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Morion I-I Fried recewed .D. from Columbia Umvcﬁ);ym 195 and -
is currenily professor of anthropology at Columbia. He has been a leading
evolutionary thearist for many years and is the author and editor of many
books including The Evolution of Political Seciety (1967). In his important
article reprinted here, he examines the evolutionary processes which led 1o
the formation of the state from egalitarian, rank, and stratified societiss.
The reader may also wish 10 look 21 another important article which was
recently published (1970) by Robert Carnciro, “A Theory of the Origin of
the State™ (Science, Vol. 169, pp. 733-8). While both authors hold similar
evolutionary stances, they fook o differcnt prime movers in the evolution
of the state. Carneire’s emphasis is essentially ecological and he focuses his
attention on population crowding and land limitations, while Fried’s
emphasis is political. A social organization point of view can also be found
m Ehman Service’s The Evolurion of Social Orgmnization (2nd edition, 1971).
It is the editors” opinion that un evolationury peint of view, as expressed in
Fried’s article, is essential to any explanation of the civilizational process.
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On the Evolution of Social
Stratification and the State

torton H. Fried

Ea

The evelurionists never discussed in detail—sitl less observed —whai actpally happened
when a society i Stage A changed into a society at Sr ze 3 it was u}m’.} argued fhat

all Stage B societies must somehow have evelved out of the Stage 4 socictics. -
E R Leach, 1934, p. 283 !

To some extent E. R. Leach’s charge, which relates to the evolution of political
organization, is unfair. The climate in which pristine systems of state organization took
shape no'iprlgcr exists. The presence of numerous modern states and the efficiency of
commwnications have converted all movements towaitd stute level organization into
acculturation phenomena ot some degree. In fact, it seerns likely that the only fruly
oristing states— those whose origin was suf generis, out of local conditions and not in
response tQ pressures emanating fr om an already highly organized bul separule political
entity—are those which dargze in’the greut river vaileys of Asia and Afnu and the oneor
two comparable developrments in the Western Hemisphoere. E!snwhﬂre the cevelopment of
the state seems to have been “secondary” and to have depcnucﬂ upon pressures, direat
or indirect, from existing states. Where such pressures exist, the p;E)c"uss ofdevelopment

Reprinted from Culeiere in History, edited by Stanley Ciamond, pp. 713-731, by pernission of
Columbia University Press and the author, Copyrizht 1960 by Columbia University Press.
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fog’ nue‘?b?ﬁed condensed and often warged $o that a study of contemporary state for-

mation &7 Tnlr narky fiirror in which to discern the stages in the development oi‘ the
prisiine states.

Further, the conditions ofemergency of rank and stratification as pristing phenomena
arc simifarly obscured witen the impetus to change is the introduction of aspects of 2
markel econoimy, mongyias a medium of exchange, rationalization of produclion, and the
transforimation of labor into 2 commedity. [t would be extremely aratifying to actuaily
observe societies in transition from a “Stage A’ {egalitarian organization) to a “Stage B”
(rank society) and from there to a “Siage C” (stratification society) and finally from that
stage 0 a “Stage D (state society). Indeed, some of these observations have been made,
though no one has yet been able Lo follow a single society or even selected exemplars
from u group of zeneticully related societies through all these siages. Instead a yurietv of
unrefated socicties are selected, each representing one or another of the several possinie
transitions. Mr. Leach himself has contribruted one of the most valuable of the accounts
dealing with this matter in fis analysis of the movement (rom gumizo to gimisa organi-
zation among the Kachin of northern Buram.

Following leads supplied in the data of such accounis as that of Leach, just mention-
ed, of Douglas Oliver (1955). and others, it is our intention to discuss in detail &
which it seems to us must have occurred in order to make the previous transitions possihie,
Since the data are largely contemporary, the statements are to be viewed as hypotheses
1 their application 1o pristing situations bevond even archaeolegical recali.

Here then is what we 38k to accér"'-'-lfsir' (1) to sugzesi some specific institutional
developments, the occurrences of which are normal and predir table in vi ah‘e soctetia
under certzin conditions, and in the course of which the whole wociety ;)-_.:1_._,_a_r;,e moves
into a new leve! of socio-culiural orzanization; {2} 1o suggest some of the conditions
under which these institutional developments occurred and came to florescence; (3) 1o .
indicate as a by-product, that the movement occurs without ¢onscious human inter-
alterztions tking placc slowiy ev'f)uu' and with such incvimbi[i:y [hdl the f

1 things

ven:im‘ the
In approachmo thJs task, it seems’ msc rfonly 1o h ad of, need!ess J.:\_le:,[‘i to

deny any intention of supplying a single master key to a lockthat has defied the efforts

of great talents from the time of the Classical civilizations to the preseni. {t seems obvious

that other sequences of events than those sketched here could, under proper circumstances,

have had similar results. Indeed. the writer is eager to entertain other possibilities and

hopes hereby to stimulate others 1o offer pou[ﬂer suggestions. It will also be obvious w

the reader that substantial trains of thoucht herein stated 2re merely borrowed and not

created by the writer. The recent strides in economic anthropology, and 1 refer primaiiiv

to the work of Polanyi, Arensberg. and Pearson (1957). the clurification of some basic

concepis in the study of social orgamzation, and the mcentives provided by a seminal

paper by Paul Kirchhoff ([935) have ail been combined in the present effort,

The Non-Rank, Noa-Stratified Society

iety differentiates among its members and sighs areater or less
ttnoutex Th“ mmplm and most
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universal criteria of differential status are those two potent axes of the basic division of

labor, age and sex. Beyond are a host of others wluch are used smgly orin combmauon to

dlolll'lg,Ulbi] among the members of @ category o;hn;mae Undifferentiated as to sex or age
group. Most important of the characteristics used in this rcgfrard are those. y}uchAva a
visible relation to the mainfenance of subsistence, such as s.nenvﬂt t_g_@_uance agility,
and other factors which make one a good provider in a hunting and gathering setting.
These characteristics are ephemeral: moreover, the systems of enculturation prevalent

at this level, with their emphasis upon the development of subsistence skills, make it
certain that such skills are well distributed among the members of society of the proper
sex and age groups. .

