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Although the commentary approach to CURRENT ANTHROPOL-
0GY publications has usually been a useful vehicle for the
presentation of serious discussion, the spectre of continued
clear-cutting of our Northwest Coast forests leads one to
question whether these discussions should include points that
could have been clarified through a more careful reading of the
paper in question or through a query sent by mail. The com-
ments presented by Williams, Sciulli, and Poirier (CA 19:636-
37) provide an example and moreover presuppose an extraor-
dinary degree of ignorance, if not dishonesty, on my part in
the utilization of canine-socket measurements to estimate
transverse canine breadths. The authors claim that insufficient
data were presented to show that this estimation is accurate
for the australopithecine sample, that the resulting regression
of socket on actual canine breadth may have been ineptly
applied, and that eliminating part of the sample “results in
essentially unimodal curves” (a contention unsupported by any
statistical test).

I offer the following points in response:

1. Instating that the transverse canine-breadth measurement
is inevitably maximum in the cervical region and homologous

On Early Trade

by V. SARIANIDI
Institute of Ethnography, Academy of Sciences, U.S.S.R., Dm.
Ulianov 19, Moscow 117036, U.S.S.R. 10 111 78

Bonpocs! ApeBHelt MONIMTIKOHOMUM Bee GoJiee CTAHOBATCA O0BEK-
TOM YIJIyOJIEHHOTO WH3YYeHHs apPXeOJIOTMH, CBHUIETEJILCTBOM
4ero sBJIeHNA cuMosuyM 1972 r. B r. JIeHuHrpase, NoCBAIMEHHOK
TOpProBiie ¥ 00MeHy (MATEPHAJIBI KOTOPOro OBLIM OIyGJINKOBAHEL
B CIIELHAJIBHOM HoMepe skypHata «(Kpartxue coobmenus A AH
CCCP» No. 138). 9roit e TeMe IOCBAIIEHA B BBICLICH CTEIEHU
kBasnpunupoBanHad cratba Kohl (CA 19:463-75), B KoTopoi ¢
HMCYEPIBIBAIONIEH IIOJIHOTOM O06OOWIEHEl M3BeCTHBIE [AHHBIE, W
HAMeYeHBI CBOM COGCTBEHHBIE NPUHIMIEI JAJIBHEHIIEr0 HCCIIeTo-
BaHUA 9TOH MpoOjeMbl. B 11€JIOM OCHOBHBIE TE3HCHI CTATHU
MIOJIHOCTBIO OTBEYAIOT COBPEMEHHOMY YPOBHIO HAIIMX 3HAHUH,
4YTO Pa3yMeeTcA He MCKIII0YAeT OTAEIBHBIX CIIOPHBIX IIOJIOMKEHUI,
KaK HallpHMep AOIylleHue IOHEBOJIFHOTO TPYAa PEeMeCIIeHHUKOB
Tene Axbsa cimosa IVB1 nin HeKOTOPHIX MOEPHUCTCKUX GOpMYIH-
POBOK.

BmecTe ¢ TeM MHOTHE CIIODHBIE IIOJIOMKEHMS OOGYCJIOBJIEHBL
o6IUM HEJOCTATOYHBIM YPOBHEM HM3yUYEHHOCTH M COCTOSHHMEM
HAyKM ¥ B [IEPBYI0 OYepPedb OTCYTCTBHEM TBEPIBIX, 00BEKTHBHBIX
kpuTepueB. Crenuuka apxeosioTHH TAKOBA, YTO OHA yCTAHABIIU-
BaeT AKT INPOHHKHOBEHHMA IPEIMETOB, UYKMBIX ONpPENeJeHHOH
KyJbType, HO KaK IpABUJIO He BHIABJIAET IPUYHHEL HX—B
pesyJbTaTe JIi MUrpauuii, 0GMEHa, TOProBJIM, BOGHHOI'O 3aXBaTa
u 1. . HarnsagueiM npuMepoM TOMY MOTYT CIIYKATh COBPEMEHHBIE
paGotel B BakTpuu smoxu 6poH3HI, Ifle B pe3yJIbTaTe apXeoJIoTH-
YeCKUX PACKOIOK OBLJIM OOHAPYKEeHBI OTHEJBbHBEE IPEIMEeTHI
IVIAITHKH, Xy {0KeCTBEHHOM GPOH3HI U 1ase KePAMUKH, HAXO AL
ABHBIE HPAHCKHE MNApAJIJieid. DBEHIJIO BBICKA3aHO MHEHHE O HX
MMIIOPTHOM IIPOMCXOXKIEHUH, YTO IIOJIHOCTHIO COOTBETCTBOBAJIO
COCTOSIHMIO MBYYEHHOCTH BaKTpUM TOr0 HAYaJBbHOrO IEPHOIA.
Opnako, mocsemymomue OeclipelieleHTHBIE II0 MacmTabaM mjs
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and analogous for the nonhuman primates (CA 17:580), I had
hoped to make it clear that this condition applies to all the
species concerned without listing them separately.

2. The least-squares regression formulae and the appropriate
data regarding their fit are as follows: maxillary canine = 1.01
(socket breadth) — .13 (» = .990); mandibular canine = .94
(socket breadth) 4+ .6 (r = .996). For the maxillary sample
(N = 8), the average absolute difference between the socket
and canine breadth measures is .11 mm, while the average
absolute difference between the canine estimate and actual
breadth is .07 mm. For the mandible (N = 10), these differ-
ences are respectively .12 and .06 mm. Had the authors re-
quested these data from me by letter, their discussion of “what
the data might have shown’ would have been unnecessary and
a number of trees could have been saved.

