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Social sciences and humanit ies study 
dif ferences and s im i la r i t i es  between communi- 
t ies: nations, peoples, t r ibes,  ethnies. Both 
ethnologies have the i r  own h is to r i ca l  roots 
that  have strong1 y inf luenced the i r  inte l lect-  
ua l  organizat ion,  the i r  development and the i r  
f i nd ings .  

I n  t h i s  paper, I t r y  to study the roots 
of these two d isc ip l ines (which I consider 
both mine, hav ing  had  my education i n  both, 
and hav ing  worked under both labe ls) .  

I am t a l k i n g  about two academic f ie lds :  
anthropology and fo lk lore .  Both have been 
ca l led  ethnology, depending on the country 
and the po in t  i n  h is to ry .  They could leg i t -  
imately be ca l led s is ter  d isc ip l ines,  and  
there has cer ta in ly  been some s i b l i n g  r i v a l r y  
between the two. 3 f  course, my discussion 
w i l l  remain general, and does not pretend 
to be exhaust ive o r  complete o r  de f in i t i ve .  
What I want to present here a re  some ref lec- 
t ions on the ear l y  h is tory  and the o r i g i na l  
character  of these two f ie lds .  

Fo lk lor is ts  have often repeated that  
the term fo lk lore,  which i s  now accepted i n  
many languages-- including la te ly  by  the 
French Academy, introduced by  L6vi-Strauss-- 
and was created b y  Thorns i n  1846.' This, 
they s a y - - i m p l i c i t l y  o r  exp l i c i t l y - -ma rked  
the beg inn ing of the d isc ip l ine.  Nothing i s  



fu r the r  from the t ru th .  The study of the cus- 
toms of the people, of the f o l k  cu l ture ,  
s tar ted by  a r oya l  decree i n  Spain i n  1850; 
i n  Sweden i n  1630. 3- Many other examples 
could be g iven a l ready f o r  the per iod before 
Herder.3 The fo lk lo re  arch ives i n  Turku,  
F in land,  bu rn t  down i n  1827, bu t  enough in-  
format ion was preserved to know tha t  system- 
a t i c  col lect ion had  been done b y  Henr ik  
Gabriel Porthan and  h i s  students. His p u b l i -  
ca t ion was De Poesi Fennica, 1776-1778, jus t  
before Herder 's  Stimmen der Volker in Liedern 
of 1778. After Herder, research became i n  ten- 
s ive i n  many European countr ies, especial ly  
those tha t  had  a nat iona l  ( l i n g u i s t i c )  major- 
i t y  subjected to a n  a l i en  power, who he ld  
the economic and po l i t i ca l  re ins .  

I  w i l l  confess i n  passing to a p a i n f u l  
ignorance: I  do not know what the great  c i -  
v i l i za t ions  of Asia d i d  w i th  the i r  o ra l  l i t e ra -  
tures. I  w i l l  t a l k ,  then, of what I  know 
a t  least p a r t i a l l y :  fo l k lo re  as a d i sc i p l i ne  
based on European developments, and  f rom 
the Euro-American realm spreading to other 
continents. 

For the European world, to be sweep- 
i ng l y  general, these two d isc ip l ines (and  
perhaps most other academic d isc ip l  ines) , 
have existed f o r  approximately two hundred 
years. The f i r s t  of these centur ies was devo- 
ted to explorat ion,  the f i r s t  f i e l d  work, the 
co l lec t ing of data.  The second century saw 
an  intensive development i n  method and  
theory. The las t  decade o r  so has been 
marked by  an  e ~ a m i n a t i o n ~ o f  la  raison dlGtre 
of the d isc ip l ines,  of e th ica l  questions, or, 
as the French would say, dbntologie. 

I t  must be sa id  tha t  i n  both d isc ip l ines  
( w h a t  I am say ing  may sound host i le )  
workers have a lways worked i n  good f a i t h  
and i t  i s  because i n  the ea r l y  h is to ry  of 
both of these d isc ip l ines,  that  people were 



su f f i c ien t l y  na ive  to pronounce such p r i nc i -  
p les as valueless research, fo l k lo r i s ts  less 
than anthropologists, anthropologists, yes, 
without r ea l i z i ng  that  a l l  research that  
touches human beings and i s  done b y  human 
beings, i s  va lue laden. 

Anthropology vs. Fo lk lore  

Where, then, i s  the most important d i f -  
ference between these two f ie lds?  I w i l l  take 
as a basic axiom the fac t  that  an  anthropol- 
ogist  studies a group from the outside and 
a fo l k lo r i s t  studies a group from the inside. 
I must under l ine here that  I am t a l k i n g  
about the c lassical  per iod i n  both d isc ip l ines 
and not t a l k i n g  about the most recent history, 
i n  which anthropoplogists have begun to 
study the i r  own people, p a r t i a l  l y because 
the T h i r d  World i s  more and  more re luc tant  
to receive anthropologists. Leav ing modern 
developments on the side, one can say, a 
b i t  j ok ing ly ,  that  c lass ica l l y  anthropology 
has been a quest f o r  the queer and fo lk lore  
a quest f o r  the qua in t .  My argument en ta i l s  
the cha in  of proposi t ions which fol low: 

- An a n t h r o p o l o g i s t  s t u d i e s  t h e  o t h e r ,  a  f o l k l o r i s t  
s t u d i e s  h i s  own. 