The major deviation from this system of subsistence-oriented statuses.is associated .
with age. However, it makes no » difference (0 the argument of this paper whether the
status of the old is high or low since the basis oI" its asc"gtson is universal. Anyone who
is of the proper sex and manages 1o live long GHOU‘” tomatically enters into 118 bene-
fits or disabilities. g :

Given the variation in individual endowinent which makes 2 chimera of absolute
equality, the primitive societies which we are considering are sufficiently undifferentiated
in this respect to permil us to refer to them as “egalitarian societies.” An egalitariun ‘1.,
society can he L.Bhi"JL?d more precisely: il is one tn which there are as many p.mtmm ot

JFC’SH-’C in a% y"'"wen age-sex grade as there are persons capable of filling them. If w1thm

2 teTiain kin group or territory there are four big men, strong, alert, keen hunters, then
th re will be four “strong men™; i1 there are six, o three, or oneg, so it is, Eskimo society
tnx!t]ns ceneral picture. So do many O[hr. rs. Almost all of these societies are founded
tpon hunting and gathering and lack significant harvest pencds when large reserves of
food are stored.
There is one further point § wish to emphasize about cgalitarian society. it accords
quite remarkably with what Karl Potanyi has called a reciprocal economy .t
Production in egalitarian souely is clurat,teum:.alh a hnm hold matter. There is
|10 specruhzanon each family group repeats essentially ':;rml... tasks. There may be
indiviquals who make certain t things bemr than do others, and these individuals are_
often given recognition for their skills, but no favored economic role is established, no
regular diviston of labor emerges at this point, a’ld'hﬁﬁﬁhma]ﬂpov.m can reside in the
status (Leacock, 1958). Exchange in such a society takes place between individuals
who belong to different small-scale kin groups; it tends to be casual and 15 not bound by
‘systerns of monetary value based upon scarcity. Such exchanges predominate between
“mdividuals who recogaize each other as refatives or friends, and may be cemented by
such procedures as the provision of hospitaiity and the graniing of sexual access 10
wives.
Within the local group or band the economy is also reciprocal, but less obviously
s0. Unlike the exchanges between members of difierent local groups which, over - i
period of several years, tend to balance, the exchanges within a group may be quite
asymmetrical over time. The skilled and fucky hunter may be continualty supplying
others with meat; while his family also receives shares from the cateh of others, income
never catches up with the amounts dispensed. However, the difference between the
two quantities is made up in the form of prestige, ﬁ‘ T‘f'ds previously mentioned it
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conveys no privileged economic or political role. There frequently is a feeling of trunsience {
as it is understood that the grealest hunier can lose his luck or his life, the ey making his
family dependent on the lqrgesse of athers.

Iin all egalitarian economies, however, there is also a germ of redistribution, It re-
ceives its simplest expression in the family but can grow nmn the pool-
ing and r«,d—lsgfnsm—f: of stored food for an extended family. In such an embryonic redistnb-
piive system the key role is frequently played by the oldest fermale in the aclive seneration,

since it is she who commonly cogrdinutes. J\f‘Jmubehold and runs lhe kitchen.

The Rank Society

Since a truly egalitarian human society does not exist, it is evident that we are using
the word “rank™ in a somewhat special sense. The cyux of the matter, as fur as we e
concemed, is_ the structural way in which differential prestige is handiﬂd in_the rank
_socigty as contraste +d with t he way in which egalitarian societies ha -"utf' simmilar materizls.
"I the latter have as many positions of vah ied status as they have indiviguals capable of
hanaling them Ythe rank socisty places add tional liniitations g access. tavalued staruss ¥

"The hmiwaitons Whichi are added have nothing to Go with sex, age group, or persosal

attributes. Thus, the ranXk socicty is characterized by having fewer positions of valucd
status than individuals capuble of handling them. Furthermore, most rank sovicties have
a fixed numbzc of such pasizions, neither expanding them nor diminishing them witk
flactuztions in the populations, save as totally new segmented units originate with
fission or disappeuar as the result of catastrophe or sterrlity.

The simplest technique of miting status, beyond those already discussed, is o

make succession to status dependent upon birth order. This principle, which s foand

in kinship-organized societies, persists in many more complexly organized socictics. Al

its simpiest, it takes the form of primogeniture or uitimogzeniture on the level of the
family. extended family, or lineage, In more complex forms it may be prajected through
time so that only the first son of a first son of a first son enjoys the rights of succession,
all oihers having been excluded by virtue of ultimate descent from a positionless anceston,
There are still other variants based on the theme the accession to high status may be by
efection, but the candidates may come only from certain lineages which already repee-
senit selection by birth order.

The effects of rules of selection based on hirth can be set aside by cons¢ious acuion.
Incompetence can be the basis for a decision to by-pass the customary heir, though 1t
would seem more usual for the nominal office to remain vested in the proper heir whils
2 more energetic person performed the functions of the status. A strategic murder could
also accomplish the temporary voiding of the rulg, but such a seletion i much too
dangerous and extreme to be practical on the level which we are considering. ftis onty
in rather advanced cultures that the rewards associated with such staiuses are sufficient
to motwqteé_)au?cxde and fratricide.

