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Distinguishing
past globalizations

Justin Jennings

Introduction

Today's globalization is a ‘very modern phenomenon’ (O'Routke and Williamson 2002: 47),
developed over the past 500 years via an unparalleled surge in the distance, scale, and speed of
interregional interactions. Yet people have always interacted across distances, and these interac-
tions, with many peaks and valleys, have increased in intensity over the course of human history
{(Wenke and Olszewski 2006). With this in mind, there has been increasing interest over the
hast decade in relaung our era of contemporary globalization to earlier periods of intense long-
distance interaction and culture change (c.g. Steger 2003; LaBianca and Amold Scham 2006;
Morley 2007; Modos 2010; Stearns 2010; De Angelis 2013). The scholars doing this research,
many of whom are contributors to this volume, join me in recognizing that there are many
features that make our current era umque, but nonetheless argue against the idea of modernity as
a totalizing rupture with the past (Goody 2006). Globalization, we suggest, can be traced much
further back in tume.

Yet is globalization ~ a notoriously slippery word to define (Flochschild 2006: 40) — best
seen as an unending process or one that has occurred multiple tmes in the past (Figure 1.2.1)?
Many argue that there has been only one single trend towards increasing globalization in human
history. The world, following this perspective, has been slowly globalizing in fits and starts
over thousands of years (e.g. Frank 1993; Clark 1997; Nederveen Pieterse 2004; Chanda 2007;
McNeil 2008). A second, perhaps smaller, group argues that globalization has occurred repeat-
edly in the past. These scholars — often drawing inspiranon from world systems research {e.g.
Chase-Dunn and Hall 1991, 1997; Kardulias 1999; Hall er al. 2011) - suggest a more cyclical
process in history within which bursts of interregional interaction were followed by balkaniza-
tion. My work, while failing within this second group (Jennings 2010, 2011, 2014), stresses that
not all of these bursts of interaction should be considered as carlier globalizations.

To make a compelling argument for multiple globalizations, one must confront the difficult,
and thus far largely neglected, problem of clearly distingwshing what was and what was not a
period of prior globahization. In the bricfspace allotted, 1 would hike to discuss the ways that archae-
ologists might identify carhier globalizations, and then provide two case studies of broad stylistic
horizons ~ Chavin in the Andes and Hopewell in the North American mid-continent — that
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Figure 1.2.1 Different conceptions of globalization in world history as (a) uniquely modern
phenomenon, (b) long-term historical trend, and (c) repeated phenomenon

were precipitated by the flow of ideas, goods, and people across wide regions. The Chavin and
Hopewell horizons were both transformative, but [ will argue that only the Chavin horizon meets
widely held eriteria for a period of globalization.

Following John Tomlinson (1999: 2), I define globalization here as complex connectivity,
a condition created by a dense network of intense nteractions and interdependencies becween
disparate people brought together through the long-distance flow of goods, ideas, and individuals.
Towmlinson, echoing other scholars, enumerates a number of cultural changes associated with
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Justin Jennings

complex connecuvity, and [argue that we can use the existence of these same changes during
carlier penods of heightened long-distance interaction to determine if an earier era achieved
complex connecuvity, and thus globalization (see Jennings 201 1).

The cultural consequences of globalization

[dentifying carhier penods of globalization, especially when dealing with regions before wnung
and recorduye systems were introduced, s problenmatie since strict quantitative approaches
often flounder on the shoals of scattershot coverage and differential archacological preservation.
Tracking long-distance trade, for example, 15 2 daunting sk when much of dus trade was in
perishable materials, and many of the goods moved within informal channels (e.g. Fanks and
Linduff 2009; Smith 2010}, Ancient DNA, isotope analyses, and other new techniques can be
used to reconstruct connecuons, but they sull provide only a shadowy glimpse into the pace and
volume of earlier human — as well as plant and animal - migrations {Lalucza-Fox er of, 2004;
Knudson 2008; Schlumbaum et al. 2008), We can thus readily identify if people, flora, fauna,
and objects were moving across the landscape in the past, yee it is virually impossible to come
up with the kinds of more precise data used to create commodity price indices, terms of trade,
and the vanety of other measures that econontists and other scholars use to track patterns 1 glo-
balization today (e.g. Chase-Dunn et al. 2000; Kurdle 2004; O'Rourke and Williamson 2002).

