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ABSTRACT 'The contribution presents a brief overview of different approaches to the study of Man, conceived as a holistic bio-socio-cultural
scientific discipline drawing upon natural / exact sciences and humanities, or increasingly diverging “scientific” and “non-scientific” research-
es, both from force of habit still termed anthropology, in the background of recent controversy sparkled by the decision of the American
Anthropological Association to purge the term “science” from its long-term mission statement. Included is also a short retrospective glance at
the first volume of our journal as an open publication platform of integrally conceived anthropology.
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ABSTRAKT  Prispévek nabizi stru¢ny prehled odli$nych pristupt ke studiu ¢lovéka, jez miize byt pojimano jako celostni bio-socio-kul-
turni disciplina Cerpajici jak z prirodnich / exaktnich, tak humanitnich véd, ¢i jako dvé odli$né skupiny ,védeckych® (¢ti: pfirodovédnych)
a »nevédeckych® (spole¢enskovédnich) vyzkumi, jez se vzdjemné metodologicky a terminologicky stale vzdaluji, ale ze zvyku jsou stale
oznacovany za antropologii, a to na pozadi neddvné kontroverze vyvolané rozhodnutim Americké antropologické asociace vymytit pojem
»véda“ z dlouhodobého programu organizace. Obsazeno je i kratké ohlédnuti za 1. ro¢nikem naseho casopisu jako oteviené publikacni plat-

formy integralné chapané antropologie.

KLICOVA SLOVA

Je mozna predc¢asné vyslovovat soudy o kvalitach tohoto ca-
sopisu, jehoz prvni ro¢nik Ize volné ziskat v elektronické verzi
na internetovych strinkéch Ustavu antropologie Ptirodové-
decké fakulty Masarykovy univerzity v Brné (http://anthrop.
sci.muni.cz) a ktery je k dispozici i ve sli¢né tisténé podobg,
ledva na jeho strankach (v pocitacové éfe stale obraznéji) sta-
¢ila oschnout tiskafskd ¢ern. Navic to pisateli ani nepfislusi,
nebot se nehonosi formalnim antropologickym vzdélanim
a vzhledem k ¢lenstvi v redaké¢ni radé by mu mohly byt navic
ptipisovany postranni motivy. Popudem k napsani této po-
znamky proto rozhodné neni snaha jakkoli hodnotit troven
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antropologie integralni, biologicka / fyzicka, sociokulturni, lingvistickd; archeologie; védy pfirodni vs. spolecenské

dosud publikovanych prispévkd; to jisté mnohem zasvécenéji
provede odborna (a vzhledem k pestrosti obsahu - doufejme
- v rostouci mife mozna i laicka) ¢tenafska verejnost. K za-
mysleni v§ak témér kompulzivné vybizi jak samotny ndzev
nového periodika, tak jeho obsahovy zabér. Odhlédneme-li
od $irsich denotaci a konotaci latinského integer (,.cely, vie-
chen, veskery® ale i ,neunaveny, svézi, neposkvrnény, cisty,
panensky, nepodplatitelny, nestranny, poctivy, nepfedpoja-
ty*), Anthropologia integra se profiluje jako celostni platfor-
ma nabizejici uplatnéni nejsirsi $kaly poznatki v oblasti védy
o ¢lovéku: jako biologického druhu a zaroven socialni a kul-
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turni bytosti, u niz lze zaznamenat rozmanité modely mysle-
ni, chovani, spolecenského usporadani, sklont k obraznosti,
tvorivosti i (sebe)niceni, a to napri¢ véemi kulturami a civili-
za¢nimi okruhy.

Na sklonku minulého roku se ve Spojenych statech americ-
kych rozhotela $iroka debata o povaze, poslani a budoucnosti
antropologie jakozto védniho oboru oscilujiciho mezi pfirod-
nimi a spolecenskymi védami. Podle deniku The New York
Times (Wade 2010a) tak jiz ponékolikaté oteviené propuklo
dlouhodobé doutnajici napéti mezi prirodovédné zamére-
nymi (science-based) antropologickymi disciplinami (zahr-
nujicimi archeology, fyzické / biologické antropology a cast
kulturnich a socidlnich antropologit) a jejich kolegy, zkou-
majicimi rasu, etnicitu a gender, ktefi vystupuji jako obranci
lidskych prav a nativnich populaci.

