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ABSTRACT Anthropology offers a special worldview to study human beings, their community-life and various
aspects of the indigenous culture from comparative and holistic perspectives; thus, the discipline produces a useful
generalization about people and their way of life. The subject matter of Anthropology is as old as human society
itself but its formal emergence as a discipline everywhere has been delayed due to several reasons. As an emerging
discipline, Anthropology dates back only two centuries ago when a number of renowned scholars in this field
oriented themselves in intensive field-based ethnographic studies on various aspects of culture in the global
context. A similar contextualization is also relevant in regard to the emergence and development of the discipline
in Bangladesh. Bangladesh possesses a long traditional history and heritage for anthropological research though the
institutional recognition of the discipline was delayed due to some administrative and technical problems. During
the 1950s, a number of foreign scholars had conducted a few valuable research in the Chittagong Hill Tracts (CHT)
regions of the country. At the initial stage, tribal studies did not attract local scholars at that time, though many of
the academics for the last two decades and until now have become too fascinated by these tribal issues. During the
1970s and onwards until the 1990s however, Redfield’s Mexican model (1930) of village studies had remained a
desirable ethnographic strategy in Bangladesh and as part of it, a few valuable village-based ethnographic research
on rural communities were produced in the country during this period. This trend of rural research continues until
now, as every year, a few village-based ethnographic and academic research on various aspects of rural people are
conducted. The institutional development of anthropology saw its emergence when the subject was recognized and
included as part of the core course for the postgraduate students pursuing their MPhil and PhDs at the Institute of
Bangladesh Studies (IBS) who, as part of their research have always employed participant observation method as
the main research approach.  The same paradigmatic trend however, has not been found in the academic anthropology
in all the universities in Bangladesh; as a few of them has the tendency to disregard the traditional research
strategies of Anthropology and instead, they base them towards more Philosophical orientation. With this
dichotomous divergence, the paper provides a historical overview of the emergence and expansion of Anthropology
in Bangladesh and provides critical explanation in an analytical framework.

INTRODUCTION

Anthropology offers a broad view of human
beings, their community living with their indige-
nous cultural features from comparative and ho-
listic perspectives, in producing useful general-
ization about people and their way of life. The
subject matter of Anthropology is as old as hu-
man society itself, but its formal emergence as a
discipline everywhere has been delayed due to
several reasons. Firstly, it may be because of the
Eurocentric ethnocentrism which discourages
the cultural study of people who are uncultured
and also the geographical reason which creates
some geographical constraints. Prior to the 19th

century, academicians from many disciplines had
the tendency to identify Anthropology from a
biological point of view. This situation existed
until the middle of the 19th century, when Paul
Broca, a dominant naturalist finally became con-

vinced to  utter the most euphonious word ‘an-
thropology’ in one of his lectures in Europe in
1869 (Penniman  orig 1935/1965). It may be noted
that between 1771 to 1790, a few cultural linguists
from Gottingen University in Germany used the
words ‘ethnography’ and ‘ethnology’ inter-
changeably to mean Anthropology; and among
these theorists, Ludwig Schlozer’s name is often
most prominently pronounced.

The formal recognition of the discipline in
European context however, came in 1884, when
the subject was offered as a separate discipline
at Oxford University by bestowing Radcliffe-
Brown the responsibility. Subsequently in phas-
es, it was offered at Liverpool University, with
the initiative of James Frazer. In the United States,
Anthropology did not, however, follow exactly
the British pattern; instead, it brought its own
cultural paradigm having the direct influence of
Franz Boas and others. The formal offering of the
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subject in the United States came in 1861 when
an undergraduate course in Anthropology was
taught at Vermont University, and a few years
later in 1879, it was formally offered at Rochester
University (see Haviland 2013).

The recognized institutional emergence of
Anthropology as a separate discipline in Bang-
ladesh is very recent and its appearance at the
university level came only in the later part of the
1980s and early 1990s, when Anthropology as
an independent discipline was introduced at the
undergraduate and postgraduate levels in uni-
versities in Bangladesh. Although the institu-
tional emergence of Anthropology took quite
some time, the subject has not always remained
academically inaudible, rather a non-institution-
al existence of it was found to be visible in vari-
ous academic arenas of the country. It is evident
when anthropological techniques as method-
ological tools for socio-cultural exploration of
communities had remained quite dominant for
a long in the Social Science discipline at uni-
versities and academic research institutions in
Bangladesh.

