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1. Meaning of Anthropology

The term Anthropology 5 derived from Greek term “Anthropes” meaning “Man®™ and “Logos”
meaning "Study”. This etymology of the term Anthropology leads us o an understanding that
Anthropology = the study of man. Many anthropologists have tried to define anthropology in their
awn Wﬂ.}l’!.

Kluckhohn, & famous American Anthropologist, has argued that, Anthropology is a science, which
comes closest to being a “Total study of man”. He compares anthropology to a mirror in which man,
may lonk it his current and past = Ph}-h'cal and culbural mPlExil'i.r_'z. without any Fm-mi\fd
notions of man being civilized or primitive. Anthropology studies man and his contemporary society,
his past, and also his sub-human and pre-human origins. It studies man of all cultures.

According to Herskovits, anthropology is the study of Man and his works. M. Jacobs and B. |. Stern,
in ther book "Geieral Anthirpology” have argued that * Anthropelogy s the scientific study of the
physical, social and cultural development and behavior of human beings since their appearance on
warth”

How do yoo situate Anthropology in Secial Sciences?

ﬁ.nllu-ﬂpﬂlbﬂ.r i aks drl}r pe-rmd Wik rqa.rd:d. a5 & natieral seience. IS focus on r\rﬂlul'i.t'uﬂ? trends,
primatedogy was sufficient enough to label it as a natural history. Comte regarded Anthropology as
seience of sciences. Man was held to be a part of nature and so his social life was automatically held to
be automatically subject to laws of natureOn the other hand, some German idealists and many
French humanists regarded man's life and nature as two separate things.

Bronislaw Malinowski's idea of anthropelogy is said to be on the borderline of natural science and
humamities. On one hand, he gave importance to bigepsvchic processes, human needs. He emunciated
inexorable laws about human like. On the other hand, his functional theory is an application of
instrumental philosophy of John Dewey and others to social science - explains how human culture is
an instrument which satiafies the bio-paychic needs of man, thus making him a homanise.

Currently, there are two definite points of view by bwo classes of anthropologists.
(a) Matural Science

* Radcliffe Brown, Fortes, Nadel and others hold anthropology is a natural science and it
studies human society.

*  They believe thatrole of anthropology is not o study individual cultures but to do a
comparative study of various human cultures, and arrive at common “social laws" -
regarding emergence, growth, funchioning and change of human societies.

»  These laws are said to be regular aspect of human life, unaffected by Gme and space. They are
repetitive, non-variant m nature. Anthropologist’s role is o identify them and build a body of
such laws.

*  Tools developed in other natural sciences are applied o anthropology too.

*»  Accoeding to Fortes, separating natural and social life is like splitting the reality which is a
uniky into two artificial units.

b} Branch of History

- Arrﬂﬂrﬁpﬂhﬁiﬁs like Kroeber, Bi.dl'l&}'.. Evans-Pritchard believe that unil:_',.' of nature and
culture is False unity.

+ A human being is a naturally given thing, but social life although rooted in bio-psychic needs,
does not remain ted down to organiccum-payehic level. It emerges out to attain a new level
- & super organie, super pavehie: social level.

* A society is not a maturally given system, like solar system. It 1s a system of social relations,
which are a product of history. They are hedd together by moral values and not natural forees.

* For example, Human nature no doubt decrees the need for social organization and group
livimyg but how such a group is organized and why, differs from society to society. Primitive -
Modern, Rural = Urban, Communist - Capitalist, The variety in food, dressing, marriage and
family types and multitude of rules dictating these aspects of life point cut that socety is
something beyond natural and Thus it has to be classified amongst its sister disciplines.

2 | Anthropology Paper I: Unit 1 m BYJU.S |AS




Thus we have I distinct ways of approaching anthropology. While deing this we need to remember
that, all the above discussions pertain to cultural antheopology. Phvadeal anthropology is a pure-
science and 5 cosely associated with other sciences. Moreover while cultural anthropology alse
borrows tools used on other sciences apart from models drawn from history and aestheties, for its
studies, we can stll consider that it is closer to humanities than to natural sciences. Redfield believes
that future of anthropology must be characterized by a cdoser relationship to humanities because of
commorn mberesis

2. Scape of Anthropology

Anﬂu‘ﬂpulﬁﬁ}r seeks ansgwers fo a '.':!J'id:_\r af 1.]|.|.|.-tl'i.|bu13 on evolubion of man, Eﬂrl}r and immediate
ancestors of human beings; understand  pre-historic cultures, reasons for differences between
contemporary human beings - [racial, physiological, anatomical differences], their culture, evolution
of human culture and civilizations. Thus it aims to understand man in hi:t-l:luli.i'.!p'.

