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The Manchu Way seeks to inform the reader about two distinct ideas, one being the basis of the other. The first is that the book as a study of the Eight Banner Armies, one of the two armies of Late Imperial China. The other is to dive deep into the institutions of the banners and question the individual ethnic identities of banners and how it changes historical perspectives. Elliot while almost exclusively referring the Eight Banners divides the book itself into subjects that transcend further than just the military[footnoteRef:1]. Instead at times he discusses identity rather than mixed within the realms of military history.  [1:  M. Elliot, The Manchu Way, (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2001), p. 23. ] 

Elliot's thesis heavily draws upon concepts that are usually associated with cultural history[footnoteRef:2]. There is an analysis of the use of Garrisons and how their architecture and administration developed by the ethnic background of its occupiers[footnoteRef:3]. Also, as extension segregation is brought to the attention of the reader and its use to perpetuate the image of the legitimacy of the Ching dynasty[footnoteRef:4]. One of the arguments that are unquestionably aggressively argued is that ethnic identity was regularly used as a means of social control by the state[footnoteRef:5].  [2:  Ibid., p. 26. ]  [3:  Ibid., p. 26. ]  [4:  Ibid., p. 27. ]  [5:  Ibid., p. 34. ] 

Underneath this façade of politics and military usage, there is a broader question that is asked, what was the ethnic identity of the banners? Elliot rather pointedly uses primary sources to look at the individual lifestyles of each of the ethnic groups that were recruited within the flags[footnoteRef:6]. It creates an image of diversity and cultural uniqueness. The reader is led to understand how each ethnic group was able to develop and to preserve their own unique culture while still being considered part of the identity of China, alongside the Chinese ethnicities[footnoteRef:7].  [6:  Ibid., p. 52. ]  [7:  Ibid., p. 112. ] 

It is also a question of as Elliot in the last quarter of his work demonstrates how the banners also permitted progression for the ethnicities who not necessary experience such a thing[footnoteRef:8]. The system allowed a type of meritocracy that would not typically be considered under an autocracy, let a Manchu monopoly on power. Through regular service, Bannerman could be appointed to positions of authority within the state government without needing to pass the Imperial Examination. Elliot uses this to finish and to conclude, as, despite the system on the outside looking like deliberate segregation, it permitted social advancement that could not be seen the west[footnoteRef:9]. His conclusion is quite simple that the question of identity is complicated, yet they can still be defined as part of the character of Imperial China[footnoteRef:10].      [8:  Ibid., p. 112.]  [9:  Ibid., p. 200. ]  [10:  Ibid., p. 359. ] 


 