etiie? accumpl:shed by a rule of succession ar some other narrowing device, the
runk society asa framework O staiuses resembles a triangle, the point of which represents
the leading status hierarchically exalted above the others. The hierarchy thus rcaresemed
has very defiuite econamic significence, aning hund in hand with the emergenc i
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superfamiliar redistributive network. The key status is that of the central collector of
allotments who also tends to the redistribution of these supplies either in the form of
feasts or as emergency seed and provender in time of need. Depending on the extent
and matusity of the redistributive System, there will be greater or lesser development of -
the hierarchy. Obviously, small-scale networks in which the members have a face-io-face
relationship with the person in the central slatus will have less need of a bureaucracy.
Iil_t_h_e_typical ranked society ihere is nejther c_xp_lgvitativ;_qggggmic power aor

genuine political powe:__r:_EAs a matler of fact, the central status closely resembles its
counterpust in the embryonic redistributive network that may be found even in the
- simplest societies. This is not surprising, for the system in typical rank societies 1s agt-
wally based upon a physical expansion of the kin group and the continuation of previpus.
[y Kniown kinship righis and obligations. The kingpin of a redistributive network in an
advanced hunting and gathering society or a simple agricultural one is as much the vie.
tim of his role 25 its magipulator. His special function s to collect, not to expropriate:
to distribute, not to consume. In a conflict batween pgféoh:?.!_i'accﬁﬁh':u}atiuz‘_- and the de.
mands of distribution it 1s thie former which sulfers. Anything else leads to accusations
of hearding and selfishness and wndercuts the prestige of the central status: the whole
network then siands in Jeopardy, a situation which cannot be tolerated. This, by the
way, helps to explain that “anomaly™ that has so frequently puzzied students of
socielies of this grade: why are their “chiefs” so often poor, pechups poorer than any
of their neighbors? The preceding analysis makes such 2 question raeturics!.

Itis a further charactedstic of the persons [illing these high status positions in
Lypreal rank societies that they must carry out their functions in the absence of political
suthority. Two kinds of authority they have: familial, in the extended s¢nse, and sucred,
33 the redistributive feasts commoniy are associated with the ritual ife of the community,
They do nof, however, have access (o the privileged use of furce, and they can use only
diffuse and supernatural sanctions to achieve their ends. ladeed, the (wo major methods
by which they oparate :uc_fo“yéet.u & personai examples, as of industriousness, and by
utilizing the principles of reciprocity 1o bolster Lhe emergent redistributive econarry 2

Despite strong egalitarian features in ils economic and political sectors, the develop-
ing rank society hag sirong stalus differentials which are marked by sumpteary speciali-
zation and ceremonial funciion. While 1tis a fact that the literature abounds in references
to “chiefs” who can issue no positive commands and “ruling classes” whose members are
among the paupess of the realm, it must be stated in fairness that the centrul redistnbutive
Statuses are associated with fuss, feathers, and other trappings of office. These people sit
on siools, have big houses, and are consulted by their neighbors. Their redistributive roles
place them autematically to the fore in the religious life of the cemmunity, but they are

also in that position because of their ceniral kinship status as lineage, ¢lan,3 or kindred
heads. ' ’ o )
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From Egalitarian to Rank Society

The move [ron: egalitarian to rank society is essentially the @from an e(.:ono}my
Ld by reciprocity to one having redistribution as a major device. That being the
: look for the causes of ranking (the Timitation of statuses such that they

iistributive economy to emerge from its position of latency in the eniversal hous_ehold
:NNT::; to dominate a network of kin groups witich exlend beyond the boundaries of
i 1 . .
RIS ‘k-flf')wn*Os];l:;:;err::}tlep:riofi:* I;:;;.estions relating to this problem, it should be noied
h: }'?'E;C_:; j?lhis paper does not necessitate immediate disp_osition _of this I:lighljy
i 1'T g yuestion. In view of ihe Listory of cur lopic, certain negative conclusions are
cl‘f_ﬂ'."-l_‘-‘d“3_‘_1_.‘1:’“- \405; important of ail is the deduction that the roots of ranking do not
N 5"&3"{”.[%3-1}-" man };rsona!i[y. The structural approach obviates, in this case, psycho-
R ; e, \u:c need assume no universat human deive for power?

e in Test
| 3 & prect
Jonica) explangtions. To be precis .
‘ | 3 & i anking.
-amprehending the evolution of r . ‘ o o
g ’ i & reader this far without indicating certain -

] zonti ‘2 ask, therefore, what
VONTes \{vlife'r"éb"v the pursuit of the problem may be continued. We ask, therefore, _
REEM AR ) pre : i ° : Vil Pl
¢ ihe ctreumstances under which fissioning kin or local groups retain active econ .
S InsLany T i ey - - L i . f ve net-
interdigitation, the method of tnteraction being participation in the redistribul

In 2 broad sense, the problam may be seen as an ecclogi‘cal orrle. Given the ‘rler't(ieinr'y
ol a population to bred up to the hmit of its resources and gjven' the pfrob:'tbls‘\(?:ai:::ra,.
tudding of kin and local groups which have re?ached cultural maxima ? l:mn. 1 ,m,cem!”
ook into different techno-geographical situations t'or' clues ?s to whet 1#:;"—._13_]{2 5 \
iormed units will continue to interact significantly with their parent Lliflllst ! 1’5; }Trli:.
tending the physical and institutional runge_mof__tf!}e_ecpr.l_t}er_'ﬂy_. §llCh. a snuat:on ;ﬂiarc_mai”'
snnses when the neyer group moves into a S_i?ﬂ\:\ih.‘ll. difterent envirorment w - von(. =
g close eidiigh to the parent group to permit rélatively (reguem interaction L.‘mlb g '\..e ‘
n:;m!)crs of the two groups. Given such a condition, the maln:cnanc‘? of a redistri Ulll <
Tk would have the effect of diversifying subsistence in both units apd also provlluzn:, .
“against food faitlirds if one or the other. This is clearly semething of a specia

