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66 F. B, GUTHRIE AND L. GQHEN,

appemr that the production of nitrites is due to any Proceg

of denitrification, but rather that under the conditiong of
.the experiment (vegetation being absent and the soil undis.
turbed) the action of lime is to promote the developmeny
of the organisms which convert the ammoniacal g
nitrogen into nitrous acid,

The figures for ammoniacal nitrogen do not throw any
light on this point, for the decrease in ammoniacal nitrogep
after liming is undoubtedly largely due to loss of ammonis,
the limed soils all giving off a distinct odour of the gas.
The figures obtained are however given:—

Ammoniacal nitrogen in parts per million of soil.

) . Unlimed. Limed, Increase or De: X
Clay ... o 82 0 10 0 L. —7-2mm
Loam... . 93 16 — 37
Sand ... e 93 ‘8 . )

The fact that there has been no loss of the. verly soluble
nitrites and nitrates would indicate that the diminuﬁon of
water-soluble potash and phosphoric acid previously noted
is not due to percolation through the walls of the pots so
much as to conversion into less soluble forms.

It is onr intention to continue these experiments under
conditions which will afford more precise information con-
cerning the various questions involved.
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NOTES ON SOME ABORIGINAL TRIBES.
By R. H. MATHEWS, L.S.,

Qorres. Memb, Anthrop. Soc., Vienna.
[Read befors the Royal Society of N. 8. Wales, August 7, 1907.]

Ix this paper I have supplied some genealogies which have
never before been published respecting the intermarrying
laws of the aborigines in different parts of the Australian
continent. The genealogies referred to, contained ,in
mables II., IV., and V., are the results of several years’
careful inquiry, and it is believed that their accuracy is
upassailable. The application of these genealogical tables
to the sociology of several tribes is briefly and clearly
explained. A few remarks are added on the absence of
cxogamy among any of the tribes treated in this article,

Since 1895 I have been devoting some attention to the

sociology of the Arranda tribe, amongst others, in the -

Northern Territory. Mr. W. H. Willshire, who resided at
Alice Springs from 1881 for a number of years, gave this
region the name of “Central Australia,” being a specious
and romantic name for his book, That name was adopted
by Spencer and Gillen for the same reason. There is,
however, no such place as Central Australia known to
geographers—that portion of the continent being shown on
our maps as the Northern Territory. Ihave not per sonally
visited the country occupled by the Arranda, but I have
been fortunate enough to collect much information from
persons who went out to the mineral fields, from managers
of cattle and horse stations, from telegraph operators,
the police and others; all of whom have resided in that
district for many years.
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68 . R. H. MATHEWS.

I had the subject sufficiently in hand by 1898 to enahle
me to take the responsibility of communicating a shorg
article to the American Philosophical Society containing
the following table of the intermarrying laws of tie
Arranda tribe,’ in which I stated that d_esceut wasg through
the females.

Table I.

Cycle. Wife. Husband. ' Offspring.
Purula Pananka Bangata

A Nghala Kuuraia Paltara
Bangata Mbitjana Ngala
Paltara Kamara Puruta
Pananka Purula Kamara

B Knaraia Ngala Mbitjana
Kamara Paltara Knuraia
Mbitjana Bangata Pananka

The four women in the column headed “Wife” in the
upper half of the table constitute the Cycle A, and have
perpetual succession amongst themselves. Purula hasa
daughter Bangata, who has a daughter Ngala, who has a
‘daughter Paltara, who has a danghter Purula, thus revert-
ing to the commencement of the series. The lower half
of the table or Cycle B has exactly the same constitution.
This is sufficient evidence that the devolution of the section
names is through the svomen. Hvery one of the daughters
would of course have brothers belonging to the same
section name as herself.

Taking the first line in the table, we see that P:'fna,nka
marries a Purulu woman, who is his tabular or No. I wife,
and the offspring is Bangata. But Pananka could instead
marry a Ngala woman, as his alternative o No. I spouse.
Rev. L. Schulze® was the first to report the alternative

! Proc. Amer. Philos. Soc., xxxviiL, p. 76, table L.
¢ Trans. Roy. Soc., S. Aust., x1v., 223 - 227.°
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mnarriages among the Arranda. Ir. Schulze, however,
qrrived at the conclusion that descent was paternal, and the
same Opinion was subsequently adopted by Spencer and
Gillen in their book dealing with the natives of that district.!
with the view of throwing additional light upon the dis-
putcd uestion of succession, 1 obtained from one of my
most capable correspondents, residing in that locality, the
names of more than a dozen married pairs, with their
pedigrees, reaching back one generation, and forward one
genemtmn trom which I have taken at random the four
couples given in the following table. In these four cases,.
each man is nruued to a tabular or No. I wife :(—

