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BANC 133 FUNDAMENTAL OF SOCIAL AND
CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY

CourseIntroduction

Social and cultural anthropology under its rubric encompasses the study of society and culture.
The foremost contribution of the subject has been in the understanding of the various societies
and cultures across the globe both objectively and subjectively, doing away with biases and
prejudices, while presenting their relative importance. The main objective of the courseisfor the
learners to understand in a holistic manner the socia institutions and the cultural attributes that
constructs human societies.

L earning Outcome

After reading the course the learner should be able to:

i) explaintheorigin, historical background and foundation of socia and cultural anthropology;
ii) identify the variousinstitutionsin a society and relate to the cultural aspects present in societies;
iii) discuss the theories and approaches in social and cultural anthropology; and

iv) describe how fieldwork is to be conducted in the field of social and cultura anthropology.
Course Presentation

The course has been divided into four blocks. Each block has thematically arranged units. In total
there are fourteen units. Now let us see what we have discussed in each block.

Block 1: Thefirst block will acquaint the learners with the basic understanding of the foundation
of socia and cultural anthropology along with its emergence as a scientific discipline. This block
deals with the early developments that |ed to the beginning of the discipline of social and cultural
anthropology. Herein, the development of the subject in Britain and America has been dealt that
presents the question of why the British anthropol ogists laid emphasis on society and the American
anthropologists on culture. The growth and development of socia and cultura anthropology in India
is aso reflected upon. The learners would aso gain insight as to how the subject is different yet
have amilaritieswith some of the other disciplineslike sociology, psychology, history, political science
etc.

Block 2: The second block deals with the study of the forms and processesin the conceptualisation
of society and culture. This block takes into account the social institutions that are the pillars of
the society. Social groups; concepts of kinship, marriage and family; religious ideas and ritua
practices; the production, consumption and exchange of necessities. The learners while reading
this block would be able to comprehend how culture is entwined with the institutions forming an
integral part of society. Institutions are universal in societies however, it is cultural variations that
bring forth diversity. The unit on gender and culture focuses on the concept of gender and how
enculturation and socialisation leads to gender construction.

Block 3: Thethird block presents the theories and approaches, some defunct some still in practice,
that make up the study of human society and culture. From this block the learners would gain
insight as to how the theories have changed with the perspectives that the anthropol ogists |ooked
at societies. In theinitail stages of the subject the focus was on how evolution had taken place,
then moved on to diffusion, after which the trend was to understand the functions and the structures
within asociety. In the twenty first century now the focus has shifted to modern and post modern
phases and the inclusion of the female voice in anthropologica writings.



Block 4: In the last block, the learner would be introduced to field traditions and fieldwork, the
hallmark of anthropology. The nuances of how to conduct a fieldwork, the tools and techniques
that are to be used during data collection in the field, compiling and analysing the data after returning
from thefield to writing and presentation of the dissertation, thesis or project report has been discussed
in depth. This block would prepare the learner to take up anthropological fieldwork.

All the best, happy reading and wish you success. Hope the course material act as a guide for
you to achieve your goals.
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UNIT1 SOCIALAND CULTURAL
ANTHROPOLOGY: MEANING,
SCOPE AND RELEVANCE

Contents

1.0 Introduction

1.1 Society and Culture

1.2 Socid and Cultura Anthropology

1.3 Scopeof Socia and Cultura Anthropology

1.4 TheReevanceof Socia and Cultural Anthropology
15 Summary

1.6 References

1.7 Answersto Check your Progress

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After reading thisUnit thelearnerswould be ableto:

» explaintheconcept of socid and cultura anthropology;

» comprehend the reasons for distinguishing between socia and cultura
anthropology, the context inwhichit devel oped;

> figure out the application or scope of having learnt social and cultural
anthropology; and

» gragpastowhyitisimportant to betrainedinsocia and cultura anthropology.

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Inorder to know about socid and culturd anthropol ogy, thelearner must first learn
about what society isand what cultureis? How arethey related and how arethey
different? Most of usgo through lifetaking these entitiesas given, we never reflect
onthefact that society and culturearenot likethe natural environment, they are not
given and they arenot created by any divineintervention, dthough for alongtime,
peopledid believethat society wasacreation of God and that culturewassomething
that wasdivinely ordained. Let ustakefor examplethe matter of food, or what we
egt. Many people, infact amgjority of peopleacrosstheglobeesat what they consider
food, in other words not merely something edible or something that ahuman body
candigest, but something that they believe should be eaten, and similarly thereare
foodsthat cannot be eaten, again not because they are not food in the biological
sense of theword, and thereare peoplewho do eat what some other people consider
non- food. Even more than that, for many people some things are forbidden by
religion or asthey believe by their God; so that eating of forbidden foods may
actudly beasin.

Contributor: Professor Subhadra Mitra Channa, Former Professor, Department of
Anthropology, University of Delhi.
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But if wereflect upon dl thesetaboos and examinethem fromanintellectud point of
view, it becomes clear that these are forbidden not by God but by culture, and these
culturd taboos are often aproduct of history, of circumstancesand may havetheir
hiddenrationality (Harris1985). Again, reflecting uponwhat issociety andwhat is
culture, we come to the conclusion that these are human creations, may be not
conscious, but certainly by the operation of reasoning that evolvesover historical
timeandissituated within socia, economic and political contexts. Neither society,
nor cultureisstatic. They evolve and transform over time. What may have been
cons dered wrong & one point of timebecomesright at another point of time. Inthis
unit wewould examine these conceptsin somewhat greater details.

11 SOCIETYAND CULTURE

A human child isborninto apre-existing set of socia relationships. Assoonasa
childisborn, it hassomerdatives, that includesitsparents, itssblings, itsgrandparents
and so on. Theserelativesinturn are part of alarger set of relationshipswecall a
kinship network that may be part of an even larger group likeaclan, or acaste, and
findly the set of relationshipsisclosed and wehaveasociety that hasanidentity like
aspecifictribe, an ethnic group or acountry, nation or linguistic community. The
sense of belonging to agroup iscalled associa identity. Thisidentity can have
severd layers. Thusif oneisan Indian, we can say that we bel ong to Indian society.
Within Indian society, we can say webelong to areligiouscommunity, likebeing a
Hindu or aChristian or we can be belonging to atribe or to acaste group.

At eachlevel, wecan say that society isanetwork of relationshipsand belonging to
aparticular set of relationshipsgivesusanidentity. Someidentitiesarethe onesthat
wearebornwith, theseare known as ascribed and somewe pick up later inlifeand
theseareknown asacquired. Theidentitiesthat weareborn with also makeusinto
aparticular typeof person. Like speaking aparticul ar language or even languages,
eating akind of food, following aparticular way of lifeand worshipping particular
deitiesand believing in certain thingsasif they werethetruth. Thislast aspect is
known asaworld-view. Each oneof ushasaparticular cognition about theworld
welivein, and have prescribed waysto deal with our life situations.

We arethusborninto aset of relationshipswecall society and by virtue of being
borninaspecifictimeand placewe acquire certain ways of doing and thinking that
wecall asculture. A cultureisaway of life, apattern of doing things, and aset of
meaningsthat weimposeupontheworldaround us. It isthrough culturethat everything
around usbecomes meaningful. Itisculture that al so makeshuman beingsdifferent
from each other for cultureisan acquired and not agenetictrait.

Ashumanswe are one species and as a specieswe have common traits. One of
these human traitsisthe capacity for symbolic behaviour or the capacity for abstract
thinking. Human beings canimagine, they can attribute meaningsto objectsthat is
not an inherent property of that object. Thus sounds for humans can become
organised into language where soundstake on meaningsthat arearbitrarily assgned
tothem. Thisisthereasonwhy thereare o many, infact numerous humanlanguages,
each different from the other. We can call for exampleafrogin so many different
waysand thisis possible because none of these soundsthat mean afrogin different
languages arein any way connected with thefrog asan object. In other wordsall
labels and names (sounds) are arbitrary. Thisisthe reason why humans as one
species show thelargest variety inwhat they eat, do or theway inwhichthey live.



We do not live by our geneticsor our instincts but by aself- acquired mechanism
caled culture (Kaplanand Manners 1972).

But to have cultureonemust beapart of asociety for asaready indicated cultureis
not aninherent trait, it isacquired. So how doesahuman acquire culture, itisby
being borninand being brought upin asociety. Welearnto livein society inaway
that society can reproduceitself. Welearn to behave according to rulesthat we call
associa norms. These socid normsand rulesare acquired by transmissionthrough
processeswecal associdisation or theway inwhich ahuman childisbrought up by
itsadult caregivers. Wealso acquire or learn theways of lifeand the meaningsthat
providetheblue print for behaviour, likewhat to eat and how to eat, what to wear
and how to wear, how to behavelike aproper member of the society and how not
toliveso asto not becomeasocia drop out. Thesewaysof moving, speaking, the
knowledge of collective meaningsis called as cultureand the process of acquiring
cultureiscalled asenculturation.

These two processesgo hand in hand. Welearn thereis something called a parent
child relationship, thisis sociali sation and welearn the appropri ate behaviour that
goeswiththisrdationship andthisiscaled enculturation.

Check Your Progress1
1. Whatissocid identity?

Social and Cultural
Anthropology: Meaning, Scope
and Relevance

11



Natureand Scope

12

6. How isculturetransmitted from onegeneration to the next?

1.2 SOCIALAND CULTURALANTHROPOLOGY

Socia anthropology deals primarily with the study of socia relationshipsand the
study of what wecall associa ingtitutionslikefamily, kinship, political institutions
and economicingitutions. They study normsand rulesof behaviour and thestructures
that congtitute society.

Culturd anthropol ogi sts study symbol s and meaning systems, they study valuesand
beliefsand what arethe underlying principlesthat guide action. Although rd ated, the
two branches emphasise different aspects and approach their subject matter
differently. For example, if oneis studying political institutions from a social
perspective, thenonewill study theingtitutiond structureof thepolitica system, like
if itisaPanchayd, thenthestructureof personnd, their rightsand duties, thehierarchy
and normsand principlesof interaction etc. If oneisstudying thepolitical arenafrom
acultural perspectivethen, onewill not focuson thestructura aspectsbut will focus
on the negotiations of power, the strategiesand the tactics by which power isused
and manipulated. From acultural perspectiveone may focus not on the positions
themsalvesbut the processes by which these are obtai ned. Thecultura anthropologists
would focus on the symbol s by which power is manifested and the subtle use of
meaningsin express ng and maintaining power.