[l
-

L

*student of the problem (Sahlins. 1957, 1958). ‘ ’
It is possible to bring to bear upon this problem an argument similar to that employ

ed by Tvlor in the question of the incest taboo (T¥lor, 1888, p. ?67; WX'TzJFe, ]9_4?);10 :\-11_
the rcdi;tributive network might appear as 2 kind of random social mutation ansmof Glu’
of nonspecific factors difficult to generalize, such as a great Fcrsop}ai dependen‘ce 0 e:i;;w
members of the offspring unit upon those they have Ieft.be.lund. W hfueuer th-.-i arnrnl
resson for its appearance, it would quickly show a superiority ?\*er gmple {&C]proc(i:z:(d)
sysiems in {a) productivity, (b) timeliness of distribution, (¢) dtvcr;ﬂy of diet, an )
coordination of mundane and ceremonial calendars {in a loose cyclical sense_)t Itisna
sugaested that the success of the institution depends upon the ratio'nai'cog‘muon Ofld
these virtues by the culture carriers: rather the advantages of these institutions wou

have positive survival value over a long period of time.
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We should not overlook one ather possibility that seems less special than the first
one given above, Wittfngel has drawn our atlention on numerous occasions to the social
effects of irrigation (see Wittfogel, 1957, for a summation of his fatest thinking). The
emergence of the superfamilial redistributive network and the rank society seem to go
weil with the developments he has discussed under the rubric “hydro-agriculture,” in
which same supetvision is needed in order to control simple irrigation and drainage pro.
jects yel these projects are noi large enough (o call into existence a truly professional
bureaucracy.

1t may be wondered that one of the prame cxplanations for the emergence of rank-

g, one much favored by netable sociologists of the past, has not appesred in this argu.
ment. Reference 1s 1o the effects of war upon a sociely. T would like in this article to
tuke a deliberately extreme stond und essert rhat military constderations serve 10 insti-
tutionatize runk differences only when these are already implicit or manifest in the
economy. | do not believe thai pristine developments in the formalization of rank can
be attributed (o even grave military pecessity.

The Stratified Society

The differences between rank seowiy and stratified society are very areat, vet it is
rare that the two are distinguished in descriptive accounts or even in the theorctical
literatuee. Buefly put, the esential difference is this: the rank society opesates oo the
principle of differential status for members with similar abiities, bt these statuses are
devord of privilesed eeonomic o pokiticid puwer, the former point being the essential
Gne for the present analysis. Meanwhile, the stratified sociely is distinguished by the
differential relationships petwaen the merit rs &f the sociely and its subsisience means
—some of the members of the sociely have unimpeded access 16 ifs'sfrategic rescurces’

while others have various impediments in their access to the same {undamental resources.

With the passage 10 stratified socic!y man enters a completely new area of social
life. Whereas the related systems of redistribution and ranking rest upon embryonic
stitytions that are as universal as family organization (ary family, elementary orex-
tended, conjugal or consanguineal, will do equally well), the principles of stratificatien
have no real foreshadowing on the lower level,

Furthermore, the movement to stratilication precipitated many things which were
destined to change society even further, and at an increasingly accelerated pace. Former
sysierns of social control which rested heavily on enculturation, _inrq_r_g;l_ize,d_&anﬁﬂ?r&
and ridicule now required formal statemnent Qlf-ghqi_r. legal principles, s machinery of |
adjudication, and a formally constituted police authority. The emergence of thesé and
other control institotions weré associated with the final shift of prime authority from
kinship means to temitorial means and describes the evolution of complex forms of
government associated with the state}It was the passage (o stratified society which !aid‘
the basis for the complex division of labor which underlies modern sociely. It alsa gavei
fise to various acrangements of socio-economic classes and led directly to both classical |
and modern forms of colonialism and imperalism. B o
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The Transition to Stratified Society

The decisive significance of stratification _is nol thgt it sees differ mial amounts vt
'Llll/;\{ﬂ different hands but that it 53"53."1’.9.‘5}_‘1‘1_5_9[“@_\@ 1o Stralegic re.ources. One
i o i< privilesed and unimpeded; the other is impaired, depending on complexes uf
of :hg‘ﬁ\"_’_ ls'ﬁv[‘,:.'}ihaf,-equemi}'f require the payment of dues, rents, of taxes in labor ur in
::c,z:ui(?:gcxjsi;nce of such a distinction cnables the g}k}ﬁ*tlfo:"c'_\'ploimu'm, whether of

e g i ased upon drudge slavery or of a mere complex 1y pe ot
) wmiﬁlﬁj&ﬁﬂ%ﬁif :f !abori:md intricate class systems. The dcveil]opmc:\ al steatedi-
-\-k-l\l:f;rlx“also enicourages the emsergence of communities composcfi ol kin purts and TR N
e wlnch, as whales, operate on the basis of non-kin mechanisins. ‘
e So en;)rmous is the significance of the shift 1o stratification that previous commentd:
LS h,-;:e found il essential that the movement be associated wi!l.t the st [1-?1'.‘.'(1“1{.

R sle in the society, Landtman, for example, says: "l s in conjuintion with l|.\c g
P-L-«Uif vty of individual ex;ad‘f‘}?nems that inequatity of wealth has conduced 1o b Uw i
!JhluflI:!l:?fcrentul'mn. As a matter of.course the difference as ru-:;;:r;‘iﬁl propetiy 1\11\-.?.'-

. .« hand in hand with difference in personal quatities. A skiltul honter o Haher,

S
CAsS LR - A kI bt e 1)
o 2 viciorious wartrier, has naturally a betier prospect of acquiring a furtune || )
who is inferior to lum in these respects” {Landtman 1935, p. 68). - .

[t our analysis s correct, however, such is definitely not the vase. ll:\- x-:.'.su;u.i
mantioned by Landtman are not those witich stand 2 m:gﬁq.g}cut ;\L‘.t"l:mt'..'.:Em:.\ u‘.\)wur
“ther stand to make great give-aways. Furthermore, the leap from distnbuiien o gx
1s unwarranied by the ethaogaphic evidence, N . .