Table IT.
Father of Mother of individual nnswering the Questions. Child of
Int:hv?;lml Tndividual - - Individual.
Section. Section. No. | Proper Name. Section. Section.
Ngala Knuraia | 1 Paul Mbitjana } Ngala
Pananka. Purula 1a | Helena Bangata
Paltara Kamara | 2 Moses Knuraia } Paltara
Mbitjana | Bangata | 2a | Sophia Ngala
[

Knuraia Ngala 3 Peter Paltara } Knuraia
Purula Pananka | 3a | Rebecca | Kamara :
Pananka Parula 4 | Nathaniel| Bangata |) Pananka
Ngala Knuraia | 4a | Maria Mbitjana 1}

An explanation of one of the married couples in the above

table will answer for all the rest.

Ihave given the English

name of each person, so that they can be easily found and.

further interrogated. No. 1, Paul, a Mbitjana, marries
Helena, No. 14, a Bangata, and their children are Ngala.
OD the same line and to the left of Paul, we find Knuraia,
the section of his mother; and a little farther to the left,
in the next column, is Ngala, the section to which Paul’'s
father belorgs. ' Taking No. 1a we find that Helena’s

e . .1 Native Tribes of Central Australia, p. 70.
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mother was Purula and her father Pananka. We have,

therefore three veneratlous on the same line acrosg the
page, the parents, the grand-parents and the children,
also observe that the sections of each married pair, ty,
sections of their parents, and the section name of g,
progeny are exactly in accord with Table I. If we Jq
selected a list of men who had married alternative or No,
IT wives, the details would have been different.’

When the Arranda people are in camp, the fathers apq
sons will have their resting places near each otlier, because
the sons belong to their father’s tribe and inherit their
father’s hunting grounds. For example, the Pananka and
Bangata men will be close together; the Purula and
Kamara men will also be near one another; and so on for
all the men of the other sections who stand in the relation-
ship of fathers and sons. This fact has caused superficial
observers to believe that the sections which camp together
in this way are those belonging to the same cycle or phratry.

Just the contrary is the fact—the fathers and the sons
belong to opposite phratries or cycles, although they belong
to the same local division of the tribe and frequently roam
ébm_lt together. -

{In order to further test the line of descent among tribes

possessing eight subdivisions, T requested another com-
‘petent correspondent to obtain gencalogies of several

married pairs in the Chingalee tribe about Powell’s Creek
'and Daly Waters, To enable us to understand the genes
logies, it will be hecessary to tabulate the eight. inter
marrying sections, first published by me in 1900 :—*

* Compare with table on p. 72, Vol. xxx11., this. Journal.
" * American Anthropologist, II., N.S., 495, with map. The full form of
most of the section names has the termination inja, as Chungaleeinj®
Chulainja, and 80 on, but this common ending is omitted in Table IIT.

i
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Table ITI,

cle Wife. Husband. Offspring.

o 'chungalee Chimitcha Taralee
Chula Chuna Tungaree

A 4Taralee Chemara, Chula
Tungaree Champina Chungalee
Chimitcha Chungalee Champina
Chuna "Chula Chemara
Champiba Tungaree Obuna
Chemara Taralee Chimitcha-

The above table shows that the tribe is classified into
two cycles or plhratries A and B, like the Arranda, each
cycle containing four sections. The women of a cycle. A
for example, have perpetual succession in a prescubed
order the same as the Arranda. Every woman has brothers
of the same section as herself.

If we take the first name in the table, it wlll serve as an
illustration of all the others. Chimitcha'’s *tabular” or
normal wife is Chungalee, whom we shail call No. I. He
can in certain cases marry Chula, whom we have denomin-
ated his “‘alternative’® wife or No, II. Or he can take a
Chuna woman, distinguished as No. III. And further,
Chimitcha may espouse a Chimitcha maiden, whom we
shall set down as his No. IV wife, Looking-at the table
we observe that two of Chimitcha's possible wives belong
to Cycle B and two to Cycle A, and it is manifest that the
denomination of his children will depend upon the woman
be takes for his wife.

In fm'thel'“expla,nat.ion of Table~III,, a woman may like-
Wise be alloted a partner from any one of four sections, two
of whom belong to the opposite cycle and two to her own,
Chungalee the first woman.in the table may marry Chimitcha
23 her No. I husband, Chuna as No. II, or Chula as No. 111,
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or Ohimit.cha. as No, IV. . But it -is immaterial to the
descent of the offspring which of these men she marrieg,
her children are Taralee just the same, because the dey olu.
tion of the sections as well as of the cycles is unalterapy

through the mother only.

