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PR B AN

IN times when subjects of education have multiplied, it
may seem at first sight a hardship to lay on the already
heavily-pressed student a new science. But it will be found
that the real effect of Anthropology is rather to lighten
than increase the strain of learning. In the mountains we
see the bearers of heavy burdens contentedly shoulder a
carrying-frame besides, because they find its weight more
than compensated by the convenience of holding together
and balancing their load. So it is with the science of
Man and Civilization, which connects into a more manage-
able whole the scattered subjects of an ordinary education.
Much of the difficulty of learning and teaching lies in the
scholar's not seeing clearly what each science or art is for,
what its place is among the purposes of life. If he knows
something of its early history, and how it arose from the
simpler wants and circumstances of mankind, he finds him-
self better able to lay hold of it than when, as too often
happens, he is called on to take up an abstruse subject not
at the beginning but in the middle. When he has learnt
something of man’s rudest means of conversing by gestures
and cries, and thence has been led to see how the higher
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devices of articulate speech are improvements on such
lower methods, he makes a fairer start in the science of
language than if he had fallen unprepared among the
subtieties of grammar, which unexplained look like
arbitrary rules framed to perplex rather than to inform.
The dishke of so many beginners to geometry as ex-
pounded by Euklid, the fact that not one out of three
ever really understands what he is doing, is of all things
due to the scholar not being shown first the practical
common-sense starting point, where the old carpenters
and builders began to make out the relations of dis-
tances and spaces in their work. So the law-student
plunges at once into the intricacies of legal systems
which have grown up through the struggles, the reforms,
and even the blunders of thousands of years ; yet he
might have made his way clearer by seeing how laws
begin in their simplest forms, framed to meet the needs
of savage and barbaric tribes. It is needless to make
a list of all the branches of education in knowledge and
art ; there is not one which may not be the easier and
better learnt for knowing its history and place in the
general science of Man.

With this aim in view, the present volume is an in-
troduction to Anthropology, rather than a summary of
all it teaches. It does not deal with strictly technical
matter, out of the reach of readers who have received,
or are receiving, the ordinary higher English education.
Thus, except to students trained in anatomy, the minute
modern researches as to distinction of races by skull
measurements and the like would be useless. Much care
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has been taken to make the chapters on the various
branches of the science sound as far as they go, but
the more advanced work must be left to special students.

While the various departments of the science of Man
are extremely multifarious, ranging from body to mind,
from language to music, from fire-making to morals, they
are all matters to whose nature and history every well-
informed person ought to give some thought. It is much,
however, for any single writer to venture to deal even in
the most elementary way with so immense a variety of
subjects. In such a task I have the right to ask that
errors and imperfections should be lightly judged. I
could not have attempted it at all but for the help of
friends eminent in various branches of the science, whom
I have been able to consult on doubtful and difficult
points. My acknowledgments are especially due to Pro-
fessor Huxley and Dr. E. A. Freeman, Sir Henry Maine,
Dr. Birch, Mr. Franks, Professor Flower, Major-General
Pitt-Rivers, Professor Sayce, Dr. Beddoe, Dr. D. H.
Tuke, Professor W. K. Douglas, Mr. Russell Martineau,
Mr. R. Garnett, Mr. Henry Sweet, Mr. Rudler, and
many other friends whom I can only thank unnamed.
The illustrations of races are engraved from photographic
portraits, many of them taken by the permission of
Messrs. Dammann of Huddersfield from their valuable
Albums of Ethnological Photographs.

B B T,

February, 1881,
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ANTHROPOLOGY.

CHAPTER 1.
MAN, ANCIENT AND MODERN,

Antiquity of Man, 1—Time required for Development of Races, 1—of
Languages, 7—of Civilization, 13—Traces of Man in the Stone
Age, 25—Later Period, 26—Earlier Quaternary or Drift-Period, 29,

THE student who seeks to understand how mankind came
to be as they are, and to live as they do, ought first to
know clearly whether men are new-comers on the earth, or
old inhabitants. Did they appear with their various races
and ways of life ready-made, or were these shaped by the
long, slow growth of ages? In order to answer this ques-
tion, our first business will be to take a rapid survey of the
varieties of men, their languages, their civilization, and their
ancient relics, to see what proofs may thus be had of man’s
age in the world. The outline sketch thus drawn will also
be useful as an introduction to the fuller examination of
man and his ways of life in the chapters which follow.

