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THE XINIAN: AN ANCIENT HISTORICAL TEXT
FROM THE QINGHUA UNIVERSITY COLLECTION
OF BAMBOO BOOKS

Olivia Milburn*

Abstract

The Xinian or Annalistic History is one of an important collection of
ancient bamboo texts donated anonymously to Qinghua University
in 2008. The Xinian covers events from the history of the Western
Zhou dynasty (1045-771 B.C.E.), through the Spring and Autumn
Period (771—475 B.C.E.) and into the Warring States era (475221 B.C.E.).
Since the first publication of this manuscript in 2011, it has been the
subject of much research, though this has usually been focused on
the sections which have important parallels within the transmitted
tradition. This article proposes a new way of understanding the
Xinian, as a compilation produced from at least five source texts, and
provides a complete translation of the entire text. Furthermore,
although the contents of the Xinian are frequently at variance with
the transmitted tradition, in particular the account of events given in
the Zuozhuan, in some instances it may prove the more reliable
source. The Xinian also provides some information concerning the
history of the early Warring States era that helps to explain events in
this generally badly documented era.

Introduction

In 2006, in the final chapter of his study of the Zhushu jinian 77 & 4C4F
(Bamboo Annals) and other ancient Chinese historical writings,
Edward Shaughnessy suggested that it was only a matter of time
before some new textual discovery transformed our understanding of
ancient Chinese history: “We may see the day when the Bamboo
Annals or a text something like it, is rediscovered, not in a tomb, but
in the libraries of hardworking editors.”! As it has transpired, he was
quite correct, though this rediscovery has not come from reconstructing
the Zhushu jinian text (work which is still ongoing), but from the donation
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by an anonymous alumnus of a major collection of bamboo texts to
Qinghua University {&# K5 in 2008. The provenance of the Qinghua
group of texts (comprising more than 2,300 individual bamboo strips) is
not known, but they are thought to derive from a tomb robbery in either
Hubei or Hunan Province. One of these texts is the Xinian ¥4F, or
Annalistic History.? The Xinian covers events from the history of the
Western Zhou dynasty (1045—771 B.C.E.), through the Spring and Autumn
Period (771475 B.C.E.) and into the Warring States era (475—221 B.C.E.); the
most recent events recorded in this text concern the reign of King Dao
T (r. 400-378 B.C.E.).? This is compatible with the date obtained by
C™ analysis of one of the bamboo strips: 305 B.CE. +/— 30 years.
Although much of the material found in the Xinian records the history of
the Zhou confederacy, there is a significant focus on the kingdom of Chu.
This agrees with the supposed location of the tomb from which this text
was derived, within the borders of this ancient southern kingdom.

The Xinian consists of twenty-three individual pericopes written on 138
bamboo strips, each ranging from 44.6—45 cm in length. For the conveni-
ence of readers of the original manuscript, the number of each strip was
written on the back. However, there are two mistakes in the count:
number fifty-two is duplicated but number eighty-eight is missing; further-
more the final strip of the text, number 138, is not numbered. Most scholars
have simply followed the ordering of the text indicated by the Warring
States era numbering; however, Wang Liancheng TI#/{ has suggested
that this represents a post facto addition to the text and is not necessarily
correct.® In particular, he notes that pericopes one, three and four begin
with accounts of the events at the time of the founding of the Zhou

2. The original manuscript of the Xinian is untitled. The title was chosen specifically
by modern scholars working on the text to make a connection with the Zhushu jinian;
see Li Xueqin ZE5%#), ed., Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian 74 3 KB 7T (Vol.
2; Shanghai: Zhongxi, 2011), 135.

3. Ithaslongbeen understood that there are problems with the chronology given in
the Shiji 5250 (Records of the Grand Historian) for the early Warring States era kings of
Chu. This study will follow the corrected chronology given in Bai Guangqi H %5,
“You Qinghua jian Xinian dingzheng Zhanguo Chu nian” HJ5 % i ¥ 4F 5T 1E B 2
4 (http://www.bsm.org.cn/show_article .php?id=1659 [accessed on September 30,
2014]). An identical revised chronology is also given in Tao Jin Fij4>, “You Qinghua
jian Xinian tan Huanzi Meng Jiang hu xiangguan wenti” i % i 8 F R TE Tl 5
FHFFE  (http://www.gwz.fudan.edu.cn/ScrShow.asp?Src_ID=1785 [accessed on
September 30, 2014]).

4. See Li Xueqin, “Xinian chuban de zhongyao yiyi” ¥4F ik i1 5 2 & 28, Handan
xueyuan xuebao HEHREEBEEER 23 (2013), 15-16.

5. See Wang Liancheng Fi# ¥, “Jianyi Qinghua jian Xinian zhi bianlian yu ‘Zhou
wang wang jiuninan’ de lijie wenti” Vi 3 i L 4F 2 4 i BLR) T 0 LA R A ) R
(http://www jianbo.org/uploadfile/20120708.doc [accessed on September 30, 2014]).
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dynasty, while pericope two describes the collapse of the Western Zhou
dynasty in 771 B.C.E. Therefore, he suggests that the original order was dis-
turbed, and the mistake has been preserved in the modern transcription
thanks to the ancient numbering imposed on the text.

Classifying the Xinian

Unlike the Chungiu %K (Spring and Autumn Annals) and its commen-
taries, or indeed the Zhushu jinian, the Xinian is not an annalistic history
in the strict sense of the words. As has been pointed out by a number of
scholars, the name chosen for this text is a misnomer: each entry does
not start with a date, and the present ordering of the text is not complete-
ly chronological.® Although some scholars have persisted in attempting
to classify the Xinian as an annalistic history, this is rendered extremely
difficult by the range of dates covered by the text.” Within each
individual pericope, events that took place over the course of many
decades—or even centuries—are discussed together, with considerable
chronological overlap (see Table 1):

Although it has frequently been stated that the Xinian is a Chu histor-
ical text, much of the focus of the narrative is upon the changing and
developing relationship between Chu and Jin.® The internal evidence
of origin seems to be extremely problematic, given that some events
are dated according to the Jin calendar, and some according to the
Chu calendar. This dual focus has resulted in scholars suggesting that
the Xinian may be related to the Guoyu [ (Discourses of the States)
discovered with the Zhushu jinian—a text which has now been lost.”
This text is described in the Jinshu & (History of the Jin dynasty):
“A Guoyu in three chapters, describing the history of Chu and Jin” ([
Fh =W, 5 E90).10 It is certainly true that the second half of the text

6. See Chen Minzhen [ [R#H, “Xinian guzhi shuo: Qinghua jian Xinian xingzhi ji
xuanzuo beijing chuyi” BFFEHUERE I B EMEH L BT S 85, Handan xueyuan
xuebao 22.2 (2012), 49-50.

7. This point is made in Hou Wenxue 3%, Li Mingli Z#, “Qinghua jian
Xinian de xushi lili, hexin yu linian” &3 EFERIACFRHIZ 0B E, Huaxia
wenhua luntan FEE CALFRIE 8 (2012), 286-87.

8. Thisisextensively discussed in Hu Kai #]#, Chen Minzhen [ [;##, “Cong Qinghua
jian Xinian kan Jinguo de bangjiao: Yi Jin-Chu, Jin-Qin guanxi wei zhongxin” ¢ i #E fifj
RSB LA 4 B 22 W & &0, Handan xueyuan xuebao 22.2 (2012), 58-66.

9. See for example Liu Quanzhi #|4: &, “Lun Qinghua jian Xinian de xingzhi” i
HEPBAERIMEE, Zhongyuan wenwu F1 R 3L 2013.6, 43-50.

10. See Fang Xuanling J5 X #%, Jinshu 3 (Beijing: Zhonghua, 1974), 51:1433. As
noted by Chen Mengjia B4 5%, Xi-Zhou niandai kao: Liuguo jinian V& AR5 7SBl40
4F (Beijing: Zhonghua, 2005), 185, this text was probably different from the transmitted
Guoyu, since otherwise the nature of the contents would not need to be mentioned.
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Table 1. Dates of events recorded in the Xinian*

12.
13. 7
14.
15.%
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

21.

Date of First Event
Before 1045 B.C.E.

c. 1st year of King You of Zhou
(781 B.C.E.)
Conquest of Shang (1045 B.C.E.)

King Cheng of Zhou
(r. 1042/35-1006 B.C.E.)

Marriage of Lord Ai of Cai
(pre-684 B.C.E.)

Marriage of Lord Xian of Jin
(pre-684 B.C.E.)

4th year of Lord Wen of Jin
(633 B.C.E.)

7th year of Lord Wen of Jin
(630 B.C.E.)

Death of Lord Xiang of Jin
(621 B.C.E.)

Battle of Jinyin (620 B.C.E.)

8th year of King Mu of Chu
(617 B.C.E.)

14th year of King Zhuang of Chu
(600 B.C.E.)

17th year of King Zhuang of
Chu? (597 B.C.E.)

8th year of Lord Jing of Jin
(592 B.C.E.)

King Zhuang of Chu established
(613 B.C.E.)

7th year of King Gong of Chu

(584 B.C.E.)
1st year of Lord Ping of Jin

(547 B.C.E.)

12th year of Lord Ping of Jin
(534 B.C.E.)

Occupation of Chen and Cai
(534 B.CE.)

15th year of Lord Jing of Jin
(585 B.C.E.)

7th year of King Jian of Chu
(422 B.C.E.)

Date of Last Event

39th year of King Xuan of Zhou
(789 B.C.E.)

Reign of King Wen of Chu
(689—675 B.C.E.)

King Ping moves capital
(c. 770 B.C.E.)

State of Wei moves to Diqiu

(653 B.C.E.)
King Wen of Chu attacks Chen

(637 B.C.E.)
Qin and Jin attack Ruo (635 B.C.E.)

Covenant at Jiantu (632 B.C.E.)

Before Lord Mu of Qin’s death
(pre-621 B.C.E.)

Establishment of Lord Ling of Jin
(620 B.C.E.)