- From a list supplying the details of upwards of twenty
marriages among members of the Chingalee tribe, persoy.
ally known to my correspondent, I have selected the
following eight individuals or four married pairs as exampleg

Table IV.

Father of Mother of Individual answering the Questions. Child of

Individual. Individual, Individual,

Saction. Section, No. | Proper Name, Section. Section,
Champina | Tungaree | 1 | Long Dick| Chungalee Tunean
Tungaree | Taralee la | Minnie Chula garee
Champina | Tungaree | 2 |Lg. Tommy] Chungalee Nofamil
Tungaree Chemara | 24 | His wife | Chimitcha ¥
Chimitcha | Chungalee| 3 | Harry Taralee
Chula, Chuna 3a | First wife; Chemara Chimitcha
Chimitcha | Chuna 3B | Second ,, | Chemara
Tungaree | Champina| 4 |Jacob Chuna Nofamil
Taralee Champina | 44 | Daisy Chuna amty
+ This table is the same in structure as Table II. No. 1,

Loufr Dick, a Ohungalee marries No. 14, Minnie, a Chula,
and their children are Tungaree. On the same line to the
left of Dick we find Tungaree, the name of his mother's
section.” And in the next column to the left is Champina,
the section to which Dick’s father belongs, and §o on for
all the rest. In comparing this table with Table IITI, we
discover that Nos, 2 and 3 are married to the normal O
tabular wives. - No. 1 has a No. ITI wife, whilst No. 4 has
a spouse of the No. IV type. Again, the fathers of Nos. 14
and 3B have No. ITT wives, The fathers of Nos. 24 and 44
It may be mentioned that Table IV

NOTES ON SOME ABORIGINAL TRIBES. 73

althouglh nominally dealing with four married pairs, actu-
ally gives the section names of twelve men, as well as the
sections to which their wives belong. The same remark
applies 10 Table 1L, ante. - . '

Although I have occasionally collected lists of native
words for different degrees of relatipyship, I have not yet
published any of them. There are generally so many
different persons who could come under any given name,
that a list would not be of much’ value other- than asa
vocabulary. For example, 2 man’s father, mother’s father,
father's father, son’s wife. daughter’s hushand, etc., could
belong to any one of four sections. Unless we first of all

have the section name, we cannot identify the division of”

any one of the people just mentioned, by their so called
“relationship terms.” These terms do not define either
kinship or consanguinity.

In the same way there are many other names of kindred
whose section names differ with the man or woman the
individual has married, To hear one man address another
gives no definite idea of either the cycle or the section to
which the person addressed belongs. In the Chingalee
tribe a man’s father is Keeta.! Looking at Table IV, if we
take No. 1a, Minnie, a. Chula, we see that her father,
whom she speaks of as keeta, instead ef being Chemara as
in Table III, is actually Tungaree, a man of the opposite
cycle to Chemara.

With regard to the well known sexual license which is
Permitted at, important native ceremonies all over Aus-
tralia, [ requested some of my correspondents in the
Vorther o Territory to obtain the names of the sections of
the men wig participated.®* The result was that in most

' Queensland Geographical Joumal xvi., (1901), p. 87, in my Voeabu-
'3’ of Chingalee words.

* Queensland Geographical Journal, xx-, 68.
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cases the women whose favours were obtained by a givey
man, belonged to the sections from which he could clair ,
No. 1, 2, 3 or 4 wife. Xxceptions were of course observeg
as we should expect, judging by the variations in othe,
native rules. . I notice that Spencer and Gillen' in report.
ing cases of sexual hbertles of this kind, give exampleg
which would mostly fall respectively within the scope of
Nos. 1, 2,3 and 4 marriages. The authors were not aware
of the Nos. 3 and 4 types of marriage, but certain womey
whom they mention answer the description.

Anyone advocating paternal descent among the Chingalee
_might perhaps lay stress upon the fact that the child is
always assigned the section name of its father's father,
There is, however, no weight at all in that argument,
hecause the very same thing happens in the Kamilaroi,
Wiradjuri, Barkunjee, etc., where the descent is unmis-
takably through the mother only. Not only so, but in every
tribe I know possessing female descent all over Australia,
the child takes the section name of its father’s father.
This law holds good no matter whether the tribe be divided
into two, or four, or eight intermarrying sections.

In former articles I have described the social organisa-
tion of the Barkunjee: and Kamilaroi tribes. It will be
intér esting to show the resemblance of the social structure
of these tribes to that of the Ohmga,lee ‘and Arranda. In
the Barkunjee there are only two. principal divisions—tbe
cycles—and the name of the offspring is determined through
the women. The men of one cycle marry the women of

the opposite one or else the women of their own cycle,.

which is tantamount to the statement that the aggregate
of men in one cycle can marry all the women of the tribe.

