(D)

LAY — A FT4 MIBITS
[3fe] & W]

— [fL) & [¥dy] OFREL—

i U o (<

KO HMIE, LX) — - 7y q ¥ kT4 L (Leslie Alvin White) O AFHF 198
BUZBIT 5 [0 (culture) J B4 & [3CH (civilization) | & DR Z I 5 A2 LoD,
WD ALHALFR O FH LN ER T R T 5 2 L Th b BUAIIZ O FRIAYIZ b 7l
HEBWART A O NEFEANOEBDPIBLIZ D % DODFEP D72 EH-

AT A ME, 1900 F 31T M) SICEE N, GPHE S S RHRWTLVA D
THMORATEHI L7z B— R O 1918 421247 A MIMFEEIZERH, B
PR D 1919 £V A 7 FHLALRFIZAF L, BREEBUAFZ HBL72A, o
FEeBOHBBZOEDLH o> T 24EBKICa0 Y T RIS, LBEFEEEL LT
1923 fF |2 F %, B1924 FIIBLS 2L Twd, a0y E7 RFETIREKE 7
7« KT X (Franz Boas) 76 NS AR L3 b o7z, AL=a—3—72
TWNCHD =2 —RA7 =7 +—Y— %)L 4 —F (New School for Social Research)

CTCRT7AOEHRT LIy — - I—= )77 4% — (Alexander Goldenwiser) (2 A
HrPOEM T ZITTWh, HEFEERE L T1924 FI123 7 TRPERFRICES, Ly
LBk A e BEDH NEZCERLE, )~ AORT7T ADEHRLT FT—F-HE7 (Edward
Sapir) DT CZa—AF L aMOTrLHhy - A T4 T DT 4 =)V T =7 %7V,
“Medicine Societies of the Southwest” & # 9 % i 3CIZ & - T 1927 4F (2145 2 B L 72,
COFXIE, FERT AFROBNTEIN TN D, W, F7 A Mi=a—a -2
Ny 7 7a—=HO/Ny 77O —FAEYEOFEBICRH SN, £ Ny 7 70— K%

b PDUFoRtikix, Carneiro (2005) 3 & U8 Peace (2004) (ZAK#LL CTv 5,
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TOHIE L CANEFEH DL Ehotze 2Oy 77 a—FRIZ, VA A - AV
1) — - E)VAH > (Lewis Henry Morgan) OZFEEX FGiAdfi®, #HALFEROWITEIZE % B A
ANTze F72, ZOBRIZ, T ME, HETERBETHoRABEOEEN LTIV T A
EXL VIV ADEES FAMGD, R FFRET7H 5 (Socialist Labor Party) (2 A% LT
Who, £ LT, 1929 FFICIE, VUL M FFILHEREFA~D 42 HIZJE S FIEFRATIC
ZMLTVBEDTH D, Bidh7=7b 7 A1) DFKREFORTTH-o720 ZOEH, FTA4

MEISALAEALREC THRA] L7z&wv)e 1930 4FE AT A ME I v v RFIZHK LT,
1970 12 B S 2 LT FIE - TRIRAICHERE L, NEFRELIHBO VL, 20
BEARIS, AT A4 NIRRT X2k %E2 EALG & o2 THRZUICHEH L, American
Anthropologist 3£ F TI3R 7 XAEJROFEFE T /N— - T—7 1 (Robert Lowie) & #iL
WIEEED IS A 0 JRF T\ % (White 1945, Lowie 1946, White 1947) . 72, I I 4~
REFETIIBUAMIC D FHIC S WA TET 2 LB 0, TN L L OB EEF> T b,
IV VRFERERIL, BROKRFOFREEHHEMZ E2ET, )7 VT RFEF
FON=INGRIAZREY, 1975 F I F N=NFHTRHEL T D, BEEZOH L \»
HPETH - 72%

AT A M, BiE (B 2020) CHUY EFzooN—h - Ly K74 =) F (Robert
Redfield, 1897-1958) & [A A AT 0 (ZIZFEEHPIZ S 7 TRFTAEHEFEZHA TV,
F7o, MULIICANEBW R IR A, ZLC, s 4 boBEE, Ly F
T4 =) K EFEMLL 72T & o B AY 22 T & RO,

HIIEO KR TIRE L 72 & 912 (BIF 2020 : 216), 1950 £4LI121E, Ly K74 =)L K
ofizd, 07 -1 » br (RalphLinton), 7)V7L v F-L-Z7o—,v— (Alfred L.
Kroeber) 5§ 4 724 [l 4 H3S3CH SRR I9EE % #1127 9 T2 (Redfield 1953 ; Linton
1955 ; Kroeber 1973 [1957])c AFTHLY FIFAH AT A M, S L IXFRRORMEER
RIHE LoD, MEOTHEREZREBEL TS, Ly 71— FEEHIZ, 1930 4F
RUBOT A ) H NEFIZBT 280D )~ AOFEELRFNFL LT, F74 M
FHIZHET20TH %,

2 ZOFMIC O WTI, Carneiro (2005) B X UF Peace (2004) % SR X 72\, 4512 Peace (2004) 1%
RTA NONEOBGAEN, FMN, F L TRENZMIICEE B TEie LTHRAZTZAND 5.
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| X1t D # %

AT A ME, 1940 SERAH S ARRE AL L L Z G LR B0 HE o BRI,
COBRICERINI-EE X, ZOLKEDIHRLEL VBT [ULORE— AR &3
B o—F7e] & REL T 1949 4124 T &7z (White 1949) . 10 4E#£ 0 1959 4E121% [
{LoWE | LT 28T A ) 7 NEHFE OIS American Anthropologist (2853 &
1 (White 1987 [1959] b), & 512 10 4140 1969 F1213H LW X xfF L7z ko
B 8 2 DI T ST w5 (White 1969) . 1973 4E121E, 1961 £ a1 F FRET
DEFHERITMEL 72 ULoME] L) /hEDFIAT S LT %  (White with Dilling-
ham 1973), Z L C, O 2%, SETLEANIIHMR L Tz [y A7 4 O
e—ihiliEd L HREEREFE~O—F#] RS 5 (White 1975), PLF, &
NHOFEEZ LI, RTA OGO EFERZ ML Z L T 5,

1. 2RI

RTA POTABEEIZ BV T b BE R EE 2 R72 LTV DL EED, ¥ 2K (sym-
bol) TdH 5% 1949 FH| D [SALDOFA] (25 2 8L L gk sz [ 2 R V—ARH
FTBYORRIR & FERE ] L) FRSC (BTN 1940 4F) 1I2BWT, AT A MR, [ ¥RV,
ETONHTTE) & SCIHO AT TdH % (the symbol is the basic unit of all human behav-
ior and civilization) | (White 2005[1969] : 22)* & T8k 3 %, € OHHIL, & 9 TdH % (White
2005 [1969] : 22) :

All human behavior consists of, or is dependent upon, the use of symbols. Human
behavior is symbolic behavior ; symbolic behavior is human behavior. The symbol is

the universe of humanity.

RIAMNDEZDLY YRV ER, [ENeMEHTL2ELHICL > TEOflET 213

3 Y UARNV (symbol) 13#EE [R#] LiRENDDS, ZOFERW I OEFFEIFRT A FOREEE
FIIABEICTH L7200, MATHY HFTERLT 5o

YOLUE, b oR] Ao o5l IR, BITER S AT LR 3 2005 FH IO S 2 MUEZI A (White
2005 [1969]) %\ %,
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A5G- 878 2 A DY (athing the value or meaning of which is bestowed upon it by
those who use it) ] (White 2005 [1969] : 25) Th b, £ LT, [&THOY »Fuix, O
EODYPRN RIEREX FE- R TN B2y, €9 TRITIUL, ¥ FidFk 4 OfEER
IZZALZ7%\WTHA9H (All symbols must have a physical form otherwise they could not
enter our experience) | (White 2005 [1969] : 25) & iX%, HFTHIL, HTHiL, HETHN,
ERITATHN, HHWVIIHRIZIIHRFETHN, MEL D 2WEW LN TH %,
ZUZ, NMIEEREMNSGTL2EATE L, ZNERTA NIV RLVTHT L (sym-
bolling) &5, 2 L CAMIL, M5 SN7-EREZIFET 52 L0 TE 5, TOEKRMNGB
JOEREE &) BRIIZ A ZZ0 AR L2 0T, Zomhasbi v [HEE 57k
OOFE (way ofliving) | #AEAW L72072L A7 4 MEFS (White 2005 [1969] : 34).