Battle of Hequ (614 B.C.E.)

Peace treaty between Chu and
Song (594 B.C.E.)

Death of Lord Cheng of Jin

(600 B.C.E.)
?

Lord Qing of Qi pays court to Jin
(588 B.C.E.)
King Zhao of Chu returns

(505 B.C.E.)
Death of Lord Li of Jin (573 B.C.E.)

Murder of Lord Zhuang of Qi

(549 B.C.E.)
Covenant at Xianquan (503 B.C.E.)

Moving Cai to Zhoulai (493 B.C.E.)

4th year of Lord You of Jin
(430 B.CE.)

8th year of King Jian of Chu
(421 B.C.E.)

Continued
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Table 1. Continued

Date of First Event Date of Last Event

22.  1st year of King Sheng of Chu  Prisoners presented to king

(404 B.C.E.) (401 B.C.E.)
23.  4th year of King Sheng of Chu  5th year of King Dao of Chu
(401 B.C.E.) (386 B.C.E.)

Note: * The pericope numbers marked with an asterisk are those which begin without
an explicit indication of dating; in these instances a date has been assessed from intern-
al evidence.

concentrates on the history of these two states, but it is premature to
associate the Xinian with an earlier textual discovery about which so
very little is known. Alternatively, a number of scholars researching
the Xinian have been drawn to the idea that this text represents a
précis produced within the Chu court, and just such a text is described
in the Shiji: “Duo Jiao was the tutor to King Wei of Chu, and since the
king was not able to comprehend the entire Chungiu [Zuozhuan], he
selected the most important events, forty pericopes in all, thus
forming the Duoshi wei (Highlights of Master Duo)” (S£HU%5 2 Ja -1,
FEARReFBUERK, KRB, 200 -5, %8 [K1%).1" For some scholars,
in spite of the different lengths recorded for this text, the Xinian is—if not
identical to the Duoshi wei—then at the very least closely related to it.}?
The wish to identify recently discovered bamboo texts with previously
recorded but lost ancient writings is extremely strong, and the Xinian is
not the only historical text to have been linked with the Duoshi wei. The
Zhengzi jia sang ¥ 72 (The Funeral of Zijia of Zheng), a text recount-
ing a single historical story concerning conflict between Jin and Chu, has
also been identified as deriving from the Duoshi wei.'3 Likewise, it has
been suggested that the badly damaged historical text excavated from
the late Warring States era tomb at Cili #4#] in Hunan Province in

11. Sima Qian 7] F53&, Shiji %25C (Beijing: Zhonghua, 1959), 14.510. The existence of
this text is further documented in the “Yiwen zhi X &E” (Treatise on Arts and
Literature), which mentions a Duoshi wei in three fascicles; see Ban Gu ¥t[#, Hanshu
#3 (Beijing: Zhonghua, 1962), 30:1713.

12. See for example Chen Wei [i{#, “Qinghua daxue cang zhushu Xinian de wen-
xianxue kaocha” i ¥ KL & BRI SCRREEH 58, Shilin Bk 2013.1, 48.

13. See Feng Shi #§8§, “Zhengzi jia sang yu Duoshi wei” ¥ 5 #5 BLE% [, Kaogu %
7 2012.2, 76-83. For the original publication of the Zhengzi jin sang, which is held in the
collection of the Shanghai Museum; see Chen Peifen B fil 55, “Zhengzi jia sang” %61 5
#2, in Ma Chengyuan J57&J5, ed., Shanghai bowuguan zang Zhanguo Chu zhushu 1§18
YeE B #2177 & (Vol. 7; Shanghai: Shanghai guji, 2008), 169-88.
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1987 is related to the Duoshi wei.'* The difficulties of reconciling these
attributions rests in the very brief description given of this book in
Han dynasty texts, coupled with the fact that number of fascicles and
other such bibliographical structuring remained fluid well into the
imperial era. In the case of the Xinian, a close connection with the
Duoshi wei is very unlikely, since it is not a précis of any known text.
However, this suggested classification does point to one of the major
features of the text. The Xinian is a very condensed source of information
about the history of the Zhou dynasty, focusing on events that led to sig-
nificant changes in the balance of power.

Rather than attempt a classification, some scholars have tried to group
the contents by theme. So far, all of these studies have agreed to divide
the contents of the Xinian into three main groups of material. Li Xueqin
2528 has proposed a chronological classification: pericopes one to four
concern the Western Zhou dynasty, recording events up until the capital
moved to the east in the time of King Ping (r. 770-720 B.C.E.); pericopes
five to nineteen describe events during the Spring and Autumn period;
pericopes twenty to twenty-three record Warring States era history.!®
Alternatively, Xu Zhaochang #Jt & and Qi Dandan #5#}#} have sug-
gested that pericope one represents an overview of the entire history
of the Western Zhou dynasty; pericopes two to five give a simple
account of the history of some of the more important states of the
Zhou confederacy; and pericopes six to twenty-three describe important
events in the history of the Eastern Zhou dynasty, with particular refer-
ence to the interaction between Chu and Jin.'® Meanwhile Yuri Pines has
suggested a tripartite division, based upon the presumed origin of the
textual material, with pericopes one to four forming a “Zhou” section;
pericopes six to ten, fourteen, seventeen, and twenty forming a “Jin”
section; and periscopes five, eleven to thirteen, fifteen to sixteen, nine-
teen, and twenty to twenty-three forming a “Chu” section. In addition,
pericope eighteen is described as a “Jin-Chu” section.!”

The form of the characters found in the Xinian is consistent with a
provenance from the kingdom of Chu; however, the same certainty

14. For the original proposition of this theory; see Zhang Zheng 3%$, “Hunan Cili
chutu Chujian neirong bianxi” W5 2] H 2 i A B H# T, Qiusuo KE 2007.6, 212—
13, 188). It is also discussed in some detail in Xia Dekao Ef#%E, “Lun Cili Chujian
de xingzhi” & 2&FI 48 (& (14 &, Kaili xueyuan xuebao Hl P EIR 29.2 (2011), 43-45.

15. See Li Xueqin, “Xinian chuban de zhongyao yiyi.”

16. See Xu Zhaochang #Jk &, Qi Dandan #/}/}, “Shilun Qinghua jian Xinian de
bianzuan tedian” FAzIE 2 & BE N4 ERFES, Gudai wenming AW 6.2 (2012),
60-66.

17. Yuri Pines, “Zhou History and Historiography: Introducing the Bamboo
Manuscript Xinian,” T'oung Pao 100.4-5 (2014), 294.
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does not pertain for the contents. Indeed, the vocabulary in use in the
Xinian (in particular some of the grammatical particles found in this
text) are not common in Warring States era writings from Chu. This
has led to Chen Minzhen [ [X$# raising the possibility that the text ori-
ginally derived—either in whole or in part—from elsewhere and the
Qinghua manuscript was simply a copy produced in Chu.'® I would
like to suggest that the Zhushu jinian here forms an instructive parallel.
Scholars working on this text have accepted that the Zhushu jinian is
derived from two source texts: one an annalistic history of the early dyn-
asties of Chinese history and the second an annalistic history of the state
of Jin, and subsequently the state of Wei.!” In spite of the manifest pro-
blems with attempting to classify the Xinian, and the difficulties caused
by the fact that this text uses two different calendars, there seems to have
been considerable reluctance to accept that it could be a compilation.?”
Here, I suggest that the Xinian manuscript should be considered as
the uniform product of a single hand, but where the contents derive
from five different source texts. One is a collection of accounts concern-
ing the late Western Zhou dynasty and the circumstances surrounding
the founding of the Eastern Zhou dynasty (A: pericopes 1—4). The
second source text is a selection of scandalous stories which have a par-
ticular importance for the history of the kingdom of Chu (B: pericopes 5
and 15). This text can be distinguished from Source Text D, which also
focuses on the history of Chu, by its lack of explicit dates. There is
also some overlap in material—the beginning of pericope twenty
repeats information from the end of pericope fifteen, suggesting again
that the Xinian was compiled from a variety of sources. Then there is
a group of closely-related stories concerning the history of the state of
Jin during the time of Lord Wen of Jin # 34 (r. 636628 B.C.E.) and
his successors (C: pericopes 6-10). This focuses on a very narrow
time-period of just over twenty years (636-614 B.C.E.), though the text

18. Chen Minzhen, “Xinian guzhi shuo,” 52-55. A related theory is proposed in
Zhu Xiaohai A&¥E#, “Lun Qinghua jian suowei Xinian de shuji xingzhi” & 3 i it
FHBE N E R R, Zhongzheng hanxue yanjiu FIEEEZHF T 2012.2, 40, who regards
this text as notes on events in the history of the Zhou dynasty, produced within the
kingdom of Chu, as recorded by a non-professional historian.

19. The distinction between these two source texts was recorded from the very
earliest accounts of the Zhushu jinian; see for example Jinshu, 51:1432. See also David
Nivison, The Riddle of the Bamboo Annals (Taipei: Airiti Press, 2009).

20. LiXuying 25/, “Xinian yu Zuozhuan suozai shishi bijiao yanjiu” %45/ 4
Bk st FLLHRAF 5T (Unpublished MA dissertation, Hebei shifan daxue, 2012), 4548
considers the possibility that the Xinian is a compilation, but does not suggest attribu-
tions for the different sections of the manuscript. This study is also unusual in propos-
ing that the compiler might have been a travelling scholar from Jin, temporarily visiting
the kingdom of Chu.
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does not always make explicit reference to dating. In this section,
although the narrative is divided into different pericopes, the account
flows smoothly from one to the next. There is a source text focusing
on the history of the kingdom of Chu (D: pericopes 11-13, 16, 19, 21—
23); and a source text focusing on the history of the state of Jin (E: peri-
copes 14, 17-18, 20). Both D and E are characterized by careful attention
to dating, furthermore E can be distinguished from C by the unconnect-
ed narrative and the much longer time-span under consideration: nearly
two hundred years. This internal arrangement is significant not only for
understanding how the text was composed, but also for demonstrating
its authenticity. It is extremely unlikely that a forger would produce so
complex an arrangement of material.