! Northetn Tribis, 134 ~ 136 and 138 — 139.
* This Journal, xxx1x,, 118.
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Then comes the Kamilaroi organisation with two part-
itions of each cycle,! The men may® marry into the
opposite cycle or else into their own, while the cycle and
gection name of the progeny is in all cases regulated
through the mothers. In other words, the men of one
cycle, taken coliectively, can marry into all the divisions
of the tribe.

Next we take the Chingalee people, Table I1I, and find
that the community is segregated into two cycles just as-
in the Barkunjee, but each cycle contains four parts instedd:
of one. The men of a cycle can marry into the opposite
one or into their own and the section names of the offspring
are fixed through the females. Therefore the men of one
cycle collectively can intermarry with all the women of
the community.

From what has been said, the conclusion seems inevitable.
that the social structure of the Barkunjee, Kamilaroi and
Chingalee is essentially and radically the same in all its-
leading elements. The chief or only difference is that in
the two first named the totems have succession through,
the mothers, whilst in the latter their succession does not
depend upon either parent, but is fixed by the locality
where the motlher first became conscious that conception
had occurred. In previous articles: I have described the
native belief in regard to this matter and will only brleﬁy
allude to it here. '

The component parts of a tribe having this form of
organisation are in many respects similar to the Kamilaroi.
For example, there is a local division of a tribe, in which
there are persons bearing the totem names of animals, trees,
the elements, etc. People whose totems may belong to
any or all of these departments of the universe roam about

! American Antiquarian, xxviir, 85, 85.
® This Journal, xL., 110.




TR T R

s

STl o ST F‘-’Il

T———

76 R. H. MATHEWS.

together, or at any rate fraternize when they meet in any
part of their common territory, There are certain spog
scattered up and down at short intervals in this territory
which are traditionally haunted, some by one anima] or
object and some by another, from which the childrey
1'ec_ei\'re their totemic names instead of from the mother,
It appears then that, like the Kamilaroi, the totems are
dispersed throughout the tribal hunting grounds, but are
allotted to the offlspring according to the locality of con.
ception instead of parentage.

In the greater part of New South Wales descent of the
totems is counted through the mother,
group possesses a more or less extensive tract of country
which all the members of the clan oceupy as their common
birthright. * The hunting grounds of every Australian tribe,
and consequently of all the partitions and repartitions of
the tribe, descend from the fathers to the sons for ever.
The children of every marriage belong to the father’s tribe,
no matter whetler the totems descend through the mothers
or the fathers, or are acquired by the accident of con-
ception. Among the Chingalee, Arranda, Wombaia, and
other tribes there are similar tracts of country occupied
by totemic clans or groups, but instead of taking the totem
from the mother, this matter as already stated is deter-
mined by locality.
being inherited from living subjects scattered over their
bunting grounds, are obtained from certain hills, trees,
rocks, etc., similarly scattered at random throu'g'hoﬁt the
ancestral territory.

Again, in all Australian tribes, whether the descent of
the children is maternal or paternal, or acquired by acci-
dent, the privilege of working incantations, making rait,
performing initiatory ceremonies and other important func-
tions, descends from the men of the tribe to the sons. This

A totemic clan or -

In other words, the totems, instead of

%
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the same in the Kamilaroi, Wiradjuri, Chingalee,

law 18 . . .
Arranda, and other tribes, and is no evidence of paternal

Moreover, all the ceremonies in connection with
the totems are likewise handed down through the men,

descent,

guite irrespective of how the totems descend., In sum-
mnarizing the social laws of the aborigines, whether in the
Northern Territory, New South Wales, or .in the other
gtates, we discover that although they vary in all sorts of
details yet they agree in the main lines of their organisation.

Tn 1904 I contributed an article to this Society containing
a brief account of the sociology of the Ngé&umba tribe, in
which T reported the existence of certain castes, which I
provisionally named Blood and Shade divisions.” In order
to obtain the bearing of these castes on the social organi-
sation it was necessary to prepare the pedigrees of several
families to illustrate the laws of intermarriage among them, °
as well as the descent of the castes to the progeny. 1 did
not at the time publish these genealogies because I had
quite sufficient information to satisfy myself, and though;
it unnecessary to do any more. Since the publication of
my article and its circulation amongst the anthropologists
of Bogland, some of them have asked me to publish some
of these genealogies so that the people of England and
elsewhere may have a chance of forming their own con-
clusions from my observed facts. I am therefore now
submitting one of the genealogies for publication.

Before proceeding with the annexed table the reader is
invited to pernse my former article which describes the
division of the Ngéumba tribe into cycles, sections, and
totemic families, with explanatory examples. Besides the
divisions just mentioned and quite independently of them,
there is another bisection of the community into Guaigulir
Oractive blood, and Guaimundhun or sluggish ‘blood. There

' This Journal, xxxvIir., 209, seq.




