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PIATE I - MAIZE FOR FOOD: CHICKENS
FOR HONOURABLE GIF1S

A 1ittle girl, protected from sorcerers by
an amulet showing under her chgek, has
an early introduction to two Cewa values
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PREFACE

This study ie based on research which 1 started
'during ny tenure of a Golonial Research Fellowship in
l-'1946-47 and have since cantinued in my spare time while

1eeturing at %he South African Native Gollege, now the
| University College of Fort Here, (1948~49), the University.
:of Fatal (1950—56) and the University of the Witwatersrand:'
'(from 1957 onwards) " Sinee ny or1ginal field trip, which
" was divided between the Northern Rhodeslan Cewa and the
) Nyasaland ngon1, I have been back to the Northern Rhodesian N
GeWa thce during sguth African university long vacations
(1948»49 and 1952~5)) | Both these trips, like the original
one,‘were sponsored by the Colonial Social Sczence Reaearch
Council,‘Londqn, B 1 have spent an aggregate of- about feur— |
~ teen months among the Northernlnhoaesian nga, though this
‘has been épreéd‘oéef a 6éﬁéidérably laﬁéer‘péfiod, thuS’éon— »
solidatiﬁg‘ﬁy gr§sp_of‘Ceﬁa‘iénguasé and culture more effect-
'“‘ively?than:wbula Have been the case had myiperiod;ih the
field been unznterrupted.,  Unless othervise indicaxeé‘fﬁhén

the present tense is used in the text, it refers to 1953.

1 started research in Northern Rhode51a and Ryasaland
*with the 1ntention of makzng a comparative socialapsychologu‘
_1cal study of the Cewa and. ﬂgoni, s scheme which had been
{ conceived on the assumpticn that tha Dgoni had retained thev
paﬁrilineal 1nstitpt;ons of their‘forebears,.the Swazi and
 Natal Nguni. The Qiscovery that they hed not, more partic-
~ulaily that they had virtually sbandoned the barﬁinél in-
 stithti9ﬁ of 1g§g;g,4—tbgethér Q;%h @y'discovery thet 'pro-



xii
' jective' techniques vere unsuited to the type of psycholog—

icai study I had in mind—led me to concentrate on the matriu

| ,1ineal’Ceﬁa and. 4o shift my genersl orientatﬁon from socisl

psychology to comparaxive sociology. ' The 1atter step in-
‘volved no fundamental practical change, for my social-psycho-’
| 1ogical 1nvestigationo had had to be preceded by ethnographio

study and soc1ologica1 analysis.

 The thooretioal‘prob;em#-theosooiology}of ootoery’and'“
‘witeherafte—that I have chosen to discuss in the light of ny
researoh'aoong the Cefia occurred to_me at an early. stage of
‘my field-work, ﬁhen 1 aiscovered that virtually all Cefia be-
‘lieved in sorcery, and that many of them, 93p901ally those |
more advanced economically and e&ucaxionally, vwere preocou—
pieﬁ to a oonsxderable degree by fearo of being attacked by
sorcerers. Fur%hermore, the Colia dogma that sorcerers at-
- tack only their ouwn matrikin promised some interesting core
relations between social tensions, either inhorent in matri—.
lineage structure or sprxnging from value conflicts, and the
directions taken by believed attacks and actual accusations.
Whether this promise has been fulfilled must be left to the |
'reader 8 judgment. ‘I should 1ike t0 record with gratitudo '
the fact that my thoughts on this problem have been stimu-
vlate&>and ciarifie& by many discoosiooo'l have had during the _
past fifteen yearo w1th Professor J Clyde Mitchell, now Head
of the Department of African Studies in the University College
‘of Rhodesia and Nyasaland ‘ '

The detection in the literature of expressed and im--
plied hypotheses regar&iﬁg the sociology of sorcery and witch-
craft and their subseqoént formulation and refinement are

tasks that could have been uﬁdertaken in any good library. .



| | o | o oxidd
}'Their ﬁestiog, however, wae something that had:to pe'atf o
tempted in & full cultural context ‘and this accounts for*

; the fact that a 1arge proport:on of this theels 1s devoted to

| the ethnography and the social organization of the uewa. _‘l‘he
‘fact that no adequate Feneral etudy of the Cewa 311sted made
the ethnographic ectlons all the more necessary, and accounts'
for thelr volume, not only 1n Part II of the text, but also in

_ the appendices and the annoﬁated bzbliography.:

o Havlng found the off1c1al Nyanja orthography unoatis- v

factory in many reepecte, I have used ‘one baeed on Atklns 5
’ suggested reformsl, though not conforming to them entirely.
Thus, 1 repreeent the velar nasal, a sound whzch sometimes
occurs.singly beforevvowels io Nyanae,.by g rather thanvthe ,
clumsy ng' of'the'offioial orthogréphy;_ and,vto}be'consietent,
 fI uee.fhie Symboi'to fepresenf it where}it'more often,oocurs -
-;before'k'ena‘s- This ﬁrectice haseled}to'some'inconSiet—

_encies, eepeclally in the Spelling of ethnic or trlbal namee"

- guch as Ngunx and Bgoni and of well known geographical names

 such as Kasungu ‘and Luangwe. ' Secondly, I write nouns of
v _L1aesee 9 and 10 always with an initial » or g and not. WIth
‘the- homorganlc nasal permltted in the official orthography. |
In thls way, two words of cardinal importance in this- study,
) 'sorcerer' and '(female) dependant', are wrltten nfiti and

| nbumbar—not mfitl ‘and mbumba.

Thlrdly, I d1etinguieh between the radical and the _
aspirated giysound (whzch, roughly, the English ch (as in k

'church')_with less and,with more asPirataon‘reepecelvely

e IGuyIAtklne, '[Sﬁgéeetione for>ah] Anended Spelling
. and Word Division of Nyanja', Africs, 20, 1950, 200-218.

(Note-' ‘For the conventions to be followed regarding biblio-
graphicel references, see Footnote 1 on p. 3 of Chapter 1.)



. Northern and Western Gewa

| o | N
' éould.represent) by using ¢ and ¢h; and I do this consist-
ently, with the result that the name of the pedple-l aeséribe
is writtén‘ggﬁg, even though the rendering in the official
orthography;.Qgggg,'which'vioiates a_phonetic principle,, is
pasaihly an'easier'guide to a2 gpesker of Engiish.

|  Fourthly, élthough Atkins doeé noﬁ at-ﬁhis.stage re-
commend for standarﬂ Nyanja separate symbols for the ordin— ’
ary 1ab10velar w and the closely lip—rounded W, he notes

the important distinction between them in vwhat he calls

2y end the laxter includes the
speech af_the people with whom I am concerned.  Because in
. quthern.Rhcdes;an CeWa the distinction between these two
gounds is often'qf sémantic significance, 1 havé tried to

reqard'it byfusing the”two~symbdls mentioned., _ Ivmay‘hotv

o have consistently succeeded because one of the inadequacies

of the official or%hcgraphy; egpecially for Weatern Ceﬁa;

is i1t failure to make the ﬁistinction and thus to alert

the beginner %o its existence. In connection with the
closely_liparounded g, 1t_may be worth nbting that the Céﬁa
1 anWrused\it'in the'pfefixes of the more common Class 2
nouns, €.g« ﬁgﬁﬁﬁg,('peqple‘) and ﬁakazi:(‘wife‘;‘honorific
ﬁlaréi);v;but Qmifted'iffffom those of less éommch ones, €.
akadzidzi.('owlé') and ggigg_('Seaand#soa hon. plur;)..- In
standard-ﬂyanja they aré~all written withoux‘an initial con-
sonant Qr‘semiévowel; wheieas,‘since it was important for
me to‘speak'the loecal dialeet_father than what my infbrmants
sometimeS‘defisi#ely-called ciZuggg_(‘Eurépean.[language]')

: or ¢iBlantyre, I developed fhe habit of reéordimg words as
1 heard them;: and I have rétaineﬂ this practice in what

followvws.

®Ibid,, pp. 205-206.
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In the published version of thie theeis, 1 ehall make
more specific ackncwledgments to my teachers whc gave me
ny academic bearings-, to ny colleagues who guided me when
I took the formidable step of undertaking research for which
my initial training vas insppropriatej and to the many
‘ peOple, African and ncn—African, in Rhodesia and Nyaealand
'.whose help, encouragement and rriendship made my work poss-
ible and enjoyable,_ Herevl.ehall confine myself to five
:”briefeackﬁcwledgmenteff‘ Pirstly, I shoulc like to record
nmycverﬁ greet indebtedness tc’Pfcfesscr Mohica’ﬁilscﬁ;”who,
j.as the eupervisox of the later part of my fleld-wcrk and cf |
che prctracted preparatien of this thesis, has been more
econsiderate than 1 deserve and as constructive in her guid-
ance as ghe has been thorough in her scrutiny of eporadic
| 5and unconnected draft chapters 1 heve sent her from time‘
%o time. : Secondly, 1 should like to0 thank my wife, who
sharea the excitemente and alleviateﬁ the discomforte of
'my field—work, who took many texts from women who were tco

Vshy to dzctate them to me (though they‘had no obaection to |

. my reading ana using them), whose expert stenography often }

relieved the field-worker s burden cf recording hie observ- |
' atione, and who, in general, has supported me in my resolve

"tO'uee'mv limited free-time to get my record of the Cefa

2'_into proper shape. Thirdly, I ehould like to express my

"gratitude to the colonial Social Science Research Couneil,
".not only for-financing all my field—wcrk but also for al—
| f‘lowing me indepenéence in planning the details of my re-
jsearch and for bearing paxiently the long delay there has
" been 1n my prov1ding a maaor report on it._ Fourthly, I~'j
should 11ke to thank Profeseor Hitehell of Salisbury, Pro—c
fessor J,B;‘Kerrich,_ﬂead}of,the Department ofAMathemaxical



xvi
Statigtics in the University.of the Witwatersrand, and Mr
A.0.H. Roberts, Head of the Psychometric Department of the
National Institute for Personnel Research, in Johannesburg,
 for commenting on the statistical sections of this thesis.
I should add, however, that I—and not they—must be held
responsible for all the tabulations and computations in-
cluded, Finally, I am grateful to the Research Committee
of the Council of the University of the Witwatersrand for a
grant which, though intended to facilitate the production of
a published book on my research, has indirectly =advanced the
pfoduction of this thesis by, for instance, making it poss-~

ible to heve master copies of maps and figures drawn, from

which the ones used here are sun-print copies.

There is a possibility, however slight, that the use
of the real names of persons involved in the cases described
in this thesis might have identified them to their acquain-
tences and thus damaged their reputations. FPor this
reagon, in presenting material with the sole intention of
advancing scientific understanding of the phenomena that
such cases illustrate, I have, wherever necessary, disguised )
the identities of the persong concerned by giving them
pseudonyms. These 1 have tried to mske resemble as close~
ly as possible the varied assortment of traditional and

introduced personal names now to be found among the CeWa.

To comply with Paragraph 7 of the Regulations for the
Degree of Ph.D., 1 submit the following brief summary of
this thesis t-
This study, a more adequate outline of which will be
found in Chapter 11 (pp. 383ff.) starts by examining

some of the theoretical propositions implied or express-
ed in the writings of anthropologists and psychologists
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who have concerned themselves with beliefs in sorcery
and witchcraft, From these it selects those that

‘may be regarded as sociological; and it refines and
.develops them, bringing them into relation with more

general branches of sociological theory, such as the
sociology of conflict of Simmel, Gluckman, Coser and
others, and the 'social mould' theory of Durkheim and
Radcliffe-Brown.