OB LA > (sign) IZHISLTHET LI LIETEL, 483 [A5H0
MW FE 71T R FE LR LR THRELZ OO L OO 2 F 721X kFE (a physi-
cal thing or event whose function is to indicate some other thing or event) | T& % (White
2005 [1969]: 27). LA>L, Bz, Mo20WL HRFICEREN ST 20 % 5
fel\ve FERLGEVIIRR DL, RDOEI kb, HEHLOHFTY Lwv) FiE, fliEH)
WOHAEZIR LR T b LN eV, £ L) A 12, BIusTzss L, LT
o LrL, TS 28WIE, kL TELLOFICERE V) BEREZMANSG L T2
HIFTIEZR e L, AMIZI3fRA 2P kTG v ) BRe 535 2 &
TE5L, £H)LT&L, 22U, FA v Ly UV RNVOPSENENA, & L ThoBY
ENHEDEM RN D S,

YURNVOREIL bEAAEHETHL, L, BEOARLT, LKARR AW,
W WL &, Bfea e VARV R NBITHV 20 2 VRV DSITE L v ABATE)IZ I
WEFoTH0WIEETH D, FTA MI, RO X I23~<% (White 2005 [1969] : 39,
sEAR E5 )

The natural processes of biologic evolution brought into existence in man, and man
alone, a new and distinctive ability : the ability to use symbols. -~ The emergence of
the faculty of symbolling has resulted in the genesis of a new order of phenomena : extra-
somatic, cultural, order. All civilizations are born of, and are perpetuated by, the use of

symbols.
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Y YRNVEMAT AHE)) (the ability to use symbols ; the faculty of symbolling) 7%, [ 5#
HEo—#Hwoe, 3%bb g Ay, XLhy, Kt (a new order of phenomena : extra-
somatic, cultural, order) | Z A & B2 V) DTH A% %P, TITHRIHEINTVWE X
DGR (extra-somatic) ZEEBEIZOWTIE, HZIZHD THRET %,

TALRRITCIZB T 2 HR L1, L7z > T Y RV EMEHT 551 KIL$ 2 <0
REDODETTH D, 1T, 19594, FT 4 MIT AR — b (symbolate) &\29 %
Fi%& -2 72 (White 1987 [1959] b: 177-180). 1973 40 [SULO#EE] Ti&, ¥ ¥ KL —

MIKD L DI E T w5 (White with Dillingham 1973 : 2, #&F I35 HE) :

We have, them a class of phenomena — things, acts, sounds, colors, etc. — that are
the products of a kind of behavior : symbolling®. It is this class of things and events
that distinguishes man from all other living species ; these phenomena constitute the

materials of which all civilizations, all cultures, are composed.

YURL=ME, H50WETH, HO5WEUDFEMLDOTH L, NHDOY Y FIV$ 5
EEDERL L 72EMEAGDETCTEDLD 720D LTH Y, XHARDT,

B, AECBNT BZ26au7 FRETOEFHERIIIEDCT2DTHS ) P,
RIAMNDED [V RNVT 5L (tosymbol; symbolling) lid, HEHIZRERTO [
YRV T AL (symbolizing) | & I3ERAS L L LN ENL, BEIL [H
HYVERWVIZE -T2 FKE 45 (to represent:--by a symbol) | (White with Dilling-
ham 1973: 2) 2 & TH 2 HAFBOLEIL, THLOERISE V. META%5, N
FEVIFHIZHIMEDTE L V) BERENGTLIE, AT LV FIZFVA RN L
EVIIEREMNGTHILE [V RVTHI L] THDLH, WIZLo THEMERES
T2 (BIIFHMORMTHLETE) TLE [VrRVoFT42L] THD,

SR MDY YRV BT v EY U RVORNE, Fry—)VA - ¥ = - 78— A (Charles
Sanders Peirce) DFE5 S5, mT7 A MIEHEAXA-A%FIHLTEBHF, £K-74 b
DIN=AZFGA TV PRPITENTIEZ VDY, b LAY D 5 &3 IUTFEREN, /=20
RESHIER IS DOV TCIE, AL M2 REE (1995) 2SfEfETH S,

b [EFEOJFESCTE symboling & FERL X LT\ 5 (White with Dillingham 1973 : 2-3) 2%, {REL% L) 5 720,
A5 T ld symbolling (24— 5 Z & &5 5,

T EHTHE, KTAMDED tosymbol 1F, V¥ 2 — VIR EKRTO signifier I2EWVWEEZ L.
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R4 ME, EMEOEE LY AT 204 12BWThH, Yy FRvErbE
EHLTWwWaS (White 1975: 3-4)o # LT, RO X HI23K 2% (White 1975: 4,
IZE) -

When we treat symbolates, ‘--in terms of their relationship to one another, we call them

collectively, culture, ---.

L7235 T, RTA M oTXfbE i, BT RANVTERENICL > TEKRDIT LN
7otk A MR MRFEORIK LD TH 5,

2. IxIL¥-—

RTA PO EIZB N TRICEERZEH 2RI LTWDLERD, TALF—
(energy) Tdh %o 1949 FF]D [ALDFE] 0% 8 & [ T4V F— & Lol 1,
[EFH— NS 2 —3Hl ] S EEN 1945 5ED T A ) 7 NS EERERE [T 4
VE—-ELHDOIE | EEESN/ 147 EDOT VA #RERE CICEETAEINLET
&% (White 2005 [1969] : xxx)o AREEIZHBWT, KT A MIKDLHIZES TS (White
2005 [1969] : 367) :

From a zoological standpoint, culture is but a means of carrying on the life process of a
particular species, Homo sapiens. It is a mechanism for providing man with subsis-
tence, protection, offense and defense, social regulation, cosmic adjustment, and recre-
ation. But to serve these needs of man energy is required. It becomes the primary
function of culture, therefore, to harness and control energy so that it may be put to
work in man’s service. Culture thus confronts us as an elaborate thermodynamic,

mechanical system.

AN Y RVT DRI L, iz EFhzev, £LC, ZAVF—2FIHT
LIl LIz, LB v, SOZRNVT—FHEWHIHEEICEDT 542 51F, X
1bix [0 & ODEMERBIIFN, BT A 7 2 (an elaborate thermodynamic, mechan-
ical system) ] TH 5, L2dbZid, [FFHELEZE S T 72ODRFITBNT, A
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il &) —BEIC L o> TR SN, WA EnZ%iEhk LT B (exosomatic ways
and means employed by a particular animal species, man, in the struggle for existence and
survival) | (White 2005 [1969] : 363) #*5 M) > Twado, AMIZE - TIE, XfLiE
MWERRAFETHY, TOLHI b DL LT [FA &I (confrontus) ] 35,

KIZ, FTA MET ) FEERT S (White 2005 [1969] : 368) :

Energy by itself is meaningless. To be significant in cultural systems, energy must be
harnessed, directed, and controlled. This is of course accomplished by technological
means, by means of tools of one kind or another. The efficiency of technological means
varies ; some are better than others. The amount of food, clothing, or other goods pro-
duced by the expenditure of a given amount of energy will be proportional to the effi-
ciency of the technological means with which the energy is put to work, other factors

remaining constant.

IANF —DOWIZEE LR LD EFE L L CTHl (technology) 73 1), Z D) A
LCZANF—FHOREDL L2 LI biFThb, Lz >T, ZAVF—DFH
ORI R 5128, €L THMOMES ESNE ESL13E, bIdFET %,
INaRHLIAHRLND [E X T—CJ (White 2005 [1969] : 368) 72, 22T, E
A E ) OFEM AV F—ffifE, TIEEmMOELRE CHANLOFEETH L
(White 2005 [1969] : 368) .