I argue that a more fruitful means of identifying carlier eras of globalizauon s by dem-
onstrating a correlation between the increased flow of products and people and evidence for
the array of cultural changes that are commonly associated with globalization. These culture
changes, although perhaps more subjectively determined, are usually archacologically visible
and in aggregate provide a clearer sense than numbers of how surging interactions can impact
the daily lives of far-flung groups. Drawing on the globalization of culture approach (Sklair
2006), one can identify eight closcly related trends that occur in contemporary globalization.
These overlapping trends, spurred by complex conncctivity, create a global culeure - all should
be present for a peniod to be considered an era of globalization,

The first of the trends associated with globalization is time=space compression, an acceleration of
long-distance economic, political, and social processes that shrinks one’s experience of space and
tme (Harvey 1989). The world therefore feels smaller with tme-space compression, and com-
plex connectivity between groups means that changes in one place can have swift rmifications
acrass a broad region. The internet, of course, springs to mind when we think of today’s simaller
world, as does the hardships il as a result of the latest financial meltdown. Yee, the meroduction
of a new pack aniul or the extension of a recording system has also led to significant tme-space
compression in earlier periods (e.g. Algaze 2008; Possehl 2007).

The second trend seen in globahzation is deserritorialization, the sense that a place seems only
tenuously connected to its local, geographically-fixed, context (Appadurai 1990; Giddens 1990).
Linked to the 1dea of ume-space compression, deterritonalization oceurs as a result of foreign
mfluences on a plethora of local practices, Cities like Mumbai or Sio Paulo therefore become
more cosmopolitan and one result 15 that some residents can have more in common with people
living thousands of kilometres away than they do with both their immediate ancestors and those
living just outside of the city. Ancient deternitorialization is perhaps most easily seen in the lugh
percentage and wide range of imported styles found in the material assemblages of sites during
certain penods i the Mediterranean (see Pars VI and IX, this volume),

The thurd trend, standurdization, oceurs as people mvigate ways to bridge geographie and
cultural boundaries. A commion way of envisioning the world 15 needed in order to facilicate
long-distance mteractions and o make the actions of all parties i a transaction comprehensible
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Distinguishing past globalizations

(Anderson 1991; Wilk 1995). Universal standards of mcasurements, like Greenwich Mean Time
or the metric system, are the most obvious examples of standardization in modern globalization,
put there are also myriad ways in which people begin to share a broad set of ideas about how the
wortld works through television, movies, and other media. Sundardization can be seen in the
ancient world through the spread of pidgin languages and the adoption of ideologically charged
motifs into local asscrublages (e.g. Pauketar 2004; Heggarty 2008).

Unevenness 1s the fourth trend in globalization. [nterregional interaction nerworks are not
geographically ubiquitous, and there can be considerable power differentials between regions
(Wallerstemn 1979; Wolf 1982; Harvey 1989Y). Today's rising powers like China manage o
dominate many exchange relationshups, while other places hike Haiti remain isolated. Bollywood
enjoys global influence: the Imnan film industry does not. Unevenness also occurs in the
ancient world, where aiues hke Teouhuacan enjoyed much wider influence than other sites of
its ¢ra and there was considerable patchiness in the spread of stylistic horizons (Cowgll 1997;
Rothman 2001a},

Homogenization, he fifth wend, s perhaps the most discussed hallmark of global enleure
(Thompson 1995; Tomlinson 1999). As flows of ideas, objects, and people increase, a degree
of cultural homogenization occurs as mdviduals come o rely on a similar suite of practices and
products. Homogemzanon can be seen in the spread of brands like McDonalds, as well as in global
changes n attitudes towards violenee, beauty, and sickness. Homogenization breaks down cultural
barriers buc it 1s importanc to underhine that such flows between cultures always involve, ‘interpre-
tation, transtation, mutation, adaptation, and “indigenization™ as the receiving culture brings its
own cultural resources to bear, in dialectical fashion, upon “cultural imports™ (Tomlinson 1999:
84). Homogenization can be seen in the ancient world when previously distinct groups begin to
build their homes or distnbute food in the same manner {e.g. Alt 2001; Nissen 1988),

The sixth trend in globalization, cdeurel heterogeneity, occurs because cultural vararion acty-
ally increases during these periods, despite some homogenization. Contemporary globalization
15 not the same as Westermizauon, but rather is a blend of foreign elements from throughout
the network that are then indigenized into local settungs (Friedman 1999, Gupta and Ferguson
2002). The parucalar blending of outside influences s therefore unique from one plice to the
next and constandy shifting as new ideas and products are introduced while others lose favour,
Yoga gets reinterpreted i California studios, and hamburgers do not look quite the same in
Japan. Cultural heterogeneity can be perhaps best seen in the ancient world in the differences in
ceranue assemblages across stylistic honzons. One group may mix motifs from two foreign styles
on local cups, while snother recains traditional forms wihile changing the colours of slips (e.g.
Clark and Pye 2006; Yépez Alvarez and Jennings 2012).

