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My i n t e r e s t  i n  what we are-here  c a l l i n g  applied f o l k l o r e  developed grad- 
u a l l y  and q u i t e  innocently out  of my work wi th  t r a d i t i o n a l  h e a l t h  systems. 
I simply found t h a t  I was hncotzering information and developing concepts 
which, it appeared, could be used by people involved i n  therapy of var ious  
kinds. This f e e l i n g  was re inforced a s  I proceeded t o  d iscuss  my work with 
the  people involved i n  research  and c l i n i c a l  p rac t i ce .  During t h i s  pro- 
cess ,  I never encountered a s i t u a t i o n  which l e d  me t o  se r ious ly  ques t ion  
whether my work should be applied t o  medical and psychotherapeutic  ends. 
The quest ion was whe5her it could be. Affirmative answerr t o  t h i s  ques- 
t i o n  coupled with my sympathy f o r  the  genera l  goals  of such therapy seemed 
t o  p r e t t y  much s e t t l e  t h e  matter .  A t  some point  I assumed -- t h e r e  wasn't  
r e a l l y  a  consciaus and c r i t i c a l  decis ion  -- t h a t  t h i s  use of my f o l k l o r e  
work cons t i tu ted  a form of "applied fo lk lo re . "  A l i t t l e  occasional  rumin- 
a t i o n  on t h e  matter l e d  me t o  a  f u r t h e r  assumption t h a t  some o the r  kinds 
of  pure research  i n  f o l k l o r e ,  e spec ia l ly  wi th  a func t iona l  b i a s ,  must 
l ead  t o  information on concepts which could be useful  i n  so lv ing p r a c t i c a l  
problems which l i e  beyond t h e  s h i f t i n g  boundaries t h a t  def ine  our d i sc ip -  
l i n e ,  and t h a t  such use$ would be applied fo lk lo re .  

It was, the re fo re ,  a  r a t h e r  rude shock t o  discover the  very considerable 
ex ten t  t o  which many f o l k l o r i s t s  a r e  opposed t o  appl ied  fo lk lo re .  I n  t r y -  
i n g  t o  f i n d  the  reasons f o r  t h i s  pos i t ion ,  which seems t o  take  s t rong  
exception t o  my assumptions, I made a number of d iscover ies .  My unhesi- 
t a t i n g  acceptance of applied f o l k l o r e  seems t o  be born of na ivet6 ;  speci-  
f i c a l l y ,  h i s t o r i c a l  na ivet6 ,  and i s  probably t h e  r e s u l t  of being young 
and a r e l a t i v e  newcomer t o  t h e  f i e l d .  Many who oppose appl ied  f o l k l o r e  
apparently do not  def ine  i t  a s  I did i n  simple n e u t r a l  terms, combining 
the  term "folk lore"  with "applied" a s  it appears i n  t h e  d ic t ionary .  
Speci f ic  h i s t o r i c a l  misapplicat ions of f o l k l o r e  and anthropology have 
given the  term a number of r a t h e r  more l imi ted  d e f i n i t i o n s .  The use of 
f o l k l o r e  t o  j u s t i w  and enhance the  p o s i t i o n  of s p e c i f i c  p o l i t i c a l  ideo- 
l o g i e s ,  Nazism, Marxism, what have you, have been important. Applica- 
t i o n s  through rev iva l  movements which have f requent ly  been based on poor 
and skewed understandings of psychological and s o c i a l  operat ion and func- 
t i o n ,  an incomplete grasp of the  t r a d i t i o n  involved, and f a i l u r e  t o  ana- 
l y z e  and def ine  t h e  goals  of t h e  movement have helped f u r t h e r  def ine  t h e  
term. Coupled with t h i s  have been f requent ly  s i l l y  and misguided 
at tempts t o  apply so-cal led fo lk lo re  t o  education through song books, 
over-organized teaching of f o l k  dance, and s o  f o r t h ,  and these  have dam- 
aged %he r e s p e c t a b i l i t y  of t h e  term a l so .  These a r e  not  t h e  only h i s t o r i -  
c a l  f a c t s  t h a t  have been involved,  but  they s u f f i c e  t o  make p e r f e c t l y  
c l e a r  the  po in t  t h a t  applied f o l k l o r e  has been g u i l t y  of much t h a t  does 
not  merit  r e spec t .  I suppose they a r e  a l s o  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  j u s t i f y  suspic- 
ion  and skepticism when one sees  t h e  term. 

