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With many important folklore s tudies  and collections baing ~ u b l i s h e d  o r  
republished today, it seems unfortunate t ha t  folklore journals a re  too 
often unable o r  unwilling t o  provide adequate, perceptive discussion of 
them. The quali ty of folklor ic  b ~ o k  reviews, and perhaps of scholarly re- 
views i n  general, remains low and our disc ipl ine  suffers  from our seeming 
i nab i l i t y  t o  generate l ively ,  intel1i::ent and lengthy discussion of t he  
l a t e s t  scholarship i n  the f i e ld ,  Reviews a r e  often years l a t e  and some- 
times disturbingly close t o  the  mere summarizing and "I l iked  t h i s  book 
very much and you w i l l  l i k e  it too" of the high school English c lass  report. 

Obviously not a l l  books published r a t e  extensive treatment and those which 
do not can perhaps best  be handled i n  a paragraph o r  two (Choice review- 
e r s  often manage meaty and informative reviews i n  the  b r ie f  space a l l o t t ed  
them). But t o  see four  quite i m o r t a n t  collections,  two of W.H. Bar re t t l s  
collections of Fens t a les ,  Ranke's Folktales of Germany and Susie Hoogas- 
tan-Villa' s LOO Armenian - Tales a l l  dispatchedyn a ktbgle M T ~  review 
(Western Folklore, October, 1968) is a t r i f l e  shocking, And t o  t r e a t  Gome's 
Folklore ~ s t o r i c a l  Science and Brunvand's The Study of American - Folklore z c r i n  three  sentences (New York Folklore ~ u a r t e r l ~ , S e p t e . b e r ,  

l i t t l e  shor t  of o u t r a g e o u 8 . ~ E t t e n t i o n ,  o r  lack of a t tent ion,  
accorded a number of recent repr in t s  is  a l so  a case i n  point. Gale Re- 
search Company, f o r  examnle, has brought out an impressive se r ies  of out  
of p r in t  works of fo lk lor ic  i n t e r e s t ,  Ikny of these, doubtless, can well 
be ignored; yet i n  the  l a t e s t  Abstracts of Follclore Studies Bibliographic- 
a1 Notes one finds works of def in i te  h i s g r i c a l  imljcrtance by George W. 
Cox, Jeremiah Curtin, Patrick Kennedy and V i l l i a m  Hone l i s t e d  without COW 

ment amidst  miscellaneous antiquarian compilations of varying, usually 
mediocre, merit, The issuance of important repr ints  should offer us the  
o ~ p o r t u n i t y  f o r  a retrospective look a t  the  ulass ics  of the  past. Yet we 
seem uninterested i n  o r  ignorant of the  ideas which shaped our disc ipl ine  
i n  the  past.  

we don't mean t o  imply t ha t  good reviews a re  eas i ly  wri t ten  and obtained, 
o r  t o  cas t  blame on any journal o r  individual i n  part icular .  We cer ta inly  
do not contend t ha t  t he  FORUM, any more than JAF, has begun t o  r i v a l  the  
New York Review of Books, although it has been our policy t o  encourage ----- 
essay type book reviews whenever possible. We understand t h a t  W a  Edson 
Richmond had hoped t o  i n i t i a t e  a policy of  publishing at  l e a s t  one o r  
two major reviews i n  each number of JAF, but was never able  t o  f u l l y  im- 
plement such a policy. We a re  too used t o  reading and writ ing snappy, 
shoddy "discussions" of books. 

h e  solut ion might be f o r  journals t o  be mare selective,  devoting much 
space t o  only a few new volumes, The Journal of the  Folklore I n s t i t u t e  
has done t h i s  w i t h  some success, But then too many books would be ignored 
entirely. Perhapa a t o t a l l y  new anproach should be applied, wi th  t he  Am- 
erican Folklore Society sponsoring a new journal, similar t o  t h e  Abstracts, 
devoted only t o  reviews. Thus space f o r  long, discursive reviews would 
be made available and more shor t  reviews might a lso  be included. Such a 
publication might e a s i l y  prove t o  be as  valuable as the  Abstracts. 