YALDFGERE L 1x, BT 5O DEENE W) 2Ll Db, 2T, TAh)
F—FHREOBK & HMOMS G BT 2 LEILGRPER SN DI TH D05, 20
BEHIBICAT )0 22T, FTA MIE-T, Wb BT ANF—EELZDE L V)
HZT 2R L TB &,

LAaL, TAVEF—EEZE2T 7201003, &ML LETH Y, HEERE BN
FTOIITHEERRFES, AESPEEPILETH L, TN L E, YU RVT LI
ST ONTWRHRFTH L UL, bo—FH%2HT, £ T, 74 ML, it
T, B - AW - A T7TA R F - v SO T Y AT A FEO—20fE S
72V AT A Z D (White 2005 [1969] @ 364-5, G@afix5 | HE)
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Culture is an organized, integrated system. - we shall distinguish three subsystems of
culture, namely, technological, sociological, and ideological systems. The technological sys-
tem is composed of the material, mechanical, physical, and chemical instruments,
together with the techniques of their use, by means of which man, as an animal species,
is articulated with his natural habitat. Here we find the tools of production, the means
of subsistence, the materials of shelter, the instruments of offense and defense. The
sociological system is made up of interpersonal relations expressed in patterns of behav-
ior, collective as well as individual. In this category we find social, kinship, economic,
ethical, political, military, ecclesiastical, occupational and professional, recreational, etc.,
systems. The ideological system is composed of ideas, beliefs, knowledge, expressed in
articulate speech or other symbolic forms. Mythologies and theologies, legend, litera-

ture, philosophy, science, folk wisdom and common sense knowledge, make up this cate-

gory.

CNLE=DD TRV AT LAD%NPT [ERREENIBAI S AT L2k o> TRIZEN
% (The primary role is played by the technological system) | (White 2005 [1969] :
365)c [FERM Y AT MIFFRWICHEN ZBRTZRIWTH Y, HliH Y 27 AZ0EE
3% (Social systems are in a very real sense secondary and subsidiary to technological sys-
tems) | (White 2005 [1969] : 365) [*L XM Y X 7 A X EA ¥ 2 7 2 D% (A
social system is a function of a technological system) ] (White 2005 [1969] : 365) T 1),
[FAG AN AEFLT, HARNT AT LA0EIEZFTH %5 (The technology is the indepen-
dent variable, the social system the dependent variable) | (White 2005 [1969] : 365), %
LT, [A74+8XF—mE23EF0Y AT 2 ANHERSZ 0 At & 2A50
HESOHMAMTH L, Lo L, BERE 2O IFEHMIZ L - THRIIZEHEDT
5 1 T\ %, (Ideological, or philosophical, systems are organizations of beliefs in which
human experience finds its interpretation. But experience and interpretations thereof are
powerfully conditioned by technologies.) | (White 2005[1969] : 365-6). L 2>L 72356, [4}
A SR OREBRII A 2B FIC BV TOREH S IVHER S N DTIE R\ £HUT T2
HEVATLDOT ) A L%w@ L T TL % (experience of the external world is not

felt and interpreted merely at the point of technological articulation ; it is filtered through the
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prism of social systems also.) ] (White 2005 [1969] : 366) .
CITHEATANEE, AUA MIEST, HEFIEO—HZ L W) HTH b,
PRTIEMLCELIETH LD, RTXLZ0HTba.0EeT 5T X)) AN

FOFMRIZB VT, BRI KRR, UbEHELBRIL, 2oHRIIB

WTATbN T [HDfifE] b Lz 2 EFDSHE % > Tz (A 2017),

SO, TN—k - Ly K74 =V FIZbRONE (A 2020) 0
SHICRLT, A7 O AIX, YV 7 A EFRICBIT AHESRENE (Gesell-

schaftsformation) DFEEIZITVYe T OBERICBWTIE, ApES) & AR T i E %

B L, hzti e L THESMBRANFETIE IR S, s IR T 25

MIERE L L DI BTSRRI T B, L 2AN, RTA FOLRRICBW T, BIEN

LRI b~V 7 AERIIE ) EEMRIEPHN MR AT ACEENL F 72,

MESHRARIIZEHEETCH LD LT, AU A bOXLIZ=REB#EETH D8,
CO=IEEERE, RETTHE T2 [Ubo#Elb—o — < C £ TOXHDFE]

(White 1959) 12B\WTd, 197340 [fbDike] (White with Dillingham 1973) 128

WTh, RBED [y A7 4 OfE&] (White 1975) IZBWTHHEFRF STV 2,

COHTIE, FTA MIBE-BLTWEEFR 5,

3. Xt

RTA ME, 1949 FFATD [ALoF] 1285 BEE L TiEE Nz R0 gz
OIFR] LT D50 (FIHNE 1947 4F) T, BHEDSWIZER SR & T B E R %, YWY
HE, EYFNESR, L CULWERO = IR L, 2NN AMHEICEITTA ] bR
BRWIETHDHEFRLT, WOEBROKRILTH 5 ALHEFEROR % [301L%: (Cul-
turology) | &£ @43 % (White 2005 [1969] : 55-117)

WELR) - AW - SUEESR L) =L, —/R, TV 7Ly B ==y
[ A (The Superorganic) | & 83 4 1917 4 D5 THEE L 72 MEFERY - AR - 48
AR & XBNZERMEL L T % (Kroeber 1917 ; Rl 2015) A7 4 FHE, 7 0 —/3—

8 INSDEWNL, RTA FOALEDS YV AERTH DO, TNV AERNTH D
ELTCEDREZ) BONPREZLDL) A TEELRBEELRSL ). LL, RT7A NIy 2dHDH0IE
IV AOFEEREHEIIA L CEBST, ST MIRTLIYINV 7 AEHROEEZ T F A MYIZHE
75 2 LIEHEECTH D, SHROBEE Lz, 2B, Y7 A LR AR ICHT 2585
OEfFRITT— 7 4 (1977) 124 EA-> T,
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XA Z BAE 2RI TR 5 2 L 25T 525, 70— N— 3 LFHROFE LAY
BT Y, b ERIEZ KT 2 EOLDORFIZIEE > T e #EH T 5
(White 2005 [1969] : 91), IR LTz u—n—i%, HEO [BAEKY] BTk
TAPDEI AL ZFEFT 2D TIELVERH LSO, KDL HIZHBTHET A
N &P LT % (Kroeber 1948 : 407-408) :

-+ it seems to me both unnecessary and productive of new difficulties, if, in order to
account for the phenomena of culture, one assumes any entity, substance, kind of being

or set of separate, autonomous, and wholly self-sufficient forces.

ya—n—iE, bE [BAERE] LEELEVEEoTVwIDTHL, LL, &7
A ME, 78— NN=2EKET S L) RERPLHIWTHCOCT AN 2O X % ko
WIETRIIL, £ 81250b% [BAKK] EZ2TVah, ZOMHT, 774 Mg, 20—
IN=HEOI2RT REERERE TP ODTH 5,

EHIZ, RT7A MIAMPLEREIEL TIA T4 V% LR ER DL H 123D
(White 2005 [1969] : 413) :

---culturology repudiates and rejects a philosophy that has been dear to the hearts of
men for ages, and still inspires and nourishes many a social scientist as well as layman.
This is the ancient and still respectable philosophy of anthropocentrism and Free Will.

-+ Culturology means determinism also. The principle of cause and effect operates in
the realm of cultural phenomena as it does everywhere else in our experience of the
cosmos. Any given cultural situation has been determined by other cultural events. If
certain cultural factors are operative, a certain result will eventuate. Contrariwise, cer-
tain cultural consummations cannot be realized, however devoutly they may be wished,

unless the factors requisite to the consummation are present and operative.

WY 512, Wik, NWEEOBENZNMELZFST, MAORREICESWTGEI L,
BT H L) DDPFRTA FDOERTH L, TLT, £OL) ZHENZEHEE LT
DAL ERIE L IGES 5 DA%, KT A b OIS 5L F LR D72,

231



FALRF AR ZEE R 25 70 & (11)

ATA MHHOFIZL S L, WATLFE L W) B RMICH N0 1939 FETH D
FEREANCBLRG L 72 [R50y A 7 A O &—ak ik B L U8 RIKEIR EE~ 0 — B ]
(White 1975) & U b4 AT L72d O TH S (White 1987 : 160-161) #&4E, K7 4
MIALEIZIY A ZDITTH D, O E, RICHET %,

4. AttgigEs

RMAFIZBNT, FTA FOTUEEICIIRE BRSO NG, 2, Lotk
RBICRIL TTH %o

1949 £ [SCALDFE] (White 1949) LISk, SCUEO#ERE (function) (&AM DA%
WRBICT A2 L2 RT A MIRRTE, 1973 FFORERTYH, [UborkERix, A
EVIHTEDT- DI, ZOEEZEETHEHMN 2D LT 5T & (The function of culture is
to make life secure and enduring for the human species) | (White with Dillingham 1973 : 12)
7ZrENTWD, X BRI, 29 THDH (White with Dillingham 1973 : 14) :

Culture does serve the needs of man as they are conceived by him. These include

spiritual, aesthetic, and temperamental, as well as nutritional, and protectional, needs.