3. In any event, these absolute errors are close enough to
justify a direct estimation of transverse canine breadth by
socket breadth. Alternatively, their comment simply could
have been based on the assumption that I attempted to see if
my procedure was accurate before I used it, although this too
would have rendered it unnecessary.

4. Finally, there is no question that removing some data
from a small sample makes it more difficult to interpret. If the
authors are interested in pursuing this line of reasoning, they
might try to remove all measurements ending in an odd number,
or perhaps those with specimen numbers with more than three
digits, and report on the effects of these procedures. I look
forward to hearing about their results.

roHna XX B. rpaGuTesIbCKHEe PACKONKHA MHOTHX TBHICAY MOTHII
BaxTpun smoxu GpOH3HI, BEISABUIIM KOJIOCCAIIBHELM TOrpebasIbHbIH
HHBEHTADPb, BKIIOYAOMAA MeTAJIJIMYeCKHAe 3€pKaJjia, TOIOPHL,
cocybl, OyJIaBEH ¢ PUIyPHEIMYU HABEPIINAMY, KAMEHHEBIE KOJIOHKH
¥ BUJI000pasHBle OPYOUA T'MCCAPO-CHAJIKOBCKOrO Tuma. Bee stu
MaTepuaJIsl TaKKe OOHAPYIKUBAIOT GECCIIOPHBIE HPAHCKYE aHAJIO-
raM, OJHAKO MX MAaccoBOe KOJIMYECTBO HAYMCTO MCKJIIIOYHIIO
[IPEIIIOJIOMKEHHE O BO3MOKHOM MMIIOPTe U HA0G0POT [1aJI0 BecKue
OCHOBAHHS yTBEPKAATH UX [IPENMYLIECTBEHHO MECTHOE IIPOU3BO/I-
cTB0. BoJlee TOro ¢TaI0 0UEBHAHBIM, UTO 3acelIeHHe GAKTPUMCKOLN
PABHUHEL APEBHAMH 3€MJIENEIIBIAME [IPOU30LIIO 32 CUeT HHBABUN
dJepes ceBepo-BocTOuHHIA MpaH GoJbIIMX TPYII IJIEMEH, IpH-
Hecmnx ¢ coGoif cBOM COOCTBEHHBIE HABHIKA B MAaTepUAJIBHOM
KyabsType. Bee 5T0 He HCKITI0YaeT 0GMEHHBIE M BO3MOMKHO TOPTOBEIE
CBA3M HE TOJBKO C CEBEPO-BOCTOYHEIM UpaHOM, HO ® dyiaMoM;
CBHUETEJILCTBOM IIOCJIE[HETO SBJIAIOTCA IMIIMHAPHL MECOIO-
TAMCKOr'0 THIIA, BCTpedeHHBIe B BakTpum.

O CII0’KHOCTH MCTOPHUYECKOHM MHTEPIPETAIINN APXEOJIOTH YeCKHX
HAGIIIOIEHUiE MOTYT CBH/IETEIILCTBOBATD M II€YATH, OIpefelIsieMble
KaK 6e3yCcJIOBHBIE CHMBOJIBI JIMYHOH coOcTBeHHOCTH. Mexay Tem
U3 Tex ’Ke pasrpabiIeHHBIX MOrHII BaKTpuu mpoucxogAT HecATKR
OMHOTHUIIHEIX, [0 A€TaJjedl MOBTOPAIOMUX APYT APYra MeTaJlIu-
YeCKUX NledaTedf, 4TO HAMEKAeT He CTOJIBKO Ha JIMYHYIO, CKOJIBKO
Ha KOJIJIEKTHBHYIO (CEMEHHYIO KJIAHOBYIO M T. [.) COOCTBEHHOCTE.
Hymaeres, uto u camu neuatu II Teic. mo H. 5. GoJjiee CBA3AHEL
emle ¢ KyJIbTOBOM CHMBOJIMKOM OBIJIBIX OOIMHHUKOB, YeM ¢
HAPOKOAIOMUMY YacTHOCOOCTBeHHMYecKuMH oTHoureHnAMu. Ko-
CBEHHBIM CBHIETEIILCTBOM MOKET CJIYKHTH OHO PAIOBOE [ETCKOE
norpeGenne ¢ Yayr rtene (TypxMeHucraH), B KOTOpOM IIOMHMO
OOBIYHOM 1Orpe0aJIbHOM KepaMHUKM HAXOAUJIACh MACCHBHAA
MeTAJIIIN YeCKAS [1eYATh.

OueBngHO, YTO BHIPAOOTKA OGBEKTHUBHEIX KPUTEPUEB SABJIACTCA
IepBoOYepeHOi 3ajadeii B pas3paboTKe INaJI€09KOHOMM YeCKHX
CHCTEM MUPOBOU apXEOJIOTHH.

Bropas BakHas mnpoGiiema KacaeTCs TEPMHHOJIOTH YeCKOTO
ompenesleHUA TOHATHIt «(ob6meH) u «roprosisy. Xorsas Kohl
CUMTAET, YTO [EHBIM He SBJIAIOTCA OCHOBHEIM IIOKa3aTesieM
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