- Anthropology i s  born of c o l o n i a l i s m ,  f o l k l o r e  i s  
born  of n a t i o n a l i s m .  

- C o l o n i z i n g  c o u n t r i e s  have a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  museums, 
c o l o n i z e d  c o u n t r i e s  have f o l k l o r e  a r c h i v e s .  

- I f  you f i n d  an i m p o r t a n t  a n t h r o p o l o g i c a l  museum, 
you can ' p r e d i c t t  t h a t  t h e  c o u n t r y  has  had c o l o n i e s .  

- I f  you f i n d  i m p o r t a n t  f o l k l o r e  a r c h i v e s ,  you can 
' h y p o t h e s i z e 1  t h a t  t h e  peop le  have been c o l o n i z e d .  

- Where you f i n d  i m p o r t a n t ,  e s t a b l i s h e d  f o l k l o r e  a r ch -  
i v e s ,  you can ' p r e d i c t '  t h e  adven t  o f  p o l i t i c a l  
independence .  

- Where t h e r e  a r e  f o l k l o r e  a r c h i v e s ,  t h e r e  i s  f i r s t -  



h a n d  r e s e a r c h .  Where t h e r e  a r e  no  f o l k l o r e  a r c h i v e s ,  
t h e r e  i s  second-hand  r e s e a r c h .  

- T h e r e  i s  a  c o r r e l a t i o n  b e t w e e n  t h e  w e a l t h  o r  abund- 
dance  o f  f a c t s  a n d  a  s h o r t a g e  o f  t h e o r y  i n  f o l k l o r e  
(I am s t i l l  s p e a k i n g  o f  t h e  c l a s s i c a l  p e r i o d ) .  

- T h e r e  i s  a  c o r r e l a t i o n  b e t w e e n  t h e  s c a r c i t y  o f  m a t e r -  

i a l s  a n d  a  p r o l i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e o r y  i n  a n t h r o p o l o g y .  
( L o u i s  Dumont p u t  t h a t  i n  a  d i s c u s s i o n  n e a t l y ,  
he  s a i d ,  l l A n t h r o p o l o g y  i s  l i k e  a  p y r a m i d  u p s i d e  
down: h e a v y  on  t h e o r y ,  t h i n  f o r  t h e  b a s e " ) .  

- A n t h r o p o l o g i s t s  have  b e e n  c l a s s i c a l l y  " c i t y  b o y s "  
( T h i s  I must  a t t r i b u t e  t o  D a v i d  A r b e r l e  who s a i d  
t h a t  i n  my p r e s e n c e  one d a y  ) .  I n v e r s e l y ,  t y p i c a l l y ,  
f o l k l o r i s t s  h a v e  been  I 1 c o u n t r y  k i d s " .  

- To s t a r t  w i t h ,  t h e  a n t h r o p o l o g i s t  h a s  n o t  u n d e r s t o o d  

t h e  l a n g u a g e  o f  t h e  g r o u p  he  s t u d i e s .  I n  c o n t r a s t ,  
t h e  f o l k l o r i s t  h a s  b e e n  s t u d y i n g  p o p u l a t i o n s  whose 
l a n g u a g e  was h i s  own. 

- As a  c o n s e q u e n c e  o f  t h i s ,  t h e  t a s k  o f  t h e  a n t h r o p o l -  
o g i s t  h a s  b e e n  t o  t r a n s l a t e  and  t o  i n t e r p r e t  h i s  
f i n d i n q s  r e q a r d i n q  o t h e r  c u l t u r e s .  a n d  t h e  t a s k  
o f  t h e  f o l k l o r i s t  h a s  b e e n  t o  t r a n s l a t e  h i s  own. 
The a n t h r o p o l o g i s t  h a s  n a d  t h e  n e e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t  
t h e o r i e s  t o  e x p l a i n ,  e v e n  t o  h i m s e l f ,  an a l i e n  c u l t u r e  
w h i c h  he  d i d  n o t  u n d e r s t a n d .  

- F o l k l o r i s t s  h a v e  n o t  h a d  much n e e d  f o r  t h e o r y  c o n s t r -  
u c t i o n  b e c a u s e  t h e y  h a v e  u n d e r s t o o d  t h e  o b j e c t  
o f  t h e i r  s t u d y  i n t u i t i v e l y ,  i n  t h e  f a s h i o n  t h a t  
a  member o f  a  c u l t u r e  u n d e r s t a n d s  h i s  own c u l t u r e .  

- The s c a r c i t y  o f  m a t e r i a l s  i n  a n t h r o p o l o g y  i s  due  
t o  t h e  p r o b l e m s  o f  c o m m u n i c a t i o n .  

- The o v e r - a b u n d a n c e  o f  f a c t s ,  t h e  s t a t e  o f  b e i n g  
snowed u n d e r ,  i s  due t o  t h e  e a s e  o f  c o m m u n i c a t i o n  
i n  f o l k l o r e .  