Jako podnét ke kontroverzi poslouzilo rozhodnuti Vykonné
rady Americké antropologické asociace (AAA) z 20. listopa-
du 2010 preformulovat Dlouhodoby plan (Long-Range Plan)
vytycujici cile a poslani AAA. Namisto dosavadni formulace
»smyslem asociace je rozvijet antropologii jako védu, jez stu-
duje lidstvo ve vSech jeho aspektech se nové objevuje zamér
»rozvijet u vefejnosti pochopeni lidstva ve vSech jeho aspek-
tech®. Nasleduje pak (zamérné netplny) vycet disciplin, jez
maji tomuto porozuméni napomahat: vyzkumy v archeologii,
biologii, v socidlnich, politickych a ekonomickych védach,
v historii, v kulturologii, mediciné, ve vizualnich studiich
a v antropologické lingvistice (oproti minulosti byla ze sezna-
mu vyfazena etnologie).

Peter N. Peregrine, prezident Society for Anthropological
Sciences (Lawrence University, Wisconsin), pfipisuje utok
na antropologii jakozto védu vlivu tzv. kritickych antropo-
logti, ktefi obor povazuji za prezitek kolonialismu, a rovnéz
pusobeni postmodernistické kritiky védy. Prezidentka AAA
Virginia Dominguezova (University of Illinois) tento nazor
odmitd, ale pfipousti existenci rivality mezi ,védecky® (pfi-
rodovédné) orientovanymi antropology a jejich ,ne(ptiro-
do)veédeckymi“ (nonscientific) kolegy. Podle ni byla zminka
o véd¢ vypusténa prave proto, aby z fad asociace nebyli vy<le-
novani antropologové, jejichz prace nespadd do oblasti exakt-
nich véd, oproti tém, kdo se v nich pohybuji (Wade 2010a).
Podobné pnuti uvnit oboru ostatné potvrzuji mnozi tcast-
nici diskuse vystupujici na odbornych férech, v tisténych mé-
diich i na internetovych blozich: jak zaznélo na listopadovém
vyroénim zasedani AAA v New Orleans, zatimco archeologo-
vé a biologic¢ti antropologové museji zvladnout nové techniky
analyzy kosternich poztistatkil a operuji s pojmy typu ,,sig-
nély delta-13% kulturni antropologové zduraznujici lidskou
subjektivitu tdajné pouzivaji obskurni spolec¢enskovédnou
terminologii zahrnujici konstrukce jako ,postfordismus®
(Glenn 2010).

Jak uvedl na svém blogu ¢len Katedry antropologie na Cali-
fornia State University v Long Beach Carl P. Lipo, antropolo-
gie preziva do zna¢né miry proto, ze pisobeni v tomto oboru
mnozi lidé povazuji za ,védeckou® ¢innost, protoze kdyby
s tim véda neméla co délat, pro¢ takové antropology povazo-
vat za specialisty a jesté je za to platit? K nedobrému obrazu

112

discipliny pak podle néj prispivaji sami antropologové, jejichz
prace namnoze obsahuji jen ,,ndhodné nakupeni stanovisek,
presvédceni, tvrzeni, historek, pribéhti, opakovanych pred-
stav, interpretaci, polemik, prestfelek, arogance, povyku atd.
Takové vysledky jsou ale podle autora nevédecké dokonce
ivté ,nejempirictéjsi“ a ,,nejsystematictéjsi odnozi antropo-
logie (Lipo 2010).