The transcription of the text given below follows that published in
2011 in the Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian 753 RS LB 17 5
(Warring States era Bamboo Books in the Collection of Qinghua
University), with loan characters indicated by [graph] and additions
indicated by [graphl. Duplicate characters and contractions will be
indicated as they are in the original manuscript, with the mark = fol-
lowed by the relevant additional character in parentheses. In the case
of amendments made by other scholars, the attribution will be given
in a footnote. In each case the number on the back of the strip will be
indicated first in subscript, followed by the actual number of the strip
determined by the scholars arranging the text for publication (1/1 and
so on). Most pericopes have the punctuation mark - at the end. The
exceptions are the damaged strip at the end of story thirteen, and
stories fifteen and twenty-two, which simply lack this conventional
mark. For the purposes of this discussion, the text has been regrouped
according to the source text that it is derived from, rather than preserv-
ing the original order.

Annotated Translation

Source Text A

PERICOPE ONE

Lo B PRI B E 2 ARSI =] LA, AR B, TR R
[EEIUZE B A= LR 42 F L, TR SRmE, S
BRF. F=[ETIR=T=[FT, BEDREIE]T M HE
[, BTIBIT IR, 5, Ty RS T T AR RO AR+
PULE, B A B =E=(5 . 5 ) BDr ], SO A E TR T ok 5],
VIR )y FJYRIAATFEIE] 3 BIRE PRI ], 30t = SULEE, 35k
B B[] - - S

https://doi.org/10.1017/eac.2016.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/eac.2016.2

THE XINIAN 61

171 In the past, King Wu of Zhou observed that the Shang king did not
respect God on High,?! and that sacrifices were not performed reverent-
ly.?2 Therefore, he created divine revenue [fields] in order to present sac-
rifice to God on High and the Spirit of Heaven: the name of this place
was ,,, Qianmu.?? Thus he conquered the Shang, spreading good gov-
ernment across the entire world. In the time of King Li (r. 878-841 B.C.E.),
King Li behaved with great cruelty to the ministers, elders, and the
common people of Zhou, so that they could no longer bear it in their
hearts, 5/, therefore they exiled King Li to Che (Zhi).?* In the fourteenth
year of the reign of He, the earl of Gong [865 B.C.E.], King Li had a son
named King Xuan (r. 827—82 B.c.E.). When King Xuan came to the
throne, He, earl of Gong, went home to live in Song (Zong).?> King ,,,

21. Asnoted by Yoshimoto Michimasa 7 A& fE, “Seika kan Keinen ko” 152 it 84
%, Kyoto daigaku bungakubu kenkyi kiyo 508 KB SRR AL E 52 (2013), 1-94), 6, in
using terms like jianguan %#i (to observe), the section of the Xinian that deals with
Western Zhou dynasty history draws on the same vocabulary as the Shijing 4%
(Book of Songs); this term is also found in Zheng Xuan ¥%, Kong Yingda fL#HIZ,
Mao Shi zhengyi EF¥1E3% (Beijing: Beijing daxue, 1999), 1018 (“Huangyi” £2). Such
usage confirms the observation made by Yuri Pines, “Zhou History and
Historiography,” 295, that the wording of the opening parts of this text is more
formal and archaic than later sections.

22. This translation follows the original transcription of the text, which gives the
character 7% as a contraction of the two characters Shangdi F# (God on High).
Chen Qinxiang Bf#)#&, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian zhaji” 85 # ¥ FEALE, Yuwen
xuekan 55 02T 2014.7, 24, suggests instead that 7% is simply a variant form for the
character di 77, with = indication duplication rather than contraction.

23. For a study of the revenue fields (jitian %% H) of the Zhou dynasty; see Li Bai 2=
1, “Zhoudai jitian 1i kaolun” J{{UKE 875, Nongye kaogu jR 3751 2012.3, 24-29;
and Yang Yanmin ##£[X;, “Zhongguo gudai jitian liyi zhongzhong” [ {4 H 14
f%FEAE, Neimengqu shehui kexue (Wenshizhe ban) WZ T &RHE SCHEER) 1990.6,
89-95.

24. The translation here follows the annotations in Su Jianzhou #R#M, Wu
Wenwen 5352, Lai Yixuan $183E, Qinghua er Xinian jijie 753E _ ¥4 (Taipei:
Wanjuanlou, 2013), 18, that three groups of people were oppressed by King Li of Zhou.

25. Song is here amended to Zong on the basis of the commentary by Sima Biao 7]
F&)% (243-306) on the “Rangwang” i+t (Yielding Kingship) chapter of the Zhuangzi i
F; see Guo Qingfan ¥ 3, Zhuangzi jishi 174 F (Beijing: Zhonghua Shuju, 2008),
983-84: “In the troubles of King Li of Zhou, the Son of Heaven vacated [the throne] and
all the lords requested that he become the Son of Heaven, but the earl of Gong refused.
However, he did act as king. In the fourteenth year there was a great drought and the
palace caught fire. A divination was performed with respect to the sun and the inter-
pretation said: ‘King Li is causing this evil.” The duke of Shao then established King
Xuan. The earl of Gong went back to Zong, enjoying himself happily on top of Mt.
Gong.” (I 2, Ry DRAE, sk B s LR R T, IHAARTE. HFEM. HUFERREE
B, NIRKRE, JEE: “BEXRSE” BATGLEE. MMOBEKRSE, EEAEITLZE).
These events are also mentioned in the Zhushu jinian; see Hong Yixuan ¥tER/H,

footnote continued on next page
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Xuan was the first to abandon the divine revenue fields and not to culti-
vate them.?° He was on the throne for thirty-nine years and then the Rong
nomadic people inflicted a serious defeat on the Zhou army at Qianmu.?”

PERICOPE TWO

/s JAH FIRE T TN, AR SPLF] E=LF. F] SURURIF AL %,
SRS, kA FIEVSIBHE]T E=[E, ] o/, AL
BEFTI=E=[FE, FE] & taE A (] [T
A=, AL MM A TSP, Y= =
T BT AT, T HOEH (R T2 AR
TR, RMSEIEE. o =[], BRI REE
T BT T, HEE LIS AT . 4, &R
WPPPFIE A, Sz PREEm]. = ha0EH], b THE. A%
[EIEIIEIN woymo 5B ], SA[MIIRATRBIE R 7 2 % 414, 1R 2
EIBELIE], SRHE] A B SE [, SRHEL A BB L], A[BRIAA RIS [Be). oo,
FoR=[ AR E 2 E LRI AT 6 TRIEE. BEAR
[ G TEALLE], BT )., BUB1E, SBOE 2 BRI, &
SEERDE1A. I ATATEIEL 450 F DU ST 1551

s/5 King You of Zhou (r. 781771 B.CE.) took a wife from Western
Shen, and she gave birth to King Ping.?® The king also took a woman
from the people of Fu (Bao),?° this was Lady Fu Si (Bao Si), and she

Zhushu jinian Y7 E44F (Sibu beiyao edn.), B:8a-b. On the basis of the similarity
between the two accounts, Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 8, considers
that the Xinian and Zhushu jinian were here derived from a single source.

26. Lei Xiaopeng &M, “Qinghua jian Xinian yu Zhou Xuanwang ‘bu ji Qianmu’
Xin yan” JE¥E f EERE T AEETE BT, Zhongguo nongye B2 2014.4, 56—
63, argues that the failure in ritual here ascribed to King Xuan of Zhou should be under-
stood as a comprehensive failure in government as well: the abandonment of the
revenue fields indicating serious disruption in agriculture in general.

27. These events are also mentioned in the Guoyu; see Shanghai shifan daxue guji
zhenglizu F¥#ATI#I QS & #5484, Guoyu B3 (Shanghai: Shanghai guji, 1978), 22
(“Zhouyu shang” i3 ), which again states spec1f1ca]ly that the battle of Qianmu
was lost by the forces of King Xuan in the thirty-ninth year of his reign (789 B.C.E.).

28. Asnoted by Li Xueqin “You Qinghua jian Xinian lun ‘Wenhou zhi ming"” H13%
B GR SCEZ A, Yangzhou daxue xuebao (Renwen shehui kexue ban) 5 KSR
(NSCALERHEEIR) 2013.3, 50, the Xinian follows Zhou dynasty usage in clarifying that
this is Western Shen as opposed to Southern Shen, a state recorded in a number of
bronze inscriptions. This issue was also discussed in an earlier publication by the
same author; see Li Xueqin, “Lun Zhongchengfu gui yu Shenguo” {552 B 5L
B, Zhongyuan wenwu R LY 1984.4, 31-32, 30.

29. The two characters Fu % (p11) and Bao % (phu R!) were phonetically similar in
ancient Chinese pronunciation; see Axel Schuessler, Minimal Old Chinese and Later Han
Chinese: A Companion to Grammata Serica Recensa (Honolulu: University of Hawai'i
Press, 2009), 182-83.
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gave birth to Bopan.®° Lady Fu Si was favoured by the king. His Majesty
6,6 loved Bopan, and thus forced King Ping into exile: King Ping fled to
Western Shen.3! King You raised an army and laid siege to King Ping at
Western Shen, but the people of Shen were not afraid. The people of
Zeng then joined with the Western Rong in order .., to attack King
You; King You and Bopan were killed and the Zhou dynasty was
destroyed. The lords of the various states and the elders then established
King You's younger brother, Yuchen, in Guo, and he became King Hui
of Xie (r. 770750 B.C.E.). g/5 He was established for twenty-one years,
after which Chou, Marquis Wen of Jin (r. 780-746 B.C.E.), killed King
Hui in Guo. Zhou was without a king for nine years (749-741 B.C.E.),
so the lords of the various states began not to pay court to Zhou. 4/,
Marquis Wen of Jin met King Ping at Shao’e and had him take the
throne in the capital3 In the third year (738 B.C.E), he moved
the capital east, taking up residence in Chengzhou. The people of Jin
then began to open up land ,,/,, around the capital. Lord Wu of Zheng
(r. 771744 B.C.E) was the leader of the lords in the eastern regions.
When Lord Wu passed away, Lord Zhuang (r. 743—701 B.C.E.) was estab-
lished; when Lord Zhuang passed away, Lord Zhao (r. 700-695 B.C.E.) was
established.?® |, ,,; His Grandee Gao Zhi Juer (Gao Qumi) killed Lord

30. In the transmitted tradition, the son of King You and Lady Bao Si is named
Bofu. Many commentators cite a quotation from the Zhushu jinian (not found in the
transmitted text) using the name Bopan; see for example Kong Yingda fL#HiZ,
Chungiu Zuozhuan zhushu EFK 8B (Beljing: Beijing daxue, 2000), 1698 (Zhao 26).