R il i T SRR il

P e
'

.‘ N '
78 . . R. H. MATEEWS. ) NOTES ON.SOME ABORIGINAL TRIBES. 79

S

: . is still another partition of the community into ‘Nhurry;
)

Eom . =
ﬂ the shade cast by the butt or lower portion of a tree ap, 5|4 g EE E & R E B 5 &
. ) 5 |3 A _ A
Winggu, the shade thrown by the higher branches. 7y, 2 ml S 3 5 5 5 § 5 5 B g "
, - . = c’ - .
Shades are apparently an extension of the Blood divisiopg E
1 (=} -
" . . - - ol = . o ot et = o =) ,8 ~
and regulate tlfe cc'mm.pmg of the people under umbrageoyg ,;’ & % % :5- —% E % ;:; 5 | g
trees, A CGuaigulir is always a nggu and a Guaimyy. 5|8 | o = b = M M = P 2
dhun is always a Nhurrai. | - — = = ;
: i, = I H2E 8 B Bk = !
. . r . = _— —_= —_— — —_ — — '
The castes of Blood and Shade are not necessarily coip. ] En_g EE .;n_g §_§ o5 Egﬂ .§v§ EBE E"E E & f
cident with the other divisions. For exampl Al ®® g3 T3 S TE 87 %5 g© W3 i]
; _ ' ample, each cycle, St Bh 08 HO 6 6 OB G Co Do 3
every section and every totemic group contains people w 2 2 2 N
. ) : . 51 . = = = ;
belonging to the Guaigulir and Guaimundhun Bloods with S8 2 -3 B .2 8F 2 ze& =% 22 8 L
. . 3|8 - E - = = . ; e
their corresponding Shades. Then as regards the descent, 3|8 Eg &é éa &= 53 é’ é E;f 35 E §1 é § :
; . . . L . . . . ¥ = : -
! a Guaigulir mother has a Guaigulir family of the Wingguy 3 - - a e = = [
Shade, and-a Guaimundhun mother’s children inherit Lep ? g . E
- . g = . 2 : 2 R
Blood and Shade nomenclature; just in the same way that g g g 2T 2 '
N . ? Z |8 g8 23 o8 g2 g2 Ti = I
the children of a woman of the Bandicoot totem are o1z “ o BE :?.E g o gé’ B g §§: &z 55 i
. . . =1 o B o0 [ B = 2 =1 '
Bandicoots like herself. o |2|21 86 ER E5 EQ EE ;2 ] %% Ba 0 éé '.
. . L =& D: @] K A=A O K- o o 2 '
I shall now tabulate the pedigrees of ten couples or [ - £ |Z 45 83 $8 BE 2fF 2E E% 55 %8 3% :
) ) - . & & i = 2 2 == :
twenty married persons belonging to the southern portion nA BE RA R SM RE g BA Sm S5 :
7} . — i ° . P v
of the Ngéumba territory. HEvery one of these individuals < < < < < < < ‘
. R Z — - ol o oo <H <h LNt [I=R-=3 I~ b~ @ ad S oo ]
was examined by myself and I am supplying the names of . - o B
mv native infor I ] = X o E oBH & o= & !
¥ native informants. ] 12155 g2 B& zs S 8% S5 g s =%
Examining the following table, we find the per re are ) 8| ¥E 5 5 25 P ¥ M5 ME x5 N
‘ g ) nd the person we a z|R|E® ®3® g3 ®® § ©F g8 E® E® TE ;
| dealing with whom we have called the “Individual,” inthe % E °0 00 o8 99 v 9T 09 ol o3 9o
; . e i . - " = a @ a e . . @
, central column. No. 1, Jack Ouze, of the section Ippai, f 5 ilas L E « 3 e 22 L€ L. L. 2.0 ‘
1 M 3 . . 2|2 i v & a= et el B 2 = .
and a Guoaigulir, No. 14, Nellie his wife, a Matha and 2 33|52 €2 85 42 .3 ok 22 35 €5 54
) : P , S S == 2 85 =3
Guaimundhun, contracted to G'dhun to make it fit into the TP AR R RE A 2R MM HM B3 Ea 9x
narrow ¢olumn. I have not encumbered the table with . - R 2 g s sg B H !
. . . A Eld|9g Bg B2 g3 & £ g8 Eg§ 928 B7F 4
Shades, because in every instance yet met with a Guaigulir 3 5 é _E %ﬂ% .%05 é’%ﬂ '§:§ éé %"% éé %é’ £ P
. . . . . i / = o n T T - =1 X L o = !
) is a Winggu dnd a Guaimundhun a Nhurrai. In the next | E 55 65 OB 555 Po oo 55 b &b &b )
column to the right of Jack and Nellie 'i$ their child, & s, : : B
. . : w|d o ° Q 2 29 9 ° - }
Kubbi, who has the same Blood and Shade as his mother 58|88 B8 £8 EE 2 BE 8E 8% =5 g2 y
. : e . X f|lg|28 85 835 53 & s =& & 25 o83 N
Nellie. On the left of No. 1 is Jack Onze’s mother, a0 a ‘: B B Bl BM 5 KM KA M5 5" MM

