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What is Civilization?
Discussion of Childe’s Characteristics of Civilization
	Civilization is an idea that doesn’t have a definition. Civilization is generally considered to be the stage in a society where it is most advanced, but that doesn’t say much about civilization either. Civilization cannot truly be defined or described, as it is a social construct, an idea created by humans that is too general to have a good meaning. Archaeologist Gordon Childe tried to understand what makes civilization in his life, he created 12 criteria for a civilization to have. To be clear, this is not necessary for every society to be considered a civilization, but 12 criteria that most civilizations have met. Two points which are being discussed are the existence of a system of recording information and a dominant and permanent state structure. These shall be examined through comparing two of the oldest civilizations, Ancient Egypt and Ancient China. 
	The systems for recording information in Ancient Egypt and China are quite similar to each other. Both places famously used a pictographic form of written language, using symbols that portray objects or ideas instead of alphabets that make up sounds to spell out words. But besides that, both Egypt and China have used a system of scribes connected with the government to record information of the goings on of the state and daily life. A scribe is a professional copyist and recordkeeper found typically before printing was invented. In Egypt, there was a uniform practice of writing throughout the country explored in the book Looking Beyond the Text. A text believed to be composed around the time of the Early New Kingdom titles The Instruction of a Man to his Son, has excerpts that can be found separate around Egypt. Excerpts can point to the idea that this is an institutionalized text, as copies of passages require a larger, more centralized version: a “canon” [2]. Institutionalization is becoming embedded into the culture and systems of a people. This proved that Ancient Egypt had a large writing culture long before the New Kingdom and that system of scribes was keeping the text centralized for a long period of time. Another aspect of scribal culture talked about is “a widespread imposed or expected scribal curriculum from the top of Egypt’s administration” [2]. This implies the existence of a standard scribal education, where a curriculum is focused on or taught by the current government’s administration. The focus of the government of educating scribes cements the importance of scribes and their system of writing. This could be used to create copies of texts or write down court practices. A similar system was also found in Ancient China. In China, the king was said to go to allied towns to preform rituals for things along the lines of bountiful harvest or rains. Analysis of texts show that names of the scribes recording these rituals and customs were repeating in several regions, which leads to the belief that they followed the king around the nation to multiple regions [3]. These instances help prove the idea that some of the officials Chinese kings were being followed around by were scribes. This process was done to detail the practices of the kingdom and standardize the culture. Eventually due to this, China’s rituals would be eventually entirely bureaucratized. Although Egypt and China have different uses for their scribes, one to copy texts and the other to record the customs of regions, both of the faraway Ancient Civilizations used the profession of the scribe to perform functions within their societies’ systems of writing and recording information. 
Body Paragraph 2: 
	Examining the permanence of a stage organisation of ancient civilizations is a very tricky task, as they often span centuries of death and subtle power changes. This begs the question about how radical a change is needed to be deemed a deviation of the flow. Two figures that have undeniably tried to change the state organization in place in these societies were Akhenaten of the Eighteenth Dynasty in Egypt and Wang Mang of the Xin Dynasty in Ancient China. Born Amenhotep IV, he later changed his name to Akhenaten. He then attempted to create a new capitol city on the east bank of the Nile, called Akhetaten. This was a grand shift from the norm, as it was removing the Pharoah, a divine figure, from Thebes, the divine capitol. This was at the same time as an attempt to change the entire society’s religion to a monotheistic one, following Amun. This attempt was not long lasting, as soon after his death, under his son Tutankhamen’s reign, the capitol was moved back to Thebes, and the status quo was brought back to order. Amun and Amenhotep were stricken from nearly every record of which they were mentioned [4]. The permanency of state organization was proved by this incident, as a famous attempt of change on a large scale was put down immediately when given the chance. A withdrawal from change and return to original culture and organizational practice shows how dominant and permanent the state was in Ancient Egypt. In comparison, the Chinese story of Wang Mang performed just as terribly. Wang Mang was put on the throne supposedly by the spirit of the first Han Emperor himself. Wang Mang implemented many changes, such as confiscating large private estates and banning the buying and selling of land. Wang Mang’s policy’s were not loved by many, he changed place names, confusing the people, and introduced economic reforms hated by nobles, such as the banning of private property and slave. He repealed every single reform and law he had done before he was killed by rebels, and the status quo was returned. Even though these changes seem great from a modern perspective, it went greatly against the societal and governmental norm of the time and was therefore put down. This further demonstrates the dominance and permanence of the Chinese government in it’s ability to quell all potential change to society. Both Wang Mang and Akhenaten had revolutionary ideas to change state practices and societal beliefs, but were put down to return the society to the norm. 
	Egypt and China were extremely complex civilizations, so only discussing two of the twelve points does not demonstrate the depth of these places. If written systems to record information are so similar between faraway civilizations, then that point by Childe must hold some merit and shows that civilizations need recorded information to stay connected and intact. The control over the status quo and the permanence of the state organizations putting down attempts of largescale change show that civilization is at a state of unchanging for most of it’s existence. Childe definitely was on the right track with his theory, and because of him we are one step closer to knowing what is civilization. 
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