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The striking similarity between two objects produced by different cultures at different moments of history fascinated anthro-
pologists, archeologists and linguists in the 19th century. Their standard explanation of this phenomenon were either diffu-
sion (via human migrations) or the universality of human nature, both of which are highly suspicious to modern scholars. Yet, 
given the ongoing practice (of art critics and curators) of drawing connection based on formal similarities, one must ask: can 
resemblances teach us something or are they totally irrelevant?

—Y.-A. Bois
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