However, the  term remains e f f e c t i v e  i n  a  semantic sense. Also, it i s  not  
l o g i c a l  t o  assume t h a t  because something has beep done very badly, it 
cannot be done well .  This i s  e s p e c i a l l y  t r u e  when one considers  t h a t  
those  bad th ings  have by no means been genera l ly  done by the  most h ighly  
t r a i n e d  f o l k l o r i s t s  working under good condit ions.  The concept has not  
y e t  received a f a i r  trial. Furthermore, non- fo lk lo r i s t s  and amateurs 
will almost c e r t a i n l y  continue t o  apply f o l k l o r e ,  o f t e n  badly. Refusal  
of t r a ined  scholars  t o  have a t r y  w i l l  no t  prevent misapplicat ion,  whereas 



genuine e f f o r t  from t h i s  quar ter  might be expected t o  a t  l e a s t  ameliorate 
the  s i tuat ion.  

Another more subt le  s o r t  of h i s t o r i c a l  f a c t  seems t o  have a l so  played a 
major pa r t  i n  ret icence on the pa r t  of t ra ined f o l k l o r i s t s  vis-a-vis 
applied folklore.  It i s  a simple f ac t ,  i n  my opinion, t h a t  applied folk- 
l o r e  must involve evaluation, t h a t  is ,  not only objective evaluation but 
e th ics ,  es the t ics .  Even i f  no thought i s  given t o  e th ics  and e s the t i c s  
by the  researcher involved i n  solving a p rac t i ca l  problem, the  very accep- 
tance of the  s i t ua t i on  a s  a problem requiring solut ion and cer ta in ly  the 
acceptance beforehand of a given kind of solution a s  the  desirable one 
implies value judgments, and value judgments have been s t r i c t l y  forbidden 
t o  us, f o r  good reason, f o r  a long time now. Objectivity i s  e s sen t i a l  t o  
pure research and ethnocentrism i s  a devastating problem. Expl ic i t ly  
evaluative posit ions,  therefore,  have the stamp of the  nineteenth cen- 
tury,  romanticism, imperialism, and prejudice. As I have said ,  t h i s  i s  
a l l  e s sen t i a l  i n  the context of pure research, but applied folklore  re-  
quires  evaluation; any approach t o  p rac t i ca l  problems which attempts t o  
avoid the  consideraticn of values, simply puts the author i ty  f o r  such 
judgments i n  the hands of others. I would suggest t h a t  t h i s  i s  what h2s 
generaLly happened i n  folklore  misapplications i n  the past .  I would 
fur ther  urge t h a t  folklore  and the  soc i a l  sciences i n  general have very 
s ignif icant  contributions t o  make t o  discussions of values i n  t h e i r  cul- 
t u r a l  context. 