Having been inspired by Redfield’s village
studies, as many as two to three dozens of soci-
ologists and anthropologists in Bangladesh from
home and abroad (for example, Hara 1967; Qadir
1968; Bertocci 1970; Islam 1974; Chowdhury
1978; Jahangir 1979; Arefeen 1986; Karim 1990;
Islam 1995) have employed anthropological tech-
nique of ‘participant-observation method’ in their
field-based rural ethnographies in Bangladesh.
When tribal studies were gaining its popularity
in the African communities under the academic
leadership of Evans-Pritchard (1940), Fortes and
Evans-Pritchard (1940), Meyer Fortes (1940) and
others in Anthropology during the 1940s, its
sequential continuation gave a touch to Bang-
ladesh’s situation as well; a few renowned an-
thropologists from abroad also became interest-
ed in similar tribal explorations in Chittagong
Hill Tracts (CHT) in Bangladesh. The first initia-
tive came from Claude Levi-Strauss, a renowned
French anthropologist who had conducted some
field-based research on the deciduous forest
people of Chittagong Hill Tracts in the eastern
part of Bangladesh.  In doing fieldwork on the
CHT people in 1952, Levi-Strauss was very much
amazed to see the rich storage of cultural diver-
sities of the tribal people and felt the necessity
of having anthropological exploration among
those communities. His research further excited

many national and foreign anthropologists to do
rigorous works in tribal studies in Bangladesh.
Shortly after that Pieree Bessaignet (1957) a so-
ciologist from France and David Sopher (1963;
1964) a renowned South Asianist and a cultural
geographer from the United States conducted
several field studies on the tribal communities in
Chittagong Hill Tracts. Pieree Bessaignet was
the first Head of the Department of Sociology at
Dhaka University in Bangladesh, and as part of
his academic interest, Bessaignet wrote a ‘mac-
ro-passionate ethnography’1 on the CHT groups
of people. David Sopher’s2 (1963) writings were
based on anthropological exploration, and a few
of those were published in the Annals of the
Association of the American Geography and the
Geographical Review. Lucien Bernot (1957) also
wrote articles on Chittagong Hill Tribes in a book
edited by Pieree Bessaignet (1959). With this in-
troductory background on Anthropology in
Bangladesh, this paper will provide a brief histo-
ry of its institutional emergence and processual
development, showing its continuity in regard
to global contexuality.

Institutional Emergence of Anthropology
in Bangladesh

The credibility of the institutional beginning
of Anthropology in Bangladesh in the real sense
goes back to the Department of Sociology at
Dhaka University which was founded in 1957.
At the very beginning of the inauguration of the
department, it had appointed five faculty mem-
bers as its teaching staff where at least two were
basically anthropologists while one was a psy-
chologist having absolute training in ethnogra-
phy and had employed anthropological method
in his village study Zaidi (1970). The remaining
two were British statistician, W Flick (1957-1970)
and A K Nazmul Karim (1957 until 1980); and the
latter being a renowned rural sociologist and a
student of TB Bottomore at the University of
London. AK Nazmul Karim received his PhD from
the United Kingdom in the early 1950s. While
writing his dissertation on rural society at a mi-
cro perspective, he depended entirely on field-
based anthropological and ethno-historic data
collected from a village in Bangladesh. Karim
gathered ethno-historic data on the Muslim strat-
ification pattern which he generalized for wider
Muslim communities of the Indo-Pak-Bangladesh
sub-continent. Karim (1964: 6) rightly did a fore-
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cast that “Sociology therefore must be Social
Anthropology in context of our country at least
for some years to come”. His statement based
on this idea however, only was materialized in
the year 1986, when for the first time in the coun-
try Anthropology was opened as a separate de-
partment at Jahanginagar University. As a mat-
ter of fact, Karim’s futuristic forecast and Claude
Levi-Strauss’s enchantment did not have much
impact on having the discipline offered in the
universities in Bangladesh at a quicker time; a
few sociologically oriented anthropological re-
search on social structure, social problems and
social changes have however, been conducted.

