s  e v i d e n t l y  unaware. The pob lem i s  aggrava ted  by Thomas 
use of such ph ra se s  as t t s u b s u p e r s t i t i o n "  and " s emi - r e l i g ious , "  
ph ra se s  which need t o  be de f i ned  even more because  o f  t h e  f a i l u r e  
t o  d e f i n e  t h e  t e rms  from which t h e y  d e r i v e .  Even when Thomas 
does f i n a l l y  d e f i n e  terminology,  h i s  d e f i n i t i o n s  a r e  u n s a t i s f a c -  
t o r y  ( s e e  pp. 6 2 8  and 636) .  He f a l l s  v i c t i m  t o  t h e  popu la r  fa l -  
l a c y  which connec t s  t h e  word " s u p e r s t i t i o n n  w i t h  e r r o r  and i g -  
norance ,  t h e  p r e c i s e  reason  why f o l k l o r i s t s  have abandoned t h e  
t e rm  i n  f a v o r  of  t h e  more n e u t r a l  " f o l k  b e l i e f .  Th i s  l a c k  of  
concern i s  r e g r e t t a b l e  i n  a work of  t h e  h i g h  c a l i b e r  o f  Thomas'. 
Other  d i s c i p l i n e s  have c r e a t e d  t h e i r  own e s o t e r i c  ja rgon w i t h  
which t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e i r  s u b j e c t .  But i n  d e a l i n g  w i t h  popu l a r  and 
f o l k  b e l i e f s  and p r a c t i c e s  as Thomas and Macfarlane do,  one must 
be aware o f B e  popu l a r  as opposed t o  t h e  s c h o l a r l y  i m p l i c a t i o n s  
c a r r i e d  by t h e  t e rmino logy ,  and d e f i n e  o n e ' s  te rms c l e a r l y  a t  t h e  
o u t s e t  of  t h e  work. 

These c r i t i c i s m s  a r e  = r e l y  i n d i c a t i v e  o f  some avo idab le  flaws i n  
t h e  t w o  books; t h e y  do n o t  deny the fundamental  importance of 
t h e s e  works as c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  B r i t i s h  h i s t o r i c a l  and f o l k l o r i c  
s c h o l a r s h i p .  The t o p i c  of  1 6 t h  and 1 7 t h  c e n t u r y  f o l k  b e l i e f s  and 
r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e s  de se rve s  t h e  thorough t r e a t m e n t  it has  re- 
ce ived ,  and t h e  works add in fo rmat ion  t o  an impor tan t  c h a p t e r  i n  
B r i t i s h  f o l k l o r i s t i c s .  It i s  a comment on t h e  s ta te  o f  academic 
f o l k l o r e  i n  England t h a t  t h e  books were w r i t t e n  by h i s t o r i a n s  
r a t h e r  t han  by f o l k l o r i s t s ,  b u t  perhaps  t h e i r  work w i l l  s p u r  on 
and a i d  t h e  cause  o f  s e r i o u s  f o l k l o r e  s t u d i e s  i n  B r i t a i n .  

V Conclusion 
I.- 

There i s  a c u r i o u s  paradox t h a t  e x i s t s  i n  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
t h e  humani t i e s  and t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  t h a t  i s  exempl i f i ed  by t h e  
approaches of  t h e  a u t h o r s  o f  t h e s e  two books. Although bo th  
s c h o l a r s  a r e  h i s t o r i a n s ,  Macfarlane r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  newer s o c i a l -  
s c i e n t i f i c  approach,  and Thomas t h e  humanis t i c  v iewpoint .  I n  



