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Two main themes:
question of culture, what is it?
What is the nature of that access, what is it that anthropologists know that makes this special
problem of cultural translation: inequality between languages, meanings are transformed
Anthro is a culture with respect to the cultures it studies, it has that much power

Daniel's thesis about common culture: question of substance
Most writing before this about this is about caste, this book is not
world of substance
the people writing about caste are getting it wrong
the goal of the overall quest for equilibrium is the distinction between self and other

concept of ontology: branch of philosophy associated with “being”
- “Being” is what is real
- a view of how reality is ordered
Often anthropologists use ontology rather than anthropology
creative but constraining ordering process
ontology is the practice upon reflecting culture

How anthropology related to philosophy
-treat another culture like an ontology project
-thorough questioning of everything we know
-revision of another system

Pg. 11: “even the reader….”

Daniel’s definition of culture: Pg. 13
-a culture is understood in this book to be constitutued of those webs of relitevealy…
- rest of intro = elaboration of this definition of culture
- instead of webs of significance, we have relatively regnant webs 
- we have regnant signs of habit
culture is those ones that make other aspects of culture
-where those new things come from
- there is no chance of ever understanding a total way of life of people
- possibly find something at the heart of this total way

difference: the issue of relaying time -> what meant when read, written, seen is different after time

Both informant and anthropologist learn about themselves 
-culture changes as well with the anthropologist over time

all good anthropologists have a philosopher they look to
- for Daniel, it is Charles Sanders Pierce
- best way to understand is through someone who writes about him

Pierce
-interested in the concept of truth
-how to establish truth in court of law
-the truth is elusive
-

symbols are arbitrary

two kinds of signs:
-icons- represents another thing by being like it, opposite of symbol
-indexes- represents something by proximity, “Over there” 

different cultures have different emphasis on signs

we think we know more, when we know more abstractly

icons are bound to the thing they describe, can’t take them out of context.
-not many words are icons, mostly onomatopoetic terms (Whoosh)

signs:
- they consist of three parts: 
1. Develop the concept of what a word means
2. 
3. Interpretent: instance of the sign in reality that enforces and made the symbolic representation work
The sign is 2 things:
- one piece of three parts of a sign
- it is the whole sign (triad)

3 components:
-sign- Dog
-object- most elusive, 
-interpretent- each instance of an actual dog that allows to make that link between the word and concept

a sign is something that stands for its object on one hand and the interpretant on the other
- stands for this in such a way that the actual dog relates to the concept dog as a sign of it’
-every interpretant is also a sign

definition of the sign
-reality is made up of signs
- man himself  is a sign
the sign is the form the interpretant is the substance

firstness: corresponds to icons and into sign itself
secondness: indexes and the object
thirdness: symbols and to the interpretant
-the most removed from reality is the site of reality(thirdness)

each component is pointing to another

knowledge is a process in time
-we are showing the how, rather than the what of culture(Pg. 32)
- 
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Ontology
- The practice of reflecting upon culture. A branch of philosophy associated with the being




Culture
- Defined by ideas and conceptions in our universal unconscious (ideas/behaviours everyone has)
- seen when anthropologists interact with natives of a culture






Difference
- respect of interpersonal characteristics to one theoretical significance, hopefully stimulating further debate and research





Informant
- The people that are being interviewed and those that the anthropologist are living with
- The anthropologist has dialectical relationship with their subject
- They are learning from them, hence the name informant 
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