However, the real recognition of Anthropol-
ogy in Bangladesh came in the late 1980s and
early 1990s when five independent departments
on the subject were opened in five universities
in the country. The first Department of Anthro-
pology in the country was established at Jahan-
girnagar University in the year 1986 with Musta-
hidur Rahman as its founder chairman who oc-
cupied this status due to having his position as
Dean of Faculty of Social Sciences at that uni-
versity. After a short while, the responsibility of
the Department however, went to Nurul Alam
(1986) basically an economist later being trained
as an anthropologist from Purdue University in
the United States; he subsequently built the de-
partment gloriously as part of its development3.
After Jahangirnagar, Anthropology as a sepa-
rate department emerged at Dhaka University in
1994 with Anwarullah Chowdhury as its founder
chairman, who had a good reputation as a social
anthropologist in the country. In 1996, a similar
department was opened at Chittagong Universi-
ty which was headed by Ahmed Fazle Hasan
Choudhury, another US trained anthropologist
from Southern Illinois University. Exactly a year
before, the department was also established at
Shajalal University of Science and Technology
at Sylhet. But unfortunately, being the second
largest university and having a special anthro-
pological base at the Institute of Bangladesh
Studies (IBS), University of Rajshahi lagged be-
hind in opening the discipline. However, finally
the department was set up at the University of
Rajshahi and AHM Zehadul Karim became its
founder chairman4. Later as Vice Chancellor of
Comilla University (2008-2009), a separate De-
partment of Anthropology was also opened there
under his direct initiative in 20095.

Contributions of the Institute of Bangladesh
Studies (IBS)

The IBS at the University of Rajshahi is one
of the pioneering institutes in promoting anthro-
pological research in the country in the mid-
1970s. The institute was established in 1974 and
since its inception it has carried out outstanding
anthropological explorations of rural communi-
ties in Bangladesh. As a post-graduate research
institute, IBS is regarded as the most prestigious
institution having international recognition where
it employed a few trained anthropologists from
the United States to work as faculty members.
For example, Jean Ellickson of the Western Illi-
nois University was the first professional anthro-
pologist who joined the IBS as a Visiting Profes-
sor of Anthropology in the year 1974. Next to
Ellickson, Peter Bertocci, an anthropologist from
Oakland University and a renowned South Asi-
anist visited the institute in 1975 and was asso-
ciated with it for about two and a half years su-
pervising a number of postgraduate students for
MPhil and PhD degrees in Anthropology. Joana
Kirkpatrick was another anthropologist from
Bennington College of the United States who
joined the institute in 1976. She stayed there for
a little more than a year. After that, a Bangladesh-
born American anthropologist named AKM.
Aminul Islam from the Wright State University
joined the institute in 1978 and Raymond Lee
Owens arrived in 1979. Clarence C. Maloney,
another anthropologist from the United States
and a famous linguist had stayed with the IBS
from 1979 to 1982. Many of the researchers do
not even know that as a higher learning institute
how much the IBS has contributed to Anthro-
pology in the mid 1970s and 1980s. It is very
interesting to note that the IBS is now offering
Anthropology as a required course for its M Phil
and PhD. students every year. It is perhaps the
only institute in the country at the postgraduate
level which promotes anthropological orienta-
tion for all of its students. It provides its stu-
dents with financial assistance and has a very
stimulating research environment for carrying an-
thropological research relating to topics on Bang-
ladesh society and culture.  The main purpose of
providing this brief history of the IBS here is
simply to indicate its orientation and to show a
profound influence of Anthropology in the aca-
demic arena of the institute. In the following pag-
es, some of the important issues which seem to
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be relevant in the development of Anthropology
in Bangladesh will be highlighted.

Focus on Major Research Issues and Problem
Areas in Anthropological Investigation in
Bangladesh

This section introduces the readers to the
issues of Anthropology in Bangladesh, arguably
to discover and understand the diversities of its
research areas.  As mentioned earlier, a few field-
based ethnographic research covering diversi-
fied issues of the rural culture of Bangladesh
villages have been done and on this account,
some examples are given. Following Bailey’s
(1963) ‘model of encapsulation’, Islam (1974)
conducted an anthropological study on the po-
litical process in a Bangladesh village and relat-
ed it to the process in the wider community. Ber-
tocci (1970) studied two villages in Comilla Dis-
trict in Bangladesh and correlated the socio-po-
litical status with landownership and referred to
the process of ‘cyclical kulakism’ where there
occurred a regular rise and fall of families due to
partiable inheritance of land. Chowdhury (1978)
studied a village named Meherpur, focusing on
the social stratification system in the village
based on multi-dimensional paradigm of power,
status and prestige. Meanwhile, Jahangir (1979)
identified differentiation as a kind of polarization
among the peasant groups in rural Bangladesh
and he noted that the rich peasants manipulated
power through their access to huge amounts of
landholdings.

