
Abstract 

This thesis aims to compare the work of Eduardo Viveiros de Castro and Marilyn Strathern in 

terms of their meta-anthropological argumentation. To this end, an interpretation of the key 

moments of both authors' work is undertaken, with a focus on the theory of anthropology. For 

Eduardo Viveiros de Castro, the text focuses mainly on his conceptual work associated with 

the ontological turn. The concepts of perspectivism and multinaturalism and their thought 

context are introduced. For Marilyn Strathern, attention is focused on her melanesianist 

monographs in order to present the specifics of her argument, concepts such as the dividual 

and relationality are briefly introduced, and the author's critique of certain social science 

frameworks of analysis is mentioned. The intersection of the works is seen in the motif of 

perspective, but the work also draws attention to the limitations associated with the search for 

intersection.  

In the comparison, the author tries to create a contrast in the authors' approach by 

reconstructing selected parts of their arguments, which are always viewed through the logic of 

the other's work. The resulting confrontation shows the limits of both authors' works in terms 

of their concreteness and points of contention. Thus, through the optics of Strathern, de Castro 

does not escape the potentialities of Western language in his concepts. Strathern, then, 

through de Castro's optics, fails to offer a full explanation of the phenomena under study. 

 