.‘a.nl:l'n'npuloﬁy' has a very broad soirpe, bath Spalial ard 'Tempun:lL In the spnlia] Pﬁsimcl:ive_.
anthropology s concerned with all human beings and their cultures whether modern or primitive
across the world. In the temporal perspective, anthropology is concermed with the entire human
history, the cultural origin and development over times, civilizations of the past. 1t s also concerned

with the evolution of homo-sapiens species over a period of 2 million vears.

Anthropology concerns itself with holistic aspects of human beings. Anthropology in the form of
I:-i.o.lngiual unﬂu‘ﬂpulﬁ&r concerms itsell with human p]"l_)'gi.u]ng:,r. hurman al‘n.lﬂln}r. Elu'lel:ici ebe. Socio-
cultural anthropology concerns itself with cultures, linguages and social structure of primitive and
modern societies, evolubion of cullure in human seciéty. Applied anthropology aims to apply the
knowledge gained from anthropological studies for the development of human beings in various
Fields like forensics, sports, medical seience, human development in socio-sconomic spheres.
Anthropology also aims at studying the linkage between various sciences like botany, zoology,
archasology, linguistics, economics, palitics, religion and their relevance to humanity.

3. Development of Anthropology

Aristotle coined the term “Anthropologist”. German idealist Kant, in 1789 wrote a book called
“ Authropology” suggesting animal ongin of man. The book entitled " Authropologie Absfracted”
defined anthropology as the Hs!ﬂl'!,r of harrnan soul and human anatomy. Sydney Slotkin in his book
‘Readings in early Anthropology’ traced the history of many anthropological sub-disciplines form
seventeenth and eighteenth century. But he also agreed that the real professional interest of the
subject did not appear until nineteenth century.

Europeans began exploration of the world in the 15-16th centuries. This led philosophers, explorers,
travelers, buginessmen and missionares amosgst them bo come mbo contact with people from
different cultures both modern and primitive. These people were fascinated by the huge variations in
culture before them. They studied such societies with an intention of spreading christianity, gaining
poditical control, expanding trade into these areas and 5o on. The documents produced by them, were
studied back home, and developed curiosity in many armchair theorists. This was the berinning stage
of anthropological studies in the secio-cultural arena.

Hﬂdgﬁin in eollaboration with several other d.islinguis]-ned persans, m 1839 'i.Mugura'h:d amn
*Etturoloyival Society” in Berlin. Similar societies were soon started in London and Mewyvork, Thas it
could be said to be the beginning of institutional development related to anthropology.

In 1859, Charles Darwin's “Crigin of Species” was published. It is with this work, evolutionary
seientific studies started. The contributions of Herbert Spencer and Lamark towards understanding
evolution was also significant. K. Marret, termed anthropology as ‘child of Darwin’. This was a
watershed movement which influenced both bislogieal evoluton as well as secial evolution with
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1.1 Introduction

The term prehistory refers o the period when there was no written record. Understanding and
recanstruction of the lifeways of ancient men during that period is based on the analysis of the
material remains of thelr activities, such as tool making, animal hunting, food gathering etc., through
archaeological explorations and excavations. The prehistoric period has been mainly divided into
three ages, namely the Stone, Bronze and lron ages based on the changes in technology and social and
cultural developments.

The Stone Age is divided into three periods, namely Palaeolithic, Mesclithic and Meolithic, based on
technological developments and gradual evolution of culture. The people living during that period
made ools and implements on stones which were easily available in the surroundings. Besides, they
also wsed wood, bamboo, banes ete. for making tools. However, as these are perishable materials and
disintegrate fast, we do not get much evidence of these tools in archaeological eontexts.

The long pertod of human development, before the advent of agriculture and use of metal, is the
epoch of Palasolithic and Mesolithic cultures. The Palseolithic is divaded into Lower Palaeolithic,
Middle Palaeolithic, and Upper Palaeolithic cultures. All these are hunting-gathering cultures. These
cultures are distinguished by their respective ool types, the ensembles of which are called industries.
The stome tools show progressive refinements in the techniques of teol manufacture and advancement
in hunting methods from Lower Palagolithic to Upper Palaeolithic.

The Indian landscape was endowed with all the prerequisites for a successful hunting-gathering way
of hfe: suitable landforms permitting free movement of huntes-gatherer groups; occurrence of a
variety of basic rocks and siliveous stones for making tools; existence of perennial water bodies in the
foem of a large and small streams and springs; and availabality of & large variety of wild plant and
animal foods. It is therefore not surprising that, barring the Himalayan tract proper and the Indo-
Gangetic alluvial tracts, Stone Age groups occupied the whole of the Indian landemass. [t 13 intereating
that even the desertic zone of western Fajasthan was marked in the past with streams and pools and
ponds which attracted Stone Age groups cight from the Lower Palaeolithic till the Mesolithie stage.