Next, in Part II, the thesis provides a full
'social setting' for the empirical checking of the
resulting hypotheses by describing the ecology, the
gocial structure, the normative system and the beliefs
in sorcery {strictly, sorcery and witchcraft) of the
Northern Rhodesian Cewa. Finally, in Part III, it
seeks to test the hypotheses againgt 194 cases of mig~
fortune (more particularly 101 of these in vhich sor-
cerers were believed to have attacked non-sgorcerers)
collected during the course of field-work among the
Cewa. '

It might be contended (it is for the examiners
to judge!) that the thesis makes three main contrib-
utions to knowledge. Firstly, it makes explicit and
tidies up some of the theoretical propositions re-
lating to the sociology of sorcery and witchcraft that
have hitherto been either implicit or vsguely express-
ed and but poorly linked to general sociological
theory. Secondly, it presents an ethnography (in-
cidentally to its main analysis and in the appendices
and annotated bibliography) of the CeWa, a numerically,
and in recent times politically, importent ethnic
group of East Central Africa, of whom there has hither-
to been no sktisfactory account. Thirdly, it poses
some of the problems—though by no means solves them
all-—velating to the quantification of anthropological
deta, more particularly the use of summarized attributes
from case records in the empiricsl checking of theoret-
ically derived hypotheses.

Johannesburg ' M. G, M.
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ERRATA

The following mistakes have been noticed too late
e corrected neatly and will be attended to before the

" thesis, or a revision of it, is published :-

(1)

(2)

On Map 3, facing p. 94, the final A of MACANGA, the name
of a circunscricfo in Portuguese territory, falls across
the border in Nyasaland.

Table X1V, facing p. 337, is a fourfold one. The test
it makes might have been safer if the table had been,
like Table XIII, facing p. 336, a sixfold one, in this
case by the inclusion of believed attacks preceded by
no quarrels.



PART I

THE APPROACH




CHAPTER ONE

THE SOCIOLOGY OF SORCERY AND = WITCHCRAFT

v _and General Approach

| This study.aimsvat formulatiné general propositions
about the sociology of sorcery and witcheraft and at il- .
lustrating these with.material collected during field-
- work smong the Northern'Rhodesién Cefa. At the oﬁtsét,
‘wevshould clerify our uéage of basie terms and take'such
steps asfare'nQGESSary to prevent the_convenienffconeise—

ness of the title from being misleading.

In thé first place, it is-necessary;.since both
sorcery and witchcraft are to be discussed, to define, and
distinguish between these two terms.‘ Although in every-
_day usage, they are V1rtually synonymoﬁs, they have beconme,
in anthTOpological 11teratur§, convenient‘labels for thev
respective éstivities; resl or believed;-of‘the two types
.:of mystical evil-~doers between whiéh many native peoples 
distinguish; Affthis stage. we may'éimplify_a complex
delineation, which invbl%es.ééveral criteria, by saying
* that the term 'sorcerer' is usually applied to someone
believed to bring harn to his»fellbw men by thé anti-
gocial, illegitimate ﬁse of magic; and the term ‘witch',
to someoné believed to harﬁ otﬁers-—again anti—sécially
or illegitima&ely—-through his possessing a-pefsonality of
a particular type. lIt should,be_noted,'1n¢1dehta11y, that,



while in eﬁery&ay'speech 'sorcerer’ is'masculine'éndv'witbh'
feminine, in anthropolo&ical usage both terms are applxea

'_ to men or women ana are thus of common gender. | Magic,

thax which a sorcerer is belloved ta uge illegitimaxely,
hae, unless quallfled, a neutral connotatlon. 1t com-
prises ritual acts involving the. manlpulation of material
substances ('medicines') and the uge of verbal spells or
aﬂdresues directed towards the influencing of forcege—
'conceived of as 1mpersona1-that are believed to govern ’
.'the coursa of events. It may be used for either (a) Pro= -
ductive, protective and curatlve purposes (whzte magxc)

or (b) destructive ones (blank magic) Sometimes prc-
tective magic may be ﬂestructxve in its 1mplications, as

. when a tgboo or e medicine_for proteeting one's property

or ensuring the fidelityjdf:one;s Qife is intende&.to 

’bfing.&eaih or illness to the thief or adulterer.v,ﬁ

Somé writérs; esﬁecially those desling with

_ Ocegnial, use the term 'sorcery' to embrace ail'férms

of destructive magic, including those applied with social
approval; chers restrict its meening, as we ehall do in
o 'th'i's; study, to th,osé- spplications of destructive magic

that are socislly disapproved or decmed illegitimate.

1&ee, for instanoe Bronislaw Malinowski Crime and
Cugtom [in Savage Societyl, London: Kegan Paul, Trench, ‘
Trubner and CO., Ltd., 1926: pp. 65ff.; and H. Ian Hogbin,-

Lav_and Order [in Polynesia], New York: Harcourt, Brace and
Compeny, 1934, pp. 216-24, HNote: When a work is referred
to for the first time in s chapter, full bibliographical
details are given (as they are in the Bibliographies on
pp.469 ££.).  Subsequent references in each chapter in-

- eclude suthor (if not pamed in the text) and title only,

the latter in gome instances being abbreviated by the
exclugion of the part of it enclosed in sguare brackets

in the firast reference. TFor instance, Crime and Custom
[in_Savese Society] is abbreviated to Crime and Custom.




According to this narrower meaning, the sorcerer and
the witch have a fundamental similarity : 'Both alike are
enemies of men.....z; and this fact makes sociological
generalizations about either type largely applicable to the
other. The implications of beliefs in their existence

and activities can, therefore, be taken up in a single set

of sociological propositions.

A second point to be disposed of here is that this
study will not grant the same réality to sorcery and witch-
craft as natives do. It will be concerned with beliefs
in them and'with the objective social concomitants of such
beliefs. Our declining to adopt the viewpoint of the
native believer applies even to sorcéry. We need to be
explicit about this beéause, as wé.shall see, one of the
criteria modern anthropologists use for distinguishing
between sorcery and witchcraft is that the scientific in-
vestigator, while regarding witchcraft as existing 6n1y
in the imaginations of his informants, can usually believe
that sorcery is sometimes practisedB. This does not,
however, commit him to sharing his informants' notions
about its prevalence or effectiveness. Just as all witch-
craft may be regarded as belonging to a super-empirical
realm beyond the reach of scientific investigation, so,
conceivably, may much sorcery. The impression I gained

from field-work among the CeWa was that the number of

2E.E. Bvans-Pritchard, Witchcraft[, Oracles and Magic)

among the Azsnde, Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 1937, p. 387.

: 3See, for instance, Ra&mond FPirth, Human Types,
London: Thomas Nelson and Sons Ltd., Revised Edition,
1956, p. 165.




pcqasiéns on which sorcery islaftempted is small in prp%
portioﬁ”to}thésé on which people believe that they or
their.fellcws aré\fhe victima.of it4.'; To attempt a
o .sciehﬁifié.étudy of.éoréery and witcheraft would, there-
( “for@;vhérdly_Be’justifie&;' for the first exists in large

vmea&ure; and thé_secand entirely, in people's imagine

~atioﬂsp»;.ﬁut7to mékeiane of beliefs in sorcery and witeh-

eraft is worth while, since these beliefs have S0cial re-

 percussions. o o | ,///

_ The primary data of the seientiat studying phenum»l
“tena related to beliefs in sorcery and witcheraft are be-.
havzouruepisodes such a8 accusaﬁions; protectlve neasures
and (rarely) malevolent rites. From these he can infer
the naturs of a secondary order of data, viz., the beliefs
themselves, whose existence helps tevexplain the behaviour.
He can confim his conclusions concerming the nature of
‘these beliefs by noting what informants say about them when
asked, or in some ether‘way‘ﬁdved;,to describévthém. As

~ the data on which this study is based willﬁeaﬁprise 6n1y
the primary and sécondary_ﬁrdérs mentioned, i.e., observed
behaviour and inferred.or deseribed beliefs, I refer where~
['éver poséible to ﬁhesé by using terms sucﬁ»aS"witchcraft-
 aébuéafi0ns*.'be1iefs-in sorcery'g'*antinitcheraft meas=-
urés'ﬁwénd 80 on, rather thén:the terms ‘sorcery', 'witch-
_craft@_etc.§ which"ieave in doubt whose beliefén4invest~f

igator's or informants'--are being referred to.

4This does not appear to hold universally. Note,
for instanece, the frequent practice of sorcery revealed by
Reo Fortune, Sorcerers of Dobu, London: George Routledge and
Sons, Ltd., 1932, Chap. 3, and to a lesser extent by Malin-
owski, Crime and CustOm, pp. 65ff.




_ A thir& point that shoula be clarlfled is that,

| though the general propositions developed in this study

will be intendea to apply to beliefs in both sorcery and
_witchcraft, they will be teated: against material from a
society in which it is debatable whether gorcery is dis~
tinguished.from witcherafts and, if it is not so disting-
uished, whether.thé tfanslation of the term given to the
native concept should be 'sorcery'y ‘witcheraft' or some
compound such ag ?aorcerywwitchcraft'. In some societies

© “the distinction between sorcery and witchérafﬁ, which is
ciear, for ihstance; to the Azan&eﬁ;'has been hard to find,

as among some of the South African Bantu where the two con-

- cepts are amalgamatedsa .~ The Ceﬁa'use the term nfiti

(plur. also ufiti) for all types of mystical evil-doers

as well as for poisoners. | It is only when they are asked

to split hairs}that‘they4distinguish-mainly on the score of
‘mctiveQQEetween the ‘réal nfitit' and the ‘killerafor-maliae', |
a distiﬁetioﬁ that resembles the one betweeﬁ.'nightuwiteh‘

‘and ‘day-witech' of certaih South Afrioaﬂ ﬁrihes7-m0re closely
‘than it does the more commonly accepted one between ‘witeh'

and. '‘sorcerer'.

If we follow Evans~Pritchard’'s well known distinctioh,

o the term ‘yitch! is applicable to someone believed to harm

i

SEvansaPritchard- Witcherift amo opg the Azande, p. 21,

SA. Wanifred Hoernlé, “Maglc and Nedlcine“u Ghapter 10

of The Bantu-Speaking Tribes A
i Routledge and Sons,

. 7E. Jensen Krige and J.D. Krige, |[The Rea ‘ |
Rain Queen, London: Oxford University Press for international
_institute of African Languages and Cultures, 1943. pp. 2501f,




'othefs myétECally'and illegifimaxely.aé é fééult of paychié
emanations from an inherent physiological condition thet is
transmloted bielogically; ana“the term,!sorcerer y to some-
one believed to harmvpthersimyétically and}illegitimaﬁgly.by\
practising desfru¢ti&e'ﬁégic, i.e., by performing rites,
utferihg spells and usiﬁg‘maxerial subsﬁanqeé (me&iciﬁesﬁi

" This distinction has cé%tain implications vhich have some-

9, for instance, the idea

K times been drawn by other writers
~vthat the sorcerer is deliberate and vengeful in his in-
' tentions, vhereas the witch, if conscious of his motives at
all, is driven by an uncontrollable urge which often 0per-
ates against his better nature, and which may be personifle&

s one of his familiare.’