Historically the socia anthropol ogica perspectivewasdevel oped in Britain and the
European continent, following the French School of Mauss, Hubert and Durkheim.
The doyens of the social anthropological perspective were scholars like A.R.
Raddliffe-Brown, E.E. Evans-Pritchard, Bronidaw Malinowski, Raymond Firthand
othersof the British school and they influenced Indian anthropologistslike M.N.
Srinivasand others. Structures of hierarchy, co-operati on and associ ation, formal
rulesof behaviour and normsof interaction formsthefocusof socia anthropol ogical
andyss.

Cultura anthropology devel opedinthe U.S.A. for historica reasons. Thefounding
father of cultural anthropology inAmericawasFranz Boas. Hewasfollowed by his
students, such asAlfred Kroeber, Margaret Mead, Ruth Benedi ct, Ruth Bunzd and
other distinguished scholarslike Darryl Forde, Melville Herskovits, Ralph Linton
and others. It dealsmorewith the super-organic (cultural) aspectsthan with actua
existing socia relationships as most of the indigenous people of Americawere
dispersed or eliminated in the process of colonisation. Culture also examinesthe
historical and environmental aspects as culture is supposed by definition to be
historically derived and environmentaly contextuaised. Thusinacultura approach
wewill examinehow culturd traitsdeve op, diffuse, adapt to the surroundingsand
how they form part of alarger system of meanings.

Whileculturd aspectslikemeaningsand vauesarea so discussedinasocid rlaiond
approach, they aresubverted to the primary focuson structures. Similarly inacultura
gpproach thestructuresform only abackground againgt which meaningsand symbol s
arecontextualised.



Check Your Progress2 Social and Cultural
Anthropology: Meaning, Scope

7. What dosocia anthropologistsfocuson when they study communities? and Relevance

9. Namesomeof theearly scholarswhoworked inthefield of socia anthropology
from Britainand Europe.

10. Name some of the early scholars who worked in the field of cultura
anthropology fromU.S.A.

1.3 SCOPE OFSOCIAL AND CULTURAL
ANTHROPOLOGY

You must bewondering, asyou learn thissubject, asto what isthe scopeof being a
socid or acultura anthropologist? What arethe areas of knowledgethat thissubject
touchesupon?Youwill be happy to know that socia/cultura anthropol ogy hasone
of thewidest scope as compared to any other subject, for it deal sdirectly with the
human situation. If we study ourselves as human beings, thisisthe subject that we
rely upon. In anthropol ogy, humans aretreated asatotdity and not s mply asabody
(medical science) or amind (psychology) or asan animal species (zoology). Of
coursethere are subjectslike history and geography that come closeto cultural
anthropol ogy, but they too do not deal with all aspectsof being human. Thusasa
culturd anthropologist, youwill study history but it need not only bethewritten or
documented history that historiansusud |y rely upon, but it will includewhat wecall
asord history and ethno-history. Anthropol ogi ststake people astheir primary subject
of study, for them it ismoreimportant to know the peopl€e' sversion of history for it
isthisversionthat motivatesand triggersaction. Peopleact accordingto their beliefs
and ethno-history or the peopl€ sversion of their history iswhat isgoing to predict
how peaplewill behave. Anthropol ogistsare not concerned with what isdocumented
and followed by the academic community but what isbelieved in and followed by
the common peopleat large. It isthelatter version that determinesthe course of
history and shapescoll ective human action. 13
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It must be noted that anthropology does not focus on the individua like the
psychologists, they areonly interested in the collective and the public domain. Both
society and culturearein therealm of thetotal society and athough shared, do not
refer toindividua charactersor propendties. Thereation of individuasto society, in
thesensethat how theindividua isshaped by society, and how theindividua sthrough
their actions and behaviour reproduce society is a matter of concern for
anthropol ogists. For example humansdo not mate, they marry, in other words, who
they chooseastheir partner islargely determined by their cultural conditioning, even
when one assumesthat thereisafreechoice. For exampleintheAmerican society,
marriageis supposed to be determined by freeindividual choice but actua study of
marriagesindicatethat mgjority of marriagesrarely take place acrosstheracial and
eventheclassdivide. But at the sametime, associety ischanging, thevaueswith
respect tointer-racial marriageisalso changing, thus social and cultura changes
often accompany each other. Inthe U.S.A. for example, the election of ablack
president, the changesin perception due to urbanisation and education and the
generally libera attitudes of some partsof the U.S.A. hasled to aseachangein
patterns of marriage (Biaik 2017). Datafrom the few research centersindicates
that there has been amorethan five- fold increasefrom 3%in 1967 to 17% among
al newlywedstowardsinter-racial marriage patternin 2015. Among all married
peoplein 2015, 10% show inter-racial marriage. Of coursethe occurrence of 10%
marriage showsthat for alongtime, peoplein U.S.A. did not marry acrosstherace
dividethatisonly picking upinrecent times. Yet thevery figuresindicatethat cultura
prejudices do come in the way of a society being truly open, even when it is
ideologicaly so. Anthropol ogistsare by trainingimmensdy suited to investigate the
occurrence of suchinhibitionsinan open society, wherethereexist nolega or socia
barriers to inter-marriage. The facts aso indicate that change is occurring.
Anthropol ogistswoul d engagein studying both theinitia existenceof the prejudices
and also analysing the deeper causes of changes, when they occur.

Cultural anthropologistswould look for the changing meanings of marriage, the
changing colour symbols and changes in values and ideology. The social
anthropologistswould look for structural changes, the changing economic and power
equationsand transforming hierarchies. Theelection of ablack presidentintheUS
indicatesboth changesin socid hierarchiesand power structuresaswell it indicates
culturd transformationsof values. Thisisnot to say that thereissuch adivision of
labour between sociad and cultura anthropol ogistsasmost scholarswould ook for
adl thesefactors. Thuswe prefer to usethe combined term socid/cultura anthropology
in recent timesthan emphasi seupon oneor the other.

Socia anthropology focuses generally upon aspects of society such as social
dratification, sudiesof socid inditutionssuch asthose pertaining to economy, politics,
religionand law. A mgjor aspect of socid anthropological studiesisthat pertainingto
kinship, family and marriage. The classical works of these kindswere the books:
African Systems of Kinship and Marriage, African Political Systems, Witchcr aft
among the Azande, The Nuers, Nuer Religion and so on. Socia anthropol ogists
aso sudied changeand varioustypesof socid transformations. Withtheincorporation
of Marxism into anthropology, the aspect of history was also covered in
anthropologicad andysis.

Culturd anthropol ogistswere bl eto ventureinto many moredirections, theAmerican
school gaveriseto ecologica anthropol ogy, psychological anthropol ogy, medica
anthropol ogy, linguistic anthropol ogy, historica anthropol ogy and now we havemany
morebranchesof anthropol ogy, like enterpri seanthropol ogy, anthropol ogy of women,
anthropol ogy of tourism, anthropol ogy of disaster and risk management and any



other number of fiel dsinto which anthropol ogistsnow venture. In every casethe
anthropol ogiststry to bring their methodol ogy of qualitative, in-depth analysisand
datacollectioninto each of these aspects of human existence. Where we compete
with dready exigting disciplineslike psychol ogy and history, theanthropol ogistsjudtify
their existence by their method.

Psychol ogica anthropol ogistsdiffer from psychologistsinthat whilepsychologists
believetha thehuman branand mindaresmilar indl human bengsand that classica
psychological studiestrested al human mindsasdike, psychologica anthropol ogy
investigatesthe rd ationship between theindividua mind and culture (Bourguignon
1979). According to the founders of the culture and personality school, that led to
theformation of psychologica anthropol ogy asasub-disciplineof social/cultural
anthropology, if weaccept Freud'stheory of early childhood experiences affecting
adult persondity, then sncedifferent culturespracticedifferent child rearing practices,
thereisgoingto beacollective cultural influenceon dl children brought upinthe
sameculture, that will giveriseto somecollective persondity traitsin personssubjected
to the similar process of enculturation. For example practices such as feeding,
weaning, toilet training and d egp patternsof infantsarelargely conditioned by culturd
norms. For examplein South Asia, most children degp with their mothersand are
carriedinthelap or back of parentsand adult care givers. In American society on
the other hand, eveninfantsare put in aseparateroom and bed and arecarried in
strollersand dmost never inthelap. Thesefundamental differencesinthehandling
of thechild arelikely to produce differencesin adult personality. Contemporary
psychol ogiststoo have begun to incorporate the concept of cross-cultura personaity
traitsintheir work (see Schwartz, Whiteand Lutz 1992).

Reflection

Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) proposed the psychoanalytic theory
(psyche=themind and analysis=looking at the partsof the mind individual ly
to see how they relate). It is the first theory that describes the stages of
development through childhood. The basic premise of the theory is that
the biological urges move an individual through a series of stages that is
responsiblefor shaping one’'s personality.

Freud had given histheory of early childhood personality devel opment based
on what he considered universal human traits largely biologically
determined. According to Freud three stages are involved particularly,
oral, anal and oedipal and get resolved by cultural means such asweaning,
toilet training and cultural interpretation of parenthood.

Eminent socid anthropologists John Besttie haswritten that “ Socid anthropologists
infact concern themselveswith three different levels of data; (i) * what actually
happens, (ii) ‘what peoplethink happens and (iii) what they think ought to happen,
their legd and moral values’ (Besttiec.f. Mooreand Sanders 2006: 149). Thusthe
firgt isoften established by Satisticd andysisliketheexampleof inter-racia marriage
that we have aready talked about. Anthropol ogistswill not be satisfied by such
mere statement of data. They now go into the detail sof social interaction between
thedifferent ‘races’, their normsand values of interaction, eventheir history and
context. They would asculturd anthropol ogists examinethe symbolic sgnificance
of raceand themoral aspects. A | ot about theseinteractionswould depend on how
peopl einterpret and understand the institution of marriage. Thus anthropol ogists
engagein multi-faceted analysi staking various dimens ons of aphenomenoninto
account.