Re-embedding of local culture, the seventh wend seen in globakization, is caused by those who
reace to global flows of ideas, objects, and people by attemipting to reassert local traditions. These
traditions, sometimes invented if not recast, are often presented as a counterweight to ground
communities that are in the throes of rapid culture ¢hange (Hobsbawm and Ranger 1983; Green
2002}, The Académie frangaise strives to maintain the punty of the French language in the face
of neologisms, and there has been a surge in youth engagement programmies among Canadian
First Peoples as elders seck to pass on traditional knowledge to the next generation, The re-
embedding of local cukture is the most tricky of these trends to document archacologically, since
1tcan often be difficult to tell if outside influences were rare or absent in a location because they
were rejected by a group or because these influcnces were minimal. Yet, re-embedding in the
past was likely occurring when we can see increasing rates of interaction pared with reassertions
of previous funerary traditions, settlement organization, and other practices {¢.g. Nassaney 2001;
Rothnan 2001b: Bélisle and Covery 2014,
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The final rend 15 euilnerabiliey, Complex connectivity leads to interdependence because of
the numerous, deeply embedded connections between vanous groups. Events — the Russian
amexation of Crimea or looding in the Philippines — have widespread reverberations across
the network, and heighten awareness of globalizanon's nisks (Beck 1992; Eriksen 2007). Despie
ssues of chronological conrrol, vulnerabihty can be best demonstrated in the past through the
collapse of mteracton networks 1 the ancient world. When importank centres like Rome or
Knossos falter, 0 more globahized exchange system will tend to break apart into siwaller, more
manageable, ones (Knappett er ol 2011 Sommer 2013),

Non-local connections are commonplace throughout lustory, and these connections are
often associated with some of the same kinds of cultural changes that are seen with contem-
porary globalization because these flows also brdge geograplue, historical, and socictal divides
{e.g. Abu-Lughod 1989; Gordon 1992, Wolf 19%2: Gupra and Ferguson 20021 Yet 1 argue
that not all penods of surging long-distance interaction should be seen as globalization cras — n
many cases the particular nodes and links 0 the meerregional exchange network did not come
together to acheve complex connectivity - since the eight trends seen in modern wlobalization
cannot be documented m some cases, For stance, the Chavin horizon is an examiple of an e
of globahzation; the Hopewell honzon 1s not.

Chavin and the Early Horizon

Beginmng in the 19205, Julio C. Tello advanced an argument for an Andean mother culoure
that diffused out of the site of Chavin de Hudntar to encompass a region of the Andes strecching
from Ecuador to Argentna (1948). Tello’s argument regarding the dming, extent, and mature
of Chavin's imfluence proved incorrect, but scholars nonetheless now recogmze that Chavin de
Huintar was an unportane rieual and urban centre in the mterregional interaction network chat
created the Early Hortizon Peniod (800-300 80) (Burger 1992, 2008; Rick 2008: Rick ef al.
2010) (Frgure 1.2.2). Long-chstance exchange surged during this period, and there was 1 wide
sharing of technology, foodstutfs, and iconography. All cight of our cultural trends also occurred
duning the Early Horizon = Chavin is therefore an example of ancient globalization.