31. If the chronology given by other ancient texts is correct, Lady Bao Si arrived in
the palace in the 3rd year of King You's reign, and Prince Bopan was established as the
Crown Prince in the 8th year, as a small child. See Shiji, 4.147; and Zhushu jinian, B:11a
respectively. Therefore, Chen Wei &, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian zhaji san” 58i% % ffj
BAERLFL =, Jianghan kaogu Y17 2012.3, 118, suggests that it is unlikely that Wang
yu Bopan zhu Pingwang T 5418 1%~F T means: “His Majesty and Bopan forced King
Ping into exile.” Instead, yu B is a verb: “to love.”

32. For jingshi 3Ll as a term meaning the place of residence of the Son of Heaven; see
He Xiu f{k, Xu Yan 1%, Chungiu Gongyang zhuan zhushu KA EBIEB (Beijing:
Beijing daxue, 1999), 94 (Huan 9). Dong Shan #3ll, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian” 5Ei##E%
4 (http://www.gwz.fudan.edu.cn/SrcShow.asp?Src_ID=1752 [accessed on September
30, 2014]), suggests that this refers to the capital city of Jin, and not (as the annotators of
the 2011 publication suggest) the Zhou capital Zongzhou 5% . This usage is testified to
in a number of Jin bronzes such as the Jin Jiang ding & % 4.

33. In the transmitted tradition, the expression jishi Bl {lt (to pass away) is particu-
larly associated with its many appearances in the Zuozhuan; see Yoshimoto Michimasa,
“Seika kan Keinen ko,” 18, being used but rarely in other historical texts. This confirms
the impression that the Xinian and the Zuozhuan are closely related. As noted by Yuri
Pines, “Zhou History and Historiography,” 298, when the deaths of monarchs—
particularly the kings of Chu—are mentioned in the Xinian, this formal term is used.
It appears only sporadically when the deaths of lords are recorded.
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Zhao and established his younger brother Xinshou (Meishou).3* Lord
Xiang of Qi (r. 698-686 B.C.E.) met the other lords at Shouzhi, killing
the unratified lord, ,,/,, Xinshou, and rending Gao Zhi Juer apart
with chariots. He established Lord Li instead (r. 700-673 B.C.E.) and
the state of Zheng began from this point on to be well-governed.3?
King Wen of Chu then opened up land at Tanyang (Hanyang).3¢

PERICOPE THREE

vy FRE BRI, T =B TR SER, 7B ER, =
ST 10, TSN, BETIKY TS0 T 74 22 4]
S, RCE AR A, RO, PO .., BIEIZ R TFHEE],
UM 2 7 %8 6=[6 ], BECHEVETAET R AT FF]. 4 5 HD [ B v
CPIERGE, EFH 606 A, BHRMEE] RGBT
2 FR[TEE ). 2 AR

13713 When King Wu of Zhou defeated the Yin, he established the Three
Guardians in Yin. When King Wu died, the Shang city rose in rebellion,
killing the Three Guardians and establishing Geng, Viscount of Lu.3®

34. The Xinian is notable for preserving the vocative forms of many personal
names. For an analysis of Zhi 2 as a vocative; see Yang Shuda 1aktiE, Gushu yiyi
juli dubu i HHEFBBIFEM (Shanghai: Shanghai guji, 1991), 4. The Zuozhuan, 150
(Huan 17), which also mentions these events, does not make the relationship
between Lord Zhao and the new ruler installed by Gao Qumi clear; the Xinian provides
the information that they are brothers.

35. According to the Zuozhuan, 132 (Huan 11), the two half-brothers Lord Zhao and
Lord Li were originally established simultaneously as the ruler of Zheng by different
factions within the court. In the circumstances it was impossible for either to fully
establish their authority. It was not until 694 B.c.e. when Lord Zhao was dead and
Lord Xiang of Qi had purged the court that the situation was resolved.

36. In the Zuozhuan, 459 (Xi 28), it states that by 632 B.C.E., all the Ji states in the
Hanyang region had been conquered by Chu. Here, the Xinian places this conquest
as early as the reign of King Wen of Chu.

37. The reading of the character shi J& as zuan #% follows Huang Tiantian ¥ #{ &1,
“Xinian disanzhang Chengwang shi fa Shangyi zhi shizi bulun” 8428 = & pl F R %,
P B2 R T fliEf, Shenzhen daxue xuebao (Renwen shehui kexue ban) IR ZEHR (AL
EERHEER) 29.2 (2012), 53-56.

38. The character Lu is being read by analogy to the text of the Taibao gui KR,
which records the same individual: Geng, Viscount of Lu 3% ¥k or Sheng, Viscount of
Lu 3 THl. See Shirakawa Shizuka [1)!|#, Kinbun tsiishaku 4:>Ci@FE (Vol. 1A; Kobe:
Hakutsuru bijutsukan, 1964), 59-60; and Yin Weizhang Ft¥%%%, Cao Shugin B,
“Zhouchu Taibaoqi zonghe yanjiu” JHIRIREEFEWIF, Kaogu xuebao 75y E2d
1991.1, 5-6. The text of the Taibao gui specifically mentions the rebellion of Shang loy-
alists; for a translation of the inscription, see Edward Shaughnessy, Before Confucius:
Studies in the Creation of the Chinese Classics (Albany: State University of New York
Press, 1997), 138.
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King ,,/., Cheng repeatedly attacked the Shang city, killing Geng,
Viscount of Lu.?® Feilian fled east to the Shanggai clan, whereupon
King Cheng attacked Shanggai and killed Feilian.*® He moved the
people of Shang ,;/,; gai west to Zhuwu, in order that they might
control the Nuzha Rong.#! These were the ancestors of the Qin.*?
From one generation to the next they were the protectors of Zhou.*3
When the Zhou royal house declined, King Ping moved east and took
up residence in Cheng ,6/.6 zhou. At this point Qin Zhong moved
east into the lands of Zhou, in order to guard the tombs of the Zhou
[ruling house].** Qin then began to become an important [state].

39. The attack by King Cheng'’s forces on the Shang city is also mentioned in the text
of the Kanghou gui Ff: 8. Tang Lan JH B, Xi-Zhou gingtongqi mingwen fendai shizheng
VG JE 75 8 25 84 50 0 AR 544 (Beijing: Zhonghua shuju, 1986), 12, suggests that the term
Shangyi i & (Shang city) in this inscription should be understood as a reference to
the former Shang dynasty capital.

40. Feilian is also described as as the founding father of the state of Qin in Shiji,
5.174—75. Here, however, his name is given as Feilian # .

41. For the identification of Zhuwu as the Maojiaping E4 ¥ site in Gangu County
‘H %%, Gansu Province; see Li Xuegin, “Tan Qinren chu ju “Zhuwu’ de dili weizhi” #
Z NWIEABE R BRAL S, Chutu wenxian 1 1308k 2 (2011), 1-5. There are many differ-
ent branches of the Rong nomadic people recorded in the transmitted tradition and in
inscriptions on excavated bronzes; for a study of what is known of these particular
people see Li Xueqin, “Qinghua jian Xinian Nuzha zhi Rong shikao” ¥ % 4F
W Wi, Shehui kexue zhanxian 1 & FHEBAE 2011.2, 27-28.

42. The origin of the state of Qin has long been a matter of debate with various scho-
lars suggesting either that this state was founded by a branch of a Western nomadic
people, or by remnants of the Shang polity. For an overview of these theories; see
Tian Xudong ML, “Qinghua jian Xinian yu Qinren xiqian xintan” J& % fiff #4551
= NTUBHIR, Qin-Han yanjiu ZVHEWIF 6 (2012), 36-41. The Xinian does not solve
this problem; it merely provides one more account suggesting a relationship with
the Shang.

43. This translation follows the annotations of the original publication in reading /T
as han ¥F (to protect); this reading is also favoured by Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika
kan Keinen ko,” 23. Various other alternatives have been offered; Xiaohu /M, “Du
Xinian yizha” FHEERAL (http://www.gwz.fudan.edu.cn/SrcShow.asp?Src_ID=1766
[accessed on 20 July, 2015]), suggests han ¥ (under the auspices of); Huadong shifan
daxue zhongwenxi Zhanguo jian dushu xiaozu #E 5 ffiil K E% 52 R B i 5 5 /NaH,
“Du Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian er. Xinian shu hou (yi)” 5B e 2B 77 5
ZBHEER() (http://www.bsm.org.cn/show_article.php?id=1609 [accessed on 20
July, 2015]), suggests fu Ik (to submit to); Dong Shan, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian,” suggests
pei B (to accompany).