Social and Cultural
Anthropology: Meaning, Scope
and Relevance
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Check Your Progress3
11. Statethesubject matter of Social Anthropol ogy.

1.4 THERELEVANCE OFSOCIALAND
CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY

It isalso accepted in anthropol ogical theory that thereal social conditions do not
show up onthesurface but are at deeper layersbel ow thevisiblereality, and to look
for therea reasons, onemay haveto go deeper. Thisisthereasonthat anthropologica
methodsrequirelong term and engaged study of aparticular Stuationor ‘field’. This
in-depth study ismostly qualitative in nature where one engageswith real human
beingsrather thanjust rely on secondary dataor seigtics. Thisiswhereanthropologists
differ significantly from economists, asto them conceptslike poverty arenot just
statistical figuresbut relateto rea people, their livesand their redl life conditions.
Anthropol ogiststend to put aface on thefactsthat they present.

Theethnographic method, asthe anthropol ogica method of doing ahalistic study of
aspecificarea, iscalled, often usesas data, personal narratives, life historiesand
facetofaceinterviewswithrea people. It dsoinvolvestheanthropol ogist going and
staying for long periods of timewith the peoplewho are being studied and whose
livesarethen shared by them. Thisisknown in anthropologica language as* going
native . Thusanthropological fieldwork involvesthe subjectiveinteraction of the
anthropologist with the field that can no longer be viewed as an object. The
subjectivitiesof theinformantsand that of the anthropologist form aninteraction
wherethe subjective sef of the anthropol ogist cannot beignored. In other words
theanthropol ogist isnot the passive, objective, scientific observer of thelaboratory
stuation; he or sheisaliving human being in contact with other human beingsand
thus hisor her emotionsand sentimentsremain dive. Thefieldwork situationisan
interaction of one human being with othersand thereforethereisacognitive and
perceptud dement from both sdes. Thevery presenceof theanthropol ogist transforms
thefield asothers begin to interact with the scholar, who becomes situated in the
field, asapart of it (Clifford and Marcus 1990). Thisvery subjectivity, thelack of
so-cdled scientific objectivity isthehall mark of theanthropol ogical method.

Such closeinteractionswith the human beings often bring out datathat would never
be accessibleby any superficia or short term methods. The scope of anthropology
thus extendsto every dimension of human life but in away that these areas are
accessed with humane concern and empeathy. Theanthropol ogiststhusfind themsdlves
asadvocatesfor the peoplethey study, representing them and fighting for them at
variousforums. Theanthropologists immersioninthefidd, give them anempathetic



rel ationship with them, sothat they often end up thinking likethem. Thusthe scholar
also becomesan activist or he or she appliesthe knowledge that they have gained
for the good of the people who they begin to identify as their own. Most
anthropologistsrefer to their informantsas‘ my peopl € ; often formingalifelong
relaionshipwith them.

Themost important contribution of anthropology asadisciplineistolearntomove
beyond what isknown as* ethno-centrism’. Sinced | human beingsare enculturated
into aparticular way of life, itisa so very common for peopleto get into the mind-
set that their way of lifeisthebest way. Evenif peoplearenot conscioudly thinking
inthesetermsweget used to accepting somethingsas‘ normd’ anditisvery difficult
for usto move beyond this comfort zone of what we consider the appropriate way
of living. Many kindsof cultural practicesand habits gppear ‘ disgusting’, * shocking’
or strange to some peoplewhilethey may be perfectly acceptableand ‘ normal’ for
those who practice them. Thus eating dogs, men wearing skirts, women shaving
their heads, marriagesof infants, femaleinfanticideetc. are practicesthat may shock
or producedisgust in thosewho may not be used to them.

Anthropologistson the other hand aretrained to stretch their power of acceptance
to stretched limitswhere, even if they may not bring themsel vesto practice these
customs, can at least try to justify them for peoplewho do, for exampleread Felix
Padd’s (2011) work on human sacrifice among the Kondh tribes of Orissa, where
evenif not exactly supporting the custom, he shows how the practiceitself was
distorted and blown out of proportion by the British administratorswho used this
datato project theKondhsas* primitive’ and barbaric. Hea so demonstratesthrough
theuseof archival and field data, how the British intervention inthismatter and their
ruthless persecution of thetribal swasfar more savage and caused far more human
misery than was ever caused by the actua practice of human sacrifice.

Thusaprimary work of anthropologistsisto investigatetherea data, to go beyond
stereotypes and pre udicesto analyse with an open mind. To the anthropol ogists,
thereare societiesand there are cultures. They are also now strongly committed to
thevalueof not judging any cultura or socid practiceand to only understand things
intheir own context. Thismoving beyond ethnocentrismtowardsauniversal humanism
isnow the hallmark of being an anthropologist. As students of anthropol ogy you
must a so learn to be non-judgmentd, to appreciate diversity and to understand that
humanslive accordingto their cultureand culturesare not genetic, but acquired as
membersof divergent societies. Itisahumantrait that weare diversein our waysof
lifeand therelevance of anthropol ogy whichisahuman aswell asahumane science
istounderstand thisdiversity and learn to respect it. Anthropol ogistsare extremely
respectful of thewaysof other peopleand they arealso making all effortsto extend
thisappreciation to others, so that more and more peopleareableto understand the
relevanceand need of cultura diversity and tolerancefor waysnot their own.

Check Your Progress4
13. Describetheterm‘goingnative' .
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14. Whatissubjectivity?

1.5 SUMMARY

Inthisunit you havelearnt the basi cs about the discipline of social and cultural
anthropology. The student had been told the difference as well as the integral
rel ationship between society and culture and how both of theseareahall mark of
our existence ashumans on thisearth. Without culture there are no humans and
without soci ety there can be no cultureasit isbehaviour, valuesand practicesthat
welearn only as members of society and society cannot be reproduced as aset of
enduring relationshipsif people did not behave according to the cultural norms.
Thus socia groups such as caste, tribe and ethnic groups reproduce themselves
throughtheingtitutionsof marriage. But peopleareculturally conditionedto marry in
away that they reproducetheir societies.

We have learnt how anthropology as a discipline has got a wide scope as
anthropol ogical methods and methodol ogy, is capable of understanding dmost any
phenomenon pertaining to human socdi ety and human behaviour. Thusrdigion, palitics,
philasophy, psychol ogy and economicsareall withinthe purview of anthropol ogy,
except that anthropol ogy approachesthese dimensionsof society inamanner quite
different from those adopted classically in the disciplines of say, psychology,
economicsand palitical science. Today many of them including historiansareadopting
what we understand asthe ethnographic method. Fieldwork or thegathering of data
from peopledirectlyissomething that psychologists, culturd geographersand higtorians
are also doing. Social and cultural anthropologists have the unique ability to
communicateacross culturesand thisdoes not just mean spesking the samelanguage
but it meansthat they are ableto break down the cognitive barrier that usualy exists
between personsof different culturesor even classand community background. In
thenext unit wewill explorethe history and development of social and cultural

anthropol ogy.
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refer tosection 1.1.
refer to section 1.1.
refer tosection 1.1.
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5. refertopara6of sectionl1.1.
6. refertosectionl.l.

7. refertosection1.2.

8. refertosection1.2.

9

A.R. Raddiffe-Brown, E.E. Evans-Pritchard, Bronidaw Mainowski, Raymond
Firth and others.

10. Franz Boas, Alfred Kroeber, Margaret Mead, Ruth Benedict, Ruth Bunzdl,
Darryl Forde, MéelvilleHerskovits, Ralph Linton and others.

11. refertosection 1.3 paragraph four.
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12.
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14.
15.
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refer tosection 1.4.
refer to section 1.4.



UNIT2 HISTORY ANDDEVELOPMENT
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2.8 Answersto Check your Progress

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

Inthisunit thelearnerswill be ableto discussthe:

» genesisof thesubject of socid and cultura anthropol ogy;

» higtoricd timeframefor their development including thepalitical and economic
context;

> higtoricd rootsof thedifferentiation of thetwo branchesin the colonia period;
and

> higtory of development of anthropology inIndia.

20 INTRODUCTION

Anthropol ogy, defined asthe study of (Hu)Man is paradoxically anong the most
recent of al disciplinesthat was considered worthy of study. Thereason wasaso
sample, that human communitiesacrosstheworldtook their society andwaysof life
asgiven, asataken for granted truth for which no questionswere asked. Questions
and doubts, that some people naturally have, were answered through existing
cosmologiesand rigiousdoctrines. Inthisunit you will learn about thefascinating
story of how and why after many centuries of learningto read and write and after
deve oping theastronomica , mathematical,, biological and al other sciences, humans
findly turned theinquisitivegaze upon themselves.

21 WHYANTHROPOLOGY?

Around the 16" century, Europeunderwent aparadigm shiftin philosophica thinking
asit expanded itsgeopolitical boundaries acrosstheworld intermsof travel and

Contributor: Professor Subhadra Mitra Channa, Former Professor, Department of
Anthropology, University of Delhi.
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trade. Therewasgrowing disillus onment with the Church anditsdictums. TheFrench
Revolution aswdll astheAmerican Revolution brought about theredlisation that the
socia order was not based on divine origins but was an entity that could be shaken
at itsroots by human action and agency. The exposureto therest of theglobea so
madethe Europeansrealise that societies and people could befound in varieties of
formsand shapes, not only in terms of physical differences but aso in terms of
customs, waysof lifeand thinking. Even before Darwin and Wallace had formul ated
thetheoriesof biologica evolution, the French thinkersand the Scotti sh Enlightenment
phil osopherswereformulating their hypotheses of human socia evolutionand the
possibility of society being ahuman rather than adivine creation. Theexposureto
other culturestriggered ideas of socia evolution asthe European thinkerstried to
explainthediversity of culturesby connecting them with their own past. Auguste
Comte gavehistheory of astage by stage evol ution of human societiesthat set the
sagefor further speculaivethinking ontheselines. Comte sthesisthat human societies
evolved through the ages of Theol ogy, M etaphys csand Reason, put Europeans at
thetop of the evolutionary scale. When Europeans|ooked at other people, they
thought they werelooking down aswell aslooking back (seeAaron 1965).

