A commentary on functionalism in anthropology 
Introduction to functionalist theory
Functionalism in anthropology comes from Bronislaw Malinowski, it argues that society is a system of interdependent parts used to fulfil certain functions that maintain the social order. (Holmwood J., 2004 p 2) according to Radcliffe-Brown functionalism explains every aspect of human culture can be explained by satisfying Malinowski’s seven biological needs of people. (1949, p 321) In order to survive these functional imperatives must be met for a society to survive. Holmwood described a distinction between latent and manifest functions. “The latter refers to the conscious intentions of actors and the former to the objective consequences of their actions, which were often unintended” (Holmwood J., 2004 p 4) 
Positives of functionalist theory
[bookmark: _GoBack]The theory itself makes sense when considering how a society maintains itself, its number one priority sensibly should be its biological needs for the growth and reproduction of the species. As the only way a society can survive is if there are people are to carry on the culture. Furthermore, the theory dominated in anthropology from the 1930s the mid-60s and is used as a basis for further important anthropological research. (Eisenstadt S. N., 1990, p 243) In a contempory context functionalism still shows some promise when studying cultures.
Criticisms of functionalist theory
One criticism of functionalism presented by John Chilcott explains that functionalism is based on biological needs to study a society and explain the social behaviours of peoples. This is because it cannot explain some of the origins of some traditions. (1998, p 104) For example Chilcott explains the American tradition within education homecoming cannot be explained by functionalist theory. (1998, p 105) Secondly the theory was criticised as it “minimized the autonomy of individuals by presenting an over socialized conception of man.” (Eisenstadt S. N., 1990, p 246) in later pages Eisenstadt says “individualistic or "rational choice" modes of analysis viewed culture as the result of the aggregation of individual choices, reflecting differences of power” (Eisenstadt S. N., 1990 p 248-249)
Functionalism in a contemporary context
Wolcott describes a faculty meeting in a primary school, in which he concludes that the manifest function of a faculty meeting is that of communication with other faculty members, latent function of the meeting is to establish the hierarchal relationships in the social structure of a school. (1973) the same can be said for secondary schools in which children are forced to sit in rows and keep quiet during lessons establishing a power dynamic which maintains the social order. 
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