p o i n t  of f ac t ,  t h e  two views complement one a n o t h e r ,  j u s t  as t h e  
s p e c i f i c  s t udy  complements t h e  overview. A t  the p r e s e n t  time, 
when a l l  d i s c i p l i n e s  a r e  a t t emp t ing  t o  become more s c i e n t i f i c ,  
~ a c f a r l a n e ' s  work w i l l  be judged t h e  more s u c c e s s f u l  of the two. 
It  i s  b e t t e r  methodolog ica l ly ,  f ocus ing  on a small workable t o p i c ,  
no t  l a q e  and sprawl ing  l i k e  Thomas' t r e a t i s e .  The analysis is  
a c c u r a t e ,  s c i e n t i f i c  2nd s a f e ;  he  makes no r a s h  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s .  
But t h e  book i s  d ry  a lmost  t o  t h e  p o i n t  of d u l l n e s s .  It lacks 
i n s p i r a t i o n .  Thomas, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, as the humanis t ,  i s  far 
more i n t e l l e c t u a l l y  e x c i t i n g ,  and,  as h a s  been obvious i n  this 
e s say ,  more open t o  c r i t i c i s m .  But i n  t h i s  weakness (according 
t o  t h e  socia l .  s c i e n t i f i c  c r e e d )  l i e s  h i s  s t r e n g t h s .  Thomas1 
s t a t e m e n t s  a r e  n c t  p a t ,  he ! -s wil . l ing  t o  go o u t  on a l imb i n  h i s  
a n a l y s i s ,  and sometimes even t o  c u t  o f f  t h e  limb behind him. H e  
g i v e s  h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  d a t a  he  p r e s e n t s ,  n o t  simply t he  
a n a l y s i s  s u g g e s t e i  by the modish t h e o r i e s  of c u l t u r e ,  and though 
he cannot  al-ways prove h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  h i s  a n a l y s i s  i s  more 
thought  -provoking and e x c i t i n z  t h a n  i s  Macfarlane ' s safe commen- 
t a r y  . 
The d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  two works ep i t omize s  t h e  c o n f l i c t s  be- 
tween t h e  h a r d  v e r s u s  t h e  s o f t  d a t a  approach t o  t h e  s t u d y  of c u l -  
t u r e ;  betwnen t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t  who seeks  d a t a  t h a t  i s  rneasur- 
a b l e ,  s o l i d  a ~ d  s t a t i s t i c a l ,  and t h e  humanist who d e a l s  w i t h  t h e  
intang!-blcs of  c u l t u r e  which cannot  be q u a n t i f i e d ;  between t h o s e  
who f e e l  t h c  r o l s  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t  o f  c u l t u r e  should  be a reporter 
of  observatic:-1s rather t h a n  t h o s e  who would i n t e r p r e t  ideas and 
e v e n t s .  rcr any d i s c i p l i n e  which hes  human be ings  and t h e i r  cu l -  
t u r e  a s  t h e  o b j e c t  o f  i t s  s t u d y ,  whether  it cal ls  i t s e l f  a humani- 
t y  o r  a s o c i a l  s c i e n c e ,  n e i t h e r  approach a lone  i s  s u f f i c i e n t ;  
r a t h e n ,  one b u i l d s  upon the other. The social-scientific and 
humanis t i c  d i s c i p l i n e s  can a-nd should complement each o ther  i n  
t h e  a n a l y s i s  of c u l t u r e ,  as Thomas ' wide-ranging p o r t r a y a l  and 
i n t e r p r c t c t i o n  of t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  m i l i e u  of 1 6 t h  and 17th cen- 
t u r y  England i n s p i r e d  Macfa r lane ' s  p a r t i c u l a r  l o c a l  study o f  one  
a s p e c t  of t h e  wor ld  view of t h e  p e r i o d .  Macfarlane tes ted  some 
o f  t h e  g e n e r a l  hyp3theses  p u t  f o r t h  i n  Thomas' book w i t h  l i m i t e d ,  
q u a n t i f i a b l e  d a t a ,  and h i s  s p e c i f i c  a n a l y s i s  i n  t u r n  w i l l  con- 
t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  broad i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  
pe r i od .  We a r e  n o t  always s o  f o r t u n a t e  t o  have b o t h  a s p e c t s  of 
an i s s u e  s o  w e l l .  r e p r e s e n t e d  as t h e y  a r e  by t h e  works of Thomas 
and Macf a r l a n e  . 