For a s t a r t ,  we have the  information t o  qui te  nicely  devastate the  ethno- 
cen t r ic  assumption t h a t  t h i s  or t h a t  group value i s  essen t ia l ly  superior 
t o  an a l te rna t ive  one embraced with equal fervor by another group. This 
ra ther  basic  posi t ion can make many problems magically disappear, espec- 
i a l l y  i n  a s i t ua t i on  of inter-group conf l ic t .  Suppose t h a t  public educa- 
t i o n  o f f i c i a l s  pose the  problem of how t o  make people from r u r a l  Pennsyl- 
vania Dutch country s top ta lking l i k e  people from r u r a l  Pennsylvania 
Dutch country and s t a r t  speakhg l i k e  the  people on te levis ion.  This i s  
a matter they current ly  consider a problem requiring solution.  The folk- 
l o r i s t  working on applications i n  t h a t  region need not accept the  problem 
and desired solution a s  posed. He might instead suggest some of t he  posi- 
t i v e  values of f i t t i n g  well  i n t o  a regional group. He could point  out 
t h a t  the student who intends t o  remain i n  h i s  community need nct beccme 
flke people &n snoOher community because one community has become arbi-  
t r a r i l y  selected a s  normal. It could be pointed out t h a t  one does a dis-  
service by making a youngster consider h i s  parents '  speech pat terns  t o  
be backward and thus s e t t i ng  up ra ther  serious conf l ic t s  f o r  him between 
those he loves and those he i s  taught t o  consider respectable. It can 
be added t h a t  suf f ic ien t  s k i l l  t o  avoid prac t ica l  communications problems 
with outsiders w i l l  be more eas i ly  achieved i f  approached with sympathy. 
It would no doubt be d i f f i c u l t  t o  persuade the  au thc r i t i e s  t o  accept these 
points  but success with t h i s  problem would be subs tan t ia l ly  more rewarding 
than it would be i f  achieved with the  problem a s  or ig ina l ly  s ta ted.  

This kind of problem, involving cu l tu r a l  change of one s o r t  or another, 
i s  one which I would expect t o  occur frequently i n  the  context of applied 
folklore.  This i f 3  only na tura l  considering tlie emphasis on change which 
ex i s t s  i n  t he  study of folklore .  Western European people have f o r  a long 
time now been bound by a s e t  of very r e s t r i c t ed  assumptions concerning 
change of a l l  so r t s ,  and cu l tu r a l  change i n  par t i cu la r .  These assumptions 
are  t i ed  i n t o  t h e  concept of progress a s  defined by the Indus t r ia l  Eevolu- 



t i o n .  It i s  c e r t a i n l y  not necessary t o  analyze this concept at  any 
l e n g t h  here, s ince  i t s  bas ic  t e n e t s  a r e  f a m i l i a r  t o  a l l  of us. It can 
b r i e f l y  be summed up a s  considering changes i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of :  urban- 
i z a t i o n ;  s p e c i a l i z a t i o n ;  e f f i c i ency  defined a s  t h e  reduct ion  i n  the  num- 
be r  of people required t o  produce the  given quan t i ty  of goods; reduct ion  
of  t h e  amount of physica l  e f f o r t  required t o  accomplish a given end; and 
increase  i n  consumption of ma te r i a l s  and goods produced by o the r s ;  as 
being good changes. Addit ional  des i red  changes i n  terms of language, 
r e l i g i o n ,  e s t h e t i c  s t y l e ,  e t c . ,  can be more o r  l e s s  d i r e c t l y  derived 
from the  above l i s t .  Changes t h a t  tend aga ins t  t h i s  "progress" seem 
bad. Many of t h e  groups t h a t  f o l k l o r i s t s  have s tudied  have obviously 
epitomized l a c k  o f ,  and r e s i s t a n c e  t o ,  progress as her,e defined.  Further- 
more, we have been looking a t  them i n  s i t u a t i o n s  where they have been i n  
t h e  prccess of being dragged i n t o  progress and educated t o  d e s i r e  it and 
abandon t h e i r  old reac t ionary  ways. Since we have begun t o  take  an i n t e r -  
e s t  i n  urban f o l k l o r e  and t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between f o l k  and popular cul- 
t u r e ,  we have come t o  examine the  before,  a f t e r ,  and during of t h a t  change. 
We have looked c a r e f u l l y  a t  what was l o s t ,  what was gained, and what was 
changed. I th ink  t h a t  very few would deny t h a t  t h i s  has been very use fu l  
i n  l ea rn ing  about t h e  funct ions  and genera l  operat ions of cu l tu re .  I 
th ink  it would be equal ly  d i f f i c u l t  t o  deny t h a t  it puts  f o l k l o r i s t s  i n  
a  r a t h e r  good pos i t ion  t o  evaluate  the  changes t h a t  have occurred and 
those which are scheduled f o r  the  fu tu re .  