N O 2 BCKEZTRT H 2 LD, ALDOREREZ L V) DTH S,
LIAH, BMEEOEECBVT, ZORMARE CBESNL, LELTL LA
BOELEICHGTHEIRO 2 nERT A MEFVWHI L0 THS (White 1975: 9) :

The notion that it is the function of culture to serve man’s needs, to make life secure and

enduring for him, is not only anthropocentric, it also smacks of the theological:

Ak, ARBIZELLLTAEPHLLTAHEERTA MEIESD (White 1975: 10, A LL
FIH#E) :

Although they [cultural systems] have provided man with food and the fire with which
to cook it, huts and houses to protect him from the elements, games and dances to

entertain him, gods and myths to beguile him, they have also slaughtered millions of
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men, women, and children in warfare, tortured and killed them in inquisitions, or burned
them to death as witches. They have initiated or aggravated great plagues by urban
congestion and unsanitary practices. The cultural systems brought into being and per-
petuated by the Agricultural Revolution reduced the majority of mankind to slavery or

serfdom, condemning them to a life of labor, privation, and piety.

FT A POTACHHNI S SITHEA L DTH L5, HlLds & FHEER 2 AHA~NO K
BRI L 720%, IRIIFE NS 2 ) B> (White 19750 11) :

Cultural systems, like stars and planets, are indifferent to the welfare — or the very

existence — of man.

FNTIE, ALOBEEE L 3T D FHUE, HOWAHEBEICBITAEEZED ST
RS O PV 72 3817 T LA 72 v (White 1975 : 13) :

The function, or functions, of a system are the acts performed, the processes executed,

by the system.

SF ), LRBIEFITADZ, T4 MEESD (White 1975 : 159) :

We no longer think of culture as designed to serve the needs of man ; culture goes its
own way in accordance with laws of its own. Man lives within the embrace of cultural

systems, and enjoys or suffers whatever they mete out to him.

bedbd, RTA MIBOBRTOXLRERE TH o720 [ULOFEH] O 12 #
1 TCBCRd 5 A Ofsl— 5 AR A OERLIE] EBEENTWEA, 22Tl
WZHRT A MIRD & D 12B TV 72 (White 2005 [1969] : 353) :

---what one does, how he does it, and the end and purpose for which it is done is cultur-

ally determined, is determined by the culture of the group rather than by the free will of
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the individual or of the group. More than that, what a person or group desires is deter-

mined or at least defined by the culture, not by them.

ZL T, 9 bR TWw/z (White 2005 [1969] : 359) :

To be sure, understanding culture will not, as we have argued here, alter its course or
change the “fate” that it has in store for us, any more than understanding the weather or

the tides will change them.

TALIZ BB R Y AT ATH Y, AHFEEFFOIULEZHHTE 2 L E2 50134
M7ZERTA MEFRL TWz07Z,

ZH, en T, LB ANMOEFICHFGE ST LV AT L2 RT 4 MIE R TV,
L2L, TOANEDOHERIZBNT, RiFENd 72 AL ERNLLIBZ 72 LR
THIZESTZDTH D,

b, ABNCAMEL, ABIOMHNZ L > THBEBIET A2 LD TE RV, #REDY
WAEB) Lo, MEOMBETERELRET2HENLR VAT LATHLLEV) DD, w74
N OB RAETR CTH S ThE, LG L 072w e,

5. MALETER
RTA PO ED B ) O DOFEIE, TOERERIERTH L, ZOHIKRD
IR ICEI ST 2 0%, 1959 AE OGRS [ AL ] (White 1987 [1959] b) 72,
RTA ME, HEORFEWIY %, RO & 9 1I2EH$ % (White 1987 [1959] b: 176) :

Science makes a dichotomy between the mind of the observer and the external world —
things and events having their locus outside the mind of the observer. The scientist

makes contact with the external world with and through his senses, forming percepts.

WY BI2, BEE LML RO L, T ORBRTREIE L 2FRD 5D TH %%

O, FEARMICEHEENEERONE TH S D o FHEENERERICHE T 2 EH OMFILTHIL (2015)
IZED EZADRE WV,
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ZLT, A7A ML, kb £72, 2059 2RI T 2 e MkFEZ L E 2
Bo BITHIML72L 91, 19499 £ [SALDOFFE] DSk, AT A Masbss [ 4454
i) (extra-somatic) ] 72\ > L [#F B A1 (exosomatic) | ZFHRTH A T & &g L T\ 7z,
LAaL, AWXIZBWTE, M aswEL%Z LTw5 (White 1987 [1959] b: 176,
S L ESO)

Culture, then, is a class of things and events, ---, considered in an extrasomatic context.

[ BRI SOIRICB W TEE &7z (considered in an extrasomatic context) | &1, &
V) ERES I e FHUL, ULEZOEBIN LM 25D DD, ULERFELOM
a7 SOIRCBIZ L) 5 L EiRT 52 & TH o (White 1987 [1959] b: 182-3).
AL EZIAEL DN EVH B LT, FT A4 MIKRD L HI1ZEZ S (White 1987
[1959] b: 182) :

The answer is : the things and events that comprise culture have their existence, in
space and time, (1) within human organisms, i.e., concepts, beliefs, emotions, atti-
tudes ; (2) within processes of social interaction among human beings ; and (3) within
material objects (axes, factories, railroads, pottery bowls) lying outside human organ-

isms but within the patterns of social interaction among them.

ZLT UE (D~@) o&Ty, BEEOIIIZELET L, thwziZ, bid [
FEr E 72 XM BB TR FEAET A & HkFED 55 (consisting of real things
and events observable, directly or indirectly) ] (White 1987 [1959] b: 182) & &7 4 M
FRTLDTHL, Tz, XLFEER LT,

RTA FDBTALOEEEEEBAT 201k, 7 A 7 NEFICBWTUEE TR
(abstraction) | L2 HMHFDSEIIZ R Y DDOH o7 b THh b, 72k 213, [HEOjiHE]
EBISTTRRLZFRTIE 2V UL, NEFFICL R 7Z, £ LT, £hTwheoz
EV)ERTTN, 1940 FEH W L 1950 EARLLE, TR D D2H 7072, £ L
72EBDITMEZRRI R BTN L T, A7 A MIULOFEEEE FRLZZOTH S, &
T4 M, 29 bEo T (White 1987 [1959] b: 189, Haidild5 JH#) :
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If a person speaks Chinese, or avoids his mother-in-law, loathes milk, observes matrilo-
cal residence, places the bodies of the dead on scaffolds, writes symphonies, or isolates
enzymes, it is becase he has been born into, or at least reared within, an extrasomatic

tradition that we call culture which contains these elements.

CCTIEH UMD [ I EFEh, To/EEPERS A TW

0

ALFELER L, ALEMGER & & D12, AT A FOTULBEEDBRL - 72 e SR L 9o

O

" 1[: ti D— ﬂRIEnHH

AT A4 PO L, ZOMEY [SULORE] 8B TREN, HoFFH [
fbo#fb—o —< T TOXH D FEE] (White 1959) (2B W TR I N7205, #F
EREICHD > Tnh, [Eo# L] (&, ZORIEAIVRTED, U—<EEFE T, ¥
b b NG (the Agricultural Revolution) AMEAM L 72t SCHHO A ZHLY) EIF T,

\ZHetTd 2 RS E ISR C72EETH B TDOFLIIBNT, w7 A M3,
m®;5uﬁ&1mt<mmu%mx,ﬁ%uﬁi%

We propose to follow this work with a study of the Fuel Revolution and its institutional
concomitants. And finally, we hope to project the curve of a million years of cultural
development in a modest way and to a limited extent in a third volume on Recent Trends

and Future Probabilities : 1958-2058.

AR IE =T MEL 22133 Th otz L L, ETEE L L FELE o REEMR &
ZOEBIIOWTE, FERIIFEIN TR AFITH S (Carneiro, Urish and Brown
2008: 9)o £ LT, HBEHOEMIE, TOEAPFKKOBRED S EATHRIEAZDTE

HALZEDLY, BUEARTEFR L & EE LT Ww/z (Carneiro, Urish and Brown 2008 : 8) .

