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have been unearthed in sites including Erlitou in Yanshi and Nanzhai in Yichuan,
Henan Province. The form of these symbols shares similarities with the bronze
inscriptions of the Shang dynasty. At the same time, the discovery of complete sets of
pottery and bronze ritual vessels in the Erlitou culture gives evidence that this period
witnessed the gradual maturity of the early Chinese ritual system. Some ideographic
bronze inscriptions carved in the late Shang dynasty are substantially different from
the artifacts of the same era in terms of configuration, but akin to the artifacts of the
earlier Erlitou culture in terms of style, suggesting that ideographic inscriptions of
this type were created as early as the Erlitou period. This early ideographic script was
a product independently nurtured in ancient Chinese civilization, and its discovery and
interpretation have witnessed an close relationship between Chinese ritual vessels and
script, as well as the inheritance of a ritual system which was central to ancient

Chinese civilization.

“Civilization” and Its Relationships with “State” in Terms of Lewis H. Morgan’ s
Multiple Meanings Yi Jianping + 121

In academia, the protracted split over the concept of “civilization” and its
relationship with “state” is fundamentally due to the simplistic understanding and
adoption of Lewis H. Morgan’ s relevant theories. In fact, “civilization” in Morgan’
s theories has at least three meanings: (1) a particular culture in a narrow sense; (2)
a particular developmental state in economic, social and political terms; (3) a
particular developmental stage of human society which contains the first two. Taking
the emergence of “state” as a reference coordinate, the origin of “civilization” in
Morgan’ s view corresponds to at least three different periods: “civilization” of the
first type appeared hundreds of years earlier than the “state,” as did “civilization” of
the second type; and “civilization” of the third type was virtually contemporaneous
with “state,” or appeared just a little later. Morgan’ s multilayered theoretical
definitions of “civilization” and its complex relationships with “state” have serious
logical flaws. The subsequent examination of empirical materials in the fields of
history, archaeology, and anthropology using Morgan’ s distinguishing markers or

criteria for civilization in the narrow sense has never found any universality.

The Dynamics of State Origin in Comparative Perspective
Nikolay H. Kradin, Dmitri D. Beliaev and Dmitri M. Bondarenko * 145 +

The origin of the state is now understood as a complex process in which various
factors such as ecology, agriculture, population growth, internal conflicts, diffusion,
war and conquest, long-distance trade, or (and) ideology may have an impact. The
random combination of various factors produces many different forms of complex
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societies. At one extreme are powerful empires with hierarchies, at the other are
heterarchies and city-states, and in between are a great variety of political entities
with different economic systems, political systems, and ideologies. The Mayan
political entities in Central America show no evidence of hierarchical structure,
aristocratic control, and centralization; and the Benin mega-communities in tropical
Africa are built on the kinship principle of supra-communal political integration. The
characteristics of states and civilizations may vary from case to case, giving reason to

consider the origin of the state as a multilinear and complex process.

The Comparative Study of Pre — Modern Governance: Shifting from Categories to
Relations and Networks Gary Feinman * 166 -«

The study of humanity’ s deep past, which is heavily reliant on archaeological
data, largely remains steeped in concepts and frames that have their roots in the mid-
nineteenth century. As was necessary for that time, this highly durable framing was
grounded principally in synchronic textual and ethnographic accounts. These
approaches helped to propel the last half-century of great empirical progress in the
breadth and spatial (multi-scalar) scope of global archaeological findings, yet these
studies and the syntheses that they prompted also yielded information that did not
accord with the expectations of the extant paradigms. Alternative pathways of change
were recorded. New tenets and approaches that build on what we have learned
through archaeology and related disciplines over the past decades are outlined here.
The new conceptual framing proposed looks for relational patterns and parallel

processes, with a focal lens on the explication of diversity as well as similarities.
The Soul Stealing Case of 1768 Reexamined and Interpreted Mao Wei » 185

The soul stealing case of 1768 was made famous by the writings of the overseas
sinologist Philip A. Kuhn, whose Soul Stealers: The Chinese Sorcery Scare of 1768
has received wide acclaim. However, a review of the historical material and a
comparison with similar cases reveals that there is no evidence for Kuhn’ s argument
that the Qianlong emperor used the soul stealing case to purge the bureaucracy; this
was merely a microcosm of the contemporaneous monarch’ s intervention in a major
case, and the handling of this case was, on the whole, successful. It could be argued
that it was not Qianlong who created this case, but rather the theoretical
presupposition in Kuhn’ s mind that created Soul Stealers. Kuhn’ s argument
reflects the limitations of minor historical writing, and reminds us that we should
maintain a necessary sobriety and discernment when reading the writings of overseas

sinologists.
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