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ABSTRACT

This ethnography is based on the anthropological fieldwork in the
Xia Walled Village ( Houxiazhai), Pingyuan county, Shandong prov-
ince. In the light of research orientation, there are four kinds of approa-
ches (namely, family/lineage, community, market, and state) to the
Chinese society, which roughly represent four perspectives in the sino-
logical anthropology: (1) Maurice Freedman’s lineage paradigm; (2)
Fei Xiaotong and Lin Yaohua’s community approach; (3) G. William
Skinner’s marketing systems theory; and (4) Arthur Wolf’s religion ap-
proach. All the four paradigms have dominated the sinological anthropo-
logical studies for one time or another, and have tremendous influence on
the Chinese studies. The ethnography is mainly a response to the two
most significant village — level research of North China made by Philip
C. Huang and Prasenjit Duara, who challenged Skinner’s marketing sys-
tems theory and Freedman’s lineage paradigm respectively. The ethnog-
raphy is consisted of eight chapters, including introductory , six — chap-
ter text, and Appendix 3.

Introductory gives an account of the reasons why I chosen one of
Mantetsu investigation villages as ethnographic fieldwork site, and the
reinvestigation process carried out in the Xia Walled village. The main
purpose of the intensive ethnographic fieldwork is to gather field material
for the ethnography and to do field research for the research project of
“ Anthropological Methodology Study under the Indigenous Conditions” ,
sponsored by the State Social Sciences Foundation. The ethnographic
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fieldwork techniques involved participant observation, geneaological
method, indepth interview, cross check, and observating participation,
which are characterized by the anthropological, qualitative case study.
However, in the course of fieldwork and the production of anthropologi-
cal knowledge, I have payed special attension to the valorization of sub-
jective diversity and the critique of inequality and disempowerment in
writing culture that was criticized by postmodermist anthropologists. I in-
troduced the Freedman’s lineage paradigm in the strain of the descent
theory or lineage theory and its’ impact on the Chinese studies. As far as
kinship study is concerned, the descent theory is only one of the four ap-
proaches to kinship study, namely: (1) descent theory; (2) alliance
theory; (3) the cultural approach; and (4) kinship practice. Further-
more, the patrilineal descent is only one of the descent rules on which
social organization base itself, thus indicates when we look at the organi-
zational principles in rural society of North China, we need to take multi-
dimentional perspectives to study the social structures in order to ac-
quired the insights about interwinded relationship among the lineage, vil-
lage, and state.

Chapter one makes general survey of the Xia Walled village commu-
nity. I take a critical stand to the Mantetsu investigation and the reinves-
tigation made by the Workshop of Investigation of Customs in Chinese
Villages, also critically evaluated the Mantetsu materials. The ethnogra-
phy discusses the lineage concept, the lineage theory, and the character-
isrtics of North China lineage in chapter two. Prasenjit Duara challenged
Maurice Freedman’s lineage paradigm by regard lineages in North China
as a significant factor in the cultural nexus. According to Duara, the lin-
eage is a corporate group demonstrating descent from a common ances-
tor, usually through some corporate property and ceremonial ties, and of-
ten residing together. But my ethnographic fieldwork inllustrates, and

the extensive genealogical material also demonstrate, however, what
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Huang and Duara regarded some lineages having the same explicit sur-
names as one is actually not descended from the same ancestor at all.
Through diachronic exploration of local gazetteers, I attempt to suggest
the broken lineage as an analytical concept to expound lineage character-
istics of North China. In so doing, I challenged to the Duara’s the cul-
tural nexus formulation by demonstrating that the lineages what Duara
constructed can be easily deconstructed, in other words, he constructed
the lineages in North China only by the criterion of explicit surnames.

Chapter three probes into the patrilineal ideology in marriage prac-
tice, its ways and predicament. By analyzing the gift inventories kept in
wedding ceremony, I try to grasp the meaning expressed by the earnest
payment and the brideprice payed by the groom’ family to the bride’ s at
engagement and marriage. In order to realize the patrilineal ideology
practice, rural inhabitants make full use of all possible ways to marry,
but they still run into some insurmountable predicaments. In the remai-
ning part of this chapter, I questioned the William G. Skinner’ market-
ing system theory and its correlation with marriage networks.

Chapter four probes state -~ society relations in rual North China,
and tries to generalize social organization principles in Chinese society.
After having dialogued with Philip Huang and Prasenjit Duara focused on
the issues of village nature, kinship space, state brokerage, and village
polity, I put forword the situational social relationship as an explanatory
framework to analyze village polity.

Chapter five is about the social change. Through diachronic and
synchronic perspectives, I discuss about the social changes that hap-
pened in the Xia Walled village by exploiting the Mantetsu materials and
the field materials I collected in the field. The primary concern is to
comprehend the nature of social changes occurred in the rural North Chi-

na in period of transformation.

Chapter six discusses and reaches the following conclusions: (1)
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reseach approach; (2) main reseach themes; (3) the nature of anthro-
pology; and (4) conclusions. The most significance of the study in rural
North China is that it has identified a reseach approach, which can be
characterized by the reinvestigation of a Mantetus village, the dialogue
with village ~ level reseaches made by Huang and Duara, and the restud-
y based on the ethnographic fieldwork. The issues explored are as follow-
ing: (1) village nature; (2) deconstruct the lineage construction; (3)
village polity and the state brokerage; (4) marketing systems theory;
(5) writing culture debates; and (6) village change investigation. I am
of the opinion that wether it is the British social anthropology tradition,
or the American cultural anthropology tradition, the nature of anthropolo-
gy is both social science and humanity. After all, what anthropology
studies is human being, who are filled with rich assortments of emotions
and aspirations.

The publication of Clifford and Marcus’s edited colletion, Writing
Culture: the Poetics and Politics of Ethnography(1986) , together with its
companion volume, Anthropology as Cultural Critique ( Marcus and Fisch-
er 1986 ), instigated a wider debate about “writing culture”. In the
process of my fieldwork, I meditated the relationship among the writing
culture, ethnography, methodology, I insist on following the pastrol trail,

not the road from Santa Fe. This is the main theme discussed in Appendix
3.