, To anticipaie a.more syetematic treatment of th:s
problem (see- below, Chepter 7, pp. 299-3QD, we may note
that the Cewa nfiti has qualities of both witch and sor-
. ¢erer as defined above,’ The cerrect translatian of thzs
~term is therefore sorcerer and witch'- “and that of the

'corresponding abstract noun, ufiti, 'sorcery and witcheraft'.

Evanq-Pritchard, Witchceraft smong the Agzande, pp.
9-10, Qlff. and 387. = Although Bvans-Pritchard made i%
clear {'Sorcery |and Native Opinion]}', Africa, 4, 1931,
22-55, at p. 26, and Witchcraft smong the Azande, pp. 8-9)
that his primary aim in using terms such as 'magic',

- 'witchcraft' and ‘'sorcery' was to find English equ1valents
for concepts between vwhich the Azande distinguished, other
- anthropologists have recognized the snalyticel value of the
distinctions that emerged, and have sdopted his definitions

“of the English terms. It is possible that C.K. Meek
(A_Sudanese Kingdom, London: Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner
and Co,, Ltd., 1931, p. 294) and Fortune (Sorcerers of Dobu,
p. 150) arrived at similar distinctions between wltch and
sorcerer independently of Evans—Pritchard. : :

8

€

9For instance, Roernlé, 'Magic and Medicine’, p. 241.
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»'Eor,convenience I have avoided these clumsy cpmpounds;Vand,
- for the reasons_set‘ouf'in Chapter 7, I have written 'éor_

~cerer' and 'scréery' rather than 'witch’ an&"witchcraft'

The terms 'witeh' and 'witchcraft' occur, however, in those
parts of this study where references are made to societies
in which they correctly apply. in other wordse, though we
maintazn the precise &1st1nction between witches -and sor-

cerers, we take cognSzance of their basic social simzlarity.

,_v To repeat: 'Both alike are enemies of men', and thig fact
: makes sociological generallzations abou$ ezther type largely
~Lapplicable to the other.» | |

4 The aesign of this theeis has been determined by a
prineiple to whlch 1 at%ach great importance, end which ie

succintly stated in the epigram,"concepts without percepts

are empfy;- percepts without coneepts are blind'l0 There

'has been a great deal wrxtten about the interdependence of

theoretical development and empirical researchll, and all
1 need do here is ind1cate how the application of this
principle has shaped thig study. |

As subsequent sections of this chapter will shov,

sociological and even psychological theory regarding be-

| liefs in sorcery and wztchcraft need to be unifiea anﬁ

: systemaxxzed. General sociological}theories,_sueh as “the

loThOugh this sentence, which originates in Kant,

' is forceful, it does not go.far enough; for concepts are

but one aspect of theory. As Robert K. Merton puts it,
'It is only when.....concepts are interrélated in the form
of a scheme that a theory beging to emerge' (Social Theory

[and Social Structurel, Gleneoe@ The Free Press, 1949, D. 87).’

11For instance, HMerton, Ibid., Chaps. 2 and 3, and
Talcott Parsons, [The Structure of | Social Action, New Yorkz
NeGrav-Hill Book Gompany Inc., 1937, Chap. 1.




'social mould"theery12 of Durkheim and Radecliffe-~-Brown,
have implications for the sociology of sorcery and witch-
craft;;‘and.general psychological theories,,sqch_as the
theory ofzfrustration,Gaggression end anxietj of the neo-
ps&choanalystsl3g,have_implicaxions for their psychology..
In neither Caée.havé‘the implicati6ns‘been'clearly‘andf
syatematically drawn. Mofe specifié thégries of magic,
soreery anmd witchcraft; in:which.SOciological.and:psycho~
logical épproaché are not always distinct, are implicit

. and explicit in the writings of modern anthropologlsts

and psychologists, such as Mallnowski, Evang-Pritchard,
Bod, and'J;D; Krigé;;Kluckhbhp, Wilgon, Méyer, thting, v_'
Staikey and.Willoﬁghby14. . The common threads of all

these theories need to be drawn together, either intd 8

' 1250]ca11ed by Georgé.basparlﬂomans,.gge,Human Group,
‘London: Routledge and ?egan Paul Lt&., 1951, Chap. 12. _

1350hn Dollard et al., Frustration and Aggression,

- London: Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner and CoO., Ltd., 1944,

" passim; Karen Horney, New Ways in Pgychoasnglysis, London:
Kegen Paul, Trench, Trubner and Co., Ltd., 1939, Chap. 12.
For a reccnt critxcal review, see Gordon W. Allport, The -
Nature of Prejudice, Cambridge, Mass. t Addlson—Wesley Pub—
_ lishing Company, inc., 1954, Part IV.

14Bronislaw Malinowski, Magic, Science and Religlon
[and Other Essays)], ed. by Robert Redfield, Glencoe, ILl.:
The Free Press, 1948, pp. 50ff.; Evans-Pritchard, Witch-
craft smong the Azande, passim; Krige and Krige, Rain
Queen, Chap. 14; J.D. Krige, *'The Social Function of
Witcheraft', Theoria, 1, 1947, 8-21; Clyde Kluckhohn, HNavgho
Witchcraft, Pepers of the Peabody Museum of American Archae~
ology and Ethnology, Harvard University, 22, 1944, passim;
Monica Wilson, 'Witch Beliefs [and the Social %tructurel‘
American Journal of Sociology, 56, 1951, 307-31%; Philip
Mayer, Witches (lnaugural Lectures Grahsmstown: Rhodes
University, 1954; Deatrice Blyth Whiting, Paiute Sorcery,
Viking Fund Publications in Anthropology, 15, 1950; Marion.
L. Starkey, The Devil in Massachugetts, New York: Alfred
Knopf, 1950, passim; Raymond Royce Willoughby, 'Magic [and
Cognate Phenomena : An Hypothesis]' in A Hendbook of Social
Paychology, ed. by Carl Murchison, Vercester, Hass.: Clark
Univergity Press, 1935. .
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single theoreticel system, or, as scems more feasible-to ne, .

into sepéfa%e sbciological and psychological éystems.”

Yet thé”moment one pushes tehtatively'forwardAtowards
the lbgical exteﬁéibn and rearrangement of the prépositionq
thus far established or Suggested, one appreclates the need
for further empjrical checkinge There are two reasons for .
thisi Firstly, as a general‘rule of'écientific'préce&ﬁre,
it is vise to progress by testing hypotheses on new materials,
: This.applies egpecially in social sciénce Qhere, owing to the
'greater va?iabiiity‘éf its subjec£ ﬁatte?, i.e., human group
behaviour, the difficﬁlty of controlling extraneous variables
'and of specifying'sfimuli-Qeither thoge that the scientist
L applieé,in ah ézpérimental éitﬁation or those thét ha@pen in
nature and whose effects hé'oEServéé—-is greater than in
natural éq;éncé..“mhere is thus a correspondinglj’gfeateru}
‘need for the reﬁiieation of research and the testing of new

hypotheses on Varled materialls

Secondly, and thls is a tel]ing illustration of the
| ' interdependence of theoretical develoPment and empirical
4'research the data on which the proposit1ons of recent
writers on sorcery and witchcraft are based have not: been
.’*collected or presented in such a way as to permit of the -
checkiﬁg cf“any.hypotheses_thét nay be &ériﬁedvfrbm_thésev
proposifibns:by_iogical~extén$idn and co-ordination,

'_aParsons reminds us thatfirheary'not'dnly formulates what

15%0r & fuller account of the argument put forward
in this paragraph, see Arnold M. Rose, Theory and Method
[in_the Socisl Scienceg], Minnespolis: The University of
Lnnesota Press, 1954, especially Chapsa. 15 and 16.

;&r—ﬂ



we.knqw but aléc'tellsvus What we wéntvto know, that is, the
queStions fofwhich‘aﬁ énéwef'is needéd*¥6;' it-sometimes'_
“does this ihﬂa #éry'SQGcific'way,.showihg not ohiy'what
.data are nceded for further theoretical development but

alsoc the form that such data should take.

_ A case in point is the method of recording case |
materlal relatlng to sorcery and witchcraft -Some writérs
have very commendably provideé detalled statlstical gsupport
- for their COBPlHBlOﬂS by publzsh1ng tables of cases of be~
lieved sorcery and/or witchcraft that they have collected
during the course of their f1e1d~workl7 ‘While this pro-
cedure representa an improvement on the formulation of hypo—
theses based on anecdotal observation, gome of the tables '
thus far published are inadequate in that they refer to the
_4rea1m of belief rather than to that of actual social tengion.
‘This,ls because, while they_record thevcharacteristics-of,
ahd the reiationshipé5bétWeén, fhe‘sorcerervdr.witch'on the

ane ‘hand and the victim on the other, they make no- reference

i1

to the thzrd, and hlghly important, character in any sorcery -

or witchcraft drama, the accuser18

16pargons, Socisl Action, p. 9.

17See, for instance, Krige and Krige, Rain Queen, -
pp. 264-67; Monica Wilson et _al., Social Structure, Keis-
kammshoek Rural Survey, Vol. 3, Pietermaritzburg: Shubter and
. Shooter, 1952, pp. 182—85 I Schapers, 'Sorcery and Witch~
craft [in Bechuansland]', African Affairs, 51, 1952, 41-52,
at p.: 49,,refers to such a table. though he does not publish
cit. -

: 181 an gratefui to Professor J. Clyde Mitchell for
impressin% upon me the sociological importance of the ace
cuger's role

International African Instituﬁe, 1951, pp. 198-205) does not
‘suffer from the defect mentioned, for suggesting a symtemaxlc
,method of ccllecting aata. L _

e, and to Professor Nonice Wilson, whogse Nyakyusa
" maberial {(Good Com London: Oxford University Press for
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These tables, since they record imaginary events, such
as attacks by witches, rather than resal omes, such as quarrels
expressed in the idiom of witch-beliefs, reflect, not the

actual tensions prevailing in the society, as most of the

authors seem to imply, but rather people's beliefs about such
tensions.' Strictlj speaking, they thus belong to the ethno~
graphy rather than the sociology of sorcery and witchcraft.
They are nevertheless valuable as indirect indicators of the
sociology; for, as L@vi-Strauss has suggestedlg’ the models
peOpié’build after their own social structure often aid the
investigator who seeks the model that most closely and econ-

omically fits the recurrent behaviour he has observed.

"~ However, if field data are to be used in advancing the socio-

logical theory relating to sorcery and witchcraft, they will
not get us far unless they include records of accusers as

well as of witches, sorcerers and victims.

The limitations of some of the existing tables of

case material have been raised here to illustrate the inter-
dependence of theoretical development and empirical research,
a recognition of which has contributed to the order in which
this study is written. Part I will be devoted to detecting,
amplifying and syestematizing the existing sociological theory
of sorcery and witchcraft; Part II will provide an ethno-
graphical and sociological account of the Northern Rhodesian
Cea, i.e., the social setting for the testing of hypotheses
developed in Part I;  and Part III will be devoted to this

testing.