Progress appears t o  i n s i s t  t h a t  it i s  des i rab le  f o r  people t o  r e l i n q u i s h  
t h e  a r t i s t i c  forms of entertainment such a s  s inging o r  composing songs, 
and making up and t e l l i n g  s t o r i e s  t o  s p e c i a l i s t s .  Then when people re-  
qu i re  entertainment they can have it i n  a g r e a t  v a r i e t y  by buying a 
r ad io ,  t e l e v i s i o n ,  books, t i c k e t s  t o  the  movies, e t c .  This change scores  
p r e t t y  high i n  our l i s t  of goals  f o r  progress and t h e r e ' s  not  much argu- 
ment about how successful  our c u l t u r e  has been i n  making t h i s  change i n  
most places.  F o l k l o r i s t s  c e r t a i n l y  have an i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  funct ions  of 
s inging and t a l e - t e l l i n g .  Are a l l  o r  most of these  funct ions  f u l f i l l e d  
by t h e  profess ional  s u b s t i t u t e ?  No. Are other  resources supplied t o  
f u l f i l l  them adequately? I personal ly  t h i n k  not .  Then the  inescapable 
conclusion i s  t h a t  t h i s  change has had a negative func t iona l  value. Per- 
haps the re  a r e  economic considera t ions  which mi t iga te  t h e  l o s s .  We csn 
only evaluate such possibi3. i t ies  by en te r ing  i n t o  a dialogue wi th  o the r s  -- pro  and con on t h e  sub jec t .  I would consider t h i s  t o  be appl ied  fo lk-  
l o r e  a t  a very bas ic  l e v e l ,  not  j u s t  solving,  but i n  f a c t  helping t o  d i s -  
cover and def ine  p r a c t i c a l  problems. I f  t h e  consensus on the  above were 
t h a t  it did  i n  f a c t  c o n s t i t u t e  a r e a l  problem worthy of so lu t ion ,  a  g r e a t  
d e a l  more work would be involved and would again requ i re  t h e  e f f o r t s  of 
people t r a ined  t o  understand t h e  mater ia ls  i n  t h e i r  t o t a l  context ,  t h a t  
i s ,  fo l ' k lo r i s t s  among others .  

A t  t he  same time t h a t  Western cu l tu re  has been wrapped up i n  t h e  assump- 
t i o n s  concerning change t h a t  a r e  expressed i n  terms of progress ,  the  oppo- 
s i t e  has been t r u e  of many f o l k l o r i s t s .  I personal ly  f i n d  it very d i f f i -  
c u l t  t o  keep f r e e  of the  assumption t h a t  change i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of "pro- 
gress"  i s  j u s t  n a t u r a l l y  bad. I suppose t h a t  a  f a i r  p a r t  of the  reason 
f o r  t h i s  i s  t h a t  most of us woilld not  be f o l k l o r i s t s  i f  we d id  not  have 
p o s i t i v e  emotional r eac t ions  t o  the  mater ia ls  which have t r a d i t i o n a l l y  
been the  ob jec t s  of f o l k l o r e  study. Things which tend t o  des t roy  o r  
a l t e r  them beyond recogni t ion  h u r t  us, a t  l e a s t  they  do h u r t  me. A t  t h e  
same time, I am s t rongly  aware of t h e  obvious necess i ty  of considering 



t h e  needs and des i res  of t h e  people involved. This may seem t o  be too  
basic  a point  t o  mention, but  I f e e l  it t o  be very important because of 
t he  ease with which the  fo lk lore  spec i a l i s t  could work himself i n t o  a 
paternal  r o l e  when t ry ing  t o  make the  kind of application of which we a re  
speaking. Such a ro l e  would not only be damaging t o  the  f o l k l o r i s t  and 
h i s  work but a l s o  t o  the  people whose f a t e  he i s  t ry ing  t o  decide. I 
think t h a t  one safeguard on t h i s  point would be the  se lec t ion  of means 
f o r  implementation. If the  group involved agrees with our hypothetical  
applied f o l k l o r i s t  t h a t  such and such should nor should not happen, the  
f o l k l o r i s t  may have a major r o l e  t o  play explaining t o  the government, 
business, or  whoever has au thor i ty  i n  the  case, what the  sound reasons 
a r e  fo r  t he  people f ee l i ng  t h i s  way. 

