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GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

This essay has some unusually interesting aspects
to it, although it also has a tendency to descend
into a tirade in parts. 

Working from the beginning, it is questionable
whether "identity is defined by citizenship" (p. 1)
today. This can be borne out by the numerous
movements of people across the world who do not
conform to their allocated citizenship and in some
cases refuse to accept it. The claims about identity
in the past here would also benefit from some
references. 

With regard to the definition of "nation" by the
Megaws (p. 1), there are several words within it
which have uncertain definitions of their own to
rival that of the word "Celt",  including "culturally
defined" and "ethnic group". Such terms allow for
different interpretations by those holding different
opinions. 

As for Celtoscepticism, in the interest of balance, if
"it would be wise, and human, to respect an emotional
force which encourages people to investigate the facts"
(p. 4) then should Collis not also be respected for
doing this, whether we agree with his point of view
or not? He, no doubt quite sincerely, thinks that
Celticist academics have produced a misleading
narrative "that members of the general population
can and do use" (p. 3). 

The section on genetics links haplogroup R1b-L21
to "the Celtic fringe" (p. 4). There is therefore an
implication here that membership of this
haplogroup is an element of the Celtic identity
package (possibly even if the holder does not
accept it). Heredity, in the form of biological
inheritance, does of course pass on traits from
parents to offspring, and as such represents
continuity, and there is no suggestion here that
genetic studies are "racist" (p. 7). 



However, under Ethnonymic Categorisation we are
told that, in the ancient world".... if people shared
heritage and language, along with religion and
customs, they shared an ethnicity" (p. 8). As can be
seen, and, indeed, as stated on page 9, we here
have four component parts. These four elements
are then divided equally (at 1.0 points each)  by a
rather interesting methodology which allows us to
calculate given identities and "the degree to which
modern people satisfy them" (p. 8) by allocating
proportions indicatiing how much ancient Celtic
identity a modern Celt may have. Page 11, for
example, informs us that "some modern Celts may
have up to 2.5/4 affinity with ancient Celts, or 62.5%
Celticity at the most"  

 

This categorisation of  "components of ethnicity"
bears many similarites (with the exception of the
genetic aspect) to Edward Tylor's "complex whole"
definition of culture. One problem which arises
with both is that these components may, and often
do, disseminate independently of each other
(despite academics of various hues wishing, or
possibly pretending, that they do not), resulting in
people (or peoples) who may, for example, be
genetically Celtic, linguistically Germanic and
Roman by religion. 

Some of the points made in the essay are perfectly
valid, such as, "....if that means there were no Celts
then there were equally no Greeks" (p. 9) and an
indication of possible double standards at work.
However, it also contains generalisations of its
own, such as "both Australians and Austrians are
Christians" (p. 10) when 48% of Australians are not,
and the Celticity score in one case is allocated on
the condition that "said countries fully apply their
Celtic languages" (p. 10) even though this is highly
unlikely to happen (and possibly also not within
their gift). 

Towards the end of the essay (p. 11) certain
affiliations are given without noting whether these
apply solely to linguistic connections or to the
wider shared ethnicity above, such as, "after all,
these groups do share a common Indo-European
origin" . Does this mean Indo-European solely in
linguistic terms or are shared customs, genetic
inheritance and religion also necessary? 



QM

QM

A similar question could be asked of the Conclusion
(p. 11) when noting that "the next exciting question
to ask is when precisely the Proto-Celtic language may
have developed"  and that "there may have existed a
Celtic nation, now, for over 4000 years." 

Does the possible existence of  a Celtic nation for
over 4000 years depend only upon the
development of the Proto-Celtic language (in which
case it is a purely linguistic definiton of Celtic
nation) or would the Proto Celts additionally have
to have shared the other three components of
ethnicity?  It is also not apparent why a modern
Celt is free to choose what makes them a Celt, but
an ancient one not so (p. 11)

The essay is in certain respects a brave attempt at
answering a question with no single correct
answer. However, some of the assertions in it lean
too much towards certainty on occasion.   
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