191 aude Lévi-Strauss, 'Social Structure' in Anthro-
pology Today, ed. by A,L. Kroeber, Chicago: Chicago Univ-
ersity Press, 1953, p. 527.
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-’ 'th‘0n1x~a So?iological_gégrOach? |

'Scienee pfogrésses'bv stﬁayingvfecurring events in '
“such a way as to arrive at tested generalizations about the
_'relationships between them, or, more precisely, between
aSpects oi them; and by using such generalizations for
predicting future events of the same general kind as those
»_‘stuaaed. In other words, facts are callected, sorted and

~ arranged, and recurring themes are detected and formulated

o as‘hypotheaes. If these hypotheses havé instanees that

are susceptible of.empirical checking, they_are put directly
to the test of controlled. observation. 'If‘they}aié‘non—
instantial, implicaxiohs ﬁust be.&educea frcm.theﬁ, and
these put to the tost. Thé 99quencefoffobserVation,
'analvsis, generaliZaxion and testing implies an 1nduct1ve :
| phase followed by a deductive one.v Whlle this order has
 heur1stic value for explaining the nature of scientific in-.
vestigation, Wisdom has rightly questioned its VQliﬁity, .
and has suggested that scientists do not -in fact, include
the @arlier, inductmve phase, but progress by what, . follow—
ing Kraft, he calls the hypothetico—deductive method, by
Whlch they proceed direct to the testing of hypotheses that
- they have arrived at wzthout inﬁuction20 This'view is
especially plausible when applied to a scientific discipline
in which there is emerging a system of interrelated, but not
vfully conszstent, propositicns, one in whinh conflicts need
to be resolvcd by subjecting certa;n crucial hypotheses %o

" enplrical examination.“

- 2050nn Oulton Wisdom, [Foundations of] Inferemce in
‘Natural Science, London- Methuen ‘end ﬂo., Ltd., 1952,
. Chan. 5. -
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Whether one acoepts Wisdom's contention or not, one
'Imust recognize the inherent selectiveness of scientific
procedure. ‘ in either the induction or. the testing of its |
‘3_generaliZaxions, it uges the comparative method For .
{ -instanoe, it compares two situations that dszer in only -
ﬁ'one respect, viz., variatlona in (1ncluaing the sheer
,'presenoe or absence of) a single faotor ‘termed the ‘in— o

1dependent variable . | In this wey it assesses the effects

" of the 1ndependent Variable on the other elements in the
ituat:on, especially the one (termed 4he 'dependent vari—
- able_) whose association with it is being tested. Parsons
pointSIOut“that theooomparativé-mothod ié indispensable for o;i
‘:all thé onalyfioai sciences and that ‘Exueriment is, in faet,
vnothiug but the comparaxive method where the cases to be com—

_pared are produeed to order and unﬁer controlled conditzons'zk

Since science thue proceeds by making comparisons,
it can deal only in comparables, i.ed, use only facts of
:the same general kind in buildzng a particular oystem of
;_Bcientific theory; the currencies of &ifferent systems are

in varying degrees mutuaily irreducible.

1f ve turn to a definition of fhe faato that are 7
‘recorded and compared in empirical research and related
o'to_one another in theorotlcal_prOpositions, the selective o
nafure‘of scientific prooédufé remains evideot} Parsons
~aocepts L.J. Honderson 8 definitzon of a fact as an ’em—}~_:a
'piricaljy verifiable statement about phenomena in terms of

a conceptual scheme',,and‘adds that sinee

'elParsons, gocig;,ActiOn, pp.'742—43.




all scientific theories are maﬁe up of facts and of
statements of relatione between facts.....a system of
scientific theory is generaslly abstract precisély be-
cause the facts it embodies do not constitute a com-
plete description of the concrete phenomena involved
but are stated 'in terms of o conceptuzl schenme',
that is, they embody only the facts sbout the phenome
ena which are importent to the theoretical systen :
that is being employed at the time22
Selection is thus inherent in the basic proeess of ob-
servation——whether used inductlvely or deductively. The
geientific investigator observes, not phenomena in their
totality, but ﬁhose aspects of pheﬁomena that have a
Beafing on the'conceptual'scheme,'the ffame of reférence,
the theoretical system that he is emﬁloying‘ The require-
ment that facts studied should be cémparable with one ané
other has given rise to relatively discrete systems of
interrelated prqpositions, each associated with a field
or discipline tb_which‘scientists of a particuiar'kind

'cdnfine themgelves,

Even if'£his.had’ﬁqt héﬁpened, scientisfs~;éspec~
ially socisl scientiste—would probably heve found it
necessary to restrict the scope of their operations, for
the reason that there is & 1imit to the number of vari-
gbles that-can be studied simultaneouely‘ Iertcn reports
that Henderson used to recommend ‘ag few. VEriables as you
dare, as many as you must'23¢ in this connection Merton

af_ids, Lo

221bid., Pe 41 (italics in orlginal)
25Rovert K. Merton, ‘Introduction' to Homsns, The
‘Human Group, p. Xix. - : .
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The student who is s0 often tempted to deslat onéé
- with 'all the facts of the case' only.to.discover that
his understandang is dimmed by an excess of facts will
gain an instructive lesson in the virtues of the more
nodest and more productive procedure of successive
approximation24
| if o scien%ific invesfigaior; eiﬁher for the sake
 'of the'éoﬁparaﬁilityAbf hig fapté or for ressons of:ex-,
PEdiehOvadeéiﬁes to concentrate his attentionloﬁyfhe re-
lationships betweeﬁ;a_limiteé ﬁumberVOf variablea,'what 
: is the status cfithose ?ariébles that“he déliberaﬁely-‘
‘negleets° ~ They aré té?ﬁéd 'extraneous variables', and
they have to be prevented from affecting ‘the varigbles
upon which.hefconcentrates his attention,_and sc from
vitiating the results of his stidy. 1In the natural
" geiences, where thé.cémparative méthod often takes the
form of exPefimeht, they may-bé physiéally éxcludeé— as
when en experiment is performe& in 8 Vacuum in order %o
eliminate the effects of air—or of one or other of its
jaspects, such as its pressure or its containing oxygen.‘
- In the social sciencea, where the comparaxive method
| usually tekes the form of naturalistic observaxion, in
which the anves*lgator, unlike the experimenﬁer, is}not
in full control of the events he is observing, the phys-
ical exciusion of extraneous Variables is impossible. _
Hewever, even if it were poas1ble, it would not be desir—
: able, for the phenomena-observaﬂ generally haye highly
significant emergent properties whlch disappear 1f the
smtua&ion is simplified to any degree, as by the exclus—

ion of any of %he factors normally operating.

- *1pig., p. Xx'(itélics:in origingl).
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Socisl scientists thus have to eontrol'exfraneous
variablés in veys other than.théir physigéi éﬁélusidps
; Theyvmaj'aeliberaieiy match fhem or réndomize them'betweén.

ks ] o
25, or repeat their

‘én'eXPQrimental-anﬁ & control £roup
‘obserVationé so\meny timés.aé to make“it-posBible that ex-
_tranegus Variables, by exhibiting the full range of thezr'
varlabilitv, will average out, ive., be neutralized in

their effects on}the phenemenon‘ebservéd.«i

' An inescapable jmplicat:on of 1imiting the number
af-varlables during the processes of datapcollecting and
theary-building is that the resulting generallzaiions haVe"
 dimited explanatory power. Laws that are abstract, i.e.,
' tha;t do not take into account all the variablea 1nvolved
in a given class of phenomena, have an explanatory and
predictlve value only in regard to thoge aspects of the
phenomensg with which they deala : COnsequently their eX-
planations may,become clouded, and ‘their predictions up*"
set, by'£haifaet that iaﬁs'belonging %c somev0ther system;
6f theory méy be_interaétihg"with them;' 'Two qudtatiéns;'.
thé-first_ffpm'Pafétq»and the second from Paraons,'ﬁake}
this pdint'cléaf; | m

Beonomic andrsociailiawé'as well ag-the.iaws of
the other sciences never suffer any genuine exception
" aeesethat is commonly czlled an exception to g law

igs really the superposition of the effect of another
lew upon its own normal effects?d,

25For these techniques, see, for 1natanee, Rose,
-Theorv and Method, Ghap‘ 16, ‘

26y41fredo Pareto, The Mind and Society, New York:
Harcourt, Brace and Compeny, 1935, Vol. 1, p. 53.




+es++.The complete scientific explanation of [any
given] conecrete phenomenon can only be achieved by
the synthetic application of all the theories 1n-
volve627

The secord quOtatidn provides a bridge from this

long, but necesssry, digregsion into social-science

L methodology back %o.the subject in hand. We are on

‘firm methodological greund when we deliberately aim ax
prov:ding, not & 'complete scientific explanatzon' of
beliefs in sorqery and witcheraft, but, ‘more modestly,
a tﬁeﬁreﬁical syétém whése.referénce is confined to their

sociological aepects.

v';-Amd;Not a'?sychol@gicai One?

18

The application of.thévconclusions just reached to

thé question whether a psychological as well as a socio-
logical ‘analyeis shouid”be attempte&vfaiseslthe issue of
~ the mﬁtual_redﬁcibilityvof the concepts of psychological
faﬁd sociological theory, a poin£ on‘Which_opinidns differ,
1 shall try to justify ny view that psychology =snd socioe

logy are distinet disciplines®e

» and that, while inter-
~ disciplinary ec~0pera$i0n-between'them in the field of

applied sciénce ﬁay'sametimes be fruitful, the premature

','cross4fertilizstion of theif'incémpatible conceptual

systens is more likely to lead to sterile offsprlng than

%0 the advanoement of knowledge. -

2Tpargons, Socisl Action, p. 184.

287 om grateful to Professor Max Gluckman for
starting my thinking in this direction some years ago.
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I ?oo}.that it is necesqary to be explicit on this
poinﬁ beoause. as 1 have suggested (see above, p. 9), in
the eiisting theories of magic¢, sorcery and wi’coﬁora:ft—i
'psyohoiogioal andvoooiologioaloapproaohes are not always |
d:otinot. ;'Tho saﬁe writer may‘invoke psychological ex-
planax1ons when sociologlcal ones fail, In oooflio%vwitﬁ
the mothoﬂologioal arguments we have cited‘«ahthropologists‘
seem o ohow 006 great s concern for prov1d1ng oomplete
'ocientafio explanaxions‘ of ﬁhe phenomena they have ob=
served, instead of addressing_themselvea to the task of
,first,advénoing'on speoialized, limiteﬁ,'theoretical fronts.
The former course can be 'mointoineé. only on a mpeculative
lévél; : Althouéh thé Iattof ﬁay»be'éxoremoly frustrating
~ when, to return tovParetoilthe effect of another law is
_sﬁperimpooed on the normél effects of the lawvbeing tested,

it is the only one likely‘fo achieve a permanent advance. .

