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I ntroduction

Therearesomeobvioussimilaritiesbetweerboththeethnographievorksof Mor-
ganandthe theoreticalworks of Tylor, andthe conceptgresentedy Marx and
SpencerThis papemwill attemptto bring forth the similaritiesbetweerthesetwo
pairsof scholarsby examiningthe premisesusedto supporttheir agumentsand
the overall conclusionsof theirarguments.

In thearticle by Edward Tylor, “The Scienceof Culture”, evenjust by the useof
thetitle, implied thatcivilization asit standsnow in culturesacrossthe globeis
somethinghatcouldbe measureabjectively in the nameof science The princi-
plesof civilization werebasedon the necessityof causality;eachuniform action
hada uniform cause.[4p. 27] Here Tylor wasspecificallydraving a connection
betweenthe predictability of natureand predictabilty of people,henceturning
sociology anthropologyinto a “real” science. Although therewas uniform ac-
tion with uniform cause he statedthat the varying typesof culturesin existence
throughoutthe world could be explainedthenby historicalevolution.
CompletingTylor’sconnectiorbetweerthenaturalworld andthe socialworld
he underscoredomeof naturalsciences irrefutabletenets:the unity of nature,



thefixity of laws, the contiguity of causeandeffect,andgeneralbrderof the cos-
mos (that nothinghappenswithout sufficient reason.)[4 In the studyof humans,
however, metaphysicandreligion have put too muchbehindargumentsagainst
regularlaws. The basicconceptbehindthe denialof basiclaws for humansar-
guesTylor, is persistencandnecessityo believein freewill: freedomto act,and
to do so at random. Humansactingat randomis aboutas preposteroussa fog
settlingat randomwithout due cause(l.E.: without the actionof warm andcold
air mixing.)

In Tylor's studyof civilization, hedissectedhe cultureinto its constituentle-
tails or parts: weaponsiextiles, mythsandreligion, etc. In sucha manner the
ethnographersanthenactasa naturalistwould. He makesan analogousargu-
mentto animalsin that the availahlity anduseof tools from one cultureto the
next constitutedifferent“species”of study Sothat,for example,the flattening
of skullsto the countingby tenswould constitutedifferentspeciego him. He ex-
tendsthe naturalist-aninal analogyto encompasthe geographicatlistribution of
humanartifactsandtheir transmissiorirom region to region asa naturalistwould
studyan animal’s migration pattern.[4 p. 31] Every eventhasa causeandthe
varying typesof cultureswereproducedoy the samecausesyet to seehow sim-
ilar thingsareis proof of the evolution of culture. Tylor explainsthe similarities
throughthediffusionof culture.Diffusionof culturethroughouttountriesdenotes
aconsensusnsomeestablisimodesof behavior: languagereligion, art,law, etc.

FurtherTylor arguedthat culture obviously evolves becausenventionsand
discoveriesleadto otherinventionsandaccumulaibnsof knowledge. Thosethat
remainthe same,he calls survival artifacts. The survial artifactsare old cus-
tomsthat are unchangedecausehey are proven solutionsto problems. Other
cultural artifactsare the resultof one of progressdegradation,survival, revival
andmodification;the active influencesof life on societyconstitutethesegeneral
characteristiswhich physicallyembodythemselesasfashion languageetc.

This evolution of culture basedon accumulatecknowledgeis Morgan's ba-
sic premisein his article “Ethnical Periods. However, unlike Tylor, Morgan
actually collectedhis dataout in the field, arriving at his categorization of cul-
ture baseon artifacts-thematerialproductionof the necessitie®f survival. He
outlinedthe progres=of civilizationsinto seven basiccategoriesfor comparison:
subsistencdpod production;governmentclansto political structuresjanguage,
signlanguagéeo speectto the written word; the family, genealogyreligion, un-
understandableecausé dealswith emotionsandimagination;architecturefrom
hutto skyscraperandproperty from public to private.

Morganalsoexplainedtheoriginsof governmentjn sodoingnotingthediffer-
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encebetweemation(kinshipgovernmentiandstate(propertybasedyovernment);
while the former consistsof a patrilinealunit of organizaton, the latter is based
onthetown asthe unit of organizatian. In this case thetown is representatie of

theconcepbf realprivateproperty we will returnto theimplicationsof thiswhen
we discussdits link to Marx. The evidenceto backhis theoryof the development

of governmentmainly comesfrom the remaininginstitutionsof the native races,
therepetitive patternsof organizatonfrom sex, throughkinship,to territorial,and
that the experiencef mankindhave all run a similar coursedueto similar ob-

staclesandhencesubstantiallysimilar resultsbecaus®f the samephysiological
equipment.