AAA se cely spor pokusila uklidnit prohlagenim, ze jeji Vy-
konnd rada ,,uznava a zduraznuje kli¢covou roli védeckych me-
tod ve znac¢né ¢asti antropologickych vyzkuma® (http://www.
aaanet.org/issues/press/AAA-Responds-to-Public-Contro-
versy-Over-Science-in-Anthropology.cfm) a vydala doku-
ment ,What Is Anthropology“ (http://www.aaanet.org/about/
WhatisAnthropology.cfm), kde antropologii charakterizuje
jako studium c¢lovéka v minulosti i pfitomnosti, jez s cilem
pochopit plny rozsah a slozitost kultur v priibéhu lidskych dé-
jin ¢erpa z poznatki biologickych i socidlnich véd, stejné jako
humanitnich studii a véd o nezivé ptirodé. Za jeji hlavni sou-
¢asti oznacuje socidlnékulturni antropologii (s hlavnim diira-
zem na podobnosti a rozdily mezi jednotlivymi spole¢nost-
mi se zfetelem k rase, sexualité, spolecenské vrstvé, genderu
a narodnosti), biologickou ¢i fyzickou antropologii (zahrnuji-
¢l mimo jiné primatologii, paleoantropologii, bioarcheologii,
biologii a genetiku), archeologii a lingvistickou antropologii.
Vypusténi odkazu na ,védu® v Dlouhodobém planu podle
AAA rozhodné neznamena rozchod s védeckymi zaklady
antropologie, chapané jako rozvijejici se holisticka disciplina
pokryvajici celou §ifi lidskych déjin a kultury. Skeptici jako
Peter N. Peregrine ovsem vyslovili pochybnost, zda ,,holistic-
ky“ v tomto vyjadfeni skute¢né znamena, ze v antropologic-
kém chapani ¢lovéka je opravdu zahrnuta véda (Wade 2010b).
Ceska antropologie programové vznikala jako celostni, bio-
socio-kulturni, interdisciplinarni véda, jez se dosud uspésné
vyhybala dichotomnimu déleni oboru na ptirodovédni sféru,
zahrnujici napiiklad archeology, biologické ¢i forenzni an-
tropology, ktefi pracuji s hmotnymi artefakty a vyhodnocuji
je exaktnimi védeckymi metodami, a na humanitné zamé-
feny vyzkum dotykajici se spiSe oblasti ,,nadstavby“ Plati to
o véech nasich vyznamnych akademickych pracovistich (Ka-
tedra antropologickych a historickych véd Fakulty filozofické
Zapadoceské univerzity v Plzni, Katedra obecné antropologie
- integralni studium ¢lovéka Fakulty humanitnich studii Uni-
verzity Karlovy v Praze, Katedra teorie kultury [kulturologie]
Filozofické fakulty Univerzity Karlovy v Praze), ale v posledni
dobé zejména o brnénském Ustavu antropologie a jeho nové
zrozeném oborovém casopisu Anthropologia integra. Soudé
jen podle namatkové vybranych ,klicovych slov® charakte-
rizujicich zaméfeni otisténych prispévki, jeho prvni ro¢nik
zahrnuje $irokou $kalu témat od obecné antropologickych
pres otdzky akulturace, archeologie, bioetiky, bio/kulturolo-
gie, epigenetiky, evoluce, finitiky, historie, ionizujiciho zafeni,
kulturni etiologie, kyberantropologie, literarni kritiky, mime-
ze, nasili, organizace obc¢anské spole¢nosti, paleopatologie ¢i
permakultury az po sexualitu a uméni. Orientalista odmitaji-
ci evropocentrismus oceni mezikulturni presah (zatim Cina,
stary Egypt, Papua Nova Guinea, nové Indie, Tibet, Mongol-
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sko), muzicky zaloZeny ctenaf si vychutna literarni pokusy
skloubit védu s uménim.

Duchovnim otcem a v roli $éfredaktora i viid¢im duchem ca-
sopisu je prof. Jaroslav Malina, jenz jiz v minulosti prokazal
schopnost shromazdit kolem sebe $iroké mezioborové tymy
pfi praci na antropologickych projektech, zejména na edici
Panordma biologické a sociokulturni antropologie: Modulové
ucebni texty pro studenty antropologie a ,ptibuznych® oborii
(v letech 2000-2010 publikovano 40 svazkd, pres tii desitky
spoluautort), trilogii Kruh prstenu: Svétové déjiny sexuality,
erotiky a lasky od pocdtkii do soucasnosti v redlném Zivote,
krasné literatute, vytvarném umeéni a dilech ceskych maliii
a sochari inspirovanych obsahem této knihy (zatim sv. 1. ,Cely
svét* kromé euroamerické civilizace, 2007, 1215 s. — pres tfi
desitky spoluautortt), na Antropologickém slovniku (2009, pres
20 000 hesel, 175 spolupracovnikil) a nejnovéji na rodici se
Encyklopedii antropologie. Nedogmatické, nesektarské poje-
ti, jez poskytuje — pri uplatnéni vysokych odbornych naroku
— Siroky prostor badatelim z nejriznéjsich védnich oblasti,
¢asopisu zajistuje rozsahlé autorské zazemi, které se neustale
roz$ifuje. Edi¢ni pocin ,,jako malina®