The tendency for anthropolegists to use, in attemptf |
-.iog to explain the phenomena they hove obsérved;osooiologicéi
and psychological‘ooncépts end hypotheses simultaneously or
in quick succession probably arises from the fact that, as

t29, sociology and psychology deal

'Radollffe—Brown points on
with the same data, aoto of human behavlour... Even if the R ;
 data are the seme, however, this does not mean that they

- must,be~conceptualizedkin the same vay. The sociologist
énﬁ.the osyohOIOgist have developed distinct frames of re-

ferencé. . The sociologist conceives of social systems, i.e.,-

t

29 '
' " AR, Radoliffe-Brown, [a Natural Seience of | -
Soclety, with a foreword by Fred Fggan, Glencoe, Ill.. The

Free Press, 1957, p._48.vo.
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‘he is concerhed with'relations betﬁeen acts of behévigur
v-éf'diversé individuals; whereas . the pquhologist conceives
of mental<systems, i.e., he is concerned with relations ‘be~
tween acts of behaviour of one and the same individu 139. |
vaans“Pritchard‘expreases a similer view when he says 1~

The psychologist and the social anthropologist may
observe the same acts of raw behaviour but they study
thenm at different levels of abstraction.....This
essential difference between gocial anthropology and
psychology is the pons asinorum in the learning of
social anthropology.  The two discipllnes cen only
be of value—and they can be of great value—to each
other if each pursues independently its own research
into its own problems and by its own methods3l,

‘ Hhi1e it is felajively-eésy_to define formaliy the
 respectivé fields of psychology'and soeialogy'(Of social
f“anthr0pology which is generslly equated with comparative

seciology), 1t is more difficult to ﬁettle some of the
detalled-boundaryvdisputes between them. Social psycho-
10gy, ésPeéially those branches of it dealing with the av-
. erage or modal personality of a particular group, or the
“collective mentél aﬁpects of the. iﬁaividuals in it, is
aometzmes claimed by both psychology and sociology.
Radcl:ffe—Brown relegates it to paychology gince its, focus_
of attention is the individual (ﬁhough aﬁm;tted1y~1n his
_to%al, inc1uding hisvsocialg envirohment),fand since 'what
it will lead to is a statement of natural lews which will

'apply to mentel systems and not to soclal systems'32

3GIbldo [ ] pi 45.

31E E. Fvans—Pritchard Social Anthropology, London:
‘Cohen end West 1951, pp. 45-46

3‘ qcietx, p. 50.



Many other writers, howevef, regard socigl psychology as 2
branch of sociology. Furthernmors, sociologists do not'
consigtentiy avoid uéihg the *individual' frame of iefer— '
ence, especially when they seek an understanding of sub-

Jective aspects of soc1al life, such as group norms.

The nain objection to the anthrOpologist's habit of
sllpping from one conceptual system to another is that it
is expedient rather that systematic. It leads to a false
identification of concepts for which the same term may be
uged in the two systems. 'Tension' is a goo& example.
'Tension', 'stress' or 'strain' are concepts implicit in
the idea of system--—any kind of system—-~, and we may con-
ceive of physical, physiological, mental, social and other
kinds of tension, according to the system we have in mind,
If we slip from g mental to a social frahe of reference,
gcarcely knowing we have done so, we equate mental with '
social tension, and regard the latter as conforming with
the same principles as the former. This seems ﬁo'have
occurred in those instances where the psychoanalytical
doctrine 6f the displacement of affect, developed in a
mental frame of reference, has been invoked to explain
phenoﬁena, such as ihter~group tension, that belong more

properly to the socigl frame of referenceSB.

One of the few systematic attempts to combine the
concepts of psychology, sociology and (American) anthrop-

ology into. a single frame of reference still keeps ‘person-

330f. the criticisms made by Jessie Bernard, 'The
‘Sociologicael Study of Tension' in The Nature of Conflict,
Paris: UNESCO for International Sociological Association,
1957, pp. 46-48, and Lewis A. Coser, [The Functions of]
Socigl Conflict, Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 1956,
PD. 51-52

21
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ality', 'social system' and 'culture' relatively distinct;
and, in any case, judging by.its meagre effect on empirical

research, it does not appear to have been very successfu134.

Since the field anthropologist tends to be a jack of
ell disciplines, his choice of a theoretical system for de-
velopment in the light of his field date probably depends
upon his personal interests, training and temperament, v
There seems to be no other explanation of why, for instance,
much 6f Malinoweki's conﬁribution to theory lay in psycho- .

35; and Radeliffe-Brown's, in sociology. My

physiology
preference for sociology cennot be attributed to my trazn—
ing—-which was in psychology. It sprang rether from my

concern at the ineffectiveness, more especially the lack of
objectivity, of the only techniques likely to be of usevin
the empirical checking of psychological hypotheses relating
to beliefs in sorcery and witcheraft, a disadvantage not

suffered in the same degrée by sociological hypotheses.

Before proceeding to amplify this point, we should
emphasize, at the risk of repetition, that every theoreticsl

apprcach to empiricsl phenomena is incomplete because it

54pg1cott Parsons and Edward A. Shils (eds. Y, Toward
a General Theory of Action, Cambridge, Mass,: Harvard Univ-
ersity Press, 1951.

351n voth its general aspects (see especially his
A Scientific Theory of Culture and Other Esgays, Chapel
Hill: 'The University of North Carolina Press, 1944, passim,
and Max Gluckman, Malinowski's Sociological Theories, The
Rhodes-Livingstone Papers, No, 16, Cape Town: Oxford Univ-
ergity Press for Rhodes—Livingstone Institute, 1949, Part
11) and his more specific theory of magic and sorcery (see
his Magic, Science gnd Religion, pp. 50ff.).

~
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~deals with only certain aspects of such phenomena; and, -
similarly, every approach is jusﬁifiéd.hecénse it.wiil
ultimately—in associstion with other approsches——

contribute to a full'understanding of them.

One of the esSential characteristics of ény séientu
ific (as opposed to supernatural or mystical) hypothesis
is 1ts testabllity36 | Even if it itself is nonninstantlal,
it must have derivatzfes or impllcatlons that can be em-
pirically cheeked As a final, more practical austific-_
vaxion for not attemptlng a psvchological analysis of veliefs
in sorcery and witchcraft let us turn to some of the
psychological hypotheses concerning-sucb beliefs, end con-
gider whether they'are tesﬁable, whether,;thax-is, teéh~
hiqués exist for checking them or their logical derivat:ons_

against empirical evidence.

"As vwe have pcintea out, psychologicel hypotheses -
regarding veliefs in. sorceryvand wifﬁhcreft have been put
forward not only by psychologists, but elso by social
anthr0pologists; and the latter often sandwlch them in-
'discriminately between sociclogical hypotheses. | Por this
reason ve need to bve clear about what we mean by psycho—
}1ogical hypotheses. We shall adopt the following criter~
ion, whieh, incidentally, serves to recapituiaxé our de~
.iihéétioh of“the'fields_of psychology and sociology.

SOme readers may justifiébly look upon.it,asian arbitrary‘

one, We shall’regard anjfhypethesis a8 psychological if

L
¥

6See for instance, Wisdom, Inference in Natural

§cience, Chap. 4.
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it uses the individual peréonality as its frame of reference,.
if,fthat'is, it'aeeks to éxplain'aats of behaviour,‘whether
-évert or Eévertg iﬁ terms of the systems of apperceptions,
reactions, motives and conflicte of human beings considered
one at a time.: 1% should be added that ta ~say that the
human.being thus conceived of is typical of the society
concerned or that he ia.shaped by hig social environment
ia not to convert a.psychologlcal hypothesis into a socio-
1ogical one; for this step does not change the frame of
reference from that of psychology, in which acts of behav-
dour are stu&ied in relation to one another at the level of
| the personality,bto thax.of sociology, in which phey are
studied'ih ref@fence to a system of gocial rdles whose 
interrelatiohé}afe determined in part by their intrinsic
propeftiés'(‘.g. whether they are complementary‘or not) or
those of the situations in which they are played, and in
part by thelr integraxion in terms of velues held in common

by “the actorss7.

?éycholagical hypotheges advanced to exﬁlain Beliefs
in soréery'and*witchcraft can usually be recognized as de-
rivatiVés of Freud's general thebry rega&ding the displace~
ment of affect, especially in the form developed by neo-

. Freudiaﬁs suéh as‘Dollarq, Horney and others3sc Acéord;gg_

to this view, social conditions, more particularly those .

37This condensed definition of the sociological frame
of reference implies in its last part the use of the indiv-
idual, what we have termed the psycheclogicel, one; for,
short of conceiving of a group mind, we cannot characterize
- common values except as the summation of certain individual
ones. There will be a fuller discussion of the socio-
logical frame of reference in the next section of thls
chapter.'

383ee above, Pe 9y Foetnote 13.
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affecting early ohild-rearing,‘frustiaﬁe the individual end -
arouse in him aggressive feelings which,for reasons oflclosé
physicai and emotional dependence on the‘potential ob jects
of his aggression, he cannot express and has to repress.
According t0 2 fundamental Freudian principle, such re- |
pressed aggression»must find en outlet..> 1t is either dlB;

placed én to‘somevgbject other than'the'one arousing it, or

,converted into neurétic anxiety, which may be !free-float-
B ing' or maylbe,éiperienced_as fear,of.cértain persons or
oﬁjects'whcse intrinsic prépefties do not jusfify suéh |
fear. ' Another way of expreasing the second of the alter-
natlves just given is o0 say that the. repressed aggregsion
is projected in such a wey that the agareesor becomes the
believed victim of hostzle agencaes with whlch his imagin—v

ation peoples the world.

The doctrine of the diéﬁlacement of affect, espec-
ially in the form of the frustration;aggrésaién-ankiety |
hypothesia, has‘been‘invpked‘fdr a veriety of purposes.
Sumner's making-no refergnee‘to Freud Suggeets that he
formulated his contrast belween the we-group and the o
| othera—group {better known by hie alternatlve terms, in-
group and out-group) independently. Sumner asserted that

The relationship of comradeship and pesce in the

- we=group and that of hostility and war to the others-
group are correlative to each other. The exigencies
of war with outsiders are what maske peace inside39.

A convergence of Ereud and Sumner is evident in the

neo—psychoanalyste."'Fof ihstanqe, Ddllerd,lin his snelysis

39W111iam Grgham Sumner, Folkwgys, Boston- Ginn and
Company,. 1906, P 1?.



- of race prejudice in the Amefican South, maintains, firstly,
that ?the réasoﬁless aggreasion-manifestad in race pre- - |
judicéi40 may be attributed to frustration-resulting.from
'cultural restrlctions in childhood and the limitaxzons of
daily life in aﬁulthood'41, i.e., to a generallzed or
“free—floatlnp sggresgion which is derived from reactions
'to frustratxon ‘and auppress1on within the "we- group"'42
secondly, that 2 permisaive social pattern must 1ift the
taboos on hosti]ity if this is to be expreSsed as race pre-(
judices; ~and, thxrdly, that the object of aggression must

: be’ uniformly ident1fiable43
, This is‘an-instance_of,how modern,psychology usesﬁ
the’frustratidnuagpreqsionﬁanxiety hypothesis in attrib-

,utxng inter-group tensione to unconsczous procesmes that

< hide a prejudiced person 5 realrmotlves from him, Magio

it explains in a gimilar manner. For instance, Willoughby
"stérfs his analysié by citing bvsiankina'a study, in which .
experimentslly staged intétru@tioms of assignédriabor?toryA
tasks brbduced sjmbqlicggésfures which may bé regarded as
‘t@e.‘substitUte activity! forming;the‘ram material from
_which magicalxrites and spells are developed. Then,'éfter
reviewing ﬁuria?s:experiments and Freud's épeculations on
the.nafﬂre_bf aniiety, he‘cites aﬁ,éxtegsive~literaturefin

. 40 5onn Dollard, Caste and Class in a Southern Town,
New Hzven: Yale Unlversity Press for the Inatxtute of Human
Relations, 1937, p. 442. , v o
A1pia,, p. 443
' 421bid_-.av Ra 444-
- e, cit.