Morganusedevidencefrom the tribeshe hadstudiedto categorizeandcom-
parethevariouscivilizations. In orderto categgorizeheneeded separatanddis-
tinct setof periodsthatdo not overlap. For this he createchis threemajor stages
of savagery barbarismandcivilization, furthersubdvidedinto lower, middleand
upper The purposeof the classificationwasto demonstratehat mary different
tribesmight be at differentstagedut at the same time; time may be immaterid,
but condition is a material fact. Further it givesdirectionto the studyof specific
culturesandtribeswhich demonstratéhe particularperiodspecifically Morgan
explainsthat the diffusion of the variousracesof humanscausedhe evolution-
ary processto be disrupted. The developmentor lack of pottery for example,
in the differentracesthroughoutthe world, apartfrom beinga strongindicator
for village life, shawv that therewas a materialneedfor it evenlong beforethe
technologywasdiscovered.Hencepotterywasatechnologicabreakthrough.

First off, Tylor's entiretheoryis justthat; it hasno basison really goingoutinto

thefield ananalyzingdirectdata.In fact,headdressea concerrof thereadeithat
the datahe collectsfrom peopleout in the field might be disingenuousepr erro-
neous.Onthis note, Tylor, unlike Morgan,entersnto aquestionbeggingpremise
with his explicit explanationof culture“clearly” evolving. While hestateghatthe
samecausesould have produceddifferentculture, the fact that the culturesare
similar, is clearanddistinctproof of the evolution. To this end,he stateshe fact
thattwo distinctpeoplelet’s call themSmithandJonesjn the Eastandthe West
comeup with identicalobsenationsof two differentculturesprovesthe veracity
of the obsenations,to which onemay concludethatthesecultureshave evolved
from the same‘causes”.Somethinghe doesnotdirectly addresss the factthatif



thetwo obsenationsaredifferent,thenwhatdoesthatsayaboutthetwo cultures?
Tylor arguesthatit shavs thatthe culturesarein differentstage<f developmer.

To useacliche, it is awin-win situation;to referencé?opperhedoesnot put his

theoryforth for falsification,makingthetheoryaboutasaccurateasFreudianism:
theresno evidence,soad hoc patchesnaybemade.Thelink betweenTylor and

HerbertSpencethenis apparentthey areworking, not from the groundup, but

from theorydown. Both SpenceandTylor aremakingthe factsfit thetheory not

the otherway round,asaresulttheir argumentsaretautologica.

Tylor’'s agumentaboutthe diffusion culturewithin a nationandits resulting
similarity beingbasedn commonconsensus anotheiink to SpencerThrough
thiscommonconsensusf people canwethenclassifyculturein orderto compare
them.[4 p. 32] Spencenotedthatthewill of the people,or asocietyis basedn
theaveragesf thewill of individual. [5, p. 13]

Lastly, the largestlink betweenSpencelandTylor is the useof natureto jus-
tify the evolution of human-kind. ThroughoutTylor’s article thereare common
analogicalreferencedetweennatureand humans.His entire sectionon causal-
ity demonstratethatlink: just asin naturenothinghappenswithout due cause,
in human-kind nothinghappensvithout duecause.Hence the naturalevolution
of human-kindfrom savagegto civilization is demonstratethroughdifferences
advancedechnology

The evolutionarytheory of mankindwas not endemicto Tylor and Spencer
both Marx and Morgan held this belief. However, Marx and Morgangrounded
their theorieson the materialproductionof cultures.Morganworked his way up
from the actualpracticesof the varying cultureshe obsened. Unlike Tylor, this
placedMorgan’s theory on the table to be falsified (leadingto the easydecon-
structionof his theory later). However, it alsomadehis theory strongerat that
moment.

Time and again, Morgan referredto the creationand evolution of the sav-
age and barbariancivilizations as a necessaryroductof the living conditions
of the tribes. From the evolution of the body politic, property basedgovern-
mentsthroughthe necessityof the establishmenof the family for kinship based
governments.[3p. 43] Morganalsomakesreferenceandexplainsin detailthene-
cessityof aseemlyinsignificantartifactwith whichto drawv theevolutionarylines,
pottery asresultantof a materialneedfor storageof food, pointing to the exis-
tenceof otherlow-techstoragemechanismék e baslet-weaving, asa pre-cursor
to hi-tech potterymaking.[3 p. 49-50] In theserespectsjt seemghat Morgan
is usingMarx’s argumentthat evolution is not applicablein the natural physical
sciencesenseput ratherasameango anend:survival.
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Morgan's basepremiseasoutlinedin the beginningof his essayalsopointsto
thefactof materialcausation:[the tribes’] strugglewith opposingobstaclesvhile
winning theirway to civilization?[ 3, p. 41] And mentionsthis point again,when
referringto the powersof comparatve studynot in temporalrelations,which he
regardedas“immaterid”, but conditionalrelations:”...differenttribesandnations
on the samecontinent,and even of the samelinguistic family, arein different

conditionsat the sametime, ... the condition of eachis the materialfact,thetime
beingimmaterid.”[3, p. 48]
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