Principio del formulario

The first adding machine, a precursor of the digital computer, was [image: image1.wmf]

 in 1642 by the French philosopher Blaise Pascal. This [image: image2.wmf]

 employed a series of ten-toothed wheels, each tooth representing a digit from 0 to [image: image3.wmf]

. The wheels were connected so that numbers could be [image: image4.wmf]

 to each other by advancing the wheels by a correct number of teeth. In the 1670s the German philosopher and [image: image5.wmf]

Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz improved on this machine by devising one that could also [image: image6.wmf]

.

The French inventor Joseph Marie Jacquard, in designing an automatic loom, used thin, perforated [image: image7.wmf]

 boards to control the weaving of complicated designs. During the 1880s the American statistician Herman Hollerith [image: image8.wmf]

 the idea of using perforated cards, similar to Jacquard's boards, for processing data. Employing a system that [image: image9.wmf]

 punched cards over electrical contacts, he was able to [image: image10.wmf]

statistical information for the 1890 United States census.

The Rules of Good Fieldwork

Experience has proved that certain conditions are essential if a good investigation is to be carried out. The anthropologist must spend sufficient time on the study, he must throughout be in close contact with the people among whom he is working, he must communicate with them solely through their own language, and he must study their entire culture and social life. I will examine each of these desiderata for, obvious though they may be, they are the distinguishing marks of British anthropological research which make it, in my opinion, different from and of a higher quality than research conducted elsewhere.

The earlier professional fieldworkers were always in a great hurry. Their quick visits to native peoples sometimes lasted only a few days, and seldom more than a few weeks. Survey research of this kind can be a useful preliminary to intensive studies and elementary ethnological classifications can be derived from it, but it is of little value for an understanding of social life. The position is very different today when, as I have said, one to three years are devoted to the study of a single people. This permits observations to be made at every season of the year, the social life of the people to be recorded to the last detail, and conclusions to be tested systematically.

However, given even unlimited time for research, the anthropologist will not produce a good account of the people he is studying unless he can put himself in a position which enables him to establish ties of intimacy with them, and to observe their daily activities from within, and not from without, their community life.

He must live as far as possible in their villages and camps, where he is, again as far as possible, physically and morally part of the community. He then not only sees and hears what goes on in the normal everyday life of the people as well as less common events, such as ceremonies and legal cases, but by taking part in those activities in which he can appropriately engage, he learns through action as well as by ear and eye what goes on around him. This is very unlike the situation in which records of native life were corn-piled by earlier anthropological fieldworkers, and also by missionaries and administrators, who, living out of the native community and in mission stations or government posts, had mostly to rely on what a few informants told them. If they visited native villages at all, their visits interrupted and changed the activities they had come to observe.

What is perhaps even more important for the anthropologist's work is the fact that he is all alone, cut off from the companionship of men of his own race and culture, and is dependent on the natives around him for company, friendship, and human under-standing. An anthropologist has failed unless, when he says good-bye to the natives, there is on both sides the sorrow of parting. It is evident that he can only establish this intimacy if he makes himself in some degree a member of their society and lives, thinks, and feels in their culture since only he, and not they, can make the necessary transference.

It is obvious that if the anthropologist is to carry out his work in the conditions I have described he must learn the native language, and any anthropologist worth his salt will make the learning of it his first task and will altogether, even at the beginning of his study, dispense with interpreters. Some do not pick up strange languages easily, and many primitive languages are almost unbelievably difficult to learn, but the language must be mastered as thoroughly as the capacity of the student and its complexities permit, not only because the anthropologist can then communicate freely with the natives, but for further reasons. To understand a people's thought one has to think in their symbols. Also, in learning the language one learns the culture and the social system which are conceptualized in the language. Every kind of social relationship, every belief every technological process - in fact everything in the social life of the natives - is expressed in words as well as in action, and when one has fully understood the meaning of all the words of their language in all their situations of reference one has finished one's study of the society. I may add that, as every experienced field-worker knows, the most difficult task in anthropological fieldwork is to determine the meanings of a few key words, upon which the success of the whole investigation depends; and they can only be determined by the anthropologist himself learning to use the words correctly in his converse with the natives. A further reason for learning the native language is that it places the anthropologist in a position of complete dependence on the natives. He comes to them as pupil, not as master.

Finally, the anthropologist must study the whole of the social life. It is impossible to understand clearly and comprehensively any part of a people's social life except in the full context of their social life as a whole. Though he may not publish every detail he has recorded, you will find in a good anthropologist's notebooks a detailed description of even the most commonplace activities, for example, how a cow is milked or how meat is cooked. Also, though he may decide to write a book on a people's law, or their religion, or on their economics, describing one aspect of their life and neglecting the rest, he does so always against the background of their entire social activities and in terms of their whole social structure.

(From Social Anthropology, by E. E. Evans-Pritchard.)

Final del formulario

_1526469398.unknown

_1526469400.unknown

_1526469401.unknown

_1526469399.unknown

_1526469396.unknown

_1526469397.unknown

_1526469394.unknown

_1526469395.unknown

_1526469393.unknown

_1526469392.unknown