Apart from these village studies, there have
been a little research on tribal communities in
different regions of the country, especially con-
cerning the CHT people (see Bertocci 1970; Jah-
angir 1979; Karim 1989; Ahamed 1994; Akand
2006; Maheen and Karim 2006; Karim et al. 2008).
Some of these studies portray the diverse ethnic
communities and the cultural confrontation in
the enigmatic rites of passage of the Paharia (Is-
lam 2009) an ethnic community in Northwestern
Bangladesh. Among these studies, Ahamed
(1994, 2002) conducted two extensive research
on the CHT people for his M.Phil and Ph.D. de-
grees at Cambridge and London universities re-
spectively.  In one of his research, Ahamed (1994)
conceived the social forestry issue and inter-
twined it with ethnicity and environment. His
doctoral work was based on extensive field-
based data collected from the CHT areas by his

participation with three communities for two
years, and he specifically showed the predica-
ments of the CHT people who found their cultur-
al differentiation with the mainlanders in the
country.

At this moment however, the most important
is perhaps the academic and applied dichotomy
which is now standing at a very controversial
situation in the academic discipline of Anthro-
pology in Bangladesh. It has frequently been
mentioned that the term ‘Applied Anthropolo-
gy’ was first used by AR Radcliffe-Brown in the
year 1931 and it is well-known that a similar term
with the title of ‘Practical Anthropology’ was first
used by Malinowski even prior to AR Radcliffe-
Brown in 1927. British Social Anthropology is
generally said to have begun with the ethno-
graphic base of AR Radcliffe-Brown and Bronis-
law Malinowski, although formally, the discipline
was instituted at the university level by appoint-
ing EB Tylor as the Head of the Department at
Oxford University. James Frazer from Liverpool
came to Oxford University in 1884. After the Sec-
ond World War until the 1970s, there was a sig-
nificant expansion of academic anthropology in
North America though it was never an off-shoot
of the British Social Anthropology (see Sol Tax
1965).

Between 1955 and 1957, British and Ameri-
can anthropologists researching in Europe most-
ly concentrated on a limited number of themes
concerning the culture of small communities and
on small ethnic minorities. Interestingly, these
emerged from relatively autonomous profession-
al paradigms having clearer anthropological in-
fluence (see Grillo 1985). The great majority of
these researchers came from different parts of
Europe and many of them started exploring mar-
ginal populations at the peripheral regions. The
study of marginal cultures included the people in
southern Italy, northern Norway and minorities
such as Polish immigrants and gypsies (for exam-
ple, Thomas and Znaniecki 1935). A similar ten-
dency has also been observed in the United States
where some non-anthropologists like Hunter
(1953) and Dahl (1961) conducted some small com-
munity studies. This is to prove two things: first-
ly, that academic anthropology has enormous field
in its application, having diversified and chang-
ing community issues. Secondly, to caution an-
thropologists: that if it is not responded accord-
ingly, the credential for Anthropology will be un-
dermined and the non-anthropologists and so-
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called ‘pseudo-claimant anthropologists’ will
soon replace the anthropologists.

But the conventional account and ethno-
graphic narratives soon faced a critical challenge
in the late 1970s when learners in the education-
al institutions around the world began to turn
their attention to comparatively practical and job-
oriented subjects (see Alam 1999). It has been
observed that during this time there was a sharp
decline in the number of students in many liberal
arts and social science subjects including An-
thropology throughout the world. Obviously, to
respond to this situation, anthropologists
throughout the world started redefining and re-
examining the discipline to be more suitable to
the socio-economic development of the people.
Many international NGOs and academic institu-
tions in Bangladesh during the 1980s were look-
ing for practical anthropologists in the country to
work for their developmental programmes. Due to
the non-existence of the subject at the universi-
ties, the discipline itself suffered enormously, fail-
ing to respond to their demands in this respect.