The growth of in terest  in f o l k l o r e  i s  
c l e a r l y  connected w i t h  a search f o r  a col lec- 
t i v e  iden t i t y  which i s  t y p i c a l  of na t iona l ism.  
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At the same time, where there has been a 
great  interest i n  o ra l  t rad i t i on ,  the t r ad i t i on  
of wr i t ten I i t e ra tu re  has often been very  
short.  When Kalevala,  the F inn ish  nat iona l  
epic, was publ ished i n  1835 the general pub- 
l i c  expressed i t s  joy say ing:  "We too can 
have a history,  we too can have a l i t e ra -  
ture."  This i s  a statement that  I  have 
hearu also regard ing  A f r i can  l i terature,  Que- 
bec l i te ra ture ,  and so fo r th .  I t  seems to be 
an automatic response to the canonization 
of o ra l  t r ad i t i on  i n  ce r ta in  c u l t u r a l  circum- 
stances. When i n  the last  century wr i te rs  
l i ke  Tach6 establ ished "Les Soirhes Canad- 
iennes, " the Canadian Nights, they were con- 
f r on t i ng  exact ly  t h i s  task of c rea t ing  a nat-  
ional  l  i terature.6 

I t  i s  interest i r ig that  l i t e r a r y  t r ad i t i on  
I n  the French language i s  very  o l d  bu t  that  
Quebec a l ready i n  the las t  century f e l t  a l i -  
enated enough from France to deny French 
l i t e ra tu re  as the i r  h i g h  l i te ra ture ,  and  since 
thev d i d  not have h i g h  l i t e ra tu re  of the i r  
own, they turned to o ra l  t rad i t i ons  to have 
the i r  I i te ra ture .  And in the absence of h i g h  
nat iona l  cul ture,  people turned to popu la r  
a r t  and  popular  mater ia l  cu l tu re  to es tab l ish  
what they c a l l  the i r  patr imony.  A French 
v is i to r ,  the d i rec tor  of the Mushe des Arts 
et Trad i t ions Populaires, the museum of f o l k  
a r t  and  t r ad i t i on  i n  Par is,  Jean Cuisenier, 
made the remark i n  Quebec that  the word 
"patr imonieff  had  a r a d i c a l l y  d i f fe rent  
meaning i n  France. I n  France, the word 
means the pa in t ings,  the b u i  ld ings,  the 
sculpture, the d i f ferent  sty les and per iods 
of h i g h  mater ia l  cu l t u re  and a r t  h is tory ,  
whereas i n  Quebec i t  automat i ca l  l  y  represents 
fu rn i tu re ,  peasant houses, and so on. The 
cu l tu re  "du pe t i t  peuple," of the humble who 
then inher i t  the ear th .  

For the t h i r d  world, th i s  concept of 



patr imony i s  c lear .  Me lv i l l e  Herskovi ts  wr i tes  
"the development of nat iona l  i s t i c  movements, 
whose leaders a re  great1 y interested i n  f i nd -  
i n g  out the i r  h i s to r i c  past  . . . has done 
much to encourage the study of o ra l  t r ad i -  
t ion . ~ 7  

LCvi-Strauss has ca l led  anthropology 
the daughter of colonia l ism. There i s  now 
a sizeable l i t e ra tu re  on the t 0 ~ i c . 8  i.4e wr i tes :  

An th ropo logy  i s  n o t  a  d i s p a s s i o n a t e  s c i e n c e  l i k e  
astronomy, wh ich  s p r i n g s  f rom t h e  c o n t e m p l a t i o n  o f  
t h i n g s  a t  a  d i s t a n c e .  I t  i s  t h e  outcome o f  a  h i s t o r i c  
p rocess  which has made t h e  l a r g e r  p a r t  o f  mank ind 
s u b s e r v i e n t  t o  t h e  o t h e r ,  and d u r i n g  wh ich m i l l i o n s  
o f  i n n o c e n t  human b e i n g s  have had t h e i r  r e s o u r c e s  
p l u n d e r e d  and t h e i r  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and b e l i e f s  des t royed ,  
w h i l s t  t h e y  themselves were r u t h l e s s l y  k i l l e d ,  t h rown  
i n t o  bondage, and con tam ina ted  by d i seases  t h e y  were 
u n a b l e  t o  r e s i s t .  An th ropo logy  i s  t h e  daugh te r  t o  
t h i s  e r a  o f  v i o l e n c e .  

Diane Lewis has wr i t ten:  "Anthropology 
emerged out of European colonial  expan- 
sion." 9 As opposed to this, fo l k lo re  i s  a 
ch i  I d  of nat iona l  ism and  nat iona l  romanticism. 
Fo lk lore  i s  born out of defense and a 
search f o r  nat iona l  i den t i t y ,  i n  order to re- 
s ist  external  influences, which, i n  the cases 
we a re  t a l k i n g  about, were often very  pol- 
i t i c a l .  Thus, i t  i s  not an  accident that ,  i n  
today 's  Quebec, f o l k l o r i c  books, f o l k l o r i c  ob- 
jects and  f o l k l o r i c  records a re  in h i g h  de- 
mand. 

