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J.Iitiutiun, and motlher-in-law avolcorce - all [rew an !“til’:l;{hn:‘u perspec-
::m:qe Bu:tthn main }.u-!sl: wf that sooLioa resides in her fiscupsion of this
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related te each other ihrough matri-cian totesiss., And Ehis now custoa of
privace dwellings in tora led eo a breakdovn of communal property.

Her third and £inal section is on potriartchy. Firet, wo see thar "pELernity
began aa a social relacionship between a voman's husbard a=d her child.”
(p. 381) Resd uses the couvade as tho rite of passage exprossing socisl
paternity. With this camg the cransicion from ratzilineslity oo patrilineai=
ity: pateraity furiler vndersined the matri-facdily as the cilldren vere aow
divided between thelr fathers and thele sothers” brothors. & time casze when
the fdrat botn male ehild waa ritually sacrificed by the hushand 2s a Slood
price to the mother's Tasiily., This gosrifice was iater replaced upen the
odvent of private pragercy: Che husknsd cauld new pay his blood Zebt $a
kind and sccure hie wife's chiidren as Lig own. Faternity was rolnforced.
Harriege gifta were then tranafermed into bride price, a transactlon botween
men. This belde pricc was actwally ansther deviee in chtalning possession
ef the wife's childrou. Thus, the advent of private property, tha overthros
of mother's brother's rlght, and the consolidatisn of patriliny all contributed
te the degradation of the women's positlon in socicty.

foed concludes her loma with an irtctesting cefutstion of pasriazchal imter-
pretatione of "incest” Ar the Efypridan roval dynnaty and preseats her owvm
interpretation of the lepends of Qedipus and Orestes alomg the lizes of her
thesns. "The legend of Nedipus Is not 1 story sbout dncest but a reflection
of the enormous difi{cwvities invalved in conselidaring the Father-fasdily
and the line of descert from fathers to sena.” (p. 451) icilarly, the story
of Orcstes 1o the story of the trapsitlon from rateiacchy to patriarchy.
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Reéad fp a highly priginal thinker and her theses would merit serfous consider-
ation by the acadenje community. However, although her global schcme i.t i
quite arrciting, one should neverthelcas recognlze that fced sine agains

canons ol selentifle Lnguity io the fielda che le jnvestigating. Space not
permiteing, 1 will not ottempt Lo cefute her nusmergud ofToTd of 1nt¢rpmu~1- i
tion of material, but will focus on the manner in which ghe useo her makerle
{and which material she usea) in order to draw her conclusions.

ghe [requently makes direct aspumptions about human nature on the
:ruFlir::‘IaniEml n:tura.rthuﬂ wndermining the validity of the theses ghe buildas
wpon these very agsuzptlons. Horcover, the snimals ghe uses 86 @ basls of
gozpacisen for hurans randomly spam the ewtire ppectrud from Todents to
ponkeys: there is nd selentlfic ratiemale inm her choice of animal nodele.

%econd, she commits a parallel errer in her choice of human models: she
uuEs cuntemperary eribes and non {ndustrialized societica o5 models Erom which
she Jraws infallible conclusions about oOF ancestors and the beginning of
cultural and soclal 1ife, thus & leap of a few million yoars. Lec me enumeraté
some of the rengong why such an sppreach 1w simply blased. First, it whould
we recognized that conterperaby hunting-gathering gocletics have all unfdergent
a long process of cvolution (as we all have] so that they eammst be considered
tha eguivalent of the gocierties of our ancestors. Second, contcapoTary

graups are also far removed from ecarly humanity ia terms of physical develop
aent, & very ivpovtant Eacter to keep in mind vhen ono gtudics the grigin

of sex roles pince the latter depends to a great extent on biology. Third,
nearly all current runting-gathering sociaties have hod contacks with moare
sdvanced socicrics ond have thus been changed in the process. And, Einally,
these socicties have been pushed duto marginal and less produetive aress of
the wurid and thig factor has contributed to change thelr lifeccyle. For
these societlies are not comparable to those of our WicckLOTE,

thege CeABOnS
swyy Sqlleflisdze ennclusicas abour the bogtaning of humsnity

P BRI SN ol L

on that basis.

Fecd's work is further marred by two additional mechodological blasos.
Flrst, hur examples of sociecies, like her snleal exampleos, are drown from
all ever the world in a geemingly random [oshion. And, woree of all, ehe vees
these exaxples of current gocictics in amy way that eults her ongoing discussion
aitheugh i a3 certain that ghe is not consclous of this aspect of her methodo-
legy. GShe will thus suppoert two oppesite argusents with the somg matevial.
For examale, for scveral pages, ghe deawas conclusions about tha helincss of
the menottual taboo Erem o given get of morerial, and, them, from that very
snme literasure, she will find an aexazple to show how wouen have since become
gaclean. (or she will suddealy docide that o part of an emasple is really
an exceptlon and Tepresents o jater development in history.) There im thus
2 lack of ratlonality and order in het coaparisens. It sheuld be added that
tog many of her references are, at any rate, cutdated. or, still, she bases
her conclugions on two or throe antiquated auihers, and her discussion i@
thus carcied gut without the berefl: of moTe recent peientific dissoverles.
This lacuna is cepecially obvicus inm her treatment of primatelogy and sthology.
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