Applied Anthropology has often been iden-
tified as a legacy of colonial rule. It is usually
believed that Applied Anthropology does not
contain any theory nor does it have any clearer
anthropological paradigm. The subject now be-
longs to the non-anthropologists and is prac-
ticed mostly by them. It is known that Applied
Anthropology is modeled according to the de-
sire of the donor agencies (see Alam 1999). The
author of this paper however, does not fully dis-
agree with the above views. As it may not al-
ways be true because, while the author was a
student at Syracuse University, Glynn Cochrane,
a renowned anthropologist left the department
to work with an international development agen-
cy in Tonga and other areas of New Guinea. He
has now been able to establish himself as a great
academician in the field of development anthro-
pology. What is important here is that there is a
big gap between an anthropologist and a non-
anthropologist. He who can conceptualize the
real anthropological paradigm and has proper
anthropological training from the academic point
of view, certainly will make a difference; having
proper training will allow a researcher to have
better insights and clarity to work at the field
level. Development theorists have now realized
very well that the traditional cultural systems and

the traditional beliefs now remain as basic ob-
stacles to many technological changes. Hence,
the problem of cultural resistance to modern tech-
nology can be overcome by employing anthro-
pologists in their programmes and projects.

In one of the universities in Bangladesh,
Anthropology still orients its students to focus
solely on the philosophical-based theoretical
aspect of the subject, without giving any impor-
tance to the field-based practicum. This research-
er understands that their anthropological knowl-
edge will certainly be limited and they may be
unsuitable to work in newly demanding practical
situations available in national and international
organizations. The development of a discipline
depends entirely on the number of persons on
demand by professional organizations and it can
only be expected if it can provide discipline-
trained persons having proper orientation, both
from the theoretical and applied perspectives. In
his Africa paper on Applied Anthropology, EE
Evans-Pritchard (1946) though apparently en-
dorsed applied research and was concerned
about it, went on to warn us saying that “what
would happen to anthropological research on
fundamental issues like kinship and rituals” and
thus reminded us that anthropology is a kind of
history which means that it should contain an
ethnographic history of culture. This author feels
that the solution is not total detachment; rather
to having a combination of the two by respond-
ing with much clarity and understanding of the
socio-cultural phenomena.

Methodological Issues Relating to
Anthropological Research in Bangladesh

The recent methodological issues and the
development of anthropological research in
Bangladesh are briefly explored in the following
pages. The main method of anthropological

research is certainly the participant observa-
tion method, desiring to have a holistic view over
the social phenomena at a micro-level investiga-
tion. Except for a few traditional arm-chair an-
thropologists (for example Morgan 1877; Tylor
1874), most of the founding fathers of Anthro-
pology adopted this technique of intensive field
investigation to analyze social phenomenon.
Their dependence entirely was on qualitative
data and for this purpose, Malinowski (1922) re-
mained in the field for about three years, Radc-
liffe-Brown (1948) was with the Andamans for
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two years and Chagnon’s (1992) stay with the
Yanomamo was about three years. The anthro-
pologists of Bangladesh have enough evidence
(for example, Chowdhury 1978; Arefeen 1986;
Karim 1990; Jahangir 1979) to show where Bang-
ladesh anthropologists had spent quite lengthy
periods of time in their field investigation in dif-
ferent rural areas in the early 1980s and 1990s.
Apart from their dependence on ethnographic
qualitative data, most of these studies (for exam-
ple Karim 1990; Ahamed 1994, 2002) have addi-
tionally used some statistical data to complement
their ethnographic information. But there are
many anthropologists who reacted vehemently
to this idea and are quite reluctant to use any
quantitative data for Anthropology. It has been
observed in recent literature that there has been
a significant change in the methodological sce-

nario of anthropological research. The existing
anthropological research tools have now been
expanded to adopt partial quantitative research
techniques such as structured interviews and
total household enumeration. A recent common
anthropological technique is to combine both
the quantitative and qualitative data where the
deficiency of one is supplemented by the other.
Pelto and Pelto (1988) for that reason mention
that anthropologists are now becoming more ac-
customed to counting things. In that context,
the Chicago School of Ethnography towered a
number research studies under the guidance of
Robert E. Park and E.W. Burgess during 1917
and 1942 where the researchers in Chicago labo-
ratory area used statistical data combining them
with a series of qualitative techniques like in-
depth interviews, face to face symbolic interac-