There are unquestionably a number of ways in which sceondury conditons o '
at s, once the development of stratification proceeds \n_vm
' it are al the least atready stratitied and which
ization, there are many specific ways in whichy
fied societies. The ways which come quick:

stratification can emerge. Th
contact with and tuteiage by cultures whic
may be the possesors of malure stale OTLanizdl

or cultures can be transformed into strati : -
scisl?ﬂc;irttlitirziluiic the cxtension of the comptlex society's legal dcﬁﬂ.mons of prz;u;:_v
Lo the stmpler society, the introduction of a[i-purpt?sc money :fnd \\_'i%c lfl})(}l’. an {i;sis
creation of an administrative system {or the opgration of the simplérTsocicty onranm’.e
which is accepiable to the superordinate state. Oficn the exiernal provcna{mzﬁo.d e
clements is obvious in their misfit appearance. A sharper look may reveal,:n }ucw; "
the stratified systen is a mere facade operated for zF\d often by. per_sm'\s“w 10 1];a, 1;‘;
genuine local identities, while the local system cONtnues to mainfain injorma |§ {” !
sometimes in secrecy , the older organization of the soctety. Pu} m‘orf c:r;cﬂ:c}izd\;w:
means that “government” appotnted chiefsare respcct_ed only in certal d}..‘ |
ations and that the main weight of social control continges Lo rest upost {_ra itiona
authorities and institetions wihich mazy not even be rccognizefi b}‘f the Tulmg ‘po‘:’zer.

An excellent climate for the development of stratification in 2 sa‘mpl‘e >00£ety can

be supplied in a relaiively indirect way by asociely of advanced orgfam.z'anon. |et 33
tske the situation in which a culture has no concept of nuclear family rights to land.

. . . o d forests
The zconomy is based upon huntiag, trapping, and fishing, with th‘e meamg an : 20
y iy organized bands which have a decded

heiny associated in a general way with weal \ .

iz L - = - . : ; i m crship.

tend zney 1o fraement and reconstitute, gach time with potentially different membarship
E TN ragme
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Subvert this selup with
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an external macket for {urs and a substantial basis for strati-

fication has been taid. This system, like the direct intervention of a superordinate state,
o have certain limitations for there is ample evidence that the development
roperiy in such a system as that just mentioned is confined 1o trapping lines

also seems 1
of privale p

and does not exten

1958),
Anot}

“two or more advanced socicties traverse m
located. Certain geogra
to enhignee their econo

populations

d 1o general subsistence hunting and fishing in the ayea {(sce Leacock,

1er situation that hears study is one in which important trade routes linking

arginal areas jn which simple societics are

phical conditions make it possible for the relativeiy primitive folk
mies with (ruits derived from ihe plunder of this rade o7, I 2 mure
mature system, by extorting tribuic from the merchants who
ness of these areas, the difficulty of the terrain and
sending 4 punitive

st puss by, The remuore-
the extreme difficufiies and costs of
foree 1o pacify the area often enables the simpler people to harass
whose cultural means for organized vivlence far exceeds therr awn. Be 1
as it may, the combination of the examples of organizaiion presented by the qu_lgc_

of complexly orggrized societies and the availability of commodiijes which could not he
the simple culture may combine 1o tay the busis for an emergence of siratifi-
selv such conditions seem partially responsible for the poiiticul devetopraents

produced in
cation. Preci

deseribed for the Kachin {Leach, 1954, esp. pp. 235,247 (1)
None of this seems to apply to the pristine ey
of fact it is not even particuiurly su

nergence of stratification, As 2 mattes
ggestive. There is, however, one patticular ecological

condition that appears in highland Burma whic: also has been noted elsewhere, each tine
In assocition with rather basic shifts in social organization paralieling those already

in the previous saction of this paper. We refer 1o the shift from rainfall to

ming, particularly to the construetion of terrzved fields. This is admitiedly

Lt
sxettiied in ¢
Lrrigation fur

a restricted ethnographic phenom
general theorv, It is the sugg

envt and as such it cannot bear the weight ol any
estive character of these developments and the possibdity of

extrapolating trom them to hypothetica!l pristine conditions that makes them so interes:-

ing.

In briet, the shift to irrigstion and terracing
to plots whic

we have previously stressed the possible role

egalitarian 1o
This it could

groups such as minimal lincages or even stem
agrculture a community which previously ac

i« from swiddens or impermanent fields

hosiil remain in permanent cuitivation for decades and generations. Whetea
P -] lereas

of hydro-agriculture in the transition from

rank sociely, we now note its possible role in the Iransition 1o stratification,
accomplish by creating conditions under wlnch access to st ralegic resources,
. this case land and water, would be made the specific prerogative of small-scale kin

familics. Through the emergence ol hydro-
knowledged no permanent association between

particular component units and particular stretches ol land now begins (o recogriive such

permanent and exclusive rights. Incidentally, the evid

rank-forming

toward stratification: both can oc
be cautious in constructing our theory not to make stratificatj

though under
A point
the possihility

tnce seems Lo indicate that e

tendencies of hydro-agriculture need not occut prior to the tendencicr

particular ¢ircumstences this is ceriainly possible.

cur concomitantly. This in turn suggests that we rmust
on emerge {rom ranking,

of considerable interest about hydro-agriculture is that it scems to present

“olan ermergence of stratification in the absence of a

problem of over-popu-
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“pvontocality® and a fixed yule of descent, preferably one purailel 10 the