First, as to the varieties of mankind. Let us suppose
ourselves standing at the docks in Liverpool or London,
looking at groups of men of races most different from

£ B




3 ANTHROPOLOGY. [crap,

our own. There is the familiar figure of the African
negro, with skin so dark-brown as to be popularly called
black, and black hair so naturally frizzed as to be called
woolly. Nor are these the only points in which he 1is
unlike us. Indeed, the white men who blacken their
faces and friz their hair to look like negros make a very poor
imitation, for the negro features are quite distinct ; we well
know the flat nose, wide nostrils, thick protruding lips, and,
when the face is seen in profile, the remarkable projecting
jaws. A hatter would at once notice that the negro’s head
is narrower in proportion than the usual oval of the hats
made for Englishmen. It would be possible to tell a negro
from a white man even in the dark by the peculiar satiny
feel of his skin, and the yet more peculiar smell which no .
one who has noticed it is ever likely to mistake. In the
same docks, among the crews of Eastern steamers, we
observe other well-marked types of man. Indigenous
peoples of Southern India are represented by men unlike
the lighter-complexioned high-caste Hindus, dark-brown
of skin, with black, silky, wavy hair, and a face wide-
nosed, heavy-jawed, fleshy-lipped. More familiar 1s the
Chinese, whom the observer marks down by his less
than European stature, his jaundice-yellow skin, and
coarse, straight black hair; the special character of his
features is neatly touched off on his native china-plates
and paper-screens which show the snub nose, high cheek-
Dones, and that curious slanting set of the eyes which
we can imitate by putting a finger near the outer corners
of our own eyes and pushing upward. By comparing
such a set of races with our own countrymen, we are able
to make out the utmost differences of complexion and
feature among mankind. While doing so, it is plain that
white men, as we agree to call ourselves, show at least two
main race-types. Going on board a merchant-ship from
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Copenhagen, we find the crew mostly blue-eyed men of
fair complexion and hair, a remarkable contrast to the
Genoese vessel moored alongside, whose sailors show almost
to a man swarthy complexions and lustrous black eyes and
hair. These two types of man have been well described as
the fair-whites and the dark-whites.

It is only within modern times that the distinctions among
races have been worked out by scientific methods. VYet
since early ages, race has attracted notice from its connexion
with the political questions of countryman or foreigner,
conqueror or conquered, freeman or slave, and in conse-
quence its marks have been watched with jealous accuracy.
In the Southern United States, till slavery was done away
a’ few years ago, the traces of negro descent were noted
with the utmost nicety. Not only were the mixed breeds
regularly classed as mulattos, quadroons, and down to octa-
roons, but even where the mixture was so slight that
the untrained eye noticed nothing beyond a brunette
complexion, the intruder who had ventured to sit down
at a public dinner-table was called upon to show his hands,
and the African taint detected by the dark tinge at the
root of the finger-nails,

Seeing how striking the broad distinctions of race are,
1t was to be expected that ancient inscriptions and figures
should give some view of the races of man as they were
at the beginning of historical times. It is-so-in Egypt,
where the oldest writings of the world appear. More than
4,000 years ago we bewm to find figures of the Egyptians
themselves, in features much the same as 1 later times; In
the sixth dynasty, beyond 3,000 B.c., the celebrated 1nscrip—
tion of Prince Una makes mention of the Na/sz, or negroes,
who were levied and drilled by ten thousands for the Egyp-
tian army. Under the twelfth dynasty, on the walls of the