Table 1: A few anthropological and anthropologically-oriented ethnographic research in different
regions of the world including Bangladesh

Focusing on broad Urban Research
research areas Community Studies

Micro Issues Relating To Various Socio-Cultural Aspects

Global Context Markham 1912 Thomas and Znaniecki 1935
Radin 1927 Whyte 1943 Birket-Smith 1936
Zorbaugh 1929 Willy 1953 Mangin 1967
Wirth 1928 Muara 1956 Hunter 1953

Bangladesh Situation Maine 1871 O’Malley 1916
Baden-Powel 1896 Khan 1977

Focusing on Broad Ethnographic Research on Island People
Research Areas Studies on Coastal and Riverine People
Global Context Codrington 1891 Piddington 1939 Oliver 1951

Malinowski 1922 Radcliffe-Brown 1948 Sahlins 1958
Vaiyda 1960
Chagnon 1992

Bangladesh Situation Islam 1995 Karim et.al. 2008
Ali 1998

Focusing on Broad Tribal Ethnographic Studies  and Tribal Culture
Research Areas
Global Context Fortes and Evans-Prichard 1940 Barth 1961 Sopher 1963,1964

Evans-Prichard 1940 Leach 1954/1986
Kluckhohn 1942

Bangladesh Situation Sopher 1955 Ahamad 2002 Islam 2009
Bessaignet 1958 Akand 2006
Ahamed1994 Karim and Karim 2006

Karim et al 2008
Focusing on Broad Village Ethnographies
Research Areas Rural Studies and Rural Issues
Global Context Birket-Smith 1936 Lewis 1958

Redfield 1941 Srinivas 1959
Dube 1955 Epstein 1962
Firth 1946/2000

Bangladesh Situation Karim 1956 Islam 1974 Chowdhury 1978
Qadir 1968 Jahangir 1979  Arefeen 1986
Zaidi 1970  Karim 1990
Maine 1871
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tionism, life histories and other techniques (see
Vidich and Lyman 1994). As part of another di-
vergence, William Foote Whyte had given a new
dimension relating to his research on Street Cor-
ner Society based on his life experiences and
designated it as a kind of ‘participant observa-
tion’ ( see Whyte 1943). Thus the method of tri-
angulation may also be accepted for anthropo-
logical research which allows the use of a num-
ber of research techniques in one specific study.
In this context, what the present researcher wants
to say that anthropologists now should avoid
the tendency of compartmentalization.

In the last few decades, there has been a sig-
nificant development in the methodologies of
applied social sciences including Anthropolo-
gy, where a few developmental practitioners un-
der the leadership of Robert Chambers (1983)
introduced a new technique to generate the right
information at a quicker time. Rapid Assessment
Procedure (RAP), Rapid Rural Appraisal (RRA)
and Focused Ethnographic Study (FES) are new
techniques that are frequently used by anthro-
pologists in their research application. All these
techniques in anthropology are usually employed
to obtain data comparatively at a swift and short-
er period of time (see Pelto and Pelto 1988). Many
developmental organizations now prefer to use
these techniques for anthropological studies.
This researcher is quite aware of the limitations
of these techniques but depending on the situa-
tion and the intricacy of the issues, these tech-
niques may be modified slightly for better use in
a particular structural condition. If an anthropol-
ogist has rigorous academic and ethnographic
training as a participant observer at one stage,
he may use these techniques for his future re-
search. But absolute dependence on these tech-
niques without having any prior academic train-
ing will certainly jeopardize the project’s goal and
also at the same time, it will undermine the real
purpose of academic anthropology. The Anthro-
pologists must remember that without real an-
thropological training, it would be difficult to
analyze ethnographic data in proper anthropo-
logical language.