"supportvof his general conclﬁsien that magic i8 a means of

'revalving anxxety44

This is remlniscent of what is probably the best
known theory of megic in anthropological 1iterature, ﬂal1n—-
‘ owski s.. The dszerence between Uilloughby g and Malin-
' owski'svtheoriQS'is gimply that the latter adds deta;l in
two &ireetions{- Firsfly,'if'identifieé the gﬁxiety're—;
solved=in‘magiq‘as that due to.frustrationispringing from
fhe'inadéquacy of teéﬁnélégy. : Secondly, it gives due
N emphasis to the 1mportance of the institutionalizatlon of
osymbolic 'substitute activity' through the ‘current mvth—
ology" thax springs up around the successes of outstanding

'mag:cians4S

Since both Willoughby and Malinowski make no dis—

» tipctidnﬁbe%ween'sorcery ana_Witchcraft,‘regarding'ﬁoth as

44Willoughby, ‘Magié‘; assim

: 45ﬂ§gig, Science and Religion, pp. 59—60 and’ 63.
This theory hae been criticized by Radeliffe~Brown

~ {A.R. Radeliffe~Brown, Structure end Function [in Prim-

itive Society], London: Cohen and West, 1952, pp. 140%f.)

"-who contends th9t anxiety, far from being the source of

ritual, is rather its product, in that ritusl intensifies
- people's anxieties and thus mouldg their sentiments to-

. wards the important values of their society. George.

Caspar Homans (The Human Group, pp. 321-30, and 'Anxiety
and Ritual', Americaen Anthropologist, 43, 1941, 164~72)

- has reconciled the two theories by showing——in accordance
 with the principle that relationships between variables

- in social science are more often circular than cause-
effect (The Human Group, p. 98)~—that 'both are incomplete
_beeansv both are complemcntary (Ibld., P 330)

%
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the application of magic‘to_aﬁti-social ends46,”we have
ieache&, by}impiicaticn, whava shall call the pSychblog-
ical theorj of beliefs‘in,soicery aﬁd witcheraft,

Let us turn t0 more expl1cit formulations ef it.
"In the following passage, J.D. Krige appears %o be invoking .
the doctr;na of the displacement of affect-in the specific
 _foronf the frustration—aggression-anxiety hypothesige—
when he seeks to explaln +the psycho-dynamzos of beliefs in
sorcery and witchcraft g }'3 n
- Witcheraft and sorcery provide avenueé.of vicarious
achievement to those, who, because of their aggressive
temperaments or disharmonious conditioning, find it im-
- possible or extremely irksome to conform to the pattern
of co-oPerativeness snd reciprocity47
'Thas passage. is ambiguous, Either it sttributes thé act-
ivitiés'of the witeh of sofqerer (in s0 far as they oecur)“
| .%o his exﬁfessiﬂg'on a“myéfica1plane the aggres@idn thét
hevcanﬁot4expfess.in'everyday 1ife; or it egplains_beliefs
in:spécific attacks by ﬁitches an& éorcerers by'their giving
expression to the bellever s frustrated aggression. In

either case, the explanation, in that it uses *he 'indiv- ‘

jdual' frame of':eference, is psychological, and is very;

. 46 Malinoweki useg 'witchcrafi' performed by a 'sor-
cerer' as his main illustration of his theory of magic
(Magic, Seience and Religion, p. 52). Willoughby is not
explicit on the relationship between magic and sorcery
apart from regarding them both as 'anxiety~contréls!
('Magic', pp. 489ff.). 1DLike Mal inowski, he makes no
fundamental distinction between sorcery and witcheraft;

he gays := 'Witcheraft is essentielly sorcery practised by
females, usually old' (lbid., p. 495). Evans-Pritchard,
whogse distinction (Witchcraft among the Azande, p. 21) we
have sdopted, would presumgbly regard sorcery, but not
witchecraft, as magic applied to illegitimate ends.

#Tvime Social Punction of Witchcraft', p. 20.
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similar to Klﬁckhohn's~equally ambiguous statement that
witch-beliefs prévide 'a gocially recognized channel for
the ekpressing {in varying degrees of obliquity) of the
'culturélly diaallowe&48.

Perhaps the most comprehensive application. of the
frustration-ageression-anxiety hypothesis specifically to
the interpretation of witch-beliefs is to be found in the

folloving passege from Kluckhohn's Navgho Witcheraft :-

«v.s.Witcheraft is a major Navaho instrument
for dealing with aggression and anxiety. It per-
mits some anxiety and some malicious destructiveness
to be expressed directly with a minimum of punish-
ment t0 the sggressor. S5till more anxiety and ag-
gression is displaced through the witcheraft pattern
asgenblage into channels where, at least, there are
available patterns for adjusting the individusls to
new problems created. Individual edjustment merges
with' group adaptationd9d.
| When we apply the criterion of testability (see
above, p. 23), we find that this type of explanation of
beliefs in sorcery and witcheraft, however plausible it
mey be, cannot be regarded as a scientific hypothesis.
As yet we heve no messures of frustration, of aggression,
vhether expressed or repressed, or of anxiety--that could
_ be uged for establishing a relationship between these
largely subjective conditions and their slleviation by
the standardized delusions of a system of beliefs. It
should not be forgotten that, outside the field of in-
telligénce, aptitude and attitude measurement, psycho-
logists have developed very few tests that meet accepted

. ¢eriteria of validity and objectivify, and that personal-

48K1uckhohn, Navaho Witcheraft, p. 49.
491bia., p. 62.



ity tests are eSpécially deficient. Thus, while the ap-
plication of the Themaﬁic Apperception and Rorschach tests
i to the problem of dlfferentiating societies by their 'basic

'50 is s rich

| personality structure or 'modal personallty
| source of new hypotheses, no interpretative technique has
yet been devised which is objective in the gense of yieldm:
- ing identiéai results (of any ﬁoment) if uSed'by.two indeé
' pén&ent inVestigétors.  Those wh6 use prajective:tésts

~ seem to'féce,the diiemma of either combining objécﬁivity
;with'meahihgleés eﬁperficiality; as in meﬁhodS'invdiﬁing
~;word-counts, or of abandon:ng obgectivity in order to

‘achieve meanlngful depth. - The interpretatlon of prosect-v
ive'tests ¢alls for s high 6egree of subjective intuition

_'»Whlch can usually be deveIOped only by prolonged exper-

ience in personality studyi_ That thls experlence in its
. mahy,formS'has‘a differentiating rather than a standardizﬁ

 ing effect is shown hy'the emergence of'a‘great variety of

'_interpretativévsystemsle Evén;W@E;:Henry; who. has ap-

| pne& himgelf p'af“biéulariy to the use of the Thematic Ap-
perception Test in determining the ‘general psychologlcal -
characteristics' of different peoples, has to admit -~

The slngle most outstanding limitation of a study’
of this sort is the unfortunate fact that the method
.. of anglysis for individual and for group use is so
extremely difficult to document and delinegte for
other investigators.....The Thematic Apperception
Technique is not a personality test in the 0ld sense
~of the term where eertain regponses have meanings of

' 5Oﬁee, for instance, Abram Kardiner et al., The
Psxchological Prontiers of Society, New York: Columbie
Univerqity Press, 1945, pp. 24ff. and 240ff. .

51

A few of these are reviewed by F. antt, 'The
- Scoring =nd Analysis of the Thematic Apperception Test’,
Journal of Psychologg, 24, 1947, 319—30. _
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their own a591gned to them by the experimenter......
It is rather a method for securing a sample of the
inper self of the individual, sanelysis of which must
- be made by a person trained in the psychodynamics of
. behaviocur asnd aware of the manifestations and dis—
 guises of the inner self32,

A further obstacle tq the testing of the frustration—
aggression-anxiety hypothesis is the fact that an 1mportant
: category of. extraneous variables cannot be eontrolled. As-
'we have seen, the hypotheqis recognlzes many possible ways

of resclving anxietymeneuroszs, group hpsﬁility, race pre-

- judice and s0 on. It would therefore be impossible to

: test the relationsth“bét%een anxiety and preoccnpation with
‘fantasies about sorcery and witehcraft.(aasuming for~thej
moment that both could be méaauréd), unless the amount of

anxiety resblved'byvother means could also be determined.

Bearing 1anind these two difficulties "that of
- measuring anx1ety and hostility and that of knowing the
-extent to Whlch anxiety_is reselved by alternaxive.means,
we may‘concludé thét,‘élth@ﬁgh-Kluckhohn?s-intéresting CONe-
'jectures reg&rding.fhé,psycho—dynémiés of Navahorﬁitghp
.beliefa’may‘repreﬁent‘é'fruitful camﬁination of study and
1nsmght they constitute an undemonstrated - and probably
undemonstrable, hypothesis. For Want of measures of per—
sonallty veriables, Kluckhohn does not, and probebly can-
| not, establish that the NaVaho 1n fact have the peculiar
kinﬁ and quantlty of aggressiOn and anxiety that he claims
is being releaspd or displaced through their system of

_ witch—belzefs. In more general terms, we mgy-suggest

SZWilliam B. Henry, *The Thematic Apperception Tech-
nique in the Study of Culture-Personslity Relations',
Genetic Psychology Monogra ho’ 35, 1947, 3-135 at p. 127.




?thax the link'beiween.a.persqn's aggression.or anxiety,
whether,it be ﬁetermined’by'childhdod_eiperiencés or later
.sitﬁatiohal circumstanceé} and his fear of the sorcery or
'witéhcraft of,.éay,'his mother's sisterfé $dn must remain,
for the present at lgast, aimatter of'speéulation.rathEr'

than of scientific demonstration.

Thé“Sociolé

ical Approach Sought gg&,Defined_

..Like other empiricai phenomena, béhaviour~episodes'
4relaxed to beliefs 1n-sorcéry aﬁa witcheraft hayé various ;
agpects ea@h of which is-pf interest to a parficﬁlar
seightific disecipline. - As we have seen, the importance

of‘suchvbeliefs'ﬁor psychology is that they provide. ex-
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pression for the tensions that arise from ineffective soc-

-ﬂialization. Let us touch briefly on their possible inter-
est tovethnoldgy anﬁ economics‘before-éeéking aﬂdﬁdefining

theirAreleVEnce'to seéiologyg;

To‘thé ethnologist; beliéfs‘in sdrcery'and witche

craft are part of the generalvcurreﬁcy of cuitural ﬁiffus—

ion, vhose distribution, where the péychic unity of man is

o bé excluded, has taibe aééaunted for in.terms of some
hypothesis of history or eonjéctural.history., They seen
to be of particular ethnological interest because, as Mayer

puts it,

 Oneof the fascinafions of these mystical embellish-

ments is the recurrence of identical details in’
astonishingly different surroundings. Shakespeare
writing in 17th century England sbout medigeval
Scottish witches makeg them recite a list of creatures
that would be just as appropriate to witches in prim-
itive Africa. Or again 3 the Pueblo Indians in
Mexico gay that witches go round at night carrying
~lights that alternately flare up and die down; exactly
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the same thing was said to me in Western Kenya by the'
‘Bantu tribe [Gusii] among whom I warked53 |

Glements, whose material, however, is obviously in-
complete, has noted a wmdespread distributlon of certain
details relating to beliefs in sorcery and w1tehcraft54
ianﬂ, partly on the basis of his findings,,Kluckhohn_has
 remarked - | " o

.« The. slmostiuniversal distr1butidh of certain ele-
‘ments gives probability to Clements' intimation thet
& complex of certain witchcraft beliefs was part of
& generalized Palaeolithic culture which, in some

senge, forms the ultimate basis of all known cultures.
intrusive object witcheraft is femiliar from every
continent, end one finds the concept of the sacrifice
of & near relative ag far from Europe and America as,
~ for example, in New Zealand and the Marguesas. Upon
such general foundations the peoples of various regions
' have, of course, Geveloped their own peculiar elabor-
aﬁion555 | | |
| Criticisms that have been made of ethnology in gen-
\erai apply to its treatment of beliefs in sofcery'andv
witchoraft in particular. = Without even raising the alt-
_ernaxive'theory.of the pSybhic unity of man, we may point
out that phé absence‘forfprehistqric or'contemp¢rary ndn—
literate socicties of written records mekes it impossible
. $0 subject-many’of its'hypotheses o adequatevtests' and"
a8 subsiitute criterion, such as thaﬁ of the internal COn=
. sistency of the ev1dence is seldom acceptable.‘ Ethnolog-
ical interpretatzons of the distribution of tralts, in-

cluding thoge relatang t0 beliefs in sorcery and witch-

54porrest E. Clements, 'Primitive Concepts of Dis-
ease' ‘University of California Publications in American
Archaﬂologv and Fﬁﬁnologg, 32, 1932, 185—252, at pp. 202

240 et Qassim.,
' 5SNav:aho Watchcraft, pP. 42.




craft} are more cOnvimcing when applied to comparatively re-
cent diffusion in restricted areas that have been 1ntensively
studiedsﬁ than to mlgramzon and diffusion at a remote perxod R

and covering wide area357

vihe relationship between economic factors and beliefs .
in sorbery’and‘witChcraft is sometimes'noted- and it might
be argued that an eeonomics af them could be developed.