Ippatha and of the same blood as himself. In the extremeé

e gosonmge g




80 R. H. MATHEWS.

leit hand column is Jack Onze's father, a Guaimundhyy,
All the other married pairs can be followed out at sight iy
the same manuner.

It will be seen by Table V that although most of the
marriages are normal or mixed Blood, - as Guaigulir to
Guaimundhun, there are some which are irregular or the
same Blood, as Guaigulir to Guaignlir. We also notice
examples of the wellknown variations in the intermarriages
of-the sections, such as in one case-Murri marries Tppatha,
in another Butha, and in another Matha. Other examples
show that Kubbi espouses Butha or Matha, or Ippatha or
Kubbitha. The examples likewise disclose the fact that
members of the Guaigulir and Guaimundhun Bloods, with
"their corresponding Shades, are found indiscriminately in
all the four sections and consequently in both the cycles.

I have not supplied the totems of the partiesin the tahle
because their succession is invariably through the mother.
None of the old blacks could give me any reason for the
blood and shade castes any more than they can assigna
reason for the divisions into cycles or sections, or for the
origin of the totems. The natives say that all Guaigulir
folk are friendly among themselves and the Guaimundhun
people have the same mutual bond of friendship, much in
the way that totem kins acknowledge a common tie. The
Ippai and Kumbo people of both sexes belong to the Ngur-
rawun cycle, whilst the Murri and Kubbi folk belong to the
Mumbun division.' '

1f we take a given number of natives, say thirty for
example, and classify them according to their cycles into
separate lots of Ngurrawun and Mumbun, then each lot

~ will contain people of the Guaigulir and Guaimundhul
" ploods. Or, if we arrangé the thirty men according to

——

! This Journal, xxxviir., 207.
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their bloods into two lots of Guaigulir and Guaimundhun,
then each lot will contain representatives of the Ngurrawun
and Mumbun cycles. Not only are the cycles and bloods
inextricably wixed up, but there is no exogamy in either
of these systems of division,

The facts set forth in the foregbing pages incidentally
raisc the question whether exogamy has a place in the
social structure of the Australian aboriginés. It is impos-
sible to bisect a tribe in such a way that the two parts

shall be quite independent, so that the men of one part or -

eycle shall marry the women of the other cycle, and such
women only. In dealing with the tribes in the Nforthern
Territory a few pages back we classified the community
into two cycles, because there are two sets of. women,
each set comprising four sections, with perpetual succession
in a certain rotation.

The daughters belong to the same cycle as their mothers
and become the wives of the men of their father’s cycle.
The brothers of these girls, who also belong to their
mother’s cycle, in like manner become the husbands of the
women of their father’s cycle. These rules however, only
hold good for what we have distinguished as No. I and No.
Il wives. When we come to No. IIT and No. IV wives or
husbands, they are taken from the other cycle (see p. 71,
ante), Hence our Table IILis not an example of exogamy.

When Spencer and.Gillen reported the divisions of the
Chingalee in 1904," four years after the publication of my
Table ITI, they came to the conclusion that descent was
Counted through the men, and prepared a table to the
following effect. Iam using my own spelling of the section
hames for the sake of uniformity. '

' Northern Tribes of Central Australia, p. 100, o
F—Ang. 7, 1907,
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. Table VI.

Phratry. Wife. Hughand. Offspring.
Chungalee Chimitcha Taralee
Chula Chuna Tungaree
4 Ohampma, Tungaree Chuna
Chemara Taralee Chimitcha
Chimitcha Chungalee Obampina,

B Chura Chula Chemara

ITaralee Chemara Chula
Tungaree - Champina Chungalee

In the above table each of my cycles of women (see the
‘“wife?’ column of Table III) is bisected, and the men of 3
cycleare similarly divided. We will now deal with Pln‘étry
A as it appears in Table VI. Taking the first man in the
“Husband' column, Chimitcha, we see that his son is
Taralee, who belongs to the same phratry as his father.
Taralee marries Chemara, a woman of his mother’s phratry.
This classification is diametrically opposite to my report.
But when we look for Chimitcha’s No, ITI wife Chuna and

_his No. IV spouse Chimitcha, they are found in Phratry B.