0z [Fr DAl & 5 BAYMYIEHE (an extrasomatic tradition that we call culture) | &\ FEHI 5,
HOHELT [RRFFHA] FTICRONLEIVZ AD [HNSHOEEI MY U23BER] Lnw)#k
BEEETL0E, EHEOEDTHA) D
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COERE, IVARAT Ty T YOMREIZL T, [HAEATER]
L LTATI &7z (White 2008) . 700 EDOKETH %o
PUF, AT, wwiwﬁiﬂmﬁ%ﬂ:%ﬁ%Abﬁf A7 4 b3l
BT B L L EROMEO T ZRETT 5. A G L ERERIZOVWTIE, &
FISNERHBWTE ) — PLXVICHEZ DO TH L Z 00, KFETIIILY BT 7w,

1. ENH BT

K74 bEGOELE 2 RET AR, AN T Y O LELERE &0 X ) 12

Rz, EOXIIEHIL CcopE, EHRELZEVT Y [HRER] (23S
i (White 1964) %l L CH O L TBE /2w,

RIA MZEBE, WA OALEILERIZIE, MEY R 2 AT & Bl 2 Mo
WA S A (White 1964 : xx)o EMA V1, [HRAA] CBWTAHOEELH
W, B, RKiE BREMEOELEZGHLE TCWADED, WIFNLEEDFRER L2
T\ % (White 1964 : xxi)o L 2> L, [MEWIRRIY, Feiliimny, A RENY (materialistic,
technological, and ecological) ] (White 1964 : xxii) Zeifimm b & 5o 72 & ZAXHEGFHAN (arts
of subsistence) REWORE, BEOREELLEDELRENZ ) Th A (White 1964 :
XXIi-XXiV) o

ATA ML, [HAFHE] 2 [ AHORED S BN E TOXLEEZEDFEREDE
MO EZH <, FIEIC L 2RO EF LA M (the first significant attempt by a sci-
entist to outline the actual course of cultural development form the origin of man to relatively
modern times) | (White 1964 : xxix) & &FHfis %, & D blF, ENT A [ KBS
(primitive society) | (B4~ OFETIL societas) & [T % (civil society) | (£
7Y OHFETIE civitas) & &AL, WIEBIEE EEE L 320120 L CTHREIIAA M
LTI EOC LR L7em %, BRI 5, £ LT, XHIDFEIIHA M ENEE
BB ZE L2 BNV VBRI L2V AL Ty SV AZER L2200 E e R
74 MIAERZ  (White 1964 : XxXiv-xXXV) o

L2L, EVHIETVY aTHEGEORLFTHY, T2\ 7EE R X 54
SEHMLEGOMS T HRIEO I LI TE Lo/l bR T4 MIHRHET 2
(White 1964 : xxxix) o

ZLTHREIL, RT AL 200172512 L 5 GELEZR 2 NFHFELED & RE50,
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HOXAL#EALH~NOBE L EmT o Twb E, AT MIFEETLHDOTHS (White
1964 : xli-xlii) o

2. MEREZEDAFKIE

FNTIE, BUbo#EIL] 12825574 bbb ERE L £ 9o

T, EHIREIE, UEPHE—OFEEL L TRLEONEE V) HTHE, BEHE LD
HLHEHONHEERO AL ERZOHAL L L D72, FT A4 MIKRDO L) Ik %
(White 1959 : 17) :

The culture of mankind in actuality is a one, a single system ; all the so-called cultures
are merely distinguishable portions of a single fabric. The culture of mankind as a
whole may be considered temporally as a flowing stream, or nontemporally as a system,

or as both, i.e., as a system in a temporal continuum.

[EOFME] OEWVIZEETIEIAVE W) Z &7, ESUbofpix, K74 o
RAZwOTH L, 9 TidZa T, NESEOULOHEL L Eiyds, K74 PO T —
NEhbo

KIS, TANVF—LEMIONTTH L5, [ULORE] TRENLARITETO
LR RIS R SN 5,

EXT—=ClwiRkid, EXT-PEBIESND, 2ZTPEIF [AMOEKE
723 EEW 7 LK (the product or result which serves a need of man) | (White 1959 :
40) FroldAEE SN [ N Ok E-3 &% —EAD—%=® (a quantitiy of
human need-serving goods and services) | (White 1959 : 47) %159 . Z DIEIEDOHHIX
RSN TV RS, BZOL LD EET L AR & R T 5720 T %059 ho

512, TANF-FHOBENERDPARD L IlAAETND, 728 21E, MHIA
FAFHACTE 7201k [ AJ) (human energy) | 7217 CTd - 7245, EWOREL LW D
BEALIC L - T, [FEAT) (nonhuman energy) ] OFIHAREE %25, £ T, Hi& % H,
HBEEXNEERLL, E (HXN) x T—P &w) A28 &5 (White 1959 : 47) 6

T3 b bEMhEN—ELENET 2L, FRoAxd, HX NP LR TE
BEARTA MXESH (White 1959 : 47). OB, R X ) IR RS (White
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1959 : 47, FRFAIZIED) -

---cultural advance is well expressed in terms of this ratio : culture advances as the pro-
portion of nonhuman energy to human energy increases. Or we may define cultural
advance in terms of the ratio between the product and human labor : culture advances as
the amount of human need-serving goods and services produced per unit of human labor

mcreases.

AR T 2IEANTIORED T 513 &0 ki R (advance) | 375 L, Xfbomiik
AT 5408 (P) OEOHKRKELEEFKTELLE, FTAMEEI DT TH 5,
o5&, e N E 2 ANFAE (H) OBMAPEROLEOHM KL, XLoOH
HETERWVEW) 2Tk b, FEAT] (N) OBR, LAbHEMATTS72) O RHH,
LNTUE, TabbEERomENSR SN ITIUE, ULPFIE L2 & IEFE 2 2w
EV) LD, TOHEHEICT L0, CHRPICEEZEZ SN0 Lk
Vg

bEA A, HlEhE (T) EEiud, ANICHT2EEOREIEF 207200,
ZFNILDRIE L S 2 5. TN%E, T4 MIKO L HIZHERT w25 (White 1959 :
55) :

Returning to our formula E X T — P, we may formulate another law of cultural
growth : culture develops as the efficiency or economy of the means of controlling

energy increases, other factors remaining constant.

PERs, RO LD 7% [fe58E0 ] (the law of cultural development) | 252241
% (White 1959 : 56, SR ILJE L)

culture advances as the amount of energy harnessed per capita per year increases, or as the

efficiency or economy of the means of controlling energy is increased, or both.

MY RS A, B 2 NOEINC & 2 ADFHOBEIE, &) H720) oz v F—FIH
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EOWIMTIIZVOT, ZTOMROEEDIERIIALDORHE L FRZE LD TH S,
NSRS, BRIRO¥EM2, ZOWM BB FuL, ALEFEEL i vy
DOHRTA FOFRTH %,

22T, NIORIHEHS FHREREO AV F %, AT A P ORNTEL
LTAhLIe 5L, EMH) XT—=Pl%bd, m"T7A4MILHE, ZOEKTIE [
AIVF—JEE LCoETI, KD, KITiE, 13 AEEIZR 520> 72 (wind, water,
and fire, as sources of energy, were very insignificant indeed) ] (White 1959: 44) ® T, N
BEOERZLTIWALTH S,

E (H X T—PoORAPEfV. LaL, R TEAL»FLS (White 1959 :
45) :

Eventually, however, an effective way of augmenting energy resources for culture build-
ing was found, namely, in the domestication of animals and the cultivation of plants, in

short, by harnessing solar energy in non-human biological forms.