I can also say tha t  colonized countr ies 
have fo lk lo re  arch ives and tha t  co lon iz ing 
countr ies have anthropological  museums. Eng- 
land has had  the B r i t i s h  Museum a long time, 
bu t  no fo lk lore  archives.  I r e l and  has 3 m i l -  
l i on  pages of o ra l  l i t e ra tu re  i n  the I r i s h  
fo lk lore  archives bu t  no in ternat iona l  museum. 
The United States has the Smithsonian I ns t i -  
tut ion,  the Museum of Natura l  History i n  New 



York, a l l  f u l l  of  b e a u t i f u l  objects f rom so- 
c a l l e d  p r i m i  t i v e  cu l tu res ,  t ha t  is, American 
a n d  Canad ian I n d i a n ,  b u t  f o r  a long w h i l e  
there was no na t iona l  f o l k l o r e  a r c h i v e  in  
the Uni ted States. We a l l  remember January  
2, 1976, when President  Fo rd  s igned the A- 
mer ican F o l k l i f e  Bi  l l to es tab l i sh  a na t iona l  
f u n d  f o r  fo lk lo re .  

Anglophone Canada has  a n  anthropolog-  
i c a l  museum, the  Nat iona l  Museum of Man, 
b u t  f o l k l o r e  a rch i ves  a r e  o n l y  budd ing .  Op- 
posed to t h a t  i s  Quebec, t h a t  has  f o l k l o r e  
a rch i ves  wh ich  a r e  es tab l ished a n d  wel l  
known, b u t  does not have  a n  anthropo log ica l  
museum. For  the Museum of Quebec i s  a 
"Nat ional"  museum. 

The Eston ian f o l k l o r e  a rch i ves  a r e  in 
Tar tu ,  b u i l t  b y  Operatus Eest i  Selts, the 
learned society of Estonia, founded in 1836. 
The F i n n i s h  fo l k lo re  arch ives ,  a l w a y s  com- 
p e t i n g  in size a n d  fame w i t h  the I r i s h  a r -  
ch ives  ( b u t  eas i l y  winning) ,  a r e  supported b y  
the F i n n i s h  L i t e r a r y  Society wh ich  was foun- 
ded in 1931 f o r  the purpose o f  co l l ec t i ng  a n d  
pub1 i s h i n g  fo l k lo re .  Nei ther  Estonia no r  F in -  
l a n d  has  a n  in te rna t iona l  an thropo log ica l  
museum. 

One can  a l so  remark  t h a t  when a n  im- 
p e r i a l i s t  power i s  about  to lose i t s  in f luence,  
in teres t  in the c o u n t r y ' s  own c u l t u r e  grows. 
Thus, f o l k l o r e  seems to become more impor tant  
w i t h  the wan ing of the empire. I n  the Un i ted  
States, the blossoming of f o l k l o r e  a c t i v i t i e s  
coinc ides somewhat w i t h  the end of American 
"great  missions" such a s  the  Vietnam war.  
France i s  a stage f o r  a g rea t  resurgence in 
f o l k l o r e  a t  the moment, a n d  t h i s  c a n  be  t i e d  
w i t h  the A l g e r i a n  war,  w i t h  the ced ing of 
Indochina,  and  so on. I n  mul t i -e thn ic  soci- 
eties, which a r e  a lways  societies i n  wh ich  
one e thn ie  dominates a n d  several  others a r e  
dominated, the o r i g i n a l  g rowth  of f o l k l o r e  



s tud ies  has  been due to two phenomena: the 
loss of secu r i t y  of the m a j o r i t y ,  f o r  example, 
b y  the end ing  of co lon ia l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  b u t  a l so  
the w i l l  f o r  self-determinism of m i n o r i t y  ele- 
ments who c lamour to p rove  t h e i r  own iden- 
t i t y .  For  the Soviet Union, Robert Aus te r l i t z  
has  recent ly  observed t h a t  the i d e n t i t y  of 
t i n y  minor i t ies ,  f o r  example, those t h a t  l i v e  
i n  S iber ia ,  i s  encouraged a n d  supported b y  
the s tudy  of f o l k l o r e  a n d  l i ngu is t i cs ,  whereas 
the i d e n t i t y  of impor tant  minor i t ies ,  f o r  ex- 
ample, U k r a n  ians,  i s  d i s c o u r a g d  f o r  ev i -  90 dent reasons. A s i m i l a r  s i t u a t i o n  has  ex- 
i s ted  in Canada. Fo r  example, the m u l t i -  
c u l t u r a l i s m  po l i cy ,  wh ich  i s  based on the 
f i n d i n g s  of the B i c u l t u r a l  ism and B i l i n g u a l  ism 
Commission, has  h i s t o r i c a l l y  been more in- 
terested in numer ica l  l y l a r g e  groups b u t  has  
not supported f rancophone studies,  n o r  s tud ies  
of Germans o r  Uk ran ians .  That  these groups 
have  been s t u d y i n g  themselves i s  a d i f f e ren t  
t h i n g .  A d i s i  l lus ioned scho lar  h a s  a l r e a d y  
s a i d  t h a t  i f  two immigrants  a r r i v e  f rom Outer 
Mongol ia, there w i l l  b e  a co l lec tor  w a i t i n g  
a t  the  a i r p o r t  f o r  them, whereas the  more 
impor tant  the group is, t he  less i t  i s  s tud ied.  
Th is  has  some p a r a l l e l s  w i t h  the  s tory  of 
the p r o d i g a l  son. 