. fff Morton H., Fried 35

pition of resource limitation. We need a‘great deal'of further thought on the matrer. s[u:li:':‘e
* {he last two decades, in which a con‘snderably higher degree of agricultura) k.,_ir,,_.,“,c‘ma ’
ol t f the fieldworkers has been mainifested than was lormerly the case, have increasingl)
hin‘:j ?d tlo show that hydro-agriculture does not invariably oul-produce slash and buen 31 )
:;:[ .to-[her things being equal, 2 popuifttiun does not automatically p;cic,'*,;;d!(,,J;[f;u!:s:; )
15 2 more ralionalized approach to agricultural subsi.stencc_ Here we can ity oduge s _J‘.;”e.
Ap‘re\riuusiy excluded. :l‘he hydm;a%nculr.ura? sys(c.rn mvariably has a hicher .‘;\-._?“-\-](:t. :.:me
meni concentration thi\!d\'jr\}fi'\ldc‘ 3 ;}ccordxlngly, it would scumllu Kiva \_‘,mm__.m.,;l “
o 1he maintenance of systems of detc_n:x‘-c, g!‘ven the presence of extensie W _T;S'
then. is 2 pomnt at which military considerations would seem (o play an .:|11"’f‘-ffl‘f_:sidc[‘
sentially reinforcing role in the broad evolutionary developments which we are cui

tg- . gl : ication.
The writer is intrigued with enother possibility [or the merence of steinle i single
= P - sam ik e pppppose O3S
Onee ugair, tie conditions involved seem g little tou speciliv to serve the purpos
<eougnn, . - ; A ssidenwe,
uniied theery. [t requires the postulation of @ society with o fined b ot 1ot .
wmited theory. ;

; . Car e locali
meferably one of the simpler ones such as patrilocaliny /vinlocabny or menilocy
1S - -

resider

i B i ot sy apven shush and buin
It further postuiates a condition of population expansion such thar, I.L-.ll\i\!b o eh
i imi 3 TV Gy o svstern.
agriculiure, the society is very near the limits of the carrving Cipaoiny \,\.1 ! ;;r -
: ” % ; i 1 : e T i
-onditions arz very likely to develop at varying speeds within an arca o owefr o
© Ega et 1o TN e HerGeculvaieal variion,
nies dus to obvious imbulances in reproductive rates and o scrocculogica vatd o
Now I i avidtion [ restdence
i s : 15 1m0 ilotaile Sople op the Ll deviation
Now, a5 long as there 15 no notaple pressg\r\c\'r‘ut people on # 1. & o
and even in descent will be expectable ﬁuougﬁ\(;mlc unusual and lagking By
s the situation grows grave in one area but remains relatively open in anodt 1er[, o
RtR Rt i = 2V il ! k i by
’ i fustm in residenice meles 1o occur. For example,
2 g lendency ahit readiustment in restdence ! L
e e LS wer Ity hack to her natal group
her apitates with no basic

normally virttocal socicty, the woman who brin
trans-a:e'sses a few customary rujes i deing so bul pfcs-:nfs o e <
;)rubil:ms in resource allocation since she, as o member ol the ,,gf;:.-t lic gr lei,csl;qéﬁ\‘n“on
rights of access which may be shared by the spfmsc durie hc,r_ h.}enmet_ 1 oS
::':E<e5 at her death when her husbaad and al} of her c]luldrcn‘ discover t f{(tlswmre o
an anomalous position since thev are not memiery ol i!\.g L;lf\ i(}:;mknlm;;wm oo
land problems are nol severe and where such ['!'rc."l&'ht'h ui tlie Tm; envi{[) e ore .;,1‘ "
unrcommon, i is not unlikely that the aliens will be JCCCPLC_GI JS‘ E'ﬁff- \uslwm -
commmunity with the expeciation that ff.tillfc generationrs wil f‘v"’ﬁ‘: ?:-imn H;ere o
unorthodox switch of residence fading in memory with [h? pass.aae o »,Orse o
bave a crude and informal ambi-anak, But as the hfx-‘-l-[ COITUDILY enters w t .-:he
cealogical circumstances and as the exceplional residznce becomes m(i)re frfqu;:nr: ,0;‘
;cstd;me and descent rules, particularly the 13‘_[‘3‘ » 38UInE greater aﬂl gres e; mimbers
tance. As the sitvation continues, the comrmunity is sowly ai!fsred, t Iou’glJ—; T resu“ ;

of the commanity may be unable to stnie e“‘F”Y “"h{” the C“‘-]-;HE!ES ?Lfe- flemferl ) ,Ehere
however, is clear, There are now two kinds ol peoplein the vi ase W .erz ch&g t; e
was only one. Now there are '@j’,}e! villagers, Ih(.w.sc who have unimpaired a o and,
and lho'se whose tenure rests upon other conditions, such as loyalty to a patron,

tribute, or even a precarious squatfer’s Aght.




The State Society P ;5

<R
Aespaax
The worq_uslhquld be abandoned entirely . . . after thiy chapter the word
will be avaidéd §crupu!ousiy and no severe hardship in expression will
resulr. In fact, clarity of expression demands this abstinence.

T T (Easton, 19537p.°108)

The word was “siate” and the writer, a political scientist, was ¥CACHINg 1o some of
the problems in his own field in making this judgment, byt it does look as if he wag
%ﬁ“s"flgé?mrasiic action by the work of sorme anthropelogists in (hosd hands the
concept of state lost all character angd utility, finally ending as 4 cultural universaj.
E. Adamson Hoebel, one of the few United States anthrepologisis 1o make 3 sertous

specialization in the field of law ap4 the state, formerly introdyced students 1o thi
question by remarking thay

where there 15 political organization there is a state, If political organization
Is universal, so then is the state. One is the group. the ather an institunional.
1zed complex of behavior,

(Hoebel, 1949, p. 376)

In 4 revision of the same bovk afler a few rears, Hoebel’s treatment of (he sub-

ject seems to mdicate that he is in the process of rethinking the marter, His summary
wards, however, repeat the same conctusion:

Political organization is characteristic of svery society. ... That part of
culture that is recognized as political arganization is what constitures ths
slate.

(Hoebe!, 1938, p. 506)

This 15 a far cry from the approach of evolutionists to the state as exemplified in
Sumner and Keller (1927, 1, 700):

The term state s properly reserved for 3 somewhat highly developad 2y
hative organization. . . . It is an organization with authority and discipline
essential 1o large-scale achievements, gs compared with the family, for

example, which is an organization on the same lines but simpler and less
potent.