44. Niu Pengtao -lI§3%, “Qinghua jian Xinian yu tongqi mingwen huzheng erze”
T HE i W BN 2R 8% SC TLR% R, Shenzhen daxue xuebao (Renwen shehui kexue bao) 29.2
(2012), 49 argues that Qin Zhong should be understood specifically as Lord Xiang of
Qin HZHEA (r. 777-766 B.CE.).
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PERICOPE FOUR
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17717 When King Cheng of Zhou and the Duke of Zhou moved the Yin
people to Luoyi, they remembered the reasons why the Xia and the
Shang dynasties had collapsed.*> Thus they established junior
members of the ruling house [in fiefs] far and wide in order that they
might act as a protective ;5,5 screen for Zhou.*® Thus they initially
established Wei Diao Feng (Wei Shu Feng) at Gengqiu (Kangqiu), in
order that he might rule over the remaining Yin people.*” The men of
Wei from Genggiu moved to Qiwei. In the seventeenth ,,,, year [660
B.C.E.] of the reign of King Hui of Zhou (r. 676-652 B.C.E.), King Liuhu
of the Red Di raised an army and attacked Wei.*® He inflicted a terrible
defeat on the Wei army at Qiong, and Marquis You (r. 668-660 B.C.E.)

45. The translation here follows the annotations provided by the original publica-
tion. However, Chen Wei, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian zhaji,” 118, suggests that this sen-
tence should be read as: “they remembered that the Xia and Shang dynasties had no
descendants [maintaining ancestral sacrifices]” (JHE&E 2T H).

46. The concept of regional lords forming a protective screen is also found in the
transmitted tradition; see for example Huang Huaixin #1#{%, Zhang Maorong & #
#%, Tian Xudong HIJEI, Yi Zhoushu huijiao  jizhu %A HHKLEE (Shanghai:
Shanghai guji, 1995), 997 (“Jigong” 4%/

47. Asnoted by Li Xuegin, * nghua ]1an Xinian jieda feng Wei yimi” i %E fiff S4F
Zr R 5E sk, Wenshi zhishi SUSE AN 2012.3, 13-15, there has been much speculation
over the terms of the “Kanggao” & (Announcement to Kang) text in the Shangshu
i (Book of Documents), which some imperial era scholars read as meaning that
the state of Wei was first founded by Kang Shu in the reign of King Wu of Zhou.
The Xinian makes it clear that this enfeoffment occurred in the reign of King Cheng.

48. The Zhushu jinian, B:15b is the only other ancient text to specify that it was the
Red Di that invaded Wei in this year. The Xinian is unique in naming the ruler con-
cerned. Huadong shifan daxue zhongwenxi Zhanguo jian dushu xiaozu 5 fifififi X
b R S M, “Du Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian er. Xinian shu
hou (er)” #8i% 3 K25k B 17/ — . B EE R (Z) (http://www.bsm.org.cn/show_arti-
cle.php?id=1611 [accessed on 20 July, 2015]), suggest that Liuhu of the Red Di should
be understood as the same person as Liuxu 4, whose death at the hands of the Jin
army is mentioned in the Chungiu, 766 (Xuan 16).
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was killed by him.# The Di thereupon occupied Wei, and the people of
Wei moved east and crossed ,,,,, the Yellow River, travelling towards
Cao. They established Shen, Lord Dai [of Wei] (r. 660-659 B.C.E.) as their
new ruler, and the Honourable Qifang fled to Qi.>®¢ When Lord Dai
passed away, Lord Huan of Qi (r. 685-643 B.C.E.) summoned all the
regional lords with a view to fortifying Chugiu, [one character illegible
in the original text; from context this should be “establishing”] ,,,,. the
Honourable Qifang there: he became Lord Wen (r. 659641 B.C.E.).5!
When Lord Wen passed away, Lord Cheng (r. 640606 B.C.E.) was estab-
lished. The Di people again crossed the Yellow River and attacked Wei
at Chuqiu, so the Wei people had to ,,,,, move from Chugiu to Diqiu.

* X X

This group of stories focuses primarily on the reigns of four Zhou
dynasty monarchs: Kings Li, Xuan, You and Ping. The first story con-
cerns the regency of the earl of Gong; the Xinian confirms the account
of these events given in the Zhushu jinian, which was the first textual dis-
covery to alert scholars to a mistake in the Shiji.>2 The Shiji states that
after King Li abandoned the capital in the wake of serious political
upheavals: “The two prime ministers, the duke of Shao and the duke
of Zhou, were in charge of the government, and they took the

49. The posthumous title of this ruler is normally given as Lord Yi of Wei f##24.
The place of his defeat and death at the hands of the Di is recorded in the transmitted
tradition as the Ying Marshes (Yingze %¢1%); see Zuozhuan, 265-66 (Wen 2). According
to some accounts of these events, Lord Yi's body was eaten by the victors; see for
example Xu Weiyu i #Ei#, Han Shi waizhuan jishi ¥ 55/ME4ERE (Beijing: Zhonghua,
2005), 252-53 (7.11).

50. The term gongzi A¥ is here translated as “Honourable” following British
usage, as this is the system commonly used to translate other Zhou dynasty aristocratic
titles. Honourable is the basic title of all children of aristocrats, though in practice they
may be more commonly known by a courtesty title, for example when indicating the
individual’s status as heir.

51. According to the Shiji, 37.1594-1955, Lord Dai and Lord Wen of Wei were
brothers. However, Lord Wen’s personal name is usually given as Hui . The
Honourable Qifang of Wei is mentioned in Chen Qiyou BR# ¥R, Liishi chungiu xin
jiaoshi B IREFCHIERE (Shanghai: Shanghai guji, 2002), 979 (“Zhijie” #14%) as one of
Lord Huan of Qi’s ministers, and his name is given in other texts as the Honourable
Kaifang A T-B77; see for example Chen Qiyou Bi#FHR, Han Feizi jishi #FT- 45
(Beijing: Zhonghua, 1958), 194-95 (“Shiguo” 1-i#). The Xinian suggests that Qifang/
Kaifang and Hui, Lord Wen of Wei, were one and the same person; in which case he
can have played no role in the death of Lord Huan of Qi. This confirms the analysis
of Noma Fumichika ¥ [# 3¢5, “Sei Kanké no saiki to Saden no seiritsu” FAEA D
W & FeAz D 857, Tohogaku 75 87 (1994), 2841, that the stories concerning conflict
at the time of Lord Huan of Qi’s death were a late Warring States era invention.

52. Zhushu jinian, B:8a.
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1y

title: ‘United and Harmonious™ (Shaogong, Zhougong erxiang xingzheng,
hao yue Gonghe #/xJA72 —HATHL, SEEIFLAN): that is, Sima Qian had
misunderstood the name “He of Gong” as an epithet.5® The Xinian sug-
gests that the eventual transfer of power from the earl of Gong to King
Xuan was peaceful; this echoes the closely-related account given in the
Lu Lianzi #8181, a text dated to the Warring States era which now sur-
vives only in a handful of quotations.>*

In the second story, the Xinian provides important clarification con-
cerning one of the major scandals of the Zhou dynasty; the civil war
which broke out when King You attempted to dispossess his Crown
Prince. According to the Shiji, King You was killed and Lady Bao Si
taken prisoner; the fate of their son, Prince Bofu, is not mentioned.>®
This raised the possibility that he survived the sack of the Zhou capital,
a theory which was thoroughly explored by imperial era commentators
on historical texts. Of particular interest to those scholars who wanted
to trace the fate of Prince Bofu was the cryptic reference to the king of
Xie preserved in the Zuozhuan: “The king of Xie was in violation of the sta-
tutes so the lords dismissed him” (Xiewang jian ming zhuhou ti zhi 4§ F U iy
i# 17 % 2.).56 In the commentary by Du Yu (222-85), this king of Xie is spe-
cifically identified as Prince Bofu, and his lead was followed by many later
imperial era scholars.>” However, the Zhushu jinian provides a different
account, which is more closely related to that found in the Xinian:

RAEBETHR, PREBLUR. B, S5, 775, M7 EETH; A
ETRETHE

The Quanrong killed Prince Bofu and captured Lady Bao Si, taking her
away with them. The marquis of Shen, the marquis of Lu, the baron of
Xu and the unratified lord of Zheng established Yijiu in Shen [as King
Ping]. Lord Han of Guo established Prince Yuchen in Xie.58

53. Shiji, 4.144. For a study of the figure of He, earl of Gong, in the context of the Xinian
text; see Tao Xinghua Vg BRL “Cong Qinghuajian Xinian kan ‘Gonghe’ yu ‘Gonghe xingz-
heng’” 3 B ] BB SR B FIT L, Gudai wenming 7.2 (2013), 57-62.

54. This text is quoted in Shiji, 4.144n1, having been incorporated into the Zhengyi
1E# (Correct Meanings) commentary.

55. See Shiji, 4.149. Sima Qian’s failure to even mention the existence of the king of
Xie in the Shiji has been the subject of criticism since at least the Qing dynasty; see Liang
Yusheng ZT4E, Shiji zhiyi ELESE (Bejjing: Zhonghua, 2006), 103.

56. See Zuozhuan, 1476 (Zhao 26).

57. See Du Yu 418, Chungiu jingzhuan jijie K& B 4% (Shanghai: Shanghai guji,
2007), 1599n19 (Zhao 26). See also the Suoyin ZF& (Seeking the Obscure) commentary
on the Shiji by Sima Zhen 71§ H (679-732); Shiji, 4.148n16; and the commentary by
Wei Zhao #H (204-73) on the Guoyu, 256n8 (“Jinyu” #5E 1).