For instance, Gluckman records the fact that the Lozi,'beﬁ'

. fore the advent of Europeans, practically never levelled

accusations of sorcery outside the homestead group; and he -

-}attrlbutes this to the (1arge1y economic) conditions of land

.tenure on the mound occupied by the group 8. Elsewhere he

asserts-that'witehubéliefs are usually found in a society

having a»co-opérative subgistence economyBg} ~ Some writers

e

56As, for instance, D C. Parcons's study, *Witcheraft
emong the Pueblos : Indian or Spanish?', Man, 27, 1927, |
106-112 and 125-28, which, while thorough, leaves doubt

about her conclusions regarding the Buropean or the Amers~
ican-Indian origin of some of the traits she examines.
Another example, on a less intensive scale, and historical
rather than ethnological, is to be found in C. L'E. Bwen's

- attributing changes in English witch-~beliefs to the»general
spread to England of Continental ideas (Witcheoraft and Demon-

~ isnism, London: Heath Cranton Ltd., 1933, pp. 44-50),

“Rhodes«leingptone Institute, 1941, p. 29,

57Aa, for instance, Clements's survey, referred “to in
Footnote 54, p. 33.

38 Max aluckman,.‘Eeonom of the { Central Barotse
» Plain, The Rhodes~Livingstone Papers, No. 7, Livingstane.

, 59Max Gluckman, . ' [The LOFlc of] African Science and
¥itcheraft', Human Problemg in British Central Africa.
1 1944’ 61-7]-, at po 70: ‘




‘ | | 35
have suggested that those who are economically successful may
be accused of sorée}jﬁog or may believe_themselves to be its
vietinsot, E | .

Most of these statements of economic reference can
be assimilated to the sociological theory of beliefs in
sorcery and w1tchcraft. As we shall see later, the idea
that s person w111 hold back from economic progress because
he is afraid either of belng aCcused of sorcery or witchcraft
- or of being a victinm of it, is as relevant to sociology as’ |

it is to économics.

_“By a process of elimination ﬁe haﬁe errived =t the
sociological approach the one. 10 be made in this study.
'~The time has comé to make @xplicit our 1nterpretation of
soczoloalcal releVance, so that wve may proceed t0 the
sccielagieal theorzes relating to- sorcery and witchcraft
‘tovbe found in the literature. '

Pollowing RadciiffeaBrown.iﬁ our,distinction-befween
sgciology and psychology, wevtehfativgly defined the field
of sociology as the relations betwéen the ects df behaviour
of divcrse individuals (see. above, pp. 19«2C). Such re-
flations have two outstanding determinants. Pirstly,vthe‘.
;persons involved in tham play rdles that are arranged in
vhierarchical systens or structures. ‘Secondly, the parti-

cipants‘ln any sociazl system are thnréughly treined in,

6QFor 1nstance, Monica Hunter (now Wllaon), Reaction

.. to_Conguest, London: Oxford University Press for Inter~

nau10$a1 Institute of African Languages and cultures, 1936,
p. 31 ,

61Fax Gluckman, 'African SCience.and Witchcraft’,

,p.335._



and ultimét@ly'(with but few exéepfioné) subscribe to,
~ certain grlnciples or norms which relate to social conduct
in general or which define in particular the rdle each |
playa ap the incumbent of a stitnon or status in the sy 5=

tem. Sociology thus has two aspects,‘the structural and
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the nOrmaxivé;-"Thé fbrmer,nas_to'dé with the complement~

ﬁ_ary,.reciprocal and hierarchical interrelations of social
> ¥616562; ané'ﬁhe latter, with the development and §n-
tegration of norma of various kinds, together with the

| vays in which they are sanctionod by society.

_ 'If_We‘examine’the literature on SOrcéry and witch-
craft, we find feferendeﬁ to bqth these aspects of SOCiO;.
logy. As to the first aspéé%, some writers imply that

their informants believe that sorcerers or witches typic- -

ally attack those with vhon they are in & state of térision.

‘ As to the secon& many writers imply, and a few state ex~

-plic1t1y, that the function of beliefs in sorcery and

witcheraft is to reinforce s@clal norms' and a few of them

hagve appl:ed this principle in the speCIflc setting of

rapid social change.

62There is a a1st1nction between an individual's

. personglity snd his socisl r8le. The latter, which is

one of the anzlytical elementg of a sociasl system, com-
prises the socisl {(i.e., group~datermined or group-
related) components of an individual's personality sbe
stracted because of their relevance to the understanding
of the system. For it, Radcliffe~-Brown uses the term
'social peraonality (Structure and Function, p. 193).

The term 'status’ has a wider currency {e«g. Rolph Lintoﬁ,’

Thewgtud,,cf Men, New York: D. Appleton-Century Company,
1936, Chap. 8, and Kingsley Davis, Human Society, New
York~ The nacmlllan Company, 1948, Chap. 45 though in
recent years its dynamic counterpart, 'role' gaems to be
displacing it (cf. Ronald PFreedman et ol., |Principles of
, New York: Henry Holt, revised ed., 1996,
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I have been unable to find in the literature any |
explicit formulation of the hypothesis that the believed
éctiﬁns of-SOrcefers or witches and the real actions of
accusers are 1o be taken as symptoms of structural -
tension63. FOftes makes the foilowing statement, but
with reference to culture in genersl and notléo the spec-

ific reslm of sorcery andfwitchéraft

i

As I an analysxng Tale socisl structure.....l treat
Tale culture primarily as the content of socisl relations
‘and not in its own right, I discuss customs, beliefs,
conventional usages, rcligzgus values and . so forth as
indices of sccial: relatxons .

J«Ds Krige comes perha@s nearest t0 an explicit statement
of specific reference to beliefs in sorcery and witcheralt,
He claims that witcheraft and sorcery

occuf only where you find gstresses and straing in

life, where, in other words, there are tensions,

actual or potential, between people 65,
The fallowing citations from other writers imply a good deal
of the hypothesis we are considering, but are by no means
4eiplicit‘ ; Nafel beliefes thet witcheraft-beliefs are

causally as well as conspicuously related to sgecifac
anxieties and stresses erising in social 1ife®

63The most. explicit unpublished formulation I have
" encountered is that of Professor J. Clyde Mitchell, who
gome years ago sarouged my interest in the socioclogy of
beliefs in gsorcery and witcheraft.

64Meyer Fortes, The Dynamics of Clanshig [gg ong the
Tallensi], London: Oxford University Fress for international
African Institute, 1945, p- ix (italics added).

65'The Soecial Function of Witchcrafﬁ', P 17,

_— 668.?. Nadel, 'Witchcraft in Four African Societies
[: an Essay in Comparison]', American Anthropologist, 54,
1952, 18-29, at p. 28. ,




'Kuper writes of the Swazi :-

Witcheraft and sorcery.....are usually select1ve and'

‘take toll of people between whom bonds alreaﬁy exist67,
E. Je and J.D, Krige state i= ' '
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The Lowedu malntsin that witches ingure mainly those

with whom they are in close contact~that is, relatives

~ and neig bours——and that it is dlfficult to bewitch a
- stranger .

Wilson (née Hunter) cnnsidérs thaxvaccﬁsaﬁions of Witdh—
‘eraft and.sorcery in Bantu society are the expreséions of

gealousies and jars and hatreds between persons in
close contact with one anothert9,

'_“Her Pondo material indicates that accusations ;  g

are almest invariably againsﬁ some vwoman of the umzi
[homestead ] who is a wife, not o daughter, of that
umziis....or ag%inst a former lover or rival in love
or a neighbour ‘

She and her collaboraxors Ain the Keiskammahoek Rural Survey

write ~-_ '
'Intréefamily conflict ‘and tensions between neigh-
- bours, whether open or regressed, often appear in
aceusaticns of wztchcraft

of the Nyakyusa Wilson states $=-

The cat@gories of people suspected of practising
witcheraft are, first end foremost, village neigh-
bourg—more than s third of the cases of witchcraft
we collected were of this type——second, fellow work-
ers in a mining camp, and, third, wives. Only very
rarely is en sccusation of witcheraft lodged againgt
a kinsman72 . S

,,,,,

67Hilda Kuper, An _African Aristocract, London: Oxford

Universgity Press for Internatlonal Afrlcan Instltute, 1947,
p. 175.

68Rainnggeen, p.'263.

| 69Reaction to Congues s Do 507.
T0p0c. cit, :
7180cial Structure, p. 170.

_ 721 Witch Beliefs', .P-_ 309. See &150 GOOﬂJVCOBl any.,
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She attributes this incidence of accusations to the fact that
the Nyskyusa live, not among kinsmen, but in age villages73.
Schapera, in reference to the Tswana, writes :-

In the vast majority of instances for which I have
adequate data (ninety cases in a samplecof 105), the
sorcerer and his viclims were usuelly very closely re-
lated. The most common types of relationships were
those of husband and wife, parent and child, brother
and brother; less common, but also fairly frequent,
the parties involved were parent-in-law and child's
gpouse, master and servant, or doctor and client.

It is extremely rare for people to be accused of be-
vitching either strangers or persons l%ving away from
their own part of the tribal territory/,

Evans-Pritchard, in reference to the Azande, sajs e

It has been noted that witches only injure people in
‘the vicinity, and that the closer they are to their
victims the more serious are their attacks. We may sug-
gest that the reason for this belief is that people
living at a distance from one another have insufficient
. gocial contacts to produce mutual hatred, whereas there
is ample opportunity for friction among those whos$
homesteads and cultivations are in close proximity 3.