While Comte concentrated on thereflectivefaculties of humansand their capacity
for rational thought; another mgjor contributor to theory of social evolution was
Herbert Spencer, who wasa so acontemporary of CharlesDarwinand their theories
of social and biological evolutions overlapped to some extent. Spencer’srather
controversid theory that societies behavelikenatural syssemswhereall those parts
(people) that arewesk or lack survival potential get eiminated was established as
thepopular conception of *surviva of thefittest’ that also got mistakenly grafted to
Darwin’stheory of evolution. Spencer’stheory was also used by the emerging
industria capitalism of Europeto justify both the spread of colonid ruleand theonus
that capitalism put ontheindividual entrepreneur. Both Comte and Spencer along
with other European scholarswere representing what is known asthe Positivist
approach to the study of socia phenomenon.

Reflection

The Positivist approach advocated that societies were capable of being
studied and analysed as objects like any other object of scientific
investigation. In other words the scholar of society was also a scientist
who could apply hisanalytical skillsto objectively scrutinise society with
the same degree of objective detachment and methodol ogical rigour that a
scientist bringsto hisexaminations. Societieswere compared to organisms
and like organisms they were subjects of evolution and predictable laws.

Two of thegreatest 19" century thinkers, Freud and Marx d sofollowed thispositivist
philosophy to put forward their ‘ scientific’ theories of human bio-psychologica and
social devel opment respectively. Like Darwin both, had great influence on later
devel opmentsin socia sciencesand on thediscipline of anthropol ogy. A greet deal
of theory building inthe age of positivism wastriggered by thegreat curiosity that
Europeanshad about their ‘origins and ultimately it wasthissearchfor theorigin
and evolution of human beings that gave rise formally to a discipline labeled
anthropology or the, ‘ Scienceof Man'. Thisoriginal definition of anthropol ogy
indicatesthetwo basi c assumptionsthat informed the establishment of thisdiscipling;
one, that humanswere potentia subjectsfor scientificanaysisinal aspectsof their
being and second, that to beredly *human’ wasto bea(Hu)Man.



This brings us to another philosophical paradigm of the Age of Reason or
Enlightenment; the nature/culturedichotomy, and its superimposition onthefemale/
maledudity, recognised and established by dmost dl mgjor thinkersof the European
Renai ssance, such as Francis Bacon, Freud and even Darwin. Humanswith their
faculty of reason were destined to dominate nature and thiswas a so the manner of
defining civilisation. Women, whom both Freud and Darwin had characterised as
driven by instinct, were not guided by reason, aswere men. They weremorelike
nature, biological creaturesto be dominated and a so protected by men. Thiswas
themindset that atributed al intellectua activity to therealm of themasculinewhile
thefemininedomainwas confined to thedomestic domain. With theresult that most
of therecognised theoreticians of theWest were men.

Check Your Progress1
1. Namesomeof theearly thinkerswho talked about evol ution of human beings
and societies.

2. Who postulated the concept of ‘ survivd of thefittest” intermsof socid evolution?

2.2 THEHISTORICAL BACKGROUND TOTHE
DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIAL AND CULTURAL
ANTHROPOLOGY

No theory arisesinavacuum. Itiswell known that Galileo and Copernicuswere
ahead of their times and suffered the consequences and Darwin came at theright
timeto put forward atheory that completel y shook what waswritteninthe Bible
about Genesis, but was accepted with enthusiasm. Thetime of devel opment of
anthropol ogy was at the peak of the colonising process of Europe over therest of
theworld. Therdatively equa relationship established through tradewasbeing turned
into one of political domination and gross exploitation. Trautmann (1997) has
described how the British treated Indianswith respect and almost awe aslong as
they weretrading, but as soon astheruleof queen Victoriawas established Indians
and their culturewasdenigrated totheleve of savagery and dl native customswere
disparagingly dismissed as* uncivilised' . Therising needsof capitalist economy were
pushing Europeto arelentless search for resourcesto feed itsgrowing industries
bothintermsof raw materialsaswell for marketsfor sellingtheir goods. However
at the sametimethe Enlightenment period wasthe time of flowering of ideas of
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Equality, Humanism and Liberty; thoughtsthat originated from the French and
Americanrevolutions Therewasthestrong belief inthe Europeansasbeing‘ civilised
and carriers of human values of justice and democracy. There was an obvious
contradiction between thisfaith and the genocidal activitiesthat accompanied
colonisaion.

It wastheevol utionary theoriesthat justified and supported the soread of European
rule by creating theimage of the‘ primitive other’ . As put forward by an array of
scholarsfrom Comte, Bachofen, Maine, M cLennan and others; human societies
had gonethrough several stagesthat wereaso linearly progressive. The peak of
evolution wasreached by theWestern soci eties, whose dominancewasfurther justified
by Spencer’sdictum of ‘ survivd of thefittest’. Thusthe Europeanswere succeeding
becausethey weremore'fit’ and also the peoplethey were colonising werethe
‘primitives’ who were compared to immeature children by Freud and were considered
at lower stages of menta evolution by Darwin and asregressed in stagesthat had
not quitereached the patriarchal, maledominated civilisation of theWest. Scholars
such as Bachofen and M cLennan for instance considered female domination asa
sign of ‘backwardness’ putting matriliny/matriarchy asalower stage of human
evolution. Thiswasin compliancewith theview of thenature/culture, women/men
dichotomy aready established (Ortner 1974). Since western societieswerestrongly
patriarchal in both religion and law, they were superior. They were also self-
professed examplesof superior dvilisationthat justified their teking over and* avilisng
theprimitives.

Check Your Progress2

4. ‘Thegrowth of anthropology wasat itspeak during the col onisation process of
Europeover therest of theworld.” State whether thefollowing statement is
Trueor Fase.

5. During the Enlightenment period state theideasthat flowered owingto the
Frenchand Americanrevolutions.

2.3 ANTHROPOLOGY ASADISCIPLINE

Thedisciplineof anthropology wasfinaly established asadistinct disciplinewith
Edward B. Tylor assuming thechair of anthropology at the Oxford University. The
god sof thedisciplinewereto formally study and research theoriginsand diversity
of human beings. Darwin had firmly established that the human wasasinglespecies
biologicaly and theracetheoriesthat had attributed differencesin human societies
tother racid differenceswerediscarded at the scholarly level. If racewasnot the
criterion then onehad tolook for other reasonsfor both the physical aswell asthe
socid differences between various human groups. Thediscipline of anthropol ogy
then wasto examinethebiological aswell associa evolution of humansandto




explaintheobserved differences of physical typesand of socia and culturd life. The
biologica evolution needed to ook beyond thetimewhen humansbecame humans
so biologicd evolution wasrootedin pa ecanthropol ogy or thestudy of fossil remains
of humansand pre human hominidsand a so primatol ogy or study of behaviour and
physiology of higher primates. Socia evolution on the other hand not only examined
pre-historical remainsand archaeol ogical rootsbut a so consdered existing human
societiesasremains of the past of the most evolved soci eties namely the western

European.

It wasthislast assumption that formed the basi s of thetheory of social evolution
where Tylor assumed that spatial differences could betransated into temporal
differences. Whilethistheory put some peopleonthelower rungsof theevol utionary
ladder, it also based itself on what was then recognised asthetheory of ‘ psychic
unity of mankind’. Since humanswere one species, it was believed their mental
functioning would necessarily bethe same. All humanswere supposed to haveone
Culture, what Ingold (1986) has called culture with a capital C. The observed
differenceswerethen explained by saying that the different peopleshad evolved to
different level sof culture, with theadded proposition that al would ultimately attain
the same level of culture as had aready been attained by western civilisation.
Anthropology wasat timescriticised for being acolonid disciplineespecidly asthe
theory of socia evol ution was both Eurocentric and directly or indirectly supported
colonisation by itsdefinition of * civilisation’ as synonymouswith the\West.

Reflection

Ethnocentrism refers to the feeling of considering one's own culture as
being superior as well as the ‘normal’ way of doing things. Eurocentric
perspectiverefersto the Europeans considering their own society and culture
asbeing at the height of social evolution and most civilised.

Anthropol ogy diversified into four main branches, namely physical or biological
anthropology that dealt with human biological diversity; linguisticsthat dealt with
relationship between culture and language, archaeol ogy that del ved into the past of
human society and social/cultural anthropol ogy. However these branchesare not
totally exclusive of each other and thefact of humansevolving as cultured beings,
who liveinsociety, underliesal aspectsof anthropology. Theinitial Eurocentric bias
of anthropol ogy was| ater replaced by afar morerdtivistic and humani stic gpproach.
The historical transformations of the world had much to do with changesin
anthropologicd paradigms.

Check Your Progress3
6. Whoassumed thefirst chair of anthropology in Oxford University?

7. Namethefour mgor branches of anthropol ogy.
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24 THEBRITISHAND THEAMERICAN SCHOOLS
OFANTHROPOLOGY

Theintring c re ationship of anthropol ogy with colonisationisexplicit inthefurther
devel opment of the disciplineinitsBritish version and the devel opment of what
cameto beknown astheAmerican Culturd Tradition. Theacademicrootsof British
structura —<functiona school wasdrawn from thefunctionaism of Durkheim (1950)
who bel onged to the French school of sociol ogy. The structural -functional school
critiqued theclassicdl evolutionistsfor their specul ativetheories. Moving avay from
the deductivetheories of evolution they moved to empiricism and devel oped the
field study method that hastoday becomethe hal mark of anthropol ogy.

The structural -functional school believed that each society hasastructurein the
form of socid relaionshipsand thereisafunctiona logic of each part of thisstructure
that contributesto thewhole. Thebasic premises of structural functionalismwas
based on theaxiom of cultural relativism, that cultureswere not higher and lower
manifestation of stagesof the sameculture, but culturesin plurd wereeach functiond
wholes. Each soci ety was bound and could be compared to aliving organismwhose
parts contributeto thefunctioning of theentirebody. Thusone could not study parts
of cultures, likereligion and kinship by using the comparative method, aswas done
inclassica evolutionary theory, but asociety needed to bestudied initsentirety and
indepth, and the functional rel ationship between its parts established by close and
intimateinteraction with the peopl e concerned. The British anthropol ogistsmainly
responsiblefor thisapproach used it to study those soci etiesunder therule of the
Crown that needed to be governed to bein stable equilibrium. To some extent the
desireof theadministratorswasreflected in the academic presumptions.