ANTHROPOLOGIA INTEGRA: HOLISTICALLY
BRIDGING EXACT SCIENCES AND HUMANITIES
(A PEACH OF AN INITIATIVE)

It might be premature to articulate judgments on the quali-
ties of this journal, the first volume (2 issues) of which is
freely accessible in electronic version on the official website
of the Institute of Anthropology, Faculty of Science, Masaryk
University (http://anthrop.sci.muni.cz) and which is also on
sale in a “chic” printed version, when the printer’s ink on its
pages has barely dried (increasingly a matter of the past in
the computerized era). Moreover, it would be presumptuous
of the present author to attempt it, since he does not boast of
a formal anthropological education and due to his being the
member of the editorial board, ulterior motives could be at-
tributed to such effort. The aim of this note is therefore by no
means to assess the level of the contributions which have been
published so far; most certainly the expert (and considering
the diversity of the content — hopefully - in increasing num-
bers also the general) public will undertake such evaluation
with much more erudition. The very title of the new journal
along with its topic range, however, almost compulsively in-
vites to contemplation.

Leaving aside the wider denotations and connotations of the
Latin integer (“whole, entire, complete”, also: “unexhausted,
fresh, unblemished, pure, chaste, upright, impartial, honest,
unbiassed”), Anthropologia integra is conceived as a holistic
platform which offers the application of the widest range of
findings in the scientific discipline studying Man: as a biologi-
cal species and simultaneously as a social and cultural being
exhibiting varied cognition, behaviour, social hierarchy mod-
els, gifts of imagination, creativity and (self)destruction, of
course across all cultures and civilization areas.

ANTHROPOLOGIA INTEGRA VOL. 2 NO. 1/2011

At the end of the last year a heated debate was initiated over
the nature, mission and future of anthropology as a science
oscillating between natural sciences and humanities. Ac-
cording to The New York Times (Wade 2010a) the debate has
reopened a long-simmering tension between researchers in
science-based anthropological disciplines — including archae-
ologists, physical anthropologists and some cultural anthro-
pologists — and members of the profession who study race,
ethnicity and gender and see themselves as advocates for na-
tive peoples or human rights.

The controversy was sparkled by the decision of the Ameri-
can Anthropological Association (AAA) Executive Board
from November 20%, 2010 to re-formulate the Long-Range
Plan identifying the goals and mission of the AAA. In lieu of
the existing formulation “the purpose of the association is to
advance anthropology as the science that studies mankind in
all its aspects”, newly the goal is “to advance public under-
standing of humankind in all its aspects”. This includes, but
is not limited to anthropological subdisciplines spanning ar-
chaeological, biological, social, cultural, economic, political,
historical, medical, visual and linguistic research (with eth-
nology excised, contrary to the past).

Peter N. Peregrine, the president of the Society for Anthro-
pological Sciences (Lawrence University, Wisconsin) attri-
butes what he views as an attack on anthropology as science
to the influence of so-called critical anthropologists, who see
anthropology as an arm of colonialism, and to the influence
of the postmodernist critique of the authority of science. The
AAA president Virginia Dominguez (University of Illinois)
rejects such opinion but admits the existence of tension be-
tween “science-oriented” anthropologists who from time to
time express disapproval of their nonscientific colleagues. Ac-
cording to her the word science had been dropped because
the AAA board sought to include anthropologists who do not
locate their work within the sciences, as well as those who
do (Wade 2010a).

Similar tensions within the discipline have been confirmed by
many scholars who aired their views in panel discussions, in
printed journals and internet blogs: as could be heard during
the November AAA annual meeting in New Orleans, while
archeologists and biological anthropologists have to familiar-
ize with new techniques to analyze bones and artifacts and
have had to learn terms like “delta-13 signals”, cultural anthro-
pologists increasingly concerned with human subjectivity re-
portedly use obscure social-science talk including constructs
like “postfordism” (Glenn 2010).

As Carl P. Lipo, member of the Department of Anthropol-
ogy at California State University Long Beach, wrote in his
blog, anthropology has survived predominantly because be-
ing active in this discipline is by many considered somehow
necessarily a “scientific” activity; since, if science didn’t have
something to do with it, why should such anthropologists be
considered “specialists” and getting paid to do this? He also
holds that some of the anthropologists themselves contrib-
ute to the rather negative image of the discipline; he refers to
work of these scholars which he unceremoniously describes
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“largely an ad hoc assortment of viewpoints, beliefs, asser-
tions, claims, stories, tales, re-envisionings, interpretations,
polemics, rallies, hubris, hue and so on” According to the
author much of what such papers offer, really isn’t science,
not even in the “most empiricist” and “systematic” form (Lipo
2010).

