
Abstract 

The  study  deals  with  the  problem  of  applicability  of  two  anthropological  theories,  structural

functionalism and interpretive  anthropology of  Clifford  Geertz.  By applicability  is  meant  what

concrete  difference  using  of  one  or  the  other  theory brings  about  in  ethnography.  Each of  the

theories  is  at  first  thoroughly examined  with  emphasis  on  its  possible  aims,  assumptions,  and

consequences for an ethnographer. Then each theory is put to test in examination of one particular

ethnography  associated  with  the  theory.  Evans-Pritchard's  The  Nuer  serves  as  an  instance  of

structural  functionalism.  Clifford  Geertz's  Negara  as  an  example  of  interpretative  analysis.

Structural functionalism is shown to provide an ethnographer with a much more definite guidance

which  contributes  to  better  possibilities  of  verification  and  comparability  of  the  results  than

interpretive anthropology. Apart from the main subject, the study is concerned with more general

questions, especially related to non-existence of a paradigm in anthropology and some of its causes.