Reflection

Cultural Relativismrefersto the theoretical position where aspects of any
culture are seen asrelevant, that isfunctional in their own context and not
comparable to other cultures. Thiswas a criticism of evolutionary theory
and foundation of functional theory.

Thefiedwork method wasgivenitsclassicd shapeby Bronidaw Mainowski’slong
duration study of the Trobriand idanders. That Mainowski becameafiel dworker of
such dedication, not voluntarily but by the exigencies of the World War, did not
deter from him being declared the master fieldworker of al timesand hisbook
Argonauts of the Western Pacific (1922) amanual that al anthropol ogy students
read liketheBible.

Thefunctiond studieswere carried out by the British and French anthropol ogistsin
most of the colonies and they were often engaged by the colonia governmentsto
hel p the administrati on by providing information about the people so that they could
be better governed and managed. Often asin India, many administrators became
anthropol ogists of sortswhen they carried out fieldwork among the people they
wererequired to govern. But theworks of these administrators/ethnographerswere
not freefrom bias (Channa 1992). However, athough anthropol ogistswere often
initially inthe pay of the state, and were required to support the state agenda of
colonisation; asaresult of long stay and i ntimate contact with the people they were
sent to study, they often turned up against the policiesof the state. Sometimestheir
influence changed the policies of thegovernment, likefor exampletheinfluence of
anthropologist Verrier Elwinwere seen onthe policiesmadeby Nehru’' sgovernment



regarding themanner inwhich the peopleof North-East of Indiawereto begoverned.
Anthropol ogists often advocated for retention of local customsand were against
undueinterferenceinthelivesof the native. Theanthropologistsworkingin India
andAfricaweremostly part of governmentsthat worked from, ‘ outside’. Indiaand
large parts of Africawere external colonies of the British, French and Dutch
governments, that retained to alarge extent their native societiesand cultures, smilar
conditionsexisted in Indonesia, Burmaand other coloniesnot tota ly taken over by
thewhite populations.

InAmerica, thesituation was quite different. Here the Native Americans had not
only been dispersed and their soci etiesdestroyed; many tribesand communitieshad
been depl eted to dmost thelast survivors, when the anthropol ogistsbegan to study
them. Thefather of American anthropology, Franz Boasa so drew hisrootsfrom
German Diffus onism, that emphasi sed history, migration andamore particularistic
view of socid transformation. Unliketheclassical evolutionist and functional roots
of British social anthropology, the Americans, facing genocide and massive
dissemination of societiescould not face up to asynchronic, functional view of
timelessharmony visudised by thestructura-functiondists. First of dl they focused,
by necessity onthe concept of culture as against that of soci ety because what they
did get to study were not functioning societiesbut | eft over bitsof people'sliveslike
myths, folklore, materia cultureand narrativesof waysof livesthat had disappeared
or were going to disappear soon. The peoplethey studied, likethe Navaho werea
peoplelivingin reservations, in abject poverty, mental and physical misery, practicing
witcheraft not having afunctioning society likethe study made by Evans-Pritchard
ontheAzande, but to survive conditionsof extreme hardship.

Reflection

Diffusionismisthe theory that emphasises on the spread of culturesfrom
centersof their origin and not on parallel evolution of similar traits. Unlike
evolutionitismoreinclined towardsthe decline of culturesover the passage
of time and their distance from the point of their origin. They believethat
original concepts occur rarely and similarities observed in cultural traitsis
dueto diffusion.

Kroeber, adirect student of Boas and adoyen of American anthropology, gavehis
famous definition of culture as* super-organic, supra-individua’; in other words
something that could still be studied evenif the culture bearersweregone. Boas
Historical Particularism was not atheory of sweeping generalisations but looked
upon cultureasaproduct of history, situated in specific environmenta conditions
and carried by peoplewho had parti cular mindsetsthat were conduciveto thenature
of culturethey werecarrying. In other words Boasand hisfollowersdid not limit
themsdvesto thedomain of the socid exclusively likethe structura-functionalists
but looked to history, psychology and environment to explain the nature of culture.
Boas' book The Mind of the Primitive Man, wasastudy in cognition and hewas
asoinfluenced by Gestat Psychol ogy of the German school. The concept of ethos,
developed by Kroeber, where hetal ks of thewhol e as being something other than
thesum of itsparts, wasd soinfluenced by the Gestdt school . Other scholarsemerging
from theAmerican School developed thelink between cultureand persondity further,
bringingin psychologica conceptstoexplain culturd differences, likeRuth Benedict's
(1934) work The Chrysanthemumand the Sword, based on the patterns of culture
also made use of the concept of cultural ethos. Boastransmitted hisinterest in
psychology to hisstudents such asMargaret Mead, Linton and otherswholater laid
thefoundationsof the branch of psychol ogica anthropol ogy that devel oped out of
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theculturepersondity school. Freudian theory of early formation of persondity was
reformul ated by anthropol ogistswho pointed out that early childhood experiences
wereembedded in culturaly specific methodsof child rearing and therefore culture
wasaprimedriver of personality formation. One off shoot of thistheory wasthe
concept of nationa culturethat found great popul arity.

TheAmerican school not only branched off into psychological fieldsbut asointo
ecol ogica anthropol ogy, economic anthropol ogy, medica anthropol ogy and historical
anthropology fromitsrootsof historica particularism. After the Fiftieshowever the
separation of thetwo traditionsalmost disappeared asboth structura functionaism
and historical particularism werereplaced by more contemporary theories.

Reflection

Sigmund Freud founded the psychoanal ytic school and was known for his
theories of human personality devel opment that he identified as rooted in
early childhood experiences. He explained neurosisin terms of unresolved
contradictionsof childhood such asthe Oedipal Complex.

Check Your Progress4
8.  Whichmethod of study isthe hallmark of anthropol ogy?

10. Whoisregarded asthefather of American anthropol ogy?

11. Why didtheAmerican anthropol ogistiswhilestudying the peoplelikethe Navaho
focused on the concept and study of culturesinstead of society?

12. Namesomeof theearly American anthropol ogists.



25 DEVELOPMENT OFANTHROPOLOGY IN
INDIA

Indiawas aBritish colony when anthropol ogy was devel oping. Theinitial works
that may beregarded as ethnographieswere done by the British administratorslike
Hutton, with their racial bias and Eurocentrism (Channa 1992), yet they were
genuinely academically oriented and were ahighly educated set of peoplewitha
greet ded of curiosity about the peopleand culturesthey weretryingtorule. Following
thelead given by their rulers, the early scholarswho we now refer to asthefathers
of anthropologica thinkingin India, scholarslike S.C. Roy and Ananthakrishnalyer,
wereinfluenced by European phil asophy of evol ution and so by auniversal humaniam
asisevident inthewritings of Roy about the central Indian tribes. They worked
closely with the British administration and created some very comprehensive
ethnol ogiescombining what isnow distinguished associa/cultural anthropology and
biologicd anthropol ogy. Theseworkslike Roy' swork ontheMundasand the Oraons
and lyer’swork on the Cochin tribes, included all aspects of life, like history,
migration, settlements, physical features of the people, their material culture,
language and social ingtitutions.

Cd cuttawasthefirgt university to have adepartment of anthropology in 1921, and
had amongitsstaff personslike B.S. Guha, Ananthakrishna lyer, Panchanan Mitra,
N.K. Boseand others. Although socia anthropol ogy wasfirst introduced as part of
sociology syllabusin Bombay University in 1919; initidly anthropol ogy wastaught
asanintegrated subject that wasinclusive of thephysica and social aspects. It was
more ethnol ogy than anthropol ogy as can be seen from the monographsof scholars
like S.C. Roy and eventhoselike N.K. Bose, whoincluded al aspectsof asociety
intheir description.

Theinitid work on what wasthen known asanthropol ogy waslargely thecollection
of dataonthetriba or primitive (asthey were then known) under the evol utionist
assumption that theseways of lifewereto disappear. Thiswork of compilationwas
begun by H.H. Ridey, who, after the Censuswork in 1931 initiated an Ethnographic
Survey of India. Sincenot al partsof Indiawereunder British ruleat that time, a
request had goneto the sovereign statesto co-operate with thissurvey. The Cochin
Durbar was oneentity that agreed to have an ethnographic survey and appointed
L.K. Ananthakrishnalyer as Superintendent of Ethnography of the Cochin state
from 1902-1924; that resulted in the two volumes of thework; Tribesand Castes
of Cochin, published from 1908-1912. lyer continued hisstudy till 1920 and then
joined CalcuttaUniversity in 1921 fromwhere heretired in 1932.

Itisinterestingto know that asanative anthropol ogist Iyer evoked huge amount of
interest among his European counterparts, who were eager to listento him deliver
lecturesonthe’ primitive’ peopleof India. Hetravelled and lectured extensively in
Europe and attended the very first Congress of Anthropol ogical and Ethnological
Sciences, heldin London, in 1934; where hewas given huge recognition.

When anthropol ogy established itself asafield scienceand thewriting of individua
ethnographies based on the holistic and functiona study of singlecommunity was
initiated, anumber of anthropol ogistsfromwestern countriesvisited andworkedin
India Prominent amongthemwereA.R. Raddliffe-Brown, thefather of anthropol ogy
in Great Britain, who wrote his classic monograph on The Andaman Islanders,

History and Development of
Social and Cultural
Anthropology

29



Natureand Scope

30

published by Cambridge University Pressin 1922. BeforehimW.H.R. Rivers, who
wason theborder of evol utionism and functionaism; wrotehisorigina work on The
Todas, in 1911, ayear when the Sdligmans’ had d so published their ethnography of
The Veddas of Ceylon.