Then Table VI does not exhibit an exogamous clivi51011 any
more than Table III does. Icannotunderstand why Spencer
and Gillen bisect the cycle or series of women, Chungalee,
Chula, Taralee and Tungaree, given as A in the “‘Wife”
column of Table ITI, and also the correspdnéling series showo
as B in that table, because nothing seems to be gained by
it. It neither establishes exogamy nor proves descent of
the sections through the fathers.

Looking at Table VI it is seen that if Olnmltcln marries
Chungalee his children will be Taralee : if he takes a Chuld
wife they will be Tungaree; if be be allotted a Chuna the¥
will be Chemara; and if he weds a Chimitcha his family
will be Chmnpiua.. The devolution of the sections must
consequently depend upon the mothers only, Moreove

—_—
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two of Chimitcha’s possible wives and two of his possible
families belong to cne phratry and two of his possible wives
and families to the other phratry. There cannot therefore
pe any partition of the community into two exogamous
moieties. '

Another point of interestin the so'ciology of the Chingalee
tribe, which has escaped the noticeof other.investigators,
consists of the fact that there are two sets of names for
the sections—one set being used from birth to puberty and
another set which is adopted from puberty onward through
life. The first may be distinguished as the “‘temporary”
and the secoud as the “final” nomenclature. That is, the
section name of every male and every female who has
passed through the ceremonies connected with the attain-
ment of puberty is amended or changed altogether.

Looking at Table 11T of this article, a few examples will
be given. The *final” section name Chimitcha is known
as Chukaday from birth to pubcrty‘ Champachina as Tam-
palilly; Chungalee as Chukala; Taralee is known as Ta p'\la,
and so on for the rest.

I have also discovered two sets of names among the
luchalanchee tribe in the north-west district of Queensland,
Referring to the table published in this Journal in 1898,
\’01 XXXIL, pp. 251 - 252, the following are a few of the

t"3ml)01au‘y” forms of the section names given in that
table. Trom birth to puberty Narachee is used instead
of ‘Burralanjee; Boonongoona instead of Lommemnjee
Warkee instead ol Narrabalanjee; Thimmermill is the
temporar 'y form of Yakamurri, ete. In Western Australia
there are similar double fonms. of the section names.

doﬁ:’:}glzefp]tlu pose of showing that the descent of the totems
Blnhmoh ollow the father in the Cliingalee, Warramonga,
(Jhmr:al & and adjacent tribes, 1 have tabulated a list of

sdlee natives with whom my couespondents are

w
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personally acquainted, and have given their nglish Nameg
by which they are known to the Buropean residents of ),
district.

Table VIL
I“%;"tll‘lie“;fm‘ I“ﬁ;{gg?}'s Individuals answering the Questions:
Totem. Totem. No| Proper Nawe. Totem.
T ) ——

Black-striped snake | Fish 1| Charlie Black-striped snakg
Turkey and wallaby | Wallaby | 2| David Turkey
Sterculia Native bee {3| Lucy Native bee
Stérculia Iguana 4| Jack Iguana
Iguana Iguana 5| Jumbuck | Water snake
Pigeon Soake 6| Micky Iguana
Wallaby Sterculia 7| Mary Sterculia and wallaby
Sulky snake Sulkysnakel| 8t Jim Miller | Sulky snake

HEntering the above table we find No. 1, Charlie, whose
totem is the black-striped snake. To the left of No. i is
his mother of the fish totem; and stiil further to the left
is his father, a hlack-striped snake the same as Oharlie.
No. 2 also takes his father’s totem. Nos. 3 and 4 have the
totem of their mother. Nos. 5 and 6 do not follow either
parent. Nos. 7 and 8 have the totems of hoth parents,
This table therefore ciemoustrates that the totems do not
uniformly follow the father,

Spencer and Gillen state that ‘‘in the Warramunga,
Chingalee, etc., the totems are divided between the two
.m'oieties, with the result that & man must mafrry a wormal
-of some other totem than his own..- Some of my most
capable correspondents who have resided a number of years
in the region occupied by the various hranches of the
Chingalee tribe, have supplied me with comprehensivélists
of the totems for three generations. E.\:mninatiogof these
lists shows that the black-striped spake and the sleepyf
lizard are claimed by individuals in the ’1‘imgaree, Chun@
and Ohampina sections. The wallaby appears in the Chund;
Tungaree, Champina and Chungalee scctions. Honey heé

! Northern Tribes of Central Australia, p. 170.

~
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js found in the Chula, Chuna and Chemara sections. The
iguana is a totem in the Taralee, Chula, Champiva, Chuna
=] .

and Tungaree scctions.