Without making a special issue of the definition of the state {which would easily
consume the entire space of thiy article if not the volume) let me note one used by

the jurist Léon Duguit which conveyes the sense most uselul 1o the point of view of
this paper;

En prenant Je mot dans son sens le plus genéral, on peut dire quil y a un Bt
toutes les fois qu’il existe dans une socith donnke une différenciation politicue,
quelque rudimentzire ou quelque compliguee et developee quielle soit. Le mot
Erat desigre soit les gouvernants ol le pouvoir politique, soit fa socibte ele-
méme, ob existe cette différenciation entre gouvernznts ¢t gouvernls ef ab
existe par 3 méme une puistance politinue.

(Dugeit, 1927, p. 295)
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iiference between Hoebel and Duguit seems to be in the clear statement of
The differ g our own paper in the light of this difference we note our previous
) Revigwin

. -y . -4 1 !
fowe the absence of coercive economic or politizal power in the epalitaran ana
Mo e 1 i = = = . v embryonic
crphasis On “Ti {5 only i tie stratified society that such power emerges (rom embry
. e (BT i

1~_>_‘3:__‘31'~“ oreshadowings imfamilial organization. | 1
ST oniversal fufes‘ { social stratification has manifold implicatians depemiinz on the
L ma[um“‘mj ? W[‘i‘-:h the developments take place. All subsequent conrses,

x Cimumsmmeb-m""; of overlap; the new sovial order, with its difTecenmtial alivcas
Jowever, have a certa'}“ -l: :es()urces st be maintained and strengthened. In a nmr".c'_
ot of acces§ to s.nra[;‘gl\h class difF;:rentia}s are more implicit than explicit ?‘u; petwork
e tond s JL' mc;e“‘ portion of the total fabric of social relutions so 1h'j‘1 .
o1 kin rciuuons‘covcrs A3u il by genuine kinshup relations can be covered by their sociu-
4 ‘*i"'x‘”‘C”_”Y_g‘);er‘l.l‘}lc ofsiratiﬁc:{tion 15 such that this siivation cannat cmliu re.
Ao C\'[f“S‘Of‘S' o Y:n h.asises its exclusiveness: it erodes the corporate c..unums‘*',
The ::[[-;ml%ed kin sio_l‘lgcrﬂfd with stipulated kinshup and at every tuon 1t :nnpul.l*.clw_ .
nmstans l‘ormcrly a>>_ ted kin unil. The result of this praning is thar e netsacs o)
i ”‘lfe'(l-]sc'mf:?*bt'-ri:i moe o comneide with the network of personal velainns.
clatiois I MOre cnd e

P:L‘L'

' Rin s 1 nd
o i agn ¢ that, were non-hin SANCTI s W
iscrepancy is of such magidtuds B
i ater the discrepancy s P d
ST Ul iJ[Cr

: ¢, the soctely wouie Jis

non-Kin agencics a?s%nth(.).rlgtlil;cmred along customary hnes only .
e U“C‘“”POSJb["' ';”* tl;e‘nl is the orgamzation of the power of the sogiety on a supta-

T_!“‘ em‘”ger_” p le;,s Las]{;-'ihs;wﬂ'lc ;nﬁ?mcnaucc af generat order bui scareels dlS-l ]
1:.15._9__.}\11100‘%‘, IIS iarr;lee; to support the order of stratification, The defemse of o ci,m-
ul*::nhs' L,‘.-i;‘:r?;g‘hil;fll]bvlidslzai statuses is impossible so the early sta}e cgn{czntir['.;]tecrs:lnlr:il.!&\cv
e . 1 fCrnmem < detlicy
Lc\- <[d)[u§es (helping 1o explain t‘ne_ 13!_1;5{;2?; ;Omcfri:‘-fur;i-.n}c;”?jle i

J : Ay o [ T\ Lol 8.,
ar fese majeste) and on the basic principles u

il

rope 2 ¢ power ol the [aw, . e v 4 s
ey e :h : tation of these primary functions of the state gives risc 10 2 muinbe
The implementatiorn 25¢ ot

. ohi i witl one
ot spectfic and charactenstic secondary functions, each of-.';}ur:i‘::;nasfssiigzt;: sopulation
o mors pasticuat instirutions Qf(i;;O\ft{ni.r:?lg;i):)ilc:;ad:ga;d the definition of the amit
:ontrol in the most seneral sense (the fixing N ion Is the
:;:s[fa;isi)lncn{ of categorics of membership; census). &150 a :;:g?ﬁzr;aftuun:;f codes: reu-
disposal of trouble cases (civil and cr[mir}al l'aws‘t mOW‘-;}E [O:Oteclion of sovereiunty is
kir legul procedure ; regular officers of adw(l:catlo'?}~ f le“ps and power; eminent domain}.
alsovincluded (maintenance of military forces; police dorl‘"e is achieved ,in the main through
Finally, all of the preceding require fiscal support.and this

i censemon. d i institutions the iden
In l;eating oft];us bare but essential list of state functions and instify

N : . he instituiions just
ol the stale as a universal aspect of culiure d1sso|x_es as a f‘antasy:?;r cocisties by exan.
1ermized may he made 1o appear in ones of twos 0 certamn pormiive -d '- n¢0 r‘n_k
’ ; itart iety and in a
geration gnd by the neglect of known history. In no egal”w:'n Z?sss oyf their guise. T"ur-
society do a ma;ority of the functions ennmerated appear rf_"g fanctional response <0
) 4 ified funchion: !
o ; as a upifie
: i i n of their appearance _ ) )
thermore there is no indicatio ' ified sncicties which are verging upon state
basic saciocultural needs except in those stratified s