T4bE, EHXN) XT>PORAPHEE L, COARXIIBIT S NOHESHRE
FINCEE B DN, BEFEMIMZ S 2w, iU, KBBEMOEALZ L, T OREW
I ELES bDTH ot LT, T ZITXH (civilization) 2S#EAET 5, FhSt
RN AT HAEATHOF I AT LG R BEIRICMETHE LT, T4 b

KRz b )V LERM L TAzV,

[k oH#EAL] D #2825 25, ##Fa (the Fuel Revolution) % DZb%E 2%
AT 2L E) R D259 00 ALABREOIEANTHEENEKLTES, L2L,
BESGE L 720 LB T AV F— L ITEMICR R 5.2 2 CALARBRE = A L ¥ —
%N, M T ANVF—Z2 Ny ERET)o T5HE, REEGEEOLANIZE, E H X
Ny X T—P, BE¥EGLUHZIE E HXNaXNp) x TP EFEEL, 510, #
I 4 )V¥ — (nuclear energy) HEmAEH Lz L6, 74 MoRRNTEHIFEITS
7ZHI) Mo BMIANF—% Ny &KL TNEL E (HXNy X Npg x Ny X T—P &#
J5759,

INFITORKE, HHIHETLHE, ROLH %D,
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(1) EH xT—P

(2) EHXNy XT—P

(3) E (HXNyxNp) xT—P

(4) E (HXNyXNpxNy) XT—P

LW AV F— OB AN & 2 Fari 2 b LA, REICAROENE LTHRIT
&bo ANICEHEITNLEHOMMZ, BIFHT AT AL LTOULOER 2240 %
MIORL TSNS, ZLT (1) SRR, (2)~4) 2CHERICHEET 5, K7 A
FEHEIFIIT>TORWA, TH)LTARDLE, K74 ML L ULEEDARALDOF] LA
I DDRBEDOTERNES ) H

AR A4 M, #1L (evolution) & Efy (revolution) ZRD X 9 I2EF+T 5 (White
1959 : 281) :

Evolution is change within the framework and limits of a system. Revolution is a radi-
cal transformation of a system, the substitution of one principle, or basis, of organization

for another.

IhE, ERROAREBEEMNITL L, ROLIICHHATEL5 9, #lLLid, 2
AET, ARCEINIEROENIZATHI LX), POEIESLLICHAT LS
EThbH, LT, DEXDPAELTHL VD) ZLiE, HMiY AT L0 &EIIARETH
HEWHIERTHY), FUOIIHEN I AT LEATFOF T AT LI KRER
EENIAE L2\, L L, ARNCEENIEHDZ L L) T8, HY AT 4
DEIICZENLT AL V) 2L THY, ZROWIMBNTATLEATHOXF - AT
LZOERGER®L725T, TNDHEGTH b,

3. KBH 5> XEAN

[SCAb oA 1&, FEIAEHELEETH L. RLI6EIIVEDH L, RYD 3=
68 ESEERIHRLOBIBNC, F/AEHE T 5 T 90 HAVEEF Ay & Z IR 0512
BTHENTWADIZR LT, £ 4~11 F 212 HHRBULOFFHMOFERIZHL TS
NTWEDTHbH, SVIRZLE, REOHRKIIKRBE LR ZDOTH b HRTHIL,
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ELDEZ v,

Z0H Z, KL, H—ObT AT LE L THEMNISHESN TS, Ui
b2 EEL LT3, RESULNEMOSEZ L GIHEITGH L Sk v, LA, KH
Bl a il L2l a2l SN Cnd, 2L T, HRIHOBNERZONR L STw
5E0H)ZEL—HTHA D, EHHSCHOERIIER SN, @IS ENT, X
HHHE—DbLT AT 4L LTHiN L. ZOREE, KBS E SCH L AR U
bNbLZlelDb, $AHT, Ly F74 =)V FIIZ, REXLE CHO [HER (the
ideal type) ] 2SR HEAYICIREN TV EHPD L) TE X H 5,

FNTIE, REULEE, ED L) BULY AT L %D D

B, TOEMMY AT 1%, BEHIBIZE > TERWIZANTTOARZ AV F—F L
L, T2 HiIREE FEREGTE L LT, HOMICIIRERE L B2 EA
LTIEANZDLZANVF—HE LTHHTZ L2 > TEIW72h, OF ) EHT DML
R ONA, FNETHEN T AT LA THOF -9 AT MK E R85 2.1
Loz,

B, RREERIEEEBERE ZIZE—CTH Y, Fhwz [FER (communistic) ]
Td -7 (White 1959 : 276) :

The economic systems of primitive peoples were virtually identified with their kin-
ship systems. The duties and rights of kinship were applied to customs of property.
Individual rights were enjoyed, but the duty to share with one’s kinsman was always
present. Customs of hospitality and the codes of kinship created a system of sharing

that was virtually communistic in character.

HE AT, EAOMERESBIGRER L - THIBRS 1, BlikE oM oG #HMH TS
NDH7202, FTHHE LRSI D2ENOWEBLPIHI SN D L) H72, 2512, &
7 A M4 ETE (means of production) &9 <)V 7 AEFHEZFH LoD, KO
9T % (White 1959 : 276, S&FRIE5IH%E) :

Everyone and every class in primitive society had free access to the resources of nature
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and to technological means of production. - Free access to nature and freedom to own
and use the technological means of production provided primitive society with a secure
and substantial foundation for freedom and equality : everyone was free to go to nature
to obtain things to satisfy his needs ; all were equal in this respect. The organization of
society based on kinship added “fraternity” to liberty and equality, thus forming the great

triad which, as Morgan noted long ago, marks the institutions of tribal society.

HERHIZEHEFEE2 L7206 L, BEBREIEAREZ L2602, 2%, &MY A
T A, HHEEPEEFEREE 2 S T A RERRERT I X > Tl 7o Tz,
PLERS, R T4 MIKRD X ) I2#ET 5 (White 1959 @ 277) -

Crude and limited as primitive cultures may have been technologically, and wretched
and poor as life may have been for many — but far from all — peoples living in tribal
organization, their social systems based upon kinship and characterized by liberty, equal-
ity, and fraternity were unquestionably more congenial to the human primate’s nature,
and more compatible with his psychic needs and aspirations, than any other that has
ever been realized in any of the cultures subsequent to the Agricultural Revolution,

including our own society today.

REALIE, BEEGUHEOVLLR LKL T, 2F )i#E3E L OBEOTHIC
WLTY, I EA0ICAMMLRALZZ o728 KT A4 NIMIETHADTH %,

FNTIE, BERME, COL) KWL L5 LD ) 2y

B2, BEMRORELEETHD, A7 4 MIKD L HICEERT S (White
1959 : 141, WFAIE5[HHE) :

---The Agricultural Revolution transformed primitive society, based upon kinship, into
civil society, founded upon property relations and territorial organization. Class struc-
ture and class division replace lineage and clan, competition and conflict take the place of
mutual aid. From the standpoint of the needs and satisfaction of human beings, this

transformation meant a great loss : the loss of kinship, ‘- This transformation of social
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organization finds expression in kinship terminology, namely, in a change from classifica-

tory systems to descriptive systems.

BRI 32 b e, T BERR & SRS T S M- REAICE > Thb o
720 ZLTC, TOZEERET 200, ELF L OFRE L -HENBELHE R 5
R BIEAIERRANDOEIR L DIZE R T A MEIFIDTH b, ZDA N ZALFKRD X
37 b D72 (White 1959 : 198-199) :

Wealth accumulated unevenly in society as kinship groups grew in size and diminished
in solidarity. Families with great wealth became increasingly disinclined to share it
through inheritance with other family lines of lesser wealth. Consequently, the rules of
inheritance were changed, and with this change the ancient classificatory system of rela-
tionship, which made every member of your tribe a close relative, became obsolete and

was supplanted by the descriptive system of nomenclature.

B, BEBRPHRANICER Lz, RELIZBEWTIE, N ANOBRP LY
DR BE L Tz, T b bl RAAIZE W TSI E WoORRS T4 &
Y, REEBRAIEARAL, JEARMLL, Zhw 2 IEEEILL 2. vV AFRMICE
W Z B 70, NEPBNF S NRD 2L v bIiF7E, A7 4 ME, RO L9 IZHERS
(White 1959 : 246) :

The type of economic system characteristic of civil society, however, is ‘- impersonal,
nonhuman, and nonmoral, which in terms of human welfare means inhuman, and
immoral. It is based upon competition and struggle, upon class subjugation and exploi-

tation.

REIALIZBI 23 L HFIc Do T, S LB, SR & EIDSTSCH O % F
DB LIz IDTH b,

B, TNDREEFEMORKDIFHETH 50, LHFEH & 2R Hhavm1b L 72,
ZO@EE, FT7A MIKRO L) IZFHMT S (White 1959 : 298) :
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The multiplication and growth of public works and the extension of community enter-
prises and functions — especially irrigation and warfare — as a concomitant and conse-
quence of the development of agriculture and animal husbandry, and the necessity of
imposing taxes or other levies upon the masses of the population in order to support and
maintain these public works and enterprises, led to the division of society into a ruling
class, in whose hands great power was lodged, and the mass of common people, who were

subordinated politically and economically to the administration of the dominant class.