0f 211 these citations, only those of Wilsdnfs writings

make it clear that gccusatibns of witcheraft and sorcery

rather than pé0p1e's beliefs in instances of them are to be

regarded as indices of social relations. All the authors
quoted, however,'seem to égree that their'informants fegard
witchcraft and/or sorcery as operating between persons be-

tween whom close—and usually tense-—social relationships

already cxist. Kluckhohn is the only'writer I have come

73! ) ] ' i

Witch Beliefs', p. 310.
74'Sorcery and Vitchcraft', p. 49.
7SWitchcraft among the Azande, pp. 105-106.
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across vwho reports a tendenéy for distant and totally unre-

lated witches to be blamed for people’s misfdrtunes765

'After writing Navsho Witcheraft, however, he found that

‘more recent data did not entirely confirm his earlier con-
clusions in‘thiq respect, and that goséi? about locsl -
witches was commoner than his firs% impressions 106 him

tc belleve77

Nadel in his review of Malinowski's contrlbution
to the study of mapic and religion, considers that nalin—
owski failed to sppreciate

the fact that the belief in ‘black megic poses socio-
logical and ethical questions as much as psychological
ones. For if a society acknowledges the presence of
occult destructive powers in its midst, that is of
agencies threatening its very norms and stability yet
~ availsble to its members, this must indicate that the
- gtructure of society itself invites or even reguires
the presence of these agencies. Sociologically, this
is a problem of social cleavages and perheps balances,
setting norm against anti-norm..... /7%,
In this paSsage we . have .a statement——if a rather obscure
one-of the social functions of beliefs in gorcery and -
witcheraft.  Nadel has nat, however, sbstracted struct-
ural_and normative functions for separate treatment, as

" we propose to do in this study.

-We mpy conveniently sum up the allusions in the

literature to the structural hypothegis in Mayer's words,

75Navaho Witchcraft, ps 55.

77This information was contained in a commentary
that the late Professor Kluckhobhn was kind enough to send
‘me on my paper, '[The Social Context of] Cewa Witch Beliefs',
Afrlca, 22, 1952, 120-35 and 215-33.,

78 | B
| 'S.P. Nadel, ‘Malinoweki on Magic [and Rellgion]'
in Man and Culture, ed, by Raymond Firth, London: Kegan




mwo'genérallrulés geem to enmerge from the liter-
~ature. The first is that witches and their accusers
are nearly always people close together, belonging to
one neighbourhood community or even to one household
sesssThe gocond rule is that a witcheraft sccusation
nearly always grows out of gome personal antipathy or
hostile emot10n79 - _
when ve turn to the hypothesis thax beliefs in s50T-
cery and witchcraft have a nOrmative function, 1. e., serve
to relnforce social norms by dramatizing thcm, we flnd
that 1t is put forward more often than the structursl
hypothesis; but that, once again, writers are not always
explicit about it, and leeve it as one of their unstated
,aSEumpt;ons rather than put it forward as = clear prin-
ciple. The aspect of this hypothesis asbout which writers
are-explicit is that beliefs in sorcery and witchereft |
'_'provide éanctionshfdr moral conduct-~through the‘fear |
- either of being accused’dr of being attacked. Referrihgf
to the former, Wilgon writes $~ | |
The danger of being smelt out' for witcheraft and
gorcery is s sanction for social behaviour. ‘Any who
mgke themgelves unpopular are liable to be 'smelt out'.
The woman who is lazy and bad tempered will soon be :
accused of witcheraft by her co-wives. A man who is

. stingy and querrelsome is accused by neighbours. Any
+  who diverge wiéely frcm the social norm are in dangerBO,

Kluckhohn dzvxdes the functions of witch~beliefs
fg; the ¥avaho group as a whole (as opposed to the Navaho
individual to whom he devotes more attention) into ‘mani- .
fest' and "latent'. Manifest functions iﬁélude that of

affirming group éoiidarity (2) by dramaticslly defining

Tyitches; pp. 11-12.

BQHunter, Eeactionﬂto Conguest, p. 317.
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vhat is béd, i,e. all secret ané‘malevolent activifies '
directed against'the heal th, pfoperty'and 1ives of fellow
tribesmen, and (b) by attributing to witches ell the stig-
mate of evil : incest, nakedness, end other kinds of for-
bidden knowlgdgc anﬁ scts, Latent funétions incluae*:a
(a) preventing thé‘undua accunulation of wealth and
tempering too rapid a rise in sociel mobility; and (v)
acting as s brake on the influence an& power of ceremonial

8l He adds that 'Witcheraft is an effect-

practitioners
ive teehnique of social control'; . the belief that old
@BOPle'afe witches enforces socisl co—opefaxion,,énd ‘even
the fear of géiﬁg about'at night haé its sécial value' in"
that, for instance, it reduces opportunities forféxtra~;4
marital sex relationsag. | |
A simple tally bf the cases presented'by'Sterkey

in her readable'and plausible reconstruction of the Salem
_witdh scare in New Engl and in}1692 shows fhat the thirty
‘ accuseé witches had an aggregate ofvthirtyunine traits,:

"~ which, givén the moral cnlimate in which they were fbﬁna,
'>'were in conflict with social norms. These included

(in descénding order of frequency of mentibn) being scept-
ical gbout the scare, having the reputation of belng a
witeh, being bad—tempered and using threats; being glov=
enly, exotic, voluptuous or rellgiously unorthodox. In

general, the persons accused aither did not come up to the

high moral standards of a theocratlc socliety or were strong .

.

| Blﬂavaho”WitChcfaft’ p. 63.
. BaIbidci ‘P; 64. |
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characters of independent outlook who would not submit to

83

its narrow confines ~.

Nadel says of the Fupe and Vesakin :-

The imputation of witchcraft serves to uphold the
degired, if utopian, state of society by identifying
the witch wiih the transwressor84,

That the fear, not of being accused of sorcery, but

of being attacked by sorcerers may be a sanction for morsal
conduct is illustrated for lMelanesia by both Malinowski and

&5

Fortune -, and, more recently, for a North American Indian

tribe by ¥hitingS®. Whiting asserts :-

Retaliation is the essential mechanism for main-
taining law and order and takes the form of direct
physical violence or sorcery. Yhen a person wrongs
.another he fears not only assault but sickness87,

Prompted by this finding, she pleaces fifty societies in o
two-by-two table, based on the Yale Cross-Cultural Index -
(now the Human Relstions Area Files), in asccordance with
whetrer (a) sorcery is sn important or unimportant insti-
tution and (b) whether institutions of superordinate justice
are pregent or not. She deaonstrates an associstion between

the importance of sorcery as a mechanism of social control

and the absence of superordinate justice, the tetrachoric

83he Devil in Massachusetts, passim. For some of
Starkey's sources, see Oeorge Lincoln Burr (ed.), Rarratives
of the Witchcraft Cases, 1648-1706, New York: C. Scribner's
Sons, 1014.

841 yitcheraft in Four Africen Societies', p. 28.

85Even allowing for their wider definition of sorcery.
See Valinowski, Criwe and Custom, pp. 86 and 93-94, and
Fortune, Jorcerers of Dobu, pp. 175ff.

86
87

Pajute Sorcery.

Ibid., p. 84.
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correlation coefficient, R, being 0.85 {(with the numbers
involved it would be reliable at 0.57)88.

In the last few pages we have detected two variants
of the normative hypothesis relating to beliefs in sorcery
and witcheraft. According to the first, such beliefs but-
tress social norms by providing—in the person of the sor-
cerer or witch-—a symbol of gll that is defined as anti-
gocial and evil, and thus a rallying point for the forces
of morality and good. Accérding to the gecond, they per-
form the game function by relating the misfortunes of the
victim tc his own, or to his close associates', misconduct.
Looked at either way, beliefs in sorcery snd witcheraft are
thus of'great noral import. It is not surprising that
they are often taken up into a society's general cosmology,
and that they play a prominent part when an established
system of values is threatened by the intrusion of a com=-

peting one.

In regard to their cosmological importance, J.D. Krige
.has gone go far as to suggest that
A system of witcheraft can obtain.....only vhere s
noral universe is postulated, as well as an eternal
struggle between good and evil, and the source of some
at least of the evil in the world is considered tg be
due to the machingtions of malicious individualeB89,
Witch-beliefs have certeinly played an importent part
in the cosmology of Western socciety. Witch-hunts, whether

honegtly dressed in seventeenth-century costume or deceptively

BBIbid., p. 85.

89J D. Krige, unpublished lecture notes, quoted by
kind permission of Professor E.J. Krige.



Gisguised in mo&ern ﬁcGarthyigm; héve been asadciataéﬂwith
clééracut religidua'cr p61itica1 issues, in which groups
Bave soughf 10 purge themselves of’ﬁhose:ﬁhoae~1oya1ty tol

',a narrowly éefina&_CEuge'has been<suﬁpécﬁ, _Hurray‘has

argued that the witchﬂé‘of Weétorniﬂmrapegwere.thé linger-

ing éﬁhéfcnts of‘ﬁhe indigenaﬁs-religicﬂ.ﬁhcse'hcrnéd god

Christians idontitied vith the Davilgg ‘fhis fdentification

aerved %o stigmamlze his Iollowers Py witches worshipping the

”1?rineiple cf Bvil, ‘though in reality they were marely fol-

1owing the cult of o *@n~christian Deitv’gl

Whether oné'ﬁgcéptg Murray's intef%sting'hypdfhesis
_or_not}'it.séems reasonable to believe that the éxistencé '

of witchébeliefs; both in the earlier‘phases_of Christianity

~ and later, at the time of the Reformation, served to re-

"infbrce Christian norms.  As Hole puts it, 'the sins of the o
’_heietics wefé visited on the witches'ga. Both‘earlj‘christf
ians'and the 1eaﬂers.cf’thé Réformation—;whether in 014 or
‘_,1New Engian& or at Geneva——were able, by calling heretlcs

o ‘witches, to rally %o their side a pre—Chrisﬁian norsl indig~

nationg3 : Thus thehpeculiar associat1on in Eu:ape of

. 90Margaret A. Murray, The God of the Witches, London:
Sampson, Low, Marston and Co., Lbd., L19321, pe 1. This
book recapitulates the hypothesis put forward in The Witch-
Cult in Western Europe, Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 1921,
and in 'Witchcraft® in the Fourteenth ‘Edition of the Encz—

010pedia.Br1tannica, 1929. -

rne god of the Witches, p. 26.

. 92 rigtine Hole, Witcheraft in Englend, London:
_ B.1. Bateford Ltd., 1945, p. 22. T

930n this point gee especially Burr, Narratives of
the Witcheraft Cases, 1648-1706, p. 435 et _passim, and.
R. Trevor Davies, rour Centuries of WitchaBelaef, London,
Methuen and Co., L&, 1947, p. 5.




Witchcraftvwith-saxanism may hé regarded as the Christian

_ formulaxion of the more general princlple that sOTCerers

:ana wltches represent the antithesis of morality. _

’ $he moral order, or system of values, of a 9001ety-
recelves its greateet shock when rapid social change oc~
: curs,'espeaially that(resuluingjfrom contact anq inter~
acfibnvwith_bther societies. It is therefore ét‘a time
éuch‘as this‘that the conservamive,'stabilizing function

 of beliefs in sorcery snd witchcraft is thrown into sharp

46

relief. Malinowski”recognizéd this when;‘writing of sor-

"cery, he statea

In wnauever way it works, it is o way of emthSn
izing the gtatusg guc, a method of expressing the
traditional inequalities and of counter-acting the -
formation of any new oneés.  Since conservatism is
the most important trend in a primitive society,
sorcery on the whole is a beneficient egency of
. enormous value for earl;y culture‘%

As we have seen (above, P 42), Kluckhohn maintains

thax wztah-bellefs ftemper too rapxd a rise in social

. mob1lzty . Wilgon writes of the brake that such beliefs '

place on the adaptation of the Pondo t0 ‘modern conditiona T

"sssesThese very forces vwhich moke for stability
hamper initiative [i.e., in changing to the European
mode of living]. Traits which mske a men unpopular
are often