1.2 LOWER PAL&ED[II;HICSTME IM INDIA

The Lower Palagolithic phase in India consists of two principal tool-making or cultural traditions,
viz., a) the Soanian tradition forming part of the East and Southeast Asian chopper chopping ool
tradition and b) the Handaxe-cleaver or biface assemblages constituting the Acheulian tradition,
which is widely known from the western half of the Old World (Afeica, Western Europe, West and
South Asia).
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treated as representing an archaie form af Homo sapiens. Later a fossil clavicle was also reported
from this site. Some bifacial implements and fossil fauna were also found from the gravel deposit.

124 Origins of Paleolithic Culture in India

Taking into account the high antiquity of hominin occupation in Africa and also the possible early
dates for sites like Riwat and Uttarbaini in the Indian subcontinent, some workers have concluded
that the Soandan type pebble-tool sssemblages were a part of the spread of the Oldowan tradition of
East Africa across Asia by a northern route between 1. 8 and 2 mullion yvears ago. It has further been
pointed out that the indtial dispersal of e Acheulian into West Asia ook place 1. 4 million years ago
and that its spread to South Asia sccurred later either by a coastal route along the Arabian sea or else
from the Levant (Mediterranean) zone of West Asia via a land route traversing the [ranian plateau_
But there are some scholars who, based on the early dates for sites lke Bampur, proposed an
alternative hypothesis that the Acheulian culture may even have orginated in peminsular India itself
and spread in both eastern and western directions beyond the subcontinent’s borders.

125 Setlement Patberns

1. In 2004, B Korgettar put forward the view that the sedimentary rock oemabons of perussiular
Inlia, wiz. the Vindhyvachal, Chhattisgarh, Cuddapah, Bhima and Kaladgi formations, were the
core areas of Stome Age settlement. The principal reason put forward by him was that these areas
offered many advantages to Stone Age proups, e. g basin-shaped landforms, a variety of suitable
rocks for toolmaking, presence of caves and rockshelters, perennial water springs, and rich
biomass with a variety of wildlife and plant foods.

2 The team led by V. D Mishra and . M. Pal found 17 Scdweulian sites on the slopes of hillocks and
rock outcrops marking the fringe of Kaimur range and overlooking the Belan river. These are
workshops where locally available rocks were used for tool-making. Ther locations were suitable
for the hominin groups to observe mavement of game

3. Pant and Jayaswals Lower Palaealithic Cultures work in the Paisra valley (15 km2 in extent) of
Bihar has revealed that a two-kilometer area around Paisra village served as the locus for camp-
based activities. Many thin scatters of artefacts found in the surrounding uplands were
interpreded as resource-procurement locations. The Paisea valley even today supports rich
wildlife and a variety of plant foods.

4. In the 1990s, B S. Pappuo and Sushma Deo investigated the Stone Age land use patterns in the
Kaladgi basin of North Kamataka: They arrived at the inference that the Stone Age groups
generally avoided the thickly forested and high rainfall tracts close to the Western Ghats and
instead concentrated their activities on river banks and in foothill zome of hills in the middle
reaches of the overs Malaprabha and Ghataprabla.

126 Lifestyle

The entire Palaeolithic stage was characterised by a simple economic organisation consisting of
hisnting of wild andmals and gatherng of wild plant foods. This nterpretation s now supporbed by
the recovery of dental and post-cranial bone pieces of wild cattle and deer species, dental remains of
wild horse and hisk pieces of wild elephant from primary Acheulian sites at Bampiis, Teggihalli,
Hebbal Burzurg and Fatehpur in the Hunsgi and Baichbal valleys, Chirki-Nevasa in Maharashtra,
Attirampakkam in Tamil Nadu and other sites. Cut-marks and other taphonomic marks found on
these bones indicate that these pieces formed part of food-processing and consumption. Further, the
occurrence of turtle shell pieces at sites like lsampur suggests that the Stone Age groups also
exploited a variety of small fauna comprising insects, birds, fishes, rodents and amphibians by
adopting simple collection strategies.

Mow there 15 a worldwide realisation that plant foods also played an important role in the diet of
Stome Age groups. M. D. Kajale recovered remains of wild bread fruit and two species of banana from
Mesolithic levels (10, 000 to 8, 000 B. C) of the cave site of Beli-lena Kitulgala in Sri Lanka. Also
ethnoarchacological studies conducted by M. L K. Murty and D. B Raju in the Eastern Ghata of
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