RHB LRI ITEED & ) 2 KBBEARFEPLETH Y, FoREEETFHORE L
HEHEMOHAB DO E T D 56 LN EE % b, ZO72DIITRBER ARD
B R ML 2D, £ LT, 2O L) ZBURIHD DRI MG 2 W REIC S 51T
Bk & L COER L, BRI 2HGEIE4LT 44 T4 uF—2iEL Lol
Wer#) BT 5 (White 1959 : 314-328) 0 ADHBIC XY, MBI ERRN
ZEfE SN, REMETICE > Thborze 2O TER-#H% (state-church) | B2,
LD LY AT L OMFFEB L 22 o 72D TH Y, FHITERMITREEHLE D
BN TWEDTH b,
IS, HMERE D5 bA A U7z (White 1959 : 354) :

An important consequence of the Agricultural Revolution was the differentiation of the
intellectual cultural tradition into two components : (1) an upper-class, literate, and
more or less systematized and coherent tradition ; and (2) a lower-class, illiterate, and

unsystematized and incoherent tradition.

Ly R74=IVFIIZE) &b, Keke/MeDmbThsb, L, Zo5{bzHl
ML s THHT ALY K74 =V FEERED, K74 MEZ oMbz B
Lo THUIT %,

PEX D, w74 80, RELZHEMIZ, THEHENICERZ TWE 2 LEW5
NCThHb, ZNTH, [DHE] (2B, [SHUbo B L FEREIX, AFHE W)l
D720, FOEZEFE TR DD E 34T & (The purpose and function of culture
is to make life secure and enduring for the human species) | (White 1959: 8) SHHE &/t
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TWizo FOHM%Z, FT7 4 MI19754ED [F3ibs AT 208 4] TRO X512
FEL T2 (White 1975: 12, mifI3JE D) :

Perhaps I felt that the cruel and inhuman institutions of civil society were merely a tem-
porary aberration, and that the benevolent role of culture would eventually be restored.
Did not Morgan tell us, in a moving and eloquent passage toward the end of Ancient
Society (p. 552 in the Holt edition), that “a mere property career is not the final destiny
of mankind. --- Equality in rights and privileges, - - foreshadow the next higher plane
to which experience, intelligence and knowledge are steadily tending. It will be a
revival, in a higher form, of the liberty, equality and fraternity of the ancient gentes [clans]”
(emphasis added). The perennial inspiration of Utopias has often subverted a rational

outlook.

REFMN S 720 LIARHM, ANV, BEfodr, HIUL, BEEEGSS 726 L2ER
FRIATLORBLHAER I AT LOHEBERT, oL 5EANE NFE AL
Lo, LY ®mkoBH, F&E FRETHIEINANEESZ B398, #
KEREFRTA MIFHL TVl nw)DTH S,

W2, 1973 £ [LoME] 1BV Th B, K74 MIKDO L) IZFLTW
7= (White with Dillingham 1973 : 65) :

If civilization is not destroyed by warfare, but continues to grow and develop, there will
undoubtedly be another political revolution and an entirely new type of society will be
established. This new type will most likely be one in which the church-state will be
nonexistent : a society in which there will be an administration of things rather than the
governing of men ; and again society will be organized on the basis of personal relations
rather than property relations. Property rights will be subordinated to human rights

and human welfare.

HREEREZEWT L UIVR WY, WOEHIZH > T ADTRIE % <, FrARRT
137 CANHBIFR 2 EAE I A S ik S L, AMEE AL A HE ISR T2, ER O BR
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bARELRARDS, RV TEHT L7259 L5 DI, fEPIZT— FETERITGEN W,

ZLT, WkERMF2EGFOHE, EREROREDND 726 TS ORI & B
M¥ELZHDOLB720IZ LT, BHRTA MIAFHORRKIZH L TTon ) EBIIZ R - 72
E97. 29Fz25 L, L] OfHEIREIKEDoIZOBEL DN EF R
L9,

ZZT, xTAMIBITL [30fb] & T3] OBz o T_ILTBEZ ), KU
A MZEoT, k&L, 23 YRV T 2R8I & 2 72 NS A L 723 E 0 F
RKTHY, BEZICANBOEFEZTREICT AT ANVTF—HETH L. KRB 25 AMIE
ALEA L, KELIEIZEOBERTABNTH L, THITH L, T, REEEGD
AR LR TH B 2 LT, SCIE, AP LA EAB L, UbEIEAN
FRICEE S 72, Lo, XL, SUbo#Eb & Famaas ki EA T Lz b o7z e
VI T, EDOREEDHERTLH 5,

4. BRARHOESEIIEAE

RIRIZ, FTA PO E I D200 EE L T & 72w XL, &M
REEMIZL T, ROTHREFGIZL > THEAVICIEL TE2BFH T AL F—
WETHY, NHOEZRERMZHRH O K2 AR Z [SUEEK] THo & By
HIZBWT, A7 4 bosxgghid, ASCERR - A ERSHBONHRIZH 5.
Z)THY) W5, B, FEHC 5g, g, BREERE v o 2ROz o
I, RT A MEIuv rEFRME DT R L RSB L TRl 2t 2 iz %6
COFETIX, FTA ME, WO TAMPOERY 2 CHMEFRICRR 5. LarL, &Y
A b OCHEFE, Lo BERZEERB A IEAMBN 2 T2 ZR S 5 L v TREAR
TRINCESCODZ o EALREESL D £ L TRAMIZIE, TOTFHREIETS2
RGO R, XHDORK, NHORRKICEBHLE S 22 % k> TLIo7
WDALEMER L, BITHDO AW RO N2 BE SR ZNSTH L. )
o5&, RTA POLMEFL, A SPOMEIEREIZEDS CHEIHTER L,
CETHWAR Y OREEN 2575 6 OFBIZH & R §XE 20 b Ltk v,
Wiz, Vi, R, HEZ EOLKHAE L TWHEERI AT L, AU MO
THBIZBWT, ED X ) IAEDIT SN TN RIS, BAEART IR
FEITHE VN THAH S EZULZE 2 R T 4 MR L TW72D725 9 B RESLOE
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LRRIALE DI LT, ABEEERO L XV TRULEZ B—Ofb L3 T &Ry
A4 MIEZ Tz, HRIMEmICB T, INZHE—DOTLY AT A LR TV 5,
T RET NS, BEFEGDROEATERLEEEERD, H—0XWIZafE s
NzFNEB» L. LL, A7 MIESOIIHEZELE>TWD, AT A POl
HALEH 2 L - AR B UL 13, HARERPBERICR ) 20H 54, KAl
RSNTZREL DS LN,

N LxX—-A-FTA4 FOFHLEDME

RT A4 M, BHE % 19 A E LR oMK S & EM ) 5 (White 1959 ¢ ix, SRFFIZ D) -

The theory of evolution set forth in this work does not differ one whit in principle from
that expressed in Tylor’s Anthropology in 1881, although of course the development,

expression, and demonstration of the theory may — and does — differ at some points.

FLTC, EVT o [HRMHE] #5FL72KR T4 POKRDOEEIX, oKW 70T F
WoFE ko L] 124 TidE % (White 1964 @ xx, H@FHIZE L) ¢

The task which Morgan set for himself in Ancient Society was twofold : to provide a chrono-
logical account of what took place in the man-culture complex from the origin of man to

Grecian and Roman times, and to explain these events by means of concepts and principles.

L7235 T, ETERLHILIE, FTA MBELT VOERMET L L) HTH
590 FZ, KT FoOBER, KD O XHINOEIRGRIE, bbAHA, BT OHE
SmEE AR L, BZORBEBIELLZFSLTRDH LD, WIFNRLENVT Y OHER
WEREZZHTLLDE B> TWAY,

A7A M, [HRAE] o THLVWEE] 1290w T, RO X HIZETWw 5% (White

W=ty - NY R, FTAMOBNVT CERIE [RE- REME - BRORE] 2B bx07
WA (=7 Z) 1255 [HAHE] B A RRE L 72b 072 8w ) BIRE W% 17> T\ A (Harris
2001 : 641),
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The newer, and much more significant, theory was ‘- the zoological, ecologic, and tech-
nologic theory of cultural development, which held that man is an animal species that
always and everywhere lives in a terrestrial habitat to which it must adjust itself, and
that this adjustment is made with technological means. Control over the means of sub-
sistence is the core of this theory, which was implicit in the work of Darwin and

expressed directly in the work of E.B. Tylor.