CONCLUDING  COMMENTS

Bangladesh possesses a long traditional his-
tory and heritage for anthropological research
yet the institutional recognition of the discipline
has been delayed due to some administrative

and technical problems. During the 1950s, a num-
ber of foreign scholars had conducted a few valu-
able research in the CHT regions of the country.
Tribal studies did not attract the local scholars
at that time, though many of the academics for
the last two decades and until now have become
very interested in these tribal issues. During the
1970s and onwards until the 1990s, Redfield’s
model of village studies had remained a desir-
able ethnographic strategy in Bangladesh and
as part of it, a few valuable village-based ethno-
graphic research on rural communities were con-
ducted in the country at that time. It remains a
continuous trend until now, as every year, a few
village-based ethnographic and academic re-
search on various aspects of anthropology are
being conducted at the IBS and in universities in
Bangladesh. The economic change and devel-
opment of the country are fully dependent on
the changes that could be brought through our
academic rapport in the countryside. Anthropol-
ogists have very significant role in this context.
But recently, it is observed that in the name of
development in many countries around the
world, academics are now diverting their research
interest, mostly focusing on urban issues and
thus neglecting their research interest relating
to rural and kampong life. Hence, the rural areas
and their ethnographic investigations in this
context remain neglected.

The paper suggests that together with the
academic development of the discipline, it should
also equip its young professionals with applied
anthropological knowledge which will enable
them to respond to the needs-oriented global
anthropological requirements. Finally, this re-
searcher urges for coordination among anthro-
pologists in deciding their methods to proper
suitability. The development agents and donors
should not decide because they have their own
professional strategies to rescue themselves with
their own intrinsic developmental agendas6.

NOTES

1. This is not an ethnographic description of the CHT
communities; but certainly, it is a kind of ‘passionate
macro ethnography’ at the broader context provid-
ing valuable information on CHT people. Following
Spradley (1980), this author uses this term to show
the significance of such studies in the field of anthro-
pological research.

2 David Sopher was an eminent cultural geographer
form Syracuse University.USA. Like Claude Levi
Strauss, Sopher also visited and stayed at CHT region
during 1950s.
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3At the initial stage, the Anthropology Department at
the Jahangirnagar University received full academic
and logistic support from the Ford Foundation and
British Council which enabled the department to send
its academic staff for higher education at Sussex Uni-
versity in England.

4. Having studied Anthropology for several years at
Syracuse University; the researcher had a keen desire
to start a new Department of Anthropology in a
formal institutional framework at Rajshahi Univer-
sity. Although all administrative formalities were com-
pleted however, due to some obstacles, the plan did
not fall through. With all these disappointments,
the author accepted a teaching assignment in Malay-
sia in 1995 and remained involved with University
Science Malaysia until 1998. In 1998, the then Vice
Chancellor of Rajshahi University, Professor Dr. Abdul
Khaleque requested that a separate Department of
Anthropology was set up under the researcher’s lead-
ership in the Social Science Faculty of Rajshahi Uni-
versity. That is the beginning of Anthropology at
Rajshahi University. At the infancy of the depart-
ment, Dr. M. Zulfiquar Ali Islam taught Ecological
Anthropology and some other courses as beginners.
Later, Dr. Faizer Rahman was hired to teach Statis-
tics in the department. As part of continued pro-
gram, two lecturers fully trained in Anthropology
named Ms. Shaolee Mahboob and. Kamal Akand
joined the department subsequently as faculty mem-
bers. Prof. Dr. Susan S. Wadley of Syracuse Universi-
ty donated a big shipment of books from her own
possession which was very beneficial to build up the
department further at the initial stage. In this con-
text, the US Embassy at Dhaka allowed using their
diplomatic assistance.

5. While the researcher was the Vice Chancellor of Com-
illa University (2008-2009), a separate Department
of Anthropology was opened under his direct initia-
tive. Prior to that, Anthropology was opened at
Khulna University and a lengthy syllabus for it was
also prepared; which was later turned down by the
Vice Chancellor of that university with his domi-
neering directives. With his autocratic decision, the
discipline was subsequently closed down at Khulna.

6This is the first part of the paper and a lengthy second
part of it with further details in regard to the ‘Emer-
gence and Development of Anthropology in Global
Context and World Perspective’ will come out soon;
Bangladesh part however, will not be emphasized in
that discussion. Since this present paper is designed
to focus mostly on Bangladesh situation, global anal-
ysis however, could not be emphasized here in lengthy
discussion.
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