If we compare these examples with my bisection' of the
Chingalee tribe, Table III, or with Spencer and Gillen’s
pisection, Table VI, we discover that the totems are
scattered up and down in both moieties. Moreover, if
we look again at Table VII we observe that the father and
the mother of No. 5 both have the same species of animal
for their totem. o'E|1e father and mother of No, § are like-
wise both of the same totem. It is erroneous therefore, to
state that the totems are divided into two groups or ¢cycles;
and the assertion that a man never marries a woman of his
own totem i® equally in error.

Spencer and Gillen in dealing with the Warramunga,
Ohingalee and Binbingha tribes, have .1'eport;ecl that the
descent of the phratries (cycles) as well as of the sections
is determined through the men; that the descent of the
totems is almost without exception in the paternal line;
and that the totems are markedly divided into two groups.'
It is hoped that the facts which I have set forth in the
preceding pages have made the following facts sufficiently
conspicuous: (1) That the sections devolve through the
Mmother only, (2) That the cycles (or phratries) also have
descent through the women, (3) That the descent of the
totems is nog, in the paternal line, but follows the same
l'u.les Which I formerly explained in regard to the Chauan
bribe.*  (4) That the totems are not, divided into two groups
but are g0 be found in both parts of every possible bisection
of a trile, (5) And thata man can occasionally marry a
% Woman of his own totem.

! Loc. cit., pp. 163 and 166,
* * This Journal, xr., pp, 105-111.
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In the foregoing pages we have been dealing with tribeg
containing eight sections in their organisation, and j is
thought that a brief review of a tribe comprising only foy,
sections may further enable the ‘student of Austra]ian
ethnology to more readily grasp the subject. The follgy,.
ing table exhibits the constitution of the Kamil;u-oi,
Ngéumba and kindred tribes.
'section names dre omitted.
Table VIIL.

The feminine forms of ¢},

p
Cycle, Wife, Husbaad. Offspring.
Kumbo Murri el ppai
{ Ippai Kubhi Kumbo
{ Muiri Kuambo- IKubhi
Kubhi ‘ Ippai Murri

Tn this table the women of the tribe are Elassified into
two cycles which reproduce themselves for ever, just the
same as in the Ohingalee, Binbingha, Warramonga and
other tribes, except that there are only two sections ina
cycle instead of four. Tt is unnecessary to explain how the

cycles, and the sections have descent through the women
and that there is an absence of absolute exogamy, because
all this has been abundantly illustrated by me in other
publications.’ .

| But if we bisect the cycles of women the same as
Spencer aud Ciillen ]n\e bisected the cycles of the w omeu
in the Ohmﬂalee ete., we get the following table:

Table [X.
Cycle. 'Wife. Husband. Offspring.
{Kumbo Murri Ippai “,
Kubbi Ippai Marri
{ Murri Kumbo Kubbi
Tppai Kubbi Kumbo

In this rearrangement of the sections in the table, W€
have taken half the women in Cycle A, Table VIII, namely

! This Journal, xxx1x., 116, 117; Americun Antigqnarian, xxvrir, 86
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po, and half the women of Cycle B, namely Kubbi,
ith them have constructed Oycle A of Table IX.
Taking the first man in the “ Hushand "’ column, Murri, we

see that his son is Ippai, who belongs to the same cycle as
ins father. Ippai matrries Kubbi, a woman of his mother’s
cycle, A. And when we look for Murri's No. IIT and No.
[V wives they are found in Oycle B.

Kum
and W

further study of Table IX -would reveal to us the
remorseless fact that guite regardless of the cycle or the
section from which Murri gets his wife, the descent of the
cycle and the section of his offspring is determined by their
mother. It is also manifest that not.wit.hst,mnding our
repeated attempts to divide a tribe into two sucl parts,
that the men of one part shall mculy the women of the
other part, and such women only, the conclusion forces
itself upon us that there is no absolute law of exogamy
which answers the conditions.

CORRECTIONS.

Tn my article on ‘‘Sociology of Some Australian Tribes,”
in Vol. XxXIX., of this Journal, the reader is asked to make
the following corrections :—

Page 120, line 23, for Butha read Ippatha.

In lines 28 and 29, same page, transpose the words
Ippatha and Butha.

In a table published by me at p. 84 in Vol. XXXITI. of this
Journal, respecting the sociology of the Koogobathy tribe
on the Mitchell River, Northern Queensland, some errors

were made, and 1 wish to substitute the following correct
table :—

Husband. Wife. Offspring.
Jury Barry Mungilly
Ararey Mungilly . Barry
Barry Jury Ararey
Mungilly Ararey Jury

In the Koogobathy tube, the descent of the children is
in an cases through the mothers.