FIA ML, F—oq1 oWt d, TV EY AT -0 bELRD, TR
BRI OO ORBEFHAOFZH ), AN &) BIEIC B\ I 232 DR
DOHLERTEEZTVILITHD, T LT, 20X LT MARES S0
DS, ITANVF—FIHEMIEE Lo SL#EIGGR72 L, FT7 A4 MEERLIZVWDZEL
Bbhs,

RITA NDY =7 4 VEERZUSENL, EVBHZTHDbDR WV, ¥— 1 VLG
O ZRIFEELDS HAREIRGE & A o AT (P JFEL) 728 L7256 (Bisk 1988 : 3-
16), ZOEHEHHERT A b OALELERICIE RHE 2RV, BIEAOBIE & V) BLED,
E D DITERL DEREANOBIGIC X 2Lt e vy Bss, NEEEROAL £ 72133
HEHR—DZ AN F LR R8T 4 MIUIFEL 2D 72,

ENVHT L EFTAT=IZDONWTE, KT MOFRIZEPFEBENZPBEILEDFIL
V7 L L s, RTA MOFEZ LD [Hi#] v LEZELH L [HERGR
(theory of progress) | Lz 5755, F"TA NeENT &5 4T —DKEKE K G
RERBLTIEDETHAL ) ENVHT L5470 NEHOMERL DT, Z O
EHMMEE ZBERWICHZ ) L L2026, LAL, m74 MIULD%ET bbb
HEAALS L b NEEROERBOMERIZIEDRD S BV &V ) fmICREIZEY, 2o
BT, ENT eI AT =302 RIZLOTH 5%

AT 4 PO L, I AV RFORBLFEALL, RhATLAEOTZLY
¥+ H—r 4 Z (Elman Service) (2 & o THEAK, RSN, FEI2NY Fok—-HE
Hl =R ER & v ) ik o B RS XL, #i#E LE3E (neo-evolutionism) &
I E 7T A A NEFO—FIROLETH LT AHE%D (Service 1971a, 1971b,
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1975), EHFIC LRV EE 5. 2 72 (Carneiro 2003) 0 72, ¥—7 4 ¥« N ADKL
LMEM s (cultural materialism) &, &7 A b OFA e w a9 SCILAE LR % 105 AT LRk
AT HbDEF 2 L) (Harris 1979) 0 U A, K7 A b OWFFRENE (X FEAN 12 30/L
MEYIRR D 172 & iR _ T % (Harris 2001 : 636) 0 HrfEfbEs% & SULMEDRRIZ DWW T,
MrO T Lo, LALZORIIZ, KT A4 bEIZIZREARIZ, ST A4 FEIdR% 5
AR EZRE L, AU PEWmFDHE L2V ) Ty H AF 27— F (Julian H.
Steward) @At & LR (Steward 1955) Z AT 2 LENH Lo —7 1 A H
VAL, AF 27— FOESREZEEZHE > TVENLTH b,

DLEDHEALGR O RFEIC BT 2574 bOMEDITTHL0S, K74 bOFFHLNERE
ELTEEVRDEHTLIOIIROZATH S,

B, AT beaN—F - Ly F7 4=V FOREETH L, BEICIEHLAZ LD
12, b Ld AT A FATEAR & UCTRSULGE L HRSIAGREZ R L Tz b, Ly
R74—=NVREDRGITIIIEAEDD R 2D ERDbNL, RS HE kKRR
i, L CRER o MBL & B GE 2 BEER L 2TE S, BRI 2 IR OE WIS 22 b
59, IEFITMHE o 7o RSB E B2 CICE o722 &1F, 1940~50 ST X 1)
WNEFEER D) AT, BMOTHKENZ L TH S,

IS, RTA PPLEER A HRIICHRE L 2N Th D FRZ, K74 FSARH
DY YRV ERMHT BREIIII L 72 bR 2 SR L 22255, STALDAMENE & F2AE1E
REFA L2 L, WORERL E ) THo720s, BICT A ) A NEFEO U LRRAIEE
TERm I 2 MBI % 5D 72 720002, EHICET %0 AN RBHEENERETR D 5 OFEFET AL
LER7Z LV IETDH 2 EIHES N, o THLEER O et % a4 5 Eakid el
BNANDIED ) Do BEZTHRIZVERS

s H WAl

R fERIZHz0, "7 4 FoLBlE THBOBRWEE ML TBE 70, D
LLARTA MDERLZZEIC, LD B 0IETHE VD DA, AMOEETFHN 2
D T X 7% VAR ZEBE S L L2, 728 2 ITHERER LD S havni v
FERICED A /RO TIE RV e b, BIRSCHIC, Fim e = AL F—
ANOFEARIZIANT 72X 7 FVSNAE L TW T, AEICIRELE IE 2 IHE 7 T, IR
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BALIEE T 5N D759 b FlaaF o 4V ARGHEDO T GATE R TWTD,
72 ZIET X)) OBIN < A7 FOHRE AR TH 5 5%, b HEY 72 88 % [ B
PER ] WZIED B 2 EnRICEE L Wz Bb 312w s i v, AlOELD F725k0
Thbo WTFNIZE L, FTA MWZRITADH & 2oL, HAMAIEFL w5
DTE RV ZHIEITHELRVDTH b,

F72, BEEEHBO 7O —NNUEE NS U AF T aFIMER RAZ ERLCKRT A M
T o TWDAH, & LA 1990 DO RO b HOM/z D IZLTwizsh, &
DEHZHHL, EOX I IZEH L 7223502 % B0 IRITF U 72 % BUA D HIfF
O FERZA ), TNED, BUHENLBM AT L2725 b

20 WA OHE #AEEL A — A KT MONHEFEFEHTHZ L1, FHBAY
REHROALLT, BIRNLEEXRTLAET LD TH D,
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“Culture” and “Civilization” in the Thought of Leslie A. White :
The Universal History of Evolution and Revolution

NUMAZAKI Ichiro

The purpose of this paper is to illuminate Leslie A. White’s conception of “culture” and “civili-
zation” by examining his theory of evolution and revolution that transformed primitive culture into
civilization.

White’s conception of “culture,” based primarily on his notions of symbol and energy, shows
two major characteristics. The first is its mechanistic nature. He conceives culture as an extra-
somatic, autonomous thermodynamic system that functions independently of human will, which in
the course of development therefore cannot be controlled by human-beings living in or out of that
culture. I call this the mechanistic conception of culture. The second is White’s view that culture
consists of real things and events that take place in the external world outside of the minds of scien-
tific observers. 1 call this the realist conception of culture, which stands in sharp opposition to
more nominalistic views of culture held by many anthropologists in white’s time who conceived cul-
ture as some kind of abstraction.

White’s theory of cultural evolution can be regarded as a direct successor to that of Lewis
Henry Morgan. Many arguments advanced in White’s The Evolution of Culture actually in fact con-
firm, with some modifications, major theses presented by Morgan in Ancient Society. White pro-
vides materialistic and energy-centered explanation, for example, for the Morgan’s contrast of
societas and civitas and for the transition from classificatory to descriptive system of kinship.

White’s view of civilization after the Agricultural Revolution is indeed negative and critical.
He laments the loss of liberty, equality and fraternity that characterized primitive culture in general,
and points to the increased class antagonism, exploitation, and impoverishment of the masses in
civilization. He, as a socialist, initially foresaw a possibility of future revolution that may transform
unequal and unjust civilization into a new order of more liberal, egalitarian and fraternal nature.
But shortly before his death, his mechanistic conception of culture and his observation of contempo-
rary events forced him to abandon such a hope and he came to conclude that the present civilization,
if it runs its course, may be doomed.

White’s place in the history of American anthropology is between Morgan before him and
Elman Service and other neo-evolutionists after him. White’s view of primitive culture and civili-
zation has a striking resemblance to that of his contemporary, Robert Redfield, though their pros-
pects for the future of civilization sharply differed.
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