B 2
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tomb of Knumbhetp, there is represented a procession of
Amu, who are seen by their features to be of the race to
which Syrians and Hebrews belonged. Especially the wall-
paintings of the tomb of Rekh-ma-ra at Thebes, of the eigh-
teenth dynasty, have preserved coloured portraits of the four
great races distinguished by the Egyptians. These are the
red-brown Egyptians themselves, the people of Palestine with
their aquiline profile and brownish complexion, the flat-nosed,
thick-lipped African negroes, and the fair-skinned ILibyans,
Thus mankind was already divided into well-marked races,
distinguished by colour and features. It is surprising to
notice how these old-world types of man are still to be
recognised. The Ethiopian of the ancient monuments can
at this day be closely matched. Notwithstanding the many
foreign invasions of Egypt, the mass of the village popula-
tion is true-bred enough for men to be easily picked out as
representatives of the times of the Pharaohs. = Their por-
traits have only to be drawn in the stiff style of the monu-
ments, with the eye conventionally shown full-front in the
profile face, and we have before us the very Egyptians
as they depicted themselves in the old days when they
held the Israelites in bondage. In the same way,
the ancient Assyrian portraits of the tribute-bearers of
Jehu, King of Israel, show the strongly-marked Israelite
type of features to be seen at this day in every city
of Europe. Altogether, the evidence of ancient monu-
ments, geography and history, goes to prove that the great
race-divisions of mankind are of no recent growth, but
were already settled before the beginning of the historical
period,  Since then their changes seem to have been
comparatively slight, except in the forming of mixed races
by intermarriage.

Hence it follows that the historic ages are to be looked
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on as but the modern period of man’s life on earth. Be-
hind them lies the prehistoric period, when the chief work
was done of forming and spreading over the world the races
of mankind. Though there is no scale to measure the
length' of this period by, there are substantial reasons for
taking 1t as a long stretch of time. ILooking at an ethno-
logical map, coloured to show what race of men inhabits each
region, it is plain at a glance that the world was not peopled
by mere chance scattering of nations, a white tribe here and
a brown tribe there, with perhaps a black tribe in between.
Far from this, whole races are spread over vast regions as
though they grew there, and the peculiar type of the race
seems more or less connected with the climate it lives in.
Especially it is seen that the mass of black races belong
to the equatorial regions in Africa and the Eastern Archi-
pelago, the yellow race to Central and Southern Asia, the
white race to temperate Asia and Europe. Some guess may
even be made from the map which district was the ptimitive
centre where each of these races took shape, and whence it
spread far and wide. Now if, as some have thought, the
Negros, Mongolians, Whites, and other races, were distinct
species, each sprung from a separate origin in its own region,
then the peopling of the globe might require only a moderate
time, the races having .only to spread each from its own
birthplace. But the opinion of modern zoologists, whose
study of the species and breeds of animals makes them the
best judges, is against this view of several origins of man,
for two principal reasons.  First, that all tribes of men, from
the blackest to the whitest, the most savage to the most
cultured, have such general likeness in the structure of their
bodies and the working of their minds, as is easiest and
best accounted for by their being descended from a common
ancestry, however distant, Second, that all the human races,
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notwithstanding their form and colour, appear capable of
freely intermarrying and forming crossed races of every
combination, such as the millions of mulattos and mestizos
sprung in the New World from the mixture of Europeans,
Africans, and native Americans; this again points to a
common ancestry of all the races of man. We may accept
the theory of the unity of mankind as best agreeing with
ordinary experience and scientific research. As yet, how-
ever, the means are very imperfect of judging what man’s
progenitors were like in body and mind, in times before the
forefathers of the present Negros, and Tatars, and Austra-
lians, had become separated into distinct stocks. Nor 1s it
yet clear by what causes these stocks or races passed into
their different types of skull and limbs, of complexion and
hair. It cannot be at present made out how far the peculi-
arities of single ancestors were inherited by their descendants
and became stronger by in-breeding ; how far, when the
weak and dull-witted tribes failed in the struggle for land and
life, the stronger, braver, and abler tribes survived to leave
their types stamped on the nations sprung from them ; how
far whole migrating tribes underwent bodily alteration through
change of climate, food, and habits, so that the peopling of
the earth went on together with the growth of fresh races
fitted for life in its various regions. Whatever share these
causes and others yet more obscure may have had in varying
the races of man, it must not be supposed that such differences
as between an Englishman and a Gold Coast negro are due
to slight variations of breed. On the contrary, they are of
such zoological importance as to have been com pared with
the differences between animals which naturalists reckon
distinct species, as between the brown bear with its rounded
forehead, and the polar bear with its whitish fur and long
flattened skull. If then we are to go back in thought to a



1.] MAN, ANCIENT AND MODERN. 7

time when the ancestors of the African, the Australian, the
Mongol, and the Scandinavian, were as yet one undivided
stock, the theory of their common descent must be so framed
as to allow causes strong enough and time long enough
to bring about changes far beyond any known to have
taken place during historical ages. Looked at in this way,
the black, brown, yellow, and white men whom we have
supposed ourselves examining on the quays, are living re-
cords of the remote past, every Chinese and Negro bearing
in his face evidence of the antiquity of man.

