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Analysis on the Controlling of Imperial E xam ination on Social Systan

Feng Jianmin
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Abstract Inperial Exan inaton was founded in the Surtang dynasty perfected n the Song

yuan dynasty prospered n theM ng-chng dynasty and abolished n the end of Q ing dynasty It had

lasted formore than one thousand years and dom inated the center of politcal actwities and social

actwvities of ancient China Inperial Exan nation which is an exan inatbn system am ng to select

naton-govern ng falents has long histories perfect setups and stable pattems The systan, with

powerful socml functions touched every comer of the society and had a controllng inpacton feudal

political system, educational system and etijuette & cistan systen.
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