TN




The Transition to State

( fust as stratified society grew out of antecedent forms of society without Lhe con-
, scious awareness of the culturé carriers, so it would seem that (he state emerged from the
i stratified society in a similar, inexorable way. If this hypothesis is correct, then such
an explanation ¢ the so-called “conquest theory” can be accepred only as a special case
ol “secondary-state”" formation. The conquests discussed by such a theorist as Frany
Oppenheimer (1914) established not stratification but super-stratification, either the
conquercr or the conquered, of perhaps even both, already being internally stratified. :
The problem of the transition {0 state 1550 huge and requires such painstaking .
application to the available archaeological and historical evidence that it would be foolish ¥
‘0 pursue it seriously here. Let us conclude, therefore, by harking back to statements
miade at the outset of this paper, and iﬁql_ir]_g_ggain the distinction between pristine and
secondary states. By the former term is meant a state that hus developed s/ gesreris out
of pueely local condilionmprcvinus state, with its aceulturative pressures, can he dis-
cerned 1n the backeround of a pristine state. The secondary stite, on the other hand, is
pushed by one meens or arother toward a highe! form of erganization by an exteryal
powerwhich has Tready been raised o statehood.
The number of pristine states is strictly limtited; several centuries, possibly two
millennia, have elapsed since the last one emerged 1n Meso-America, and there seems 1o
be no possibility that any further siates of the pristire type wiil evoive, though further
reseatch may bring to lizht some of the distant past of which we yet have no positive
tnformation. In all, thers seems (o have been some six centers at which pristine stuies
emerged, fout w the Old World and two in the Now. the Tigris-Euphrates area, the |
region of the lower Nile, the country drained by the Indus and the middle course of the :
Huang Ho where it is joined by the Han, Wei, aud Fon. The separate areas of Peru-Bolivia
aud Meso-America complete the roster.
If there is utifity in the concept of the pastine state and if history has been read
correctly in limiting the designation o the six irous just enumerated, then we discover
a remartkable correlztion between areas demanding rrrigation or flood controf and the .
pristing state. Certainly thys is no discavery of the author. It is one of the central idea
of Wit figel™s theoty and has received extensive trestment from Julian Steward ond
others (see Steward, 1935, pp. 178-209; Steward er al., 1955). The implication of the
- ~"hydraulic theory ™ for this paper, however, is that the development of the staic asan

- Internal phenomenon is associated with major tasks of drainage and irrigation. The emer-

zence of a control sysiem 1o wosure the operation of the economy is closely tied to the
appearaitce of a distinctive class system and certain constellations of power in the hands
of a managerial bureaucracy which frequently operates below a ruler who commands
theorericaily uniimited power.

It is an interesting commentary or. nineteenth-century political philosoph: that
the starting pomt of so many (heories was, of necessily, the Classical world of Gi.:zce
and Rome. According to the present hypothesis, however, both of these great political
developinents of antiquity were not pristine but secondary formations which built on
cultural foundations laid two thousand years and more before the rise of Greece.
Furthermore, it would seem taat the active commercizl and military infloences of the
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truly ancient pristine states, mediated through the earliest of (e secondary stales 16
appear in Asia Minor and the eastern Medilerranean littoral, were catalysts in (he events
of the norihern and wesiern Mediterranean,

Conclusion

The close of a paper like this, which moves like 2 gad Ny from (ime 10 Lme. olace
to place, and subject matter to subject matter, and which never pauses lone cpout L)
make a truly detailed inquiry or supply the needed documentation, the efose ol sk
paper requirgs an apology perhaps more than a conciusion, ;

1 have been Jed to write this paper by my ignorance of any modein ativpl (o
up the contributions which have been made m many sub-disciplines invg 3 sine'-
theory of the emergence of social stratification and the state. That tw theny o
here 13 erude, often too special, and by no means documented seems less imipesernt
that it may be used as a sitting duck to attract the fire and better zim oV other

link

Maotes

TThe reader may object to crediting Potanyi with the concept ab 4 tecizte il umnu—j
my. While il §s true that Thurnwald and Malinowski carlier expressed sumilar coscepls, .m_n
Durkheimn, with hiz distiaction between seamental and orpanic socicties, alto o dndows
; : : [l H e R T
this development, it awaited Polanyi’s analysis Lo place seciprocal venmosies o b ste
atic harmnony with other, morte complex types of econamy, such as (Lo rlc.._:»m il Iﬂl
type discussed fater on, and the market kind ay well. For Polanyr’s defimitiens ol vach
0} these types see Polanyi, Arensberg, and Pearson, 1937, pp. 250-30,
; ' a R TETTT
2For an ethimographic iHustration of this potnt see Olver, 1953 pp, 420 1
1 = e . 9 T e N Ny
3These, of course, would be ranked Lincazes or ranked vlans., CF Froet, 1337 py
23.26.
45 does Leach 1954, p, 10, | | |
I nes H iven the tee Tovrcs] Topwe s enwviria-
SStra:-:géc resources are those things \y]:.ch.guw n l‘hg iuh:;-‘-”‘: "1¥ P
mental seiting of the culture, mantain subsivtence See Foed, 1955, p. 24
sted hy Tseher (19543,
GOur residence terms follow usuge suggested by 1 L, Fiicher

References

Duguit, Leon, 1921, Traite de droit constitutionnel. 2d ed. Vol, 1, Paris,
Guston, David. 1953, The Political System. New York, ) | -
Fisgher, J.L. 1958, *The Classification of Residence in Cunsuses,” dwrerican Anihopoia-

t : -17. . .
Fried {Nigrf:nsl-?_sl 9457, “The Classification of Corparate Urf\ilim':li Deweent Groups,
’Joumaf of the Royal Anthropological instttute, 87: 1-29. . '
Hoebel, E, Adamson. 1949, Man 1n the Primitive World, T4t el New Yok,
— 1958, Man in the Primitive World, 2d ed. ew York..l et i
Kirghhoff, Paul, 1935, “The Frinciples ofC.I::nshipin [Tunnn Socer, M (Ms; o s
son }oumm’of,:mffrropo{o_z_v 1i1955])

Landtman, Gunnar. 1938, The Crigin ot thw lnequis

e Soctad ©Leses, Landan,