58. Zhushu jinian, B:11b. This account does not indicate how Prince Yuchen was
related to the ruling house, but this omission is rectified by the Xinian.
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Again, the Zhushu jinian agrees with the Xinian that King Hui was
killed by Lord Wen of Jin some twenty-one years later (750 B.C.E.).>
This has been taken to mean that when King You died, the divisions
between different factions in the ruling elite were so strong that the
realm effectively split into two. King Hui of Xie, King You’s younger
brother, was established by the senior ministers and hereditary aristoc-
racy of Zhou. At the same time, King Ping of Zhou was based elsewhere,
and would likely have had the greatest difficulty in unifying the country
again were it not for the fact that his cause was supported by Marquis
Wen of Jin. To add to this impression of a dangerously divided
country, a quotation from the Zhushu jinian given by Kong Yingda 1L
FHIE (574-648)—not found in the transmitted text—states that King
Ping was already crowned by his supporters before King You's death,
suggesting that there was a succession of double monarchies in Zhou
during this time.%°

An alternative theory for understanding the sequence of events at the
time of the collapse of the Western Zhou dynasty has been proposed by
Wang Hui FH#.! In this reading of the Xinian, there was no double
monarchy at all—on the death of King You, his younger brother was
established as the ruler. When King Hui of Xie was murdered, a
further nine years of chaos ensued, followed by the establishment of
King Ping, who subsequently moved the capital of his kingdom to the
east. The Xinian states that “there was no king of Zhou for nine years”
(Zhou wang wang jiu nian JHT-FJL4E). Various other scholars have
attempted to explain this statement: Wang Hongliang F4[5% has sug-
gested that this refers back in time to the era immediately prior to the
death of King You, when the monarch had alienated his lords.®?
Alternatively, it has been suggested that it refers to the time immediately
after the civil war, when King Ping and King Hui were both on the
throne; however, it would seem there was a plethora of kings rather

59. See Zhushu jinian, B:12b. Two readings have been provided for this date: the
twenty-first year of the reign of King Ping (750 B.C.E.), or the twenty-first year of the
reign of Marquis Wen of Jin (760 B.C.E.), with the latter suggestion being proposed
by Wang Guowei T[B4E, Guben Zhushu jinian jijino AT HALLEHR (Shenyang:
Liaoning renmin, 1997), 17. Modern scholars generally accept that the first of these
dates is correct; see Wei Dong #i#i, “Qinghua jian Xinian yu Xiewang zhi mi” J&5#
fij AR B4 T 2 3k, Wenshi zhishi 2013.6, 34.

60. See Kong Yingda, Chungiu Zuozhuan zhushu, 1697 (Zhao 26).

61. See Wang Hui FEHf, “Chungiu zaoqi Zhou wangshi wangwei shixi bianju
kaoyi: Jian shuo Qinghua jian Xinian Zhou wu wang jiu nian” FFKFIAJE % £407
H: FR 5 JR) 2% S e R 2 A B A M £ LR, Renwen zazhi NSUHERE 2013.5, 75-81.

62. Wang Hongliang T4[5%, “Qinghua jian Xinian zhong Zhou Pingwang dong
qian de xiangguan niandai kao” i3 B4 b ¥ EHUGE KA B, Shixueshi
yanjiu SHELHHTF 2012.4, 103.
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than an absence at that point.®> Wang Hui therefore proposes a strictly
chronological reading of the Xinian: King You and Prince Bopan were
killed—King Hui of Xie ruled for twenty-one years—there was a nine-
year interregnum—King Ping came to the throne and three years later
moved the capital to the east. This would mean that King Ping’s reign
was nearly thirty years shorter than previously thought, and that the
chaos and upheavals of the three decades following the death of King
You are likely to have been much more profound than suggested in
later texts; the difficulties of this era have been elided within the histor-
ical tradition aimed at enhancing the legitimacy of Zhou rule in general,
and that of King Ping in particular.®* There is a very good reason why
the chronology of the Xinian should be so different from that found in
the transmitted tradition: subsequent generations had a considerable
interest in minimizing the suggestion that King Ping and the marquis
of Jin were regicides.®> A text derived from outside the mainstream
Zhou tradition would be more likely to record this fact than one pro-
duced under the auspices of the descendants of King Ping and his
cohort.

The third story gives an account of the rebellions launched by rem-
nants of the Shang regime against Zhou authority in the early years of
the dynasty. In the Yizhou shu %)% (Lost History of Zhou) it says:
“King Wu conquered the Shang and then he established Prince Lufu,
ordering him to take charge of the Shang sacrifices. He established
Guan Shu in the east and he established Cai Shu and Huo Shu in Yin,
ordering them to oversee the vassals of Yin” (i £ L. JILEFHEL
AP RAC. EERT A @A, BT AR, R E).% This makes no
specific reference to the Three Guardians (Sanjian =[f); however, the
Han dynasty compilation entitled the Shangshu dazhuan 3 K{E
(Greater Traditions of the Book of Documents) states: “Guan Shu and
Cai Shu [were responsible for] overseeing Lufu ... but Lufu and the

63. The double monarchy after the death of King You is described in Chao Fulin 5&
#E#, “Lun Pingwang dongqian” &~V F %38, Lishi yanjiu [ LHF 7 1991.6, 8-23. For a
reevaluation of his original conclusions in the light of the discovery of the Xinian; see
Chao Fulin, “Qinghua jian Xinian yu Liang Zhou zhi jishishi de zhonggou” i 3 fi B4
SR J 2 B s B E M, Lishi yanjiu 2013.6, 154-63.

64. Different theories concerning these events are discussed in detail in Su Jianzhou,
Wu Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua er Xinian jijie, 77-106.

65. This point was made strongly by Gu Yanwu i # il (1613-1682) in his study of
the ‘Wenhou zhi ming %2 7’ (Command to Marquis Wen) chapter of the Shangshu;
see Huang Rucheng B4, Rizhilu jishi H N5 8 (Shanghai: Shanghai guji, 2007),
2:110.

66. Zhu Youzeng kA7 %, Yi Zhoushu jixun jiaoshi 1R EHEFNERE (Taipei: Shijie,
1967), 48:126 (“Zuoluo jie” 1EHENE).
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Three Guardians rebelled” (& X, £, B4 ... R K = Bi#R).¢” This
seems to be the earliest recorded incidence within the transmitted trad-
ition of this particular administrative title. However, the precise identity
of the Three Guardians is unclear, and the Xinian does not assist by
naming these important figures in early Western Zhou history. The
majority of ancient texts mention Guan Shu and Cai Shu in tandem; a
very small number also record Huo Shu, who was most likely the
third of the Three Guardians.®® However, by at least the time of the
Han dynasty, these events had become confused: it is Wugeng,
Guan Shu, and Cai Shu who are said to have risen in rebellion
against the Zhou, only to be executed by the duke of Zhou in his
capacity as regent.® The Xinian thus offers important clarification
of the sequence of events. However, the identification of the Three
Guardians as Guan Shu, Cai Shu, and possibly Huo Shu creates a
serious problem, which has resulted in Lu Yihan % suggesting
that this attribution is wrong.”® As he notes, if the Three
Guardians are identified specifically with Guan Shu and Cai Shu,
then these two men have two irreconcilable fates attributed to
them. According to the Xinian, they were killed by Shang loyalists;
according to the transmitted tradition, most notably the Shiji, they
were killed by the duke of Zhou for rebelling against the crown.”!
If the Three Guardians are considered to be some other (unnamed)
individuals, the problem disappears. Lu Yihan’s inventive suggestion
unfortunately creates further problems. One issue is that his theory
does not explain why a number of pre-Qin and later texts specifically
associate Geng, Viscount of Lu/Wugeng with Guan Shu and Cai
Shu. Furthermore, although most ancient historical texts suggest
that there was only one rebellion against Zhou authority during
the minority of King Cheng, Lu Yihan's theory requires that there
be two: one involving Shang dynasty loyalists and one involving
Guan Shu and Cai Shu, who were princes of the Zhou ruling
house. On the present evidence, the issue of identification cannot
be resolved.

67. Sun Zhilu 42 5%, Shangshu dazhuan 3 K8 (Siku quanshu edn.), 3:3b.

68. Huo Shu is also mentioned in the account of these events given in Chen Shike B
L5, Kongzi jiayu shuzheng fLTKeEH % (Taipei: Taiwan shangwu, 1970), 234
(“Benxing jie” AZEfR).

69. See Hanshu, 28B:1647.

70. Lu Yihan #8484, “Cong Qinghua jian Xinian kan Zhouchu de Sanjian” 1% %
5 B4R E YN =85, Liaoning shifan daxue xuebao (Shehui kexue ban) 4B RfijE K2R
(#EERHEIR) 36.6 (2013), 924—28.

71. Shiji, 35.1565.
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Source Text B

PERICOPE FIVE

ayyay BSSKVREBEIRIERAE, BELRIGTFIIERAE, 3 A=, B
[ 15 T 2608 L DBIAR={ 5. S BB rae=l1b 2], oy /n, FI: “LARIE[EE]
2 THIAHINL LR IAIAI NN T #=(5; HIRpEEY. B[H]
ERIE, TIEIEIN TR LT L, B B, JRIBLIR R
RO EEE], BRIEIR.” SCEURIERELL] T8 5RE
[P, B GERITEI TN ae/ne URIROEIR] CEHCZIH
[2E]; BEDE ]S (7 AR SCT A7 R[], B[S BB, BURIELLL o)
- TAKTOIT. AS[4E16 8 R 2R 2 5 B[t 7875 S s [ ]
L FE B[] BB L L 50 TarE2. HEIEREIR, TH A
R, BERZ 8, IR E R, 2, IR o0
FELR A AR A B B IR . S0 DL R  OR], SEE
e, IR, ] 50, 50 BUAB[HH] DU BE .

23/23 Marquis Ai of Cai (r. 694-675 B.C.E.) took a wife from Chen and the
marquis of Sai (Xi) (d. 683 B.c.E.) also took a wife from Chen: this was
Lady Gui of Sai.”? Lady Gui of Sai was travelling to her new home in
Sai; when she passed through Cai; Marquis Ai of Cai gave orders to
stop her. ,,/., He said: “Given that you are a member of the same
clan, you must enter [the capital].””® Lady Gui of Sai thus entered Cai
and Marquis Ai of Cai raped her.”* The marquis of Sai bore a grudge
about this, so he sent a messenger to King Wen of Chu ,,.; to say: “If

72. The characters Sai #¢ (so”kh) and Xi & (sok) appear to have been near homo-
phones in ancient Chinese; see Axel Schuessler, Minimal Old Chinese and Later Han
Chinese, 111. For a discussion of the interchangeable use of the two characters in
bronze vessel inscriptions concerning the state of Xi; see Yu Haoliang F55E, “Lun
Xiguo he Fanguo de tongqi” /2 BRI B (8728, Jianghan kaogu 1980.2, 7-8; and He
Guangyue )64, “Xiguo kao” BB, Shixue yuekan 35 H T 1988.6, 111.