Chavin de Huantar, located in the sierra of northemn Peru, was home at the end of the first
mullennum see o a few hundred people clustered around a small temple complex {Burger
1992; Kembel 2008}, The site would grow tenfold between 800 and 500 acr, and the tenple
radically expanded during this tine o mclude sunken paios, platforms, and underground wal
lenies {Rack 2008). The meteoric growth of Chavin can be correlated with the expansion of
temple centres in both the sierra and on the coast of Peru, where residents seeimed to have
shared an underlying costuology (Figure 1.2.3). Chavin de Hudntar was a particularly cosmo
pohtan place during this period of intensifyimg interaction. attracting visttors from hundreds of
kilometres away to participate in feasts, watch processions, and leave offerings (Druc 2004: Druc
eral. 20010; Rack 2008),

The leaders of Chavin de Huintar, hke those in other Early Horzon centees, sought
mstitutionakize the period’s growing diferences in wealth, privilege, and power {Burger 1992,
Kembel and Rick 2004; Rick 2005), They did so by arguing that they were different — sonichow
closer to the gods — through performances, iconography, and, most mportandly for our pur-
poses, long-distance connections. Chavin’s leaders helped 1o radically expand the use of lumas
lor long-tistance exchange (Burger 1992); and new trade connecoons resulted m an unprec-
edented increase in the low of obsidian, cnnabar, marine shells, and other goods to Chavin,
as well as o other centres (Contreras 201 1), Chavin's previous connections had heen with
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imporiant Centres in Nepefia chose to produce a material culture that was often conspicuously
lljf['ercnt from that being developed at Chavin de Huantar {Chicoine 2006, 2011).

Chmnological uncertainties at Chavin de Hudntar, as well as at other centres, make it dif-
Geult to pin down the exact scale of the site’s impact on Early Horizon interactions (Burger
2008; Kembel 2008; Rick 2008; Rick er al. 2010). Yer at the very least, Chavin was a primus
infer pares aNONE Centres engaged in a wide ranging exchange of ideas, products, and individuals

embel and Rick 2004). The eight cultural trends that oceur during periods of globalization
can be found during the Early Horizon. Tune—space compression, for example, can be seen n
the increased emphasis on long-range llama carvanning. Geographic boundaries were eroded
by these caravans = this 15 most easily seen in the spike in both the distance and volume of the
obsidian trade (Burger and Glascock 2009) = and deterritonialization occurred in some places as
people adopted a Chavin-mspured way of life that departed significantly from earhier practices.

The other globalization trends that were identified carlier in this chaprer also appear to have
beea present in Early Horizon Peru. We see homogenization in terms of the spread of Chavin
motifs and underlying cosmology, but there is also considerable cultural heterogeneity in how
these motifs were incorporated mto the ceramies and friezes of different sites. Standardization
is evidenced by the ‘specific relizious experiences generated by similar ceremonies” ar widely
scp.lramd locales (Matswmoto 2012: 757); unevenness can be seen in those places in between
where the ives of hunter-gacherers and siall-scale horticulturalists changed kittle, even as long-
distance caravans moved through their territory. Re-embedding of local cultures is manifest
in Nepeiia and other well-connected valleys ke Cajamarca, where people chose to maintamn
Joeal traditions scemingly to voice their opposition to introduced Chavin ideas. Vulnerabilicy
can be seen it the end of the Early Horizon, as Chavin de Hudnwr and other centres went into
a precipitous decline at around the same time when violence increased, long-distance trade
plummeted, and the Chavin horizon was replaced by ‘a plethora of distinctive local styles’
(Burger 1992: 228),

The Hopewell Interaction Sphere

In 1964, Joseph Caldwell and Stuart Struever coined the term ‘Hopewell Interaction Sphere’
m independent publications to draw atention to the circulation of ideas, raw materials, and,
1o a much lesser extent, artefacts that linked together groups living in a wide region of eastern
North America during the Middle Woodiand Period (150 sei- 430 c). These long-distance
links, when combined with limised migrations {(Bolmck and Smith 2007), are still widely seen
as constitutive = creating an identifiable, if very loosely defined, Hopewell tradition that was
reatfirmed through rituals and other activities that took place in and around burial mounds and
geometric earthworks (Carr and Case 2006; Charles and Buikstra 2006: Abrams 2009). The
specitic mechanisms that connected people with each other, unclear during Struever's day, are
only now coming into sharper focus (Carr 2006a), allowing us for the first tme to evaluate if
Hopewell can be classified as an cra of globalization.