S.C. Roy iswell known for hisscholarly compilations onthe Central Indian tribes
such astheMundas and the Oraons. Hiswork issimilar to the early ethnographers.
Another scholar in the same genre doing generali sed comparative ethnology was
Iravati Karve. Karvedid aregionwisecompilation of thevariouskinship systemsin
India, includingangppraisd of theancient Indian kinship usagesthat shehad retrieved
from her study of Indian mythology. However, her semind contribution wasto show
that caste and racewerenot linked in India; ahypothesisthat had been generated
by H.H. Ridey and supported by scholarssuchasGS. Ghurye.

These generd ethnographieswerefollowed by more specific and focused works
likethat of PO. Bodding, whose work on Santal medicine (1925-1940) has by
now assumed the status of aclassicinmedica anthropol ogy. Bodding, aNorwegian
scholar isalsowell known for hiscompilation of the Santal grammar (1922) and
other workson Santal folklore and Santal riddlesand witchcraft.

A student of A.R. Radcliffe-Brown, M.N Srinivas, isrenowned not only for his
excd lent ethnography but a so for devel oping critica insightsinto theinstitution of
caste from an indigenous perspective. His use of the termsjati and varna and
introduction of concepts such as Sanskritisation and Dominant Caste, hasshown
that aninsider’sperspective can bevery enriching.

A number of scholars of both Indian and western origin worked in Indiafrom the
1930s onwardsusing field study methodsto devel op analytical conceptsand to
develop amore Indiaoriented anthropol ogy. From theyear 1938 onwards, alarge
number of American anthropologistsalso visited and worked in Indiathat included
peoplelikeMcKim Marriott, Oscar Lewis, Maurice Opler, Stanly and Ruth Freed,
Robert Redfield, Kathleen Gough, Joan PMencher, Pauline Kolenda and many
others, who a soworked in close collaboration withindigenous scholarsand focused
onspecificaly Indianissues, likecaste, *jajmani’, untouchability, village studies,
and tribes. Therewere many andytical termsand categoriesthat devel oped during
thisperiod, like Universalisation and Parochialisation, Little Tradition and Great
Tradition, Tribalisation, Hinduisation and so on. A matter of much theoretical debate
wastheidentification of ‘tribe’ asacategory, given the Indian context; and the
notion of tribe-caste continuum was phrased by scholars such asN.K. Bose and
severa others(Nathan 1997).

Some western anthropologists like Verrier Elwin and Christopher von Flrer-
Haimendorf, practically left their original countriesto go native. Elwin, aborn
Englishman and Christian missionary by profession and training had rejected both
identitiesto becomean Indian citizen and a so to accept aHindu identity athough
not aconservative upper casteone. A great admirer and follower of Gandhi, Elwin
happily merged with thefreeand easy lifeof thetribes, wherehemarried and fathered
hischildren. He proposed his philosophy for what isnow Arunachal Pradeshin
terms of what he visualised asfreedom of the peopleto choosetheir way of life
without being subject to any externa pressure. Hiscloseassociation with thefirst
PrimeMinister of India, Jawaharlal Nehru, led to the policy of Panch Sheel and a
tolerant attitudetowardsthetribesto continuewith their way of life.



Reflection

Jajmani refersto aredistributive system based on agriculturefound in the
caste based Indian villages. Thelandholding castes give share of produce
to specialist caste groups who provide themwith serviceslike hair cutting,
washing of clothes and agricultural labour. In many parts of India the
Brahminisalso adependent caste providing ritual servicesin exchangefor
food and other subsistence.

Universalisation and Parochialisation: Universalisation is the process
of cultural transmission where atrait from asimpler society gets absorbed
into the universal culture and Parochialisation isthe oppositetrend wherea
trait fromacomplex civilisationisaccepted into alocal cultureinamodified
form.

Little Tradition and Great Tradition: These terms were coined by Robert
Redfield and refer to the cultures of the simple society and complex society
respectively.

Tribalisation: The acceptance of cultural traits from atribal society into
caste society so that they develop cultural traitssimilar to that of thetribe.

It may also mean giving up of some caste based traitsand accepting rituals
and food that is found among the tribes.

Hinduisation: This refers mostly to acceptance of Brahmanical values
and caste system.

ThelIndian scholarswereequaly influencedinthisanaytica phaseby theAmerican
school asthey had earlier been exposed primarily to the British school and the
continent. Someof the early Indian scholarswho made significant contribution to
the study of Indian society were S.C. Dube, LeelaDube, A Aiyappan, L.P
Vidyarthi and others. From the fiftiesonwards, as anthropol ogy wastaught asa
Separate subject, the combined ethnol ogical approach used earlier wasreplaced by
awel|-deve oped curriculumwhichinc uded in-depth study of socia anthropol ogy,
physical anthropol ogy and archaeol ogy.

In morerecent times, from the eighties onwards, Indian anthropol ogy has matured
into afar morecritical and post-colonial discipline. Worksare now being focused
on specificissues, likeecology, gender, exploitation of casteand question of identities
inacomplex and transforming world. More contemporary scholarslike B.K. Roy
Burman, Virginius Xaxa, Felix Padd, B.D. Sharmahaveturned acritical gazeupon
thesituation of tribesinIndia, intermsof their exploitation and loss of identity and
resources.

Some stalwarts of Indian anthropology like S.C. Dubeand N.K. Bosehavegiven
their own classification of the phases through which Indian anthropology has
deve oped. They identify an earlier phaseof compilation and making of encyclopedias
and database of thetribes, asecond phase of empirical fieldwork and creation of
quditatively constructed monographsontribes, and third, theana ytical work done
onthem. Accordingto D.N. Mgumdar, thefirst phase can becaled the Formulation
Phase (1774-1911), the second phase can be called the Constructive Phase, lasting
from 1912-1937, and the Critical phasethat began from 1938. However there has
been cons derable changefrom the ninetiesonwardswhen theoretica transformations
haveled to reconsidering the concept of tribeitself. Following the decolonising
theoretical shifts, the earlier accepted terminologiesand labelssuch as* primitive,
‘tribe’, ‘wild’ etc., arebeing reformulated and consi derablerethinkingisbeing done
(Channa2015).
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It isnow realised that much of the classification and labelling was done, not in
deferencetothereality but to fulfill the administrative needs of the power holders
(Xaxa 2008, Rycroft and Dasgupta2011). A significant devel opment hasbeen the
writingsof theindigenous scholars; thosethat werethe objects of study have now
agency and avoi ceto spesk about themsel ves (HUimtsoe-Nienti, Pimomo and Tiinyi
2012, Kamei 2004).

Contemporary Indian anthropol ogy isa so engaged in advocacy and gpplied aspects
of bringing thevoice of themarginal to theforefront and to also bring out thereal
nature of tribal society, to show that they arenot ‘ primitive’ or less devel oped but
have had centuries of well adapted economiesand are repository of knowledge
systemsof great value, especialy for asustainablefuture.

Check Your Progress5

13. NametheUniversityinIndiawherethefirst department of Anthropol ogy was
establishedin 1921.

14. Inwhich University socia anthropology wasfirst introduced asapart of the
Sociology syllabusin1919in India?

15. Whoisregarded asthefather of anthropology in Great Britain? Name his
classc monograph?

16. Who authored The Todas?

26 SUMMARY

In this Unit thelearners have been given asweeping glance at the discipline of
anthropology, itsfoundationsthat arerooted inthehistory of Europeanditsreevance
and spread during theearly years. Col onisationwasamgor impetusto thefoundation
of this subject formally as the British and other European and later American
administrators needed to know about the people they were ruling. Although
anthropology initialy devel oped asthe British, French and American Schoal s, today
we haveamoreintegrated global perspective.




Theknowledge acquired by the anthropol ogists by their fiel dwork methodswere
seen asassetsfor understanding and administering unfamiliar people. Inthe process
the colonisersal sojustified col onisation based upon the evol utionary schemabut
werelater severdly criticised by field based anthropol ogistswho discovered that
most culturd traitshave arelevanceintheir own context and cannot be graded as
highor low. Thisperspectiveknown asculturd relativism later made anthropol ogists
advocate for therights of marginal people such astheindigenous people of the
world. In Indiatoo athough anthropol ogy began as a colonia subject it soon
developed into acritica disciplinewhereanthropologiststried to defend thelife
waysof triba and non-urban peopleand a so through their intervention, many laws
and policieswereadopted by the Indian state to allow thetribal peopleto enjoy
their ownwaysof life. Astheselifewaysareincreas ngly coming under threat from
the spread of neo-liberal and forceof globa capitalism, anthropol ogistsarecoming
to the defense of the marginal communities, their waysof life. They haveinthe
process a so devel oped critiques of conventional economic theoriesand concepts
of development that only take economic growth ascriteria. Social and cultural
anthropology isthustoday avery relevant subject and especially necessary for
administratorsand policy makersto study. In the next unit wewill belooking at how
socia and cultural anthropology is related to other disciplines like sociology,
psychology, history etc.
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2.8 ANSWERSTO CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

Check Your Progress

1.  Auguste Comte, Herbert Spencer, Wallaceand Charles Darwin were some of
theearly thinkerswho tal ked about evol ution of human beingsand societies.

Herbert Spencer
refer tosection 2.1
True

refer to section 2.2.
Edward B. Tylor

N oo g~ W DN

(& physical or biologica anthropology (b) socia and culturd anthropology; (¢)
archaeologica anthropology (d) linguisticsanthropol ogy.

8. FHddwork



10.
1.
12.

13.
14.
15.

16.

Bronidaw Mdinowski History and Development of
Social and Cultural

Franz Boas Anthropology

refer to section 2.4.

Franz Boas, A.L. Kroeber, E.EvansPritchard, Margaret Mead, Ruth Benedict
and many more.

CdcuttaUnivergty
Bombay University

A.R. Raddiffe-Brownisregarded asthefather of anthropol ogy in Greet Britain.
The Andaman Idlandersishisclassic monograph.

W.H.R. Riversauthored The Todas.
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L earning Obj ectives

After reading thisunit thelearnerswould be ableto comprehend:
»  how anthropology isrelated with other socia sciences,

» inwhat waysanthropol ogical knowledgeisuseful in other socia sciences;
andthe

» mgor shiftinthedomain of anthropology.