73. The annotations given here by the publication team are wrong: Lord Ai of Cai
makes this comment because his wife is Lady Gui of Xi's sister; see Chen Xiaoli FfFERE,
Wan Deliang & R, “Qinghua jian Xinian suojian Xiguo shishi xiaozha” 5% ffj % 4F
Fir LS B s F /KL, Zaozhuang xueyuan xuebao FHERE SR 2013.6, 51.

74. The verb translated here as “to rape” is gi #, which more commonly means “to
take as a wife” or “to engage in an adulterous relationship.” However, given that Lady
Gui has just been arrested by her brother-in-law, this cannot be a consensual relation-
ship. The word gi is also used to refer to the assault inflicted by Wu Zixu i 745 on the
widow of King Ping of Chu 2 °F* £ (r. 528-516 B.C.E.) following the fall of the capital to
the Wu army in 506 B.C.E; see Yuan Kang &, Wu Ping =°F, Yuejue shu #5482
(Shanghai: Shanghai guji, 1985), 106 (“Pianxu” fi#{). Again, what is being described
is an act of rape. When the story of Lady Gui of Xi appears in the Zuozhuan, 184
(Zhuang 10), the marquis of Cai is said to have lacked respect (fu bin #%). For a com-
parison of how these events are described in different texts; see Cheng Wei #27%,
“Qinghua jian Xinian yu Xi Gui shiji” 53 i B 4 B RIRF3, Wenshi zhishi 2012:4,
45—48.
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you, my lord, come and attack me, I will request assistance from Cai and
then you can defeat them.” King Wen raised an army and attacked Sai,
and the marquis of Sai requested assistance from Cai. Marquis Ai of Cai
led his army ¢/, to rescue Sai. King Wen defeated them at Xin, captur-
ing Marquis Ai alive and taking him home with him. King Wen went on
a visit to Sai, and the marquis of Cai went with him; when the marquis of
Sai offered a toast to King ,,,., Wen, the marquis of Cai realized that the
marquis of Sai had tricked him. Then he said to King Wen: “The wife of
the marquis of Sai is very beautiful; you really should order her to
appear.” King .s,.s Wen gave orders that she be presented and when
the marquis of Sai refused, the king insisted that she had to appear.
After he saw her, he sent her back. The following year, he raised an
army and attacked Sai, conquering them. He killed the marquis of Sai
and took ,,/., Lady Gui home with him: she gave birth to Du’ao
(r. 676-672 B.C.E.) and King Cheng (r. 671626 B.C.E.).”> To the north,
King Wen opened up land [on the far side of the] Fangcheng
Mountains, setting the border at the Ru River.”® He put his troops into
battle formation at Chen, and then ;,/;, captured the city of Cun
(Dun) in order to strike fear into the marquis of Chen.

PERICOPE FIFTEEN

e BT ST, RURT4E. BRA TR I T SRR,
Wl SOHEIES A, 5, BRATEIMIATSROT R W H]A.
SRS | AT 1 5 A (BRI, 48P |26 S B A BB | 2R B ), 2
(RIBIEIEL o0 Z50K] EADNIBRCERIEIARIEF, BUT[R]Z S
[TIEIHA, HF 82 %, Hir DTy, BFBLEAT o, GEZE). 77
[T BB, SR % b T, S| U], SR e ). B
(I BIE, A5 T REE] s AR/ 0T BIFIAR: “RIRISZE
. BB A, B AL P2 FAn B JAVSIETATS. 28] o
AR TRLAT, F75A[EEDE]E, 1B a5, LA
[EI%, & 2], HOE AR, om0 DEH=T=[B T, B L%
R AT AR TR 2 N LR R T 4. (s L
[ g0, DR 12E B SE (2], /b 7 ][0 R S 8 B 2 17
Bz TR B R LR SRR R LRI s RN

75. The fratricidal rivalry between Du’ao (also known as Zhuang'ao #£#) and his
younger brother, King Cheng of Chu is recorded in Shiji, 40.1696. The reign dates of
King Wen of Chu are disputed; the Zuozhuan gives him a reign of fifteen years (689—
675 B.C.E.), while the Shiji has thirteen (689677 B.C.E.). It is not known which is
correct, but this article here follows Su Jianzhou, Wu Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua
er Xinian jijie, 291, in using the Shiji chronology for the Chu kings.

76. According to the Zuozhuan, 292-93 (Xi 4): “The kingdom of Chu has the
Fangcheng Mountains as its walls and the Han River as its moat” (B 77 3 USSR,
K LA Ryith).
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U PSS L B AT V]2, DA R ], R 502 Y.
CRPFCPIERDERE] BRREIERD /s, SL[2]. LR R 2R KF[F] RH
SN, 2 [0 LACHE F5 [T T R ER IR LR 1M A2, AITA]
ERRA] /5, BELBEIBLS A TRIBG T47. 5 T TS DR LR S DR R
S[5[BT, AR E [ .

73774 When King Zhuang of Chu (r. 613-591 B.C.E.) was in power, the Wu
people submitted to the authority of Chu.”” The nobleman from Chen,
[Xia] Zhengshu obtained a wife from Lord Mu of Zheng (r. 627-606 B.C.E.):
this was Shaomeng. In the fifteenth year of the reign of King Zhuang
[599 B.CE], ,4/75 the nobleman from Chen, Zhengshu, killed his ruler,
Lord Ling (r. 613-599 B.C.E.), and King Zhuang led the army to lay siege
to Chen. His Majesty ordered Qu Wu, the lord of Shen, to go to Qin to
ask for an army; when he obtained the army, ,;,.s he returned.”® His
Majesty entered Chen and killed [Xia] Zhengshu, taking over his entire
household, and presenting it to the lord of Shen.” The lianyin, Xiang Lao,
competed with him and stole Lady Shaomeng away; the lianyin was later
taken prisoner at He .., yong.8° His son was Moyao [Heiyao]. He also
married Lady Shaomeng.?' King Zhuang then passed away and King

77. Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 56, notes that the very first refer-
ence to the kingdom of Wu in the Zuozhuan describes a covenant between them and the
kingdom of Chu, in 601 B.C.E., the thirteenth year of the reign of King Zhuang of Chu.
See Zuozhuan, 696 (Xuan 8). It may be these events which are being referred to here.

78. The Zuozhuan, 714 (Xuan 11) states that Chu attacked Chen with the other lords
(zhuhou #1%), but they are not identified. In his commentary on this line, Kong Yingda,
Chungiu jingzhuan zhengyi, 724 (Xuan 11) suggests that these were Chu’s subordinate
states.

79. The Xinian account here agrees with that given in the Guoyu, 539 (“Chuyu
shang” #3% ) in saying that Lady Xia Ji was originally bestowed upon Qu Wu by
King Zhuang of Chu, only for him to later change his mind.

80. In the Zuozhuan, 804 (Cheng 2), the lianyin Xiang Lao is said to have died at the
battle of Bi 4. However, the Han Feizi, 390 (“Yulao” i) agrees with the Xinian that
King Zhuang of Chu did fight a battle at a place named Heyong, presumably as part of
the same campaign, in which his forces were victorious.

81. Some scholars have suggested that the Zidang ding ¥ excavated in the
northern suburbs of Liuan 7N% city in 1986, was made by the man who (according
to the Zuozhuan) was killed in punishment after Lady Xia Ji and Qu Wu left the
kingdom of Chu, since he was a member of the latter’s family; see Chen Bingxin [f
Fe#i, “Anhui chutu Zitang [sic] ding mingwen de zai renshi” Z#H L5551
TR, Kaogu 2005.7, 89—91; and Li Yong 4%, Hu Yuan ##%, “Chungiu Zidang
Chuqi kao” KT #2%, Nanfang wenhua #5753 1993.1, 114-17. This bronze
identifies the maker as a member of the Xiang family; if this is correct, then Qu Wu
must have been a relative of Xiang Lao and Xiang Moyao/Heiyao. In that case the rela-
tionship between Lady Xia Ji and these three men may be an example of levirate mar-
riage in the kingdom of Chu. The Zuozhuan, 804 (Cheng 2), by contrast, describes the
relationship between Lady Xia Ji and Heiyao as an incestuous affair (zheng #%).
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Gong (r. 590-560 B.C.E.) was established. Moyao also died and the Minister
of War, Prince Fan, and the lord of Shen .., ;.. fought for possession of Lady
Shaomeng. The lord of Shen said: “This is my appointed wife,” and he took
her as his wife. The Minister of War held a grudge against the lord of Shen
about this. The king ordered the lord of Shen to go on a diplomatic mission
to Qi; thelord of g, Shen secretly took Lady Shaomeng with him. From Qi
they fled to Jin and from Jin they travelled to Wu. Thus for the first time [he
gained knowledge of] the routes that led to Wu and Jin, and he taught the
people of Wu to rebel against Chu.82 /5, In the time of King Ling (r. 540
529 B.C.E.), King Ling attacked Wu and conducted the Nanhuai campaign,
[during which] he captured Prince Jueyou of Wu.#3 The people of Wu then
submitted to the authority of Chu. When King Ling passed away,? g,/s,
King Jingping (r. 528-516 B.C.E.) took the throne.8> The Junior Preceptor
[Fei] Wuiji slandered the lianyin [Wu] She and killed him; his sons Wu
Yuan (d. 484 B.C.E.) and Wu Zhi Ji escaped and fled to Wu.86 Wu Ji took
command g, /g, of the people of Wu and laid siege to Zhoulai, building a
long trench and then flooding it; thus he defeated the Chu army. This is
the Canal of Elder Ji. When King Jingping passed away, King Zhao
(r. 515—489 B.C.E.) then g, /3, took the throne. Wu Yuan became the chancel-
lor of Wu.” Then he instructed the people of Wu to rebel against Chu. The
lords of the states then defeated the Chu army at Boju, before entering
Ying. King Zhao fled to g;,s, Sui, and he fought a battle with the people

82. The crucial role played by the lord of Shen in the development of Wu during
this period is described in the Zuozhuan, 835 (Cheng 7).