Families during the Middle Woodland Period lived 1 many small, dispersed farmsteads chat
depended on hunting, githering, and horticuleure for subsistence (Pacheco and Dancy 2006;
Yerkes 2006; Pacheco 2010), They periodically came together into larger groups at ritually
charged locations where individuals buried their dead, made offerings, and built monumental
carthworks (Figure 1.2.4), Some of these locations were of only local fmportance, but other
sites scem to have repeatedly drawn people together from across broader regions (Bernardini
2004; Carr 2006b). The largest of these gatherings may have involved world renewal rituals that
assembled community leaders from hundreds of kilometres away (Carr ef al. 2006; Byers 2011).
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Distinguishing past globalizations

The people that came to these ritual centres stayed for a few days, building temporary housing,
and, based on the debris lefe behind in these contexts, spending mmuch of their time feasting and
mam,ﬁ,cturing offerings from cxotic materials (Burks and Pederson 2006; Abrahms 2009). The
Huriﬂ] mounds were tevisited to commemorate the dead, but many of cthe earthworks were
one-offs, where ‘the act of creating something was the eritical event’ (Bernardini 2004: 350-51),
Hopewell mounds sometimes contatned a bewildering range of material that seems to have
been used to signal lacal, regronal, and mterregional connections (Seeman 1979, 1995). Some of
the far away iters like Yellowstone obsidian may have been obrained in a harrowing, once-in-
a-lifetime Journey across the continent, while other objects like bear’s teeth and pearls may have
;uggestcd familiariry with the dangerous or unknown (DeBoer 2004), The mounds also often
contained a mixture of nominally pan-Hopewell artefacts ~ copper celss, carspools, figurines,
panpipes, and platform pipes — that shared some features, but stylistic and compositional analysis
suggest the existence of an array of related regronal eraditions with Jitdle long-distance exchange
of these objects and often direct procurement of raw materials by each group (Bernadini and
Carr 2006; Kellar and Carr 2006; Ruby and Shriner 2006; Ruhl 2006; Turff and Carr 2006).
These data suggest that the people that came into a ceremonial site vsually assembled their
own raw materials and then used them to create a collection of Hopewell material that was
broadly similar across the mid-continent bur vaned significantly from one place to the next in
style and funcuon. Hopewell was thus a coliection of loosely linked societies that shared ‘some
very basic, shired philosophical-rehigious concepts” (Carr 2006b: 619), Most of these concepts
predute the Middle Woodland Period, with the Hopewell styles being a widely accepted means
through which these concepts could be matenahized. The upwelling of long-distance inter-
action at this time ¢an be hoked to the increase in the seale of mortuary mounds and earth-
: works that drew together much larger groups of people when compared to the previous Early
amy i .' Woodland Peniod.

Figure 1.2.5 Human effigy excavated from one of the altar deposits in Mound 25 of the
Hopewell site. The figure may represent a shamanic leader (source: Moorehead
1922: 169)
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The leaders thae orgzanized activities at otual centres did so in different ways (Coon 20091,
though building from 1 shared shamanic world-view that used altered states of consciousness to
visit distant and supernatural realos (Brown 2006: Romain 2009). Many of the items found n
the richest Hopewell burials may have belonged o elaborate costumes bedecked with symbols
of the slaman's power {(Figure 1.2.5). The exotica spoke of distant lands, the jingle and sparkle
of metal and beads simulated thghe, and the imagery emphasized the importance of human/
animal transformuations and the structure of the cosmos {DeBoer 2004).

Shamans made ‘the extraordinary palpable’ for the rest of society (DeBoer 2004: 101), and
these individuals and their retinue may have occasionally cravelled o both distant resource argas
and other ritual centres in the pursuit of sacred knowledge (Carr 2006b). Partcular centres likely
grew in prestige based on the perceived powers of their shamanic leaders, and then these sites
would decline in importance soon after their deaths. Two particularly influential leaders were
buried at the eponymously named site of Hopewell in Ohio with 62 small copper celes that
were likely brought by dozens of leaders from other ritual centres who travelled o the site to say
goodbye (Bernardini and Carr 2006: 641—42). Trips like these would have been instrumental
in diffusing the corpus of Hopewell tmagery and practices. Shamans returned with new knowi-
edge, and then they re-imagined this knowledge to meet local contexts.

The Hopewell phenomena connected groups together from across a wide region of North
America. Some goods travelled more than 15,000 kilometres across geographic and hnguisac
barriers; people walked and rode canoes for days to build carthworks, dance, and feast with
strangers (Bernardim 2004). With these mteractions, we see the pale echoes of globalizacon in
the tension between stylistic homogeneity and heterogeneity and the attenipts to re-cmbed focal
traditions, Yet, there was no creation of global culture. Instead, Hopewell nught best be con-
sidered as composed of a series of discrete, often competing, interaction spheres that were Largely
local in their focus (Pacheco and Dancy 2006). The shamanic leaders ac the heart of these spheres
were often in contact with cach other, but they tended o ace independently. Each group sought
thetr own exotica, and each took pains to tnake their particular varety of Hopewell palatable to
constituents that were largely divorced from the nud-continent’s more distant linkages.