I t  i s  eqsy to document the  case of in- 
s t i tu t ions ,  a n d  i t  i s  because of t h i s  t h a t  I 
have  used the argument about  the  absence 
a n d  presence of f o l k l o r e  a rch i ves  in a n a t i o n  
i s  proof  of agress ive  co lon ia l  h i s t o r y .  Other- 
wise, we cou ld  assume t h a t  b i g  na t ions  do 
not have  f o l k l o r e  a rch i ves .  Th is  i s  not t rue .  
You can  have  a smal l  co lon iz ing  power, f o r  
example, Ho l land.  You do not  f i n d  f o l k l o r e  
a rch i ves  even though you f i n d  a smal l  popu- 
la t ion ,  and you f i n d  a h i s t o r y  of i n tens i ve  
colonizat ion.  The same i s  t r u e  in Belgium. 
I d a r e  say tha t  the  d i f fe rence between Nor- 
way a n d  Denmark l i es  here too. Denmark 



colonized Norway and Iceland, and I do be- 
l ieve that  fo l k lo re  studies have been more 
intensive, re la t i ve ly ,  i n  the two la t te r .  We 
must also note i n  passing the presence of 
an  anthropological museum i n  Denmark. 

I  wi l l now inver t  these proposit ions. 
Now to say that  wherever you f i n d  important 
fo l k lo re  archives which a re  we1 l organized, 
which a re  well developed, th i s  stands witness 
to a h is tory  of hav ing  been colonized. Some 
examples fo l  low: 

- F i n l a n d ,  w i t h  800 yea rs  of  f o r e i g n  domina t i on ,  700 
yea rs  under Sweden and 110 yea rs  under Russ ia ,  
now s i x t y - f i v e  yea rs  o f  independence. 

- E s t o n i a  has a p p r o x i m a t e l y  t h e  same h i s t o r y  o f  domin- 
a t i o n  and e s t a b l i s h e d  a r c h i v e s  w i t h  independence 
d e c l a r e d  i n  1920. 

- Norway was c o l o n i z e d  by Denmark and Sweden and has 
i m p o r t a n t  a r c h i v e s .  

- I r e l a n d  was c o l o n i z e d  i n  1078 by Eng land.  The I r i s h  
F o l k l o r e  Commission was e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  1936. I nde -  
pendence was ach ieved  i n  1922. 

- And now, am I t o y i n g  w i t h  a  c o n d i t i o n  wh ich can 
be t u r n e d  i n t o  mathemat ics ,  s a y i n g :  What can we 
expec t  i n  Quebec i f  f o l k l o r e  a r c h i v e s  were es tab-  
l i s h e d  i n  1944? 

I n  a l l  these cases there i s  a h is to ry  
on conscious language po l i t i cs .  Quebecers 
often say that  they have been asked to 
"speak white" d u r i n g  the i r  h i s to ry  of colon- 
izat ion.  F i n l and  had  Swedish as i t s  o f f i c i a l  
language fo r  centuries. So much tha t  devel- 
op ing independence as a country under the 
Tzar is t  regime was symbolized b y  Swedish 
as the o f f i c i a l  language and as a measure 
of autonomy. I n  1850, twenty years a f te r  the 
formation of the F inn ish  L i t e ra r y  Society, 
an imper ia l  decree forbade the pub l i ca t ion  
of th ings other than re l ig ious  t rac ts  i n  the 



language of the ma jo r i t y .  A co l lec t ive  b a t t l e  
fo l  lowed fo r  the development and  acceptance 
of a s tandard F inn i sh  language. Th is  lasted 
u n t i l  the dec lara t ion of independence, i n  1917, 
and goes on today. Th is  work consisted of 
a compi la t ion  of d ic t ionar ies  and grammars, 
of systematic col Iec t ing and pub1 i sh ing  of 
o ra l  l i te ra ture ,  of the foundat ion of a school 
system and of a react ion to panslavism, 
lead ing to the great  general s t r i ke  of 1905. 
At the same time people t rans la ted their Swed- 
i sh  names in to  F inn ish,  o r  i n  many cases 
re t rans la ted ancient Swedish t rans la t ions of 
the i r  o r i g i n a l  F i nn i sh  names. 

The language po l i t i c s  of Norway a re  
re l a t i ve l y  well known. As in F in land,  i t  was 
a conscious e f for t  to create a nat iona l  lan- 
guage b y  a reconcil iation of d i f ferent  dialects. 
I n  I re land,  language i s  protected as a tool 
of i den t i t y .  

Thus foIklo*re has a lways served l i n -  
gu is t i c  goals. The co l lec t ing and  study of f o l k -  
lore have been cent ra l  i n  the de f in i t i on  and  
development and ma intenance of a language. 
One must also remark tha t  fo l k lo re  i s  more 
than a tool f o r  language; i t  a lso has a n  in-  
t r i ns i c  va lue as a c u l t u r a l  product, and as 
a witness of c u l t u r a l  i den t i t y  of a group, 
i n  i tse l f  i t  has a n  inestimable va lue  i n  the 
r ichness of human cu l tures.  

