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Diffusion.
[bookmark: _GoBack]To define diffusion (Anthropologically): ‘The borrowing by one society of a cultural trait belonging to another society as a result of contact between the two societies.’ Diffusion directly challenges principles like the ‘physic unity of mankind’, stating that everyone shared the same cognitive factors. This was a line of thinking during the late nineteenth/early twentieth centuries amongst evolutionists and ‘armchair anthropologists’ like E.B Taylor, who placed the concept of Animism as the basis of all religions. Key to this theory was little involvement with cultures, instead relying upon accounts from viceroys or missionaries. From this came a unilinear perspective amongst anthropologists at the time. Diffusion ‘broke the chain’ introducing theories of cultural integration and ethnography, placing heavy emphasis around migration. Migration is intrinsic to this concept, and in recent years the views on this issue have become increasingly polarized. Many would argue that diffusion has caused an increase in assimilation, with their beliefs becoming threatened. Cultural Diffusion has become a scapegoat for those who seek to see the UK as a racially exclusive country. This theory has become a ‘loaded gun’ and is used to justify violence against minorities. 
We are now living in an increasingly globalized society. Globalization is synonymous with diffusion. One key tenet of Diffusion is accruing another culture’s practices and beliefs. The invention, and influence, of the internet has ‘pushed’ cultures (and countries) closer together, causing an inadvertent path towards a sense of global ‘connectedness’. The psychologist Frederic Bartlett in his book; ‘Political Propaganda’ said: “‘The development of...forms of locomotion, the rise of a popular Press, the invention and universal use of the cinema, of wireless and of television, mean that no group can live to itself.”  The extent technology pervades our lives, means that it is hard for a society to live, in a state of isolation, and to a degree self-sufficiency. A key example of diffusion in a cultural context is the American fast-food chain, McDonalds. It is far-reaching geographically and reflects a society of acculturation, as aspects of American culture/ideals found themselves on foreign shores. This is seen in Japanese branches, where people now eat with their hands instead of using chopsticks. In a modern context, even Japanese etiquette has undergone a shift. Diffusion can change a society’s direction, which is a blessing and a curse. There is no clearly defined path, so as attitudes invariably change, people become uncertain, change cannot be predicate. The level to which a culture may alter is not clear also. 
Trade is a clear way of assessing cultural diffusion. A positive of this example would be the Colombian Exchange introduced in the 15th century, which created lasting links that are still seen to this day. It may have been a relatively small step, but it has left huge footprints. 
Personally, this theory is incredibly contemporary, as technological development forces us towards ‘synchronisation’, whilst pushing out smaller demographics. Tribal communities are facing disruptions/adaptions to their way of life as part of ‘society’s enhancement’. The term itself is powerful, and its connotations, especially regarding minorities, can sometimes overtake other facets of this. Humanity’s interactions depend upon this theory. 
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