There are few indications in Hopewell of the byproducts of complex connectivity. Lirte
stndardization can be seen; there is limited homogenciry, and even less deternitonializacion, vul-
nerability, and time-space compression. Complex connectivity failed to occur largely because
a fundamental aspect of Hopewell cosmology was about engaging with the faraway and the
unknown. Leaders therefore often actively avorded, or even resisted, the globahzing tendencies
of long-distance interaction. The Journey to an obsidian source in the Rocky Mountains, for
example, was just as important as the maceral iself, and therefore there was little incentive for
developing down-the-line exchange mechanisms - the power of obsidtan was based in large
part on its scarcity. The ammival of foreigners added cachet to a funeral because they looked and
acted so foreign. Since the barriers to commumnication beeween groups were ineegral to shamanic
positions, there was an ongoing desire to accentuate differences even as the more ifluential
centres were mcreasingly bndging these divides on 2 more regional scale (e.g. Seeman 1995; Fie
2006). The end of Hopewell, at least in part, can probably be inked to the limited homogeneity
and standardization that occurred despite these barmers. Shamanic power declined as the wider
world became more familiar,

Long-distance interaction and globalization

People, ideas, and products have flowed across vast areas throughout much of human listory
(McNeal 2008). These Hows have all been globahzing m that they seem to lead mevitably
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Distinguishing past globalizations

powards & sinfar suite of cultural changes as people negouared their relutionships with the out-
side world. Fant reminders of our contemporary mterconnected world can thus be seen in the
similanties of Venus figurines across Paleolithic Europe or in the first South Asian bead found
in the settlements of West Africa. Yer treating the past as just an undiffierenciated prologue to
contenporary globalization risks obscuring the deeper rhythms of history (Marcus 1998).
The level of long-distance interaction across regions has nsen and fallen aver the centuries (see
Figure 1.2.1). Of the more intense periods of bteraction, some — but significantly, far from
all - meet the same cultural criteria used by scholars o distinguish our contemporary era of glo-
pahization (Sklair 2006; Ericksen 2007). [ argue that only those pedods that meet these critena
should be considered carlier globalizations (Jenmngs 2010, 2011).

As the budding sub-field of archacological network analysis is demonstrating (Knappete 2013,
this volume], all interaction networks were not the same. Differences in number, depth, and
kind within the linkages connecting people imactered, and only in some cases were long-distance
relanonships profound enough to create the complex connectviey that leads to the fonmatton
of a global culture. Some of the specific linkages within the Hopewell and Chavin spheres can
be accurately traced through materal and stylisue analyses, bue, at least for now, the existence
of complex connectivity — and hence globalizanon - can be gauged most efiectively through
monitornig the ways in which people changed their behaviours during these periods as they
became ncreasmgly entangled widh the Odher {i.e. Hodder 2012; Dieder 2010).

The Hopewell and Chavin examgples, like many of the other, more fully rendered case studies
discussed  this volume, demonstrate the dual homogenizing/heterogenizing impulse common
to nteractons that transgress culenral and geographie boundaries. Yet in the case of Hopewell,
the people that enjoyed the most eross-cultural hokages = the shamanic leaders of the various
moundds — were dedicated to Himiting these linkages m order to better uaineain the mystuque of
therr posinons (Carr 2006b). Chavin de Hudnor and other Early Horizon wemple centees were
in some ways similar to Hopewell complexes in that they were pilgrimage sites whose leaders
suggested privileged access 1o the sacred and exotic. Yer, Chavin centres were more ourward
fcing — exotica found its way into more homes, as did new ways of making textiles, forging
metals, and eatng meals (Burger 1992). The leaders of Chavin de Huidntar either allowed, or
perhaps more accurately were unable to curb, aceelerating entanglements with a far-flung net-
work of ideas, objects, and people. Hopewell leaders were able o effectively short-circuic the
movement towands globalization by restricring access to exotic goods and knowledge. This was
notthe case with Clavin, and the incorporation of a wide group of people in Early Horizon
interaction neeworks nade globalization possible,
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