Next, what has language to tell of man’s age on the
earth? It appears that the distinct languages known
number about a thousand. It is clear, however, at the
first glance that these did not all spring up separately.
There are groups of languages which show such close like-
ness in their grammars and dictionaries as proves each
group to be descended from one ancestral tongue. Such
a group is called a family of languages, and one of the
best known of such families may be taken as an example
of their way of growth. In ancient times Latin (using the
word in a rather wide sense) was the language of Rome and
other Italian districts, and with the spread of the Roman
empire it was carried far and wide, so as to oust the early
languages of whole provinces. Undergoing in each land a
different course of change, Latin gave rise to the Romance
family of languages, of which Italian, Spanish, and French
are well-known members, How these languages have come
. to differ after ages of separate life, we judge by seeing that
sailors from Dieppe cannot make themselves understood in
Malaga, nor does a knowledge of French enable us to read
Dante. Yet the Romance languages keep the traces of
their Roman origin plainly enough for Italian, Spanish, and
French sentences to be taken and every word referred to
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something near it in classical Latin, which may be roughly
treated as the original form. Familiar proverbs are here
given as illustrations, with the warning to the reader that
the Latin words do not form sentences, but merely show
the sources of the modern words which do.

ITALIAN,

E meglio un wovo oggi che una gallina domani,
est melius wnum ovum hodie quid una gallina de mane,
7.e. Better is an egg to-day than a hen to-morrow,

Chi va piano .va sano, chi wva sano . va lontano,
qui vadit planum vadit sanum, qui vadil sanwm vadil longum.
i.e, ITe who goes gently goes safe, he who gces safe goes far,

SPANISH,

Quien canta sus males espanta.
quem cantat suos malos expav(ere).
1.e. He who sings frichtens away his ills.

Por la caile de despues se va a Ila casa de nunca,
per illam callem de de-ex-post se vadit ad illam casam de nmunguan,
i.e, By the street of by and by one goes to the house of never.

FREXCH,.

Un tiens vaut mieux que deuxtu I auras.
unum teve valet melinus quod duos tu illun habere-habes.
7.2, One lake-it is worth more than two thou-shalt-have-its.

Parler de la  corde dans la maison d un pendu.

parabola de illam chordam de intus illam mansionem de unum pend(e).
i.e. (Never to) talk of a rope in the house of a hanged man,

It is plain on the face of such sentences as these, that
Italian, Spanish, and French ate in fact transformed, Latin,
their words having been gradually altered as they descended,
generation after gencration, from the parent tongue. Now
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even if Latin were lost, philologists would . still be able, by
comparing the set of Romance languages, to infer that such
a language must have existed to give rise to them all, though
no doubt such a reconstruction of Latin would give but a
‘meagre notion, either of its stock of words or its gram-
matical inflexions. ~This kind of argument by which a lost
parent-language is discovered from the likeness among its
‘descendants, may be well seen in another set of European
tongues. Let us suppose ourselves listening to a group of
Dutch sailors; at first their talk may seem unintelligible,
but after a while a sharp ear will catch the sound of well
known words, and perhaps at last whole sentences like
these :—Z&om hier ! Ga aan boord! Is de maan op ¢ Hoe
is het weder ?  Niet goed. Het is een hevige storm, en biller
Jhoud nu. ‘The spelling of these “words, different from
our mode, disguises their resemblance, but as spoken they
come very near. corresponding sentences in English, some-
what thus :—Come here! Go on board! Is the moon
up? How s the weather? Not good. 1t is a heavy
storm, and bitter cold nmnow, Now it stands to reason
that no two languages could have come to be so like,
unless both were descended from one parent tongue.
The argument is really much like that as to the origin of
the people themselves. As we say, these Dutch and English
are beings so nearly alike that they must have descended
from a common stock, so we say, these languages are so like
that they must have been derived from a common language.
Dutch and English are accordingly said to be closely
related to one another, and the language of Friesland
proves on examination to be another near relative.  Thence
it is inferred that a parent language or group of dialects, which
may be called the original Low-Dutch, or Low-German,
must once haye been spoken, though it is not actually




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