The AAA attempted to calm the whole dispute by a statement
that its Executive Board “recognizes and endorses the crucial
place of the scientific method in much anthropological re-
search” (http://www.aaanet.org/issues/press/AAA-Responds-
to-Public-Controversy-Over-Science-in-Anthropology.
cfm) and issued a document “What is anthropology” (http://
www.aaanet.org/about/ WhatisAnthropology.cfm) where
anthropology is characterized as “the study of humans, past
and present. To understand the full sweep and complexity
of cultures across all of human history, anthropology draws
and builds upon knowledge from the social and biological
sciences as well as the humanities and physical sciences.” So-
ciocultural anthropology (mainly concerned with similarities
and differences, both within and among societies with regard
to race, sexuality, class, gender and nationality), biological or
physical anthropology (including primatology, paleoanthro-
pology, bioarchaeology, biology and genetics of living popu-
lations), archaeology and linguistic anthropology are named
as the principal constituents of anthropology. The omitting of
the word “science” in the Long-Range Plan according to the
AAA in no way signals a break with the scientific foundation
of anthropology, characterized a holistic expansive discipline
that covers the full breadth of human history and culture.
Skeptics such as Peter N. Peregrine, however, have expressed
their hope that “holistic” in this statement really means that
science is included in the anthropological understanding of
human beings (Wade 2010b).

Czech anthropology originated by design as a holistic, bio-
socio-cultural interdisciplinary science which has so far suc-
cessfully avoided dichotomical division of the discipline into
natural science sphere including e.g. archaeologists, biological
or forensic anthropologists who work with material artifacts
and analyze them using exact scientific methods and humani-
ty-centered research touching rather the areas of “superstruc-
ture”. This applies to all our significant academic institutions
(Department of Anthropology and Historical Science, Faculty
of Philosophy and Arts at the University of West Bohemia in
Pilsen, Department of General Anthropology — Integral Study
of Man at the Faculty of Humanities at Charles University in
Prague, Department of Cultural Studies, Faculty of Arts at
Charles University in Prague), but recently it holds eminently
true for the Department of Anthropology in Brno and their
newly-born scientific journal Anthropologia integra. Judging
only by randomly selected “key-words” which character-
ize the focus of published papers, the first two issues include
a wide variety of topics from general anthropology, problems
of acculturation, archeology, art, bioethics, bio/culturology,
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cultural ethology, cyberanthropology, epigenetics, evolution,
finitics, history, ionizing radiation, literary critique, mimesis,
organization of civic society, paleopathology or permaculture
to sexuality and violence. An Orientalist decrying Europo-
centrism will value highly the intercultural overlap (so far,
China, Ancient Egypt, Papua New Guinea, newly completed
by India, Tibet, and Mongolia), readers with penchant for art
will enjoy literary attempts to link together science with art.
The spiritual father and in the role of the editor-in-chief also
the guiding spirit of the journal is professor Jaroslav Malina
who in the past proved his ability to build interdisciplinary
teams around himself working on anthropological projects,
especially The Panorama of Biological and Socio-Cultural An-
thropology: Modular Educational Texts for Students of Anthro-
pology and “Related” Disciplines (during the years 2000-2010
as many as 40 volumes were published, with more than 30
authors), trilogy The Circle of the Ring: The World History of
Sexuality, Eroticism and Love from the Beginnings up to the
Present Day in Real Life, Belle-Lettres, Visual Art and in the
Works of Czech Painters and Sculptors Inspired by the Content
of this Book (currently Vol. 1. “The Entire World” Excluding
Euro-American civilization, 2007, 1215 pages — over 30 au-
thors), on Dictionary of Anthropology (2009, over 20 000 en-
tries, 175 collaborators) and most recently on Encyclopedia of
Anthropology which is in the process of being created. Open-
minded, non-sectarian conception which provides - while
keeping high-level expert requirements — a broad platform
to the investigators from various scientific disciplines and en-
sures the journal a wide background (author-wise) as well as
readership both of which keep expanding. An editorial “peach
of an initiative” (despite the fact that the editor-in-chief’s sur-
name, ironically, translates as Razzie).
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