Fo lk lore  studies fo l low the same model. 
Here we can formulate the fo l lowing proposi- 
t ion:  where you f i n d  fo l k lo re  archives, you 
f ind f i r s t -hand  studies. I w i l l  note some 
countr ies i n  which t h i s  i s  especial ly  t rue:  
Norway, w i t h  Asbjornsen, Moe, Reidar Chr ist -  
iansen; F in land,  w i th  Ju l ius  Krohn, Kaar le  
Krohn, Ant t i  Aarne, Uno Holmberg-Harva, 
Mar t t i  Haavio, Mat t i  Kuusi, et.  a l . ;  I re land,  
w i th  Su l l i van  and Dui learga.  Th is  hypothesis 
can be tested i n  var ious condit ions. 

The compliment of t h i s  proposi t ion seems 



to bo ld  t rue also. Where one does not have 
fo lk lo re  archives, most important studies a re  
second-hand studies. Do not forget that  I  
am t a l k i n g  about the c lassical  per iod.  Take 
the United States fo r  example. The best 
known o ld  fo l k lo r i s ts  were St i th  Thompson 
and Archer Taylor ,  and both of them were 
pro1 i f i c  producers, bu t  wrote l i t t l e  f i rs t -hand 
study.  Their  works a re  well known: fo r  
Thompson, the Type-Index, the Motif-Index, 
The Folkta le,  and f i n a l  l  y "The Star Husband," 
which i s  most important i n  many ways of 
Thompson's studies because i t  i s  a d i rec t  
app l ica t ion of a va r i an t  of the F inn ish  school 
under American condit ions. I f  I  understand 
cor rect ly ,  i t  i s  based on a s tudent 's  work, 
and of course the comparative notes are  
based on a l ready publ ished work. The same 
i s  t rue  fo r  The Tales of  the North American 
Indians.  (Taylor: The Proverb; English Riddles ... ) 

I f  we take th is  conglomeration of pheno- 
mena in to  account we can begin to under- 
s tand the pecu l ia r i t i es  of B r i t i s h  fo l k lo re  
studies. I t  i s  remarkable that  a t  the time 
when f o r  a hundred years there were famous 
anthropologists i n  England, even i n  anthro- 
pology, fo lk lore  was neglected. Ruth Finne- 
gan has sa id  that "the neglect of o ra l  l i te ra-  
tu re  i n  Great B r i t a i n  i n  the last  generation 
has been evident as su rp r i s i ng  ... The ab- 
sence of interest i n  o ra l  t r ad i t i on  among 
B r i t i s h  Social Anthropologists i s  unquestion- 
able." Richard M. Dorson, who bel ieved so 
in  the Great Team of B r i t i s h  fo lk lor is ts ,  $ad 
to admit that  fo l k lo re  i n  England has been 
a problem ch i l d .  His Great Team has a lways 
seemed to me somewhat a r t i f i c i a l l y  created. 
But when the empi r e  disappeared, fo l k lo re  
could be born i n  England. We may mention 
jus t  a few names: lona and Peter Opie i n  
the f i f t ies ,  Kathar ine Br iggs  i n  the s ixt ies,  
and Venetia Newell i n  the seventies. 



Kathar ine Br iggs says, "when, f i n a l  l y, 
people star ted to va lue the nat iona l  her i tage 
of t rad i t iona l  l i t e ra tu re  i n  England, a great 
deal had  already disappeared .I1 She points 
out the absence of fo lk lo re  archives i n  Eng- 
land  and emphasizes that  i n  I re land,  i n  
Scotland and i n  Wales "excellent nat iona l  
schools have been established." l 1  

Anthropology and Theory, 
Folk lore and Pract ice 

I t  i s  possible to d is t ingu ish  the two 
d isc ip l ines by  the emphasis pu t  by  fo lk lo r i s ts  
on the diachronic dimension and by  the an- 
thropologists on the synchronic. The f i r s t  
sc ient i f ic  method i n  fo lk lore  was that  of the 
historic-geographic school, also ca l led  the 
F inn ish school, establ ished i n  1872 by  Ju l ius  
and Kaar le  Krohn, Ant t i  Aarne, and the i r  
students and co-workers. The appl  icat  ion 
du r i ng  decades, by  S t i th  Thompson and h i s  
students, by  Luc Lacourcigre i n  Quebec, and 
by Marie-Louise T&n&ze i n  Paris, i s  not rea l -  
l y  an appl icat ion of the method so much as 
i t  i s  an appl icat ion of some of the products 
of that  method, most notably the Type-Index. 
But i n  a l l  these cases, and as we have seen, 
for  the same reasons, large documentation 
was compiled i n  nat ional  archives, w i t h  the 
exception of the United States, except fo r  
the evolut ion of the L i b r a r y  of Congress and 
a very important phenomenon, namely the 
ear l y  issues of the Journal of American Folk- 
lore, which to me acts as a nat iona l  fo lk lore  
archives of the United States. 