3.0 INTRODUCTION

The meaning and purpose of anthropology is the scientific study of humanity.
Anthropol ogy studieswho (Hu)Manis, how they have evolved, why they look like
theway they are, how they talk, why they act in aparticular manner. Viewed froma
meacro persgpectivemankind al over theworld showssomesimilaritiesand differences
In appearance, language and behaviour. Human beings have been the object of
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study for many other subjectstoo. Biological sciences, manifests, socid sciences, all
are concerned with the (hu)man and their works.

The domain of anthropol ogy hasno fixed boundaries. It doesnot restrict itsstudy to
any onegroup of peopleaonebut extendsit to thewhol e of the human population.
Moderncivilisations, contemporary emergent nations, the processof industriaisation,
urbani sation and similar such areas al so engage the attention of anthropologists.
Anthropol ogy initsmicroscopic outl ook focuses onwhat isuniqueto each group of
peopleandinitsmacroscopic outl ook it comprehendsthefeaturesof each culturein
relation to those of others. In the previous unit we have discussed the history and
devel opment of socia and culturd anthropology. Thisunit will helpyouto comprehend
how anthropology isrelated to other socia sciences.

31 REALTIONSHIPWITH SOCIOLOGY

Thesocia sciencethat isclosest to social anthropology issociology. Yet thereare
strong and divided viewson therel ation between them. Each claimsto study society
not just asingleaspect of it such aseconomicsand politicsbut al of it. Sociology is
much ol der than socid anthropol ogy and began with Auguste Comtein Franceand
Herbert Spencer in England. Thetwo menwho areregarded asthefoundersof the
British traditioninanthropology, Mainowski andA.R. Radcliffe-Brown, thelatter in
particular drew ontheideasof the French sociol ogists of thelate nineteenth century
andA.R. Radcliffe-Brownin apresidentia addressto the Royal Anthropol ogical
Institute said hewas quitewillingto call the subject comparativesociology if anyone
so wishes. Many of the newer British universities have combined departmentsin
sociology and anthropol ogy. However, Universitiesgive separate degreesin the
two subjects so theremust beareasonfor this. Thereasonisasimpleonebutitis
amatter of practicerather than theory, they deal with different subject matter andto
alarge extent by different methods. It might be noted that they arethe branches of
the study of society as botany and zool ogy are branches of biology.

Anthropology and sociol ogy provide acomparative framework for interpreting and
explaining human social behaviour. Although each disciplinearosein responseto
different higtoricd circumstanceswhich haveresultedin somewheat different traditions
of emphasisand gpproach, thetwo fieldsdraw from acommon body of theory and,
increas ngly, acommon toolkit of research methods. With the study of anthropology
and sociology onewill becomefamiliar with awiderange of human societiesinal
regions of theworld. They will gain an appreciation for the cultural complexity,
historical context, and globa connectionsthat link societiesand socid indtitutionsto
oneanother. They will dsolearn about key socid structuresand dynamicsembedded
in contemporary societies, including theformsof socia power and privilegethat
exist inany society, and how these often unequal power relations are organi sed,
sustained, reproduced, and transformed.

Anthropol ogy isthe comparative study of human kind, itsaimsareto describe,
analyse and explain both the simil arities and differences among human groups.
Anthropologigtsareinterestedin characteristicsthat aretypica or sharedinaparticular
human popul ation, rather than what isabnormal and individually unique. Intheir
study of human variation anthropol ogiststriesto focuson thedifferencesamong the
different groupsrather than the differencesamong theindividua swithinthosegroups
Intheir attemptsto explain human variation anthropol ogi sts combine the study of
both human biol ogy and thelearned and shared patterns of human behaviour which
wecal culture. Because anthropol ogists havethis holistic approach to the study of
human experiencethey areinterested in thetota range of human activity.
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Check Your Progress1

1. Whosuggested theterm comparative sociology for the subject social
anthropol ogy?

3.2 RELATIONSHIPWITH PSYCHOLOGY

The concept of personality isthe basisof psychological studies. Anthropologists
gpproach thisdomainfrom defining persondity intermsof culture. Severd important
gpproachesto thestudy of structure of persondity have arisen over theyears. Within
the socio-cultural milieu, the processof personality formationisstudied. Thekey
conceptsof socidisation and enculturation areutilised inthisstudy. Varioustypes of
child rearing practicesin different societiesareinvestigated in order to assesstheir
implicationsfor thedevel opment of persondity.

In short, culture is reflected in personalities and personalities reflect culture.
Psychol ogica anthropol ogistsdividethe culturd ingtitutions of asociety into primary
or basic and secondary or projective. Theformer compromisesthe geographical
environment, theeconomy, family, socidisation practices, the polity whilethelatter
comprises of myth, folklore, religion, magic, art etc. Whilethebasicinstitutions
condition personalities, personalities construct the secondary institutions. The
relationshi p between cultureand personality in each society of theworld isstudied
by the psychol ogical anthropologists.

Efficient studiesby psychol ogica anthropol ogistswerenot taken up till 1920s. The
earlier work of someof these scholarslacked scientific vitality. The fundamental
human conflict whichisin between human and persona needsismultipleand must
bethoroughly investigated at individual aswell associa level concurrently. This
aspect was realised but neither psychologists nor anthropol ogists alone could
adequatdy managed| the spheresof the probleminthe support of onesinglediscipline.
This understanding gave rise to the need for a two-way endeavour between
psychologistsand anthropologists.

Check Your Progress2
3.  Whatisthebasisof psychologica studies?



4. What isthefocusof psychologica anthropologists?

33 RELATIONSHIPWITHHISTORY

Anthropology and history both attempt to trace the origin, expansion and
advancement of culturein the past. Herewe mean the age when human beings had
not attained the competence of using the language as speech and al so to write.
Archaeol ogists arelabelled asthe historians of anthropol ogy becausethey attempt
to reconstruct the events of human’spast. However, unlikethedisciplineof history
whichisconcerned only with the past 5000 years during which human beings has
|eft behind written materiad sof their accomplishments, thearchaeol ogist isconcerned
withthemillionsof yearsinwhich human beingsdeve oped culturewithout the benefit
of thewritten word and hasleft behind only unwritten materialsor artefacts.

Inthissenseanthropol ogist studiespast culturesand tell usabout thetechnol ogy of
past peoples by analysing the tool sthose people useinthe past. Making it abasis
this can throw light on the economic endeavours of the peoplewho really have
utilised that technol ogy. Thisartistic potentia of people becomevisibleby seeingthe
remainsof wall engravingson different materialslike on pottery, jewelery etc. The
settlement evidencesof thehouses can d sofocuson various spheresof socid structure.
Somefacetsof religiousbeliefs can also be determined by the burial Sitesand also
by themateria skept insdeor withthe burials.

Themain methods of archaeol ogical anthropologists aretherefore, excavationto
find out artefactsfollowed by dating to dispense arough time period and witty
speculations to form the cultural history of one's past. In al these efforts the
anthropol ogistsfocuses on the studiesrelated to reconstruction of the past cultures
by different methods of exploration whichisamethod knowntoinfer theunknown
from those materia sthat are very well known.

Check Your Progress3
5. What isthecommon study areaof the anthropol ogists and the historians?
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7.  What isthemain method used by the archaeol ogica anthropol ogists?

34 RELATIONSHIPWITHECONOMICS

Economic anthropology isthecrossculturd comparative study of economic systems.
The nature of economic transaction and economic process covers production,
consumption, distribution and exchange of products.

Anthropol ogists concentrate ontheseactivitiesmainly intribal and peasant societies.
They focuson thedifferent waysof exchangesincluding ceremonid exchanges. The
theory of reciprocity and redistribution arevital here. The environment of tradeand
market systemsisaso avery vitd part of their study. The progression of economy
anditsdevel opment in societiesisfindly studied. What iscrucid to notehereisthat
the economic worksof man arenot studied in segregation but in their socio-cultural
environment with thefocuson those socio-cultura factorsthat manipulateand establish
economic activitiesin each society. Theeffort in thisway hasboosted hot discussions
between the formalistsand substantivistsi.e. those who agreethat the concepts
formulatedinthisdirection of Economicsarelikewiseampleindearing up economic
processesin simple societies, and those who contradict by disagreeing that the
economy of each society isrooted in thebed of cultureand so theeconomictheories
that have been formulated with the current monetised systemsin mind do not find a
redlistic positionintheanthropol ogy of Smplesocieties.

Check Your Progress4
8. What iseconomic anthropol ogy?

35 RELATIONSHIPWITHPOLITICAL SCIENCE

Thefocusof politica anthropol ogy isonthefoll owing aspects. Theubiquity of politica
process and the functions of legitimate authority; law, justice and sanctionsin the
smplesocieties; politica organisationin egditarian and stratified societies; locus of
power and leadership; the anthropol ogical pointsof view intheformulation of the
typology of political structuresbased on differencesand smilaritiesobserved among
thesocietiesof theworld; thepolitica processamong emerging nationsand complex
societies, politica cultureand the nation-buil ding processes. In the study of al these
aspectsof thepolitical systemsof theworld isperceptiblethe undercurrent of the
socio-cultural mains.

A part of wider observablefact of social organisation meansto the association of
human to human rel ationswhich are planned for the continuation of inner order in
the society and external harmony. The former is attained by the law and order
apparatus, decision of disputes and some system of implementation of justice. The



latter isattained by conclusions of peacekeeping and war. Anthropol ogiststhose
who study all thesefactsand systemsrel ated to authority among simple societies
and other societies were called by the term political anthropologists. Political
anthropol ogy hasemerged asaoff shoot of socia cultura anthropology whichmainly
concentrateson political ingtitutionsin context to and other spheres of culture. Itis
known ascrosscultural and comparative study of political organisations.

Check Your Progress5
9. Whatisthepoalitica anthropology?

3.6 RELATIONSHIPWITHMANAGEMENT
SCIENCE

It hasrecently been thetrend among editors and scholarsto deplore the changes
brought about in human rel ations by scienceand technol ogy and to vow thet salvation
can only beattained if weturn back to the humanitiesand havelessrather than more
science. Weall seethat changesin technol ogy producetheir resultsby disturbingthe
equilibrium of individualsand groups. If we areto keep technology from running
away with usthis can only be done by using anthropol ogical methodsthat is, by
utilisng thescienceof human relations. Thishas prompted administratorsand other
working inthisfield to use anthropology not merely in accomplishing adesired
objectivebut toa so learnto formulatethe r objectivesintermsof known principles
of anthropol ogy that concernshuman behaviour and relations.