Unfortunately, however, there  a r e  bound t o  be many times when a folk- 
l o r i s t ,  examining these  issues ,  comes t o  the  conclusion t h a t  people a r e  
making decisions t h a t  a re  not  i n  t h e i r  own bes t  i n t e r e s t s .  These w i l l  
obviously be the  most dangerous s i tua t ions .  A t  these points it would 
be wrong t o  go t o  au tho r i t i e s  and attempt t o  thwart what appears t o  be 
a misgnided act ion,  whatever the  changes might be of success. The only 
possible solut ion t h a t  I can see i s  t o  attempt t o  persuade and educate 
the  people who a r e  involved i n t o  an understanding of the f o l k l o r i s t ' s  
point  of view. This should not require t h a t  they a l l  pack up and go t o  
school fo r  a couple of years.  It appears t o  me t h a t  f o l k l o r i s t s  have 
the  information and experience necessary t o  be able  t o  t a l k  t o  people 
about t h e i r  own cul ture  i n  terms which they can understand. A t  l e a s t  
if we can ' t  no one can. It should ce r ta in ly  be worth the  e f f o r t ,  a i d  
the re  i s  ce r ta in ly  no denying t he  f a c t  t h a t  others have been and w i l l  
continue t o  be vigorously involved i n  such persuasion, propaganda might 
be t he  more honest word, whether f o l k l o r i s t s  decide t o  enter  i n t o  t h i s  
a rea  or  not-  

These things have not been easy t o  say. It has i n  f a c t  been a l i t t l e  
f r w t e n i n g .  I n  many ways they take us i n t o  areas  which have already 
Seen t he  dreadful  misapplications of folklore  which have made so many 
wary. I n  other  ways they sound old-fashioned and romantic. On the  
f i r s t  point ,  as I have already said ,  I cannot believe t h a t  the  f a c t  of 
something having been done wrong ru l e s  out t he  pos s ib i l i t y  of doing it 
r i gh t .  The second point  i s  tougher. Paat of the  problem i s  the  need 
t o  be evaluative,  and the  f a c t  t h a t  we have been avoiding t h i s  f o r  so  
long. But ce r ta in ly  we z l l  have e t h i c a l  and e s the t i c  values which a re  
operant i n  our l i v e s  a t  a l l  points except, we l i k e  t o  think,  our re- 
search. When these values lead us t o  the  concfusion t h a t  a problem of 
some s o r t  e x i s t s  i n  our environment, and i f  there a r e  ways i n  which our 
spec ia l  and unique t r a in ing  and experience can make it possible f o r  us 
t o  contribute something t o  i t s  solnhion, it s t r i k e s  me t h a t  we have a 
moral obligation t o  do what we can. To r e l y  on h i s t o r i c a l  f a i l u r e  and 
the  pec-altar and l imi ted ru l e s  fo r  pure research i n  order t o  avoid act-  
ion would be a mistake. Also, i n  conclusion, I would l i k e  t o  suggest 
t h a t  there  i s  no more a s ing le  th ing which i s  or  can be applied fo lk lore  
than there  i s  a s i ng l e  th ing which i s  folklore ,  end t h a t  I don' t  th ink 
i f  would be wise t o  try t o  th ink  i n  terms of "who i s  f o r  applied folk- 
l o r e  and who i s  agains t  it," i n  those terms, but ra ther :  "Is t h i s  or  
t h a t  applicntion a good one?" "Can t h i s  way of making the  application 
succeed? " "Is t h i s  pa r t i cu l a r  appl icat ion dealing with a r e a l  problem?" 
Our discussions must be i n  terms of spec i f i cs  because the  var ie ty  of 
kinds of applications t h a t  can be made i s  p r ac t i c a l l y  without l i m i t .  