The F inn ish  school, the f i r s t  school, 
i s  not the least, despite the great negligence 
w i th  which consequent generat ions treated 
the school i n  F in land.  But the school d i d  
produce sc ient i f ic  col Iections, d i d  organize 
archives and indices. L a u r i  Honko has main- 
ta ined that  the independence of F in l and  rests 



fo r  a large p a r t  d i rec t l y  on the publ icat ion 
of a nat ional  epic, the Kalevala. I n  F in l and  
as well as i n  Quebec, fo lk lore  publ icat ions 
enjoy a large popular  audience. One could 
always say that  i f  your colleagues do not 
a lways read you, the people w i l l .  

When I speak .of the h is to r i c i t y  of fo lk -  
lore facts I w i l l  not speak of how they re- 
f lect  yesterday's cu l ture .  The comparison of 
the var ian ts  of a tale, fo r  exarnple, can re- 
trace cu l t u ra l  groups, cu l t u ra l  channels, 
cu l t u ra l  movements, cu l t u ra l  geography, and 
i t  can show by what roads foreign influences 
come. With the exact comparison of the var -  
iat ions i t  i s  possible to determine cu l t u ra l  
contact between d i f ferent  populat ions. This 
is, of course, bas ica l l y  a ph i lo log ica l  method 
and corresponds, fo r  exarnple, to the study 
of l  ingu is t ic  laans; Dialectology, fo lk lor is t ics ,  
and the study of mater ia l  cu l tu re  produce, 
on the whole, pa ra l l e l  resul ts.  The d is t r ibu -  
t ion of d ia lects and dialect  areas correspond 
to mater ia l  cu l tu re  areas such as types of 
sickle, o r  types of sleighs, o r  clothing, o r  
houses, even to the d is t r ibu t ion  of ta le  types 
o r  s ing ing  styles. With these diverse means 
of d is t r ibu t ion  studies of cu l tu re  t ra i t s ,  i t  
i s  then bas ica l l y  possible to trace preh is tor ic  
movements of d i f ferent  "tr ibes". (c f .  Gudmund 
Hatt:  the bear c u l t  and the d is t r ibu t ion  of 
the snowshoe! And both correspond to s i x  
great myth themes!) 

There has been a close cooperation be- 
tween anthropology and fo lk lore  i n  the United 
States. The best known case of that  i s  r ea l l y  
the establ ishment of American Anthropologist 
and the Journal of American Folklore. Boaz, 
and fo r  Canada such persons as Mar ius Bar- 
beau, were sirnul taneousl y both anthropol- 
ogists and fo lk lor is ts .  And of course the 



di f fus ion is t  school corresponded w i th  the his- 
toric-geographis school. I t  is  worthwhi le to 
take a look at  Boaz's Tsimshian Mythology. 
I t  contains comparative tables of the North 
Pac i f ic  coast. The goal of the f ie ldwork was 
the col lect ion of ora l  t rad i t ions.  Very often, 
Boazts students d i d  th is  i n  a very forceful 
way. This was a fo lk lo r i s t i c  anthropology. 
And here fo lk lor is ts ,  let us say Thompson, 
responded by  works such as The Tales of 
the North American Ind ian,  which i s  known 
to make comparisons w i t h i n  the vast  funds 
of nar ra t i ves  that  were collected and  pub- 
l ished between 1880 and 1920, the "golden 
age of American Anthropology1'. We can also 
make reference to the works of Robert Lowie, 
Gladys Reichard, Ruth Benedict, and others. 

Now to t u rn  to the interest f o r  theory 
i n  anthropology. To joke about i t ,  i t  i s  an 
up-and-down movement: a t  times i t  i s  fash- 
ionable to be a symbolist, a t  times i t  i s  to- 
t a l l y  taboo. When Max Mul ler  had  faded sym- 
bol ism was a forbidden area fo r  people l i k e  
Ma1 inowski, and of course, the generat ion 
just  before us. The senior generation now, 
from LCvi-Strauss to Mary Douglas, from Vic- 
tor  Turner to C l i f fo rd  Geertz, i s  aga in  turn-  
i n g  to symbolic interpretat ions--not  to men- 
t ion such f r i nge  fo lk lo r i s ts  as Bettelheirn. 

A very common accusation and self- 
accusation among fo lk lo r i s ts  and toward fo lk-  
lo r is ts  i s  the lack of theory and a common 
accusation towards anthropology i s  that  there 
i s  too much theory. Why does fo lk lo re  lack 
theory? 