Moreover, theuseaof anthropol ogical method and princi plesenabl esthe administrator
to estimatethestate of equilibriuminthesystem of humanrelationsintheingitution
forwhich gheisrespons bleand makesuch adjusmentsasarenecessary. By indituting
methods of control through periodic assessment of human relations and thus
determining the precisenature of the adjustmentsat any giventime, they will beable
to perfect the organisation and bring about amore sati sfactory adjustment for al the
individualswho composeit. Management sciences have recently devel oped this
field andtheintake of studentsfrom anthropol ogy background hasincreased. Both
thedisciplines apart from theinterpersonal rel ationship and human relationsfocus
ontheapplicability of research on society. Travel management, rural management,
wildlifemanagement, environment management arefew of theexamplesinthiscontext.

Check Your Progress 6

10. How ismanagement sciencesusing anthropol ogical knowledge?
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3.7 RELATIONSHIPWITHBIOLOGICAL SCIENCE

Biological anthropol ogy isthe study of human asan organism. The speciesHomo
sapiens sapiensarethe object of investigationin thisbranch of anthropology. There
arethreeimportant aspects concerning thestudy of human beings. They are human
biology, human evol ution and human variation. Thebiologica aspect includesthe
anatomical, physiologica, and morphol ogica features. Thestudy of human genetics
and human typesaretwo crucial domainsthat contribute to the understanding of
human biol ogy, evol ution and variation. However, dl these different anglesof vison
arebrought together to throw light on the bio-physical nature of human.

Onemay ask how thisbranch of anthropology isdifferent fromthebiologica sciences
that al so study human beings as an organism. It isthe recognition of the pervasive
influence and impact of culture on biology of human beingsthat makes physical
anthropol ogy distinctive. Oneof themost popular issuesfor debate and discussion
among anthropol ogistsisthat of missnglink. Thefossil remainsof the cresturethat
would serveto pinpoint the actual point of departure and differentiation betweenthe
apeslike ancestorsof humanisyet to be discovered and established conclusively by
consensus.

Thetheories of organic evolution developed by biologists havetheir impact in
anthropol ogical studies. Lamarckism, Darwinism and synthetic theory which are
based on the evidences derived from the other biological forms are useful in
comprehending theevol utionary processesof humanwhoisaso abiologica organiam.
Basad ontheinformeation derived fromthebiological sciencesthecultura dimensions
of biologicd evolution of human bengsareinvestigated.

Check Your Progress7
11. Whatisthefocusof biological anthropology?

Sudies?

3.8 RELATIONSHIPWITH LINGUISTICS

One of themost distinctivefeatures of human beingistheability to communicate
through speech. Thebranch of socio-cultura anthropol ogy that studieslanguagesis
cdled Linguistic anthropol ogy. Linguistic anthropol ogistsaccount for thediversity of
languagesintwoways.

1) Itcanbeshownthat cultureinfluencesthe structure and content of language,
and by implication, linguistic diversity arises at least partially from cultura
diversy.



2) Itcanasobeshownthat linguistic features affect the other aspectsof culture.

In order to reveal the relationships between language and culture, anthropol ogi sts
havetaken either paths of the mentioned two ways, which hasresulted in debate
and discourse on the matter. Thelinguistic anthropol ogist borrowsfrom the socio-
cultural anthropol ogist. The meaning and content of words and phrasesin each
language have uniquenuancesthat areintel ligible only to the peoplewho speak that
particular languagewhichisaproduct of their culture. Thelanguage of some people
may not havereferentia termsfor certain featuresof theworld around them. These
givethecluesto thosefeatureswhich do not hold any cultural significanceto that

people.

Themgor difference between thelinguistsand linguisticsanthropol ogistsisthat the
former aremainly concerned with the study of how languages particularly written
onesare congtructed and structured but thelingui stic anthropol ogistsstudy unwritten
languages as al so written languages. Another crucid difference between linguists
and linguistic anthropol ogistsisthat thosefestureswhich theformer takefor granted
aretaken into consideration by thelatter. Thesefeaturesrelateto the systems of
knowledge, belief, assumptionsand conventionsthat produceparticular ideas at
particular timesinthemindsof people.

Check Your Progress8

13. How doesthelinguistic anthropol ogistsaccount for thediversity of languages?

39 RELATIONSHIPWITHDEMOGRAPHY

Demography isstatistically inclined and ismainly concerned with the vibrant forces
defining population size and their structure and a so ontheir variation acrosstime
and space. Ontheother hand the anthropol ogistsareinterpretive and put an eyeon
thesocia organisation and how it shapesthe production and reproduction of human
populations. Anthropol ogical demography isapart and parcel of the demography
subject which gathersinformation from anthropol ogical theory and methodsto give
us a better improved understanding of demographic issuesin present and past
populations. Itsbeginning and growth rests at the junction between socid -cultural
anthropology and demography and with main focus on migration, population
processes specidly fertility and mortaity. Somevery good demographershaveturned
towards culturethrough the use of different anthropol ogical methods as means of
enhancing their data. Both the disciplines have started taking help of each other.
Thesetwo disciplines share together some of the common interestswhiledealing
with population sudies.
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Theforemost theoretical conceptswhich arededt in anthropol ogica demography
aregender culture, and politica economy. Fieldwork and empirical approachindudes
ablend of quantitative and qualitative methodol ogies gpplied to theresearch studies.
Ethnographic fiel dwork and participant observation are essential to thisapproach.
Demography isthe statistical study of varied human population. It can beconsdered
asavery genera sciencethat can befunctionally applied to any kind of dynamic

living popul ation.
Check Your Progress 9
15. What isdemography?

310 RELATIONSHIPWITH PHILOSOPHY

Anthropol ogy and phil osophy, both thedisciplinesarerel ated to each other asboth
havelogical foundations. The boundaries between the two strong disciplineshave
awaysbeen porous. The subject matter of anthropology asdiscussedintheearlier
unitsded with thevaried culturesacrossglobe. Thereligiousfoundationsof al the
cultures are dealt by both the disciplines. Anthropologists have many times
concentrated and borrowed the subject matter of philosophy; similarly the other
discipline hasalwaysrelied on thefindings of anthropol ogy. Anthropol ogistshave
awaystriedto rel ate the phil osophical foundations of the culturewith the present
culture and thereal present life of the people by their own traditional method of
ethnography. Further, if wetalk about anthropol ogy in combinationwith philosophy
or philosophy with anthropol ogy they have hel ped usto explain the present path of
thought of being unbiased on fieldsand al so anon-ethnocentric approach which
were uncared by many contemporary social scientists.

Check Your Progress10

16. Statewhether thefollowing statement istrueor false: “Anthropol ogy and
philosophy as disciplines are related to each other as both have logical
foundations.”

311 RELATIONSHIPWITH CULTURAL STUDIES

Socio-culturd anthropology isthe study of peopleand their waysof life. Withinthis
branch of anthropology, there aretwo sub-branchesviz., socia anthropology and
cultural anthropol ogy, which are however inter linked and intertwined. Social
anthropol ogy is concerned with the manner in which peopl e associate and group
themselves, whilecultura anthropol ogy isconcerned with the habitsand customs of
the people. The concept of society isuppermost inthemindsof socid anthropologist,
and the concept of cultureiscrucia totheculturd anthropologist. * Society’ denotes




thecollection of individua swho live together inthe same place, and lead the same
kind of living styles. * Culture’ refersto thelearned behaviour, knowledge, belief,
moras, values, art, and al other customsacquired by human beingsasamember of
society whichispassed on from one generation to the next through the process of
sociaisation and enculturation (Tylor 1871).

Thejob of theanthropol ogist isto study societiesand culture, inorder to scientificaly
abstract and generalise about humanity. Thiswork comprises of two important
dimensions: (i) to determine peopl € s notion of how they ought to be, and (ii) to
describe how the peopleactualy are. The socio-cultura anthropologistisparticular
about not losing sight of any feature of the socia and cultural domains of people.
Thus, inthelifeof anindividua within society, right from pregnancy, childbirth, puberty,
marriageto death, dl thefeaturesthat are culture-specificincluding therituasand
ceremoniesassociated witheach event inthelife-cycleof anindividud aredl obsarved
and studied carefully under culturd studies.

Theinformation regarding all the spheres of lifein human society and culture that
socio-cultural anthropologists gather, are classified, organised and analysed to
formulatetheoriesregarding mankind. Thehistory of anthropol ogica theory reved s
thevariousatemptsto account for the origin, spread, growth, structureand function
of human cultures.

Check Your Progress11
17. What isthefocusof cultural studies?

312 SUMMARY

Themeaning and purposeof anthropology isscientific study of humanity. Theinherent
curiosity of human about them wasthe primefactor influencing theemergence of the
disciplinethat systematicaly studied mankind. Inan attempt to answer the questions
regarding human beingsanthropol ogy studieswho humanis, how heevolved, why
gheactsinaparticular manner. Theultimateam of studying humanbeingsisnotin
merely acquiring knowledgeregarding them, their society and culture, butingpplying
theknowledge sogainedin solving the practical problemsfaced by mankind al over
theworld. Inthiseffort, theanthropol ogistsoftenwork closdly with theadministrators
of thegovernment. Anthropology isinterested in comprehending humanity inits
totdity. Itisconcerned with dl the varieties of human population, however smdl or
big, inany and every part of theworld, both past and present.
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3.14 ANSWERSTO CHECK YOUR PROGRESS
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A.R. Radcliffe-Brown suggested that socia anthropology maybetermed as
comparative sociol ogy.

refer tosection 3.1
refer to section 3.2
refer to section 3.2
refer tosection 3. 3
refer to section 3.3
refer to section 3.3
refer to section 3.4
refer to section 3.5
refer to section 3.6

. refertosection 3.7

refer to section 3.7
refer tosection 3.8
refer to section 3.8
refer tosection 3.9
True

refer tosection 3.11





