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ON THE RELATIONS OF ANTHROPOL-
OGY AND PSYCHOLOGY?

Ir we are to compare two objects and study
their relations, we will naturally want data as
to their dimensions, their composition, and
their observed influence upon each other. In
comparing two branches of science we should
thoroughly know their scope, the intrinsic
work and the tendencies of each, and their mu-
tual interplay and cooperation. This stipu-
lates, in the first place, a clear definition of
both of the branches concerned; in the second,
a good acquaintance with their workings and
their possibilities; and lastly, a possession of
some satisfactory. measure of the field of ac-
tivities of each of the two branches for direct
comparison. o

In considering the relations of -anthropology
and psychology, the conditions just named are
regrettably, not all fulfillable. We are fairly
clear to-day as to the definition -of scope, and

" work done, as well as doing and to be done, in

physical anthropology; but we are less clear
in these respects when it comes to other sub-
divisions of the “ science of man,” and matters
are even less watisfactory when we approach
psychology.

In a general way, we all feel that psychology
and anthropology are related. The very ex-
istence of this joint Section, as well as that of
the joint committee of our two branches in

"the National Research Council, are sufficient

proofs of this feeling, in this country at least.
We all know also that anthropological studies
of human activities, both in the far past and
at present, the studies of language, beliefs,
ceremonies, music and habits, as well as the
studies upon the human and animal brain and
on the sense organs and their functions, are

1 Address of the vioe-presidenf and chairman of
Section H—Anthropology, American Association
for the Advancement wof -Seience, St. Louis, De-
cember, 1919.