Folk lor is ts  have been members of a 
group, the object group, the group they 
study.  They have gone to the f i e l d  speaking 
the language, i f  not the dia lect ,  then a t  
least a language that  was i n te l l i g i b l e  to the 
informants. I f  one of the functions of theory, 
and I th ink  i t  should be, i s  to render the 



objects of study in te l l i g ib le ,  there has sim- 
p l y  been less need fo r  theory i n  fo lk lore  
than i n  anthropology because understanding 
has been impl ic i t ,  i n tu i t i ve ,  and d i rect .  We 
can now re tu rn  to Diana Lewis once more. 
She says "The anthropologist who i s  forced 
to study h i s  own cu l tu re  would f i n d  more 
d i f f i c u l t  to r e i f y  and to dehumanize h i s  own 
group. ,, 1Y2 

Due to the i n i t i a l  f a c i l i t y  for  mastery 
of the language of the i r  informants, fo lk lor -  
is ts  have clear1 y col Iected more mater ia ls  
than have anthropologists. The very wealth 
of these mater ia ls has inf luenced the order 
of p r io r i t i es .  Classi f icat ions star ted the min- 
ute there was too much mater ia l  to master 
without organiz ing.  This i s  why fo lk lore  has 
spent decades i n  p rac t i ca l  l y cata log ing and 
organiz ing archives. This has been the l i f e  
work of many we1 l known fo lk lor is ts .  

A second th i ng  that  th is  has led to 
i s  a compilat ion of collections. Maybe the 
inverse of i t  can be found w i t h i n  the fol- 
lowing question. How many museum anthro- 
pologists have been i n  the forefront of cre- 
a t i ng  theory? I f  we excuse people l ike Edward 
Sapir,  and perhaps Margaret Mead, bu t  in 
both cases I have the feel ing that  the mus- 
eum job was more a research job than a cur-  
a tor  job. 

I n  out time we have seen a resurgence 
of theories i n  fo lk lore  insp i red by  semiotics, 
socio-I inguist ics,  anthropology, s t ruc tu ra l  ism 
and other. Why? Because, so to speak, the 
spadework has been done. Fol k l o r i  stics, look- 
i n g  a t  the t rad i t iona l  l i f e  of i t s  own group, 
l i ngu i s t i ca l l y  defined, normally has also 
sought to establ ish a stable, t rad i t iona l  cu l -  
ture. The s i tuat ion of co-existence and inter-  
act ion of d i f ferent  groups have not been ad- 
mitted as objective study and I am not now 
t a l k i n g  about comparative studies, a f te r  the 



col lect ion has been brought home and  made 
ava i lab le .  I am t a l k i n g  about a very  long 
s tand ing  ideal  of pu re  cul tures,  very  often 
p u r i f i e d  cul tures,  p u r i f i e d  i n  the process 
of f ie ldwork,  cu l tures seen i n  a state of sta- 
b i l i t y ,  equ i l i b r i um  and descr ibab i l i t y .  

We have had  a tendency to admit on ly  
one system. Would i t  be ethnic studies, would 
i t  be "ethni logy" that  could describe a s i t -  
uat ion l ike that  of Canada where many groups 
of diffe.rent sizes ex is t  simultaneously, 
where cu l tures of d i f fe rent  o r i g i ns  su rv i ve  
and develop despite the un i formi ty  of the 
dominant society, be t h i s  uniform1 y rea l  i s t i c  
o r  not? I f  the ethnologist who c a l l s  himself 
fo l k lo r i s t  and  the one who ca l l s  himself 
anthropologist  look towards fac ts  a t  the cen- 
ter  o r  a t  the core of t rad i t i ona l  cu l ture ,  
e thn i log is ts  should look a t  f ront iers .  T h i r t y  
percent of Canadians a re  supposedly b i  l ing- 
ua l .  That means tha t  a t  the same time they 
a re  b i c u l t u r a l  and sometimes more than b i -  
cu l t u ra l .  They a re  to a degree ne i ther  in- 
s iders nor outs iders i n  the conf l ic t  of cu l -  
tures, they a re  mediators. The "hyphenated 
Canadians" have a lways had  the task of l i n -  
gu is t i c  and cu l t u ra l  t ~ a n s l a t i o n .  Even i n  a 
crowd a poor man i s  marg ina l ,  says a F in -  
n ish  proverb.  A member of a m inor i t y  cu l t u re  
has d i f f i cu l t i es :  marg ina l i t y ,  prejudice,  in- 
tolerance, stereotypes, and l e t ' s  admit i t ,  
ignorance. This i s  a lways the consequence, 
the resu l t  of c u l t u r a l  conf l ic t ,  and, i t  i n f l u -  
ences the r igh ts ,  the economic s i tuat ion,  the 
educational opportuni t ies,  and the comfort 
of mi nor i  t ies . I n French , the word Gtranger, 
stranger,  and  i n  Engl ish  too, has the 
connotation of meaning strange. What a 
strange t h i ng  ... 



NOTES 

*Th is  a r t i c l e ,  o r i g i n a l l y  e n t i t l e d ,  I tE thno log ie ,  F o l k -  
l o r e  e t  L t i ndependance  des M a j o r i t e s  M ino r i sees , "  appeared 

i n  F r o n t i e r e s  E t h n i q u e s  en Deven i r ,  under  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  
o f  D a n i e l l e  Ju teau  Lee and Lorne La fo rge ,  U n i v e r s i t y  of 

Ottawa, Ottawa, 1979. We g r a t e f u l l y  t hank  t h e  a u t h o r  b o t h  

f o r  t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  and f o r  t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n .  
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F o l k l o r e  11: l ( 1 9 5 2 ) :  15; " I n  t h e  minds o f  Norwegian o f f i c -  
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