83. These events are described in considerable detail in the Zuozhuan, 1270-72
(Zhao 5).

84. The Xinian here gives no suggestion of the actual circumstances of King Ling of
Chu’s demise, murdered by Prince Bi £t in 529 B.c.E. However, contemporary
readers of the text would undoubtedly have been aware of these notorious events,
which are mentioned in many ancient Chinese texts; see for example Zuozhuan,
1345-50 (Zhao 13); and Han Feizi, 169 (“Shiguo”).

85. This ruler is normally known by his posthumous title of King Ping of Chu; see
Zuozhuan, 1474 (Zhao 26). The Xinian seems to be unique in terming him King Jingping
of Chu.

86. Both Yuri Pines, “Zhou History and Historiography,” 309-10; and Yoshimoto
Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 60, argue that Wu Ji is an invention; this name
appears in the Xinian as a folk etymological explanation of the name of the battlefield
where Wu defeated Chu in 519 B.C.E.: Jifu. This battle is mentioned in the Chungiu, 1440
(Zhao 23); and Zuozhuan, 1446 (Zhao 23). This theory was originally put forward by
Ziju T8, “Qinghua jian Xinian 12-15 zhang jiexi” i3 fi ¥4F 12—15 ST (http://
www.confucius200o.com/admin/list.asp?id=5413 [accessed on 20 July, 2015]).
Alternatively, Su Jianzhou, Wu Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua er Xinian jijie, 602,
argue that Wu Ji is simply a previously unidentified member of the family.

87. Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 61, argues that the name Wu
Yuan is given here in mistake for Bo Pi {/185.

https://doi.org/10.1017/eac.2016.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press


http://www.confucius2000.com/admin/list.asp?id=5413
http://www.confucius2000.com/admin/list.asp?id=5413
http://www.confucius2000.com/admin/list.asp?id=5413
https://doi.org/10.1017/eac.2016.2

76 OLIVIA MILBURN

of Wu at Xi.88 Prince Zhen of Wu was about to start an uprising in Wu, so
King Helu of Wu (r. 514—496 B.C.E.) then went home.?° King Zhao was thus
able to return to his state.

* % ¥

Pericope fifteen begins with an account of one of the great scandals of
the Spring and Autumn period: the death of Lord Ling of Chen at the
hands of the Xia family. The Xinian here points to the existence of an
error within not only the Zuozhuan, but also all the other transmitted
texts which recount this story. The issue is one of chronology. Lady
Xia Ji was the daughter of Lord Mu of Zheng (who died in 606 B.C.E.),
and according to the Zuozhuan, in the year 600 B.C.E., she was engaged
in sexual relationships not only with Lord Ling of Chen, but also two
of his ministers—Kong Ning L% and Yi Xingfu %17 2. The following
year, her son, Xia Zhengshu & #f{, was so furious at the aspersions cast
by his lordship upon his paternity that he assassinated Lord Ling. Lady
Xia Ji is next mentioned in the year 589 B.C.E., when she eloped with Wu
Chen M E (Qu Wu).?° The problem with this sequence of events is that
Lady Xia Ji would have been quite old for a Bronze Age woman who is
being portrayed as incredibly beautiful and attractive: as an absolute
minimum she was in her early thirties on the death of Lord Ling and
in her middle forties at the time of leaving Chu. In the Han dynasty
and later, thanks to this belief in her age, the legend grew up that
Lady Xia Ji had achieved eternal youth and attractiveness by mastering
esoteric sexual techniques; as a result she plays an important part in the
development of Chinese erotica.”! However, in terms of the historical

88. This whole sequence of events is described in almost identical wording, though
much greater detail, in the Zuozhuan, 1542-1546 (Ding 4), with the exception of the
opening statement: “Then he instructed the people of Wu to rebel against Chu ...”

89. Prince Zhen of Wu can be identified as King Fugai, who attempted to sieze the
throne from his older brother in 505 B.C.E. In the Zuozhuan, 1544 (Ding 4) account of
these events it says: “King Helu's younger brother, King Fugai, [named] Zhen
requested ...” (Bl KM TERFE), but the term zhen was previously read as
meaning “in the morning.” The Xinian makes it clear that this was King Fugai’s
name. At this time many members of the Wu royal family used a Chinese single-char-
acter name and a multi-character transliteration of their name in the Wu language: the
two have an identical meaning; see Dong Chuping ##£ 1", Jin Yongping 7K1, Wu
Yue wenhua zhi % AGE (Shanghai: Shanghai renmin, 1998), 95-96. Therefore it is
likely that King Fugai’s name meant “morning.”

90. See Zuozhuan, 701-2 (Xuan 9); and 803-6 (Cheng 2) respectively.

91. See Robert van Gulik, Sexual Life in Ancient China: A Preliminary Survey of
Chinese Sex and Society from ca. 1500 BC till 1644 AD (Leiden: Brill, 1974), 314-16; and
Olivia Milburn, “The Legend of Lady Xia Ji: Two Ming Dynasty Portrayals of an
Ancient Chinese Femme Fatale” (CLEAR, forthcoming). The earliest references to

footnote continued on next page
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events, it is likely that the Xinian is correct. There was no son of Lady Xia
Ji, and Lord Ling of Chen was murdered by her husband. This would
then reduce her age: Lady Xia Ji's marriages probably occurred when
she was in her late teens and early twenties. The mistake in the
Zuozhuan has ended up taking on a life of its own.

Lady Xia Ji’s story segues into that of Wu Zixu, who, like Qu Wu,
first arrived in the kingdom of Wu as a refugee from Chu. Many
ancient texts mention that when Wu She was slandered by Fei Wuji,
his two sons initially both escaped arrest. Supposedly the older of
his two sons, Wu Shang ffi i, returned to Chu to be executed with
his father; Wu Yuan escaped to the kingdom of Wu.9? The Xinian
states that two brothers travelled to Wu, and that Wu Ji was the com-
mander of the army that destroyed Zhoulai in 529 B.c.E%> Wu Zixu is
often said to be the single best recorded individual in the history of
the Spring and Autumn period, but if the Xinian is correct, even
such basic facts as the survival of his brother have been recorded
incorrectly within the transmitted tradition.®* The information that
his brother apparently also served as a senior military commander in
Wu is particularly interesting, for it means that the startling victories
attributed to Wu Zixu may have been the work of two men and
not one.

Lady Xia Ji's knowledge of esoteric sexual arts are found in the Lienii zhuan 544
(Biographies of Exemplary Women); see Wang Zhaoyuan + /&[], Lienii zhuan buzhu
B4 ASAHE (Taipei: Taiwan shangwu, 1976), 136 (“Niebi” #£8%): “[Lady Xia Ji] was
someone who [had mastered] the techniques of internal compression, whereby even
though she was old she could restore her youth” (nei xie jishu, gai lao er fu zhuang zhe
P B AART, BT ).

92. The earliest reference to Wu Shang is found in the Zuozhuan, 1408 (Zhao 20), but
at this stage, the relationship between Wu Shang and Wu Zixu is not specified. The
earliest text to describe the story of the two brothers in any detail is the Shiji,
66.2172—73. As noted by Stephen Durrant, The Cloudy Mirror: Tension and Conflict in
the Writings of Sima Qian (Albany: State University of New York Press, 1995), 88, the
two brothers at this stage come to represent a perfect filial pair: one dies with their
father and the other avenges him.

93. When this campaign is mentioned in the Zuozhuan, 1343 (Zhao 13), no name is
given for the commander of the Wu army. Wang Yikun Fz%, “Chutu jianbo shiliao
jlazhi chuyi: yi Qinghua jian Xinian wei 1i” tH = i SSRMEE 8958 LUK 3 il B 4 A1,
Changshu ligong xueyuan xuebao (Zhexue shehui kexue ban) ‘7 B T B 23 (7 B2 4L &
BIERR) 2014.1, 115 suggests that rather than identifying Wu Ji with Wu Shang, he
should be considered as a previously unrecorded brother of Wu Zixu.

94. See Barry Blakeley, “Chu Society and State: Image versus Reality,” in Defining
Chu: Image and Reality in Ancient China, ed. Constance A. Cook and John S. Major
(Honolulu: University of Hawai'i Press, 1999), 66.
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Source Text C

PERICOPE SIX
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31/31 Lord Xian of Jin’s (r. 676-651 B.C.E.) favourite concubine was named
Lady LiJi, and she wanted her son, Xigj, to become the ruler.?> Therefore
she slandered the Heir Apparent, Lord Long (Gong), and killed him.%
She also slandered ,,,;, Lord Hui (r. 650-637 B.C.E.) and Lord Wen
(r. 636-628 B.C.E.). Lord Wen fled to the Di people, while Lord Hui
fled to Liang. When Lord Xian died, Xiqi was established. Grandee Li
Zhi Ke then killed Xiqi. ;5/5; They established his younger brother
Daozi.?” Li Zhi Ke also killed Daozi.?® Afterwards Lord Mu of Qin
(r. 659-621 B.C.E.) installed Lord Hui in power in Jin. Lord Hui had

95. In other texts, Lady LiJi is said to have been one of Lord Xian’s principal wives;
see for example Guoyu, 261 (“Jinyu 1”).

96. The Heir Apparent to Lord Xian had the personal name Shensheng H4E. The
title he is given here is his posthumous appellation; this is also recorded in the
Guoyu, 292 (“Jinyu 2”).

97. Most ancient texts give the name Daozi as Zhuozi 5F, an exception being the
Shiji, 39.1649.

98. Ziju )&, “Qinghua jian Xinian 57 zhang jiexi” i ¥ fifj B 4F 5—7 FARAT (http://
www.confucius2000. com/admin/list. asp?id=5238 [accessed on October 14, 2014),
suggests that the account of the death of Xigi and Daozi given here is sufficient to
ascribe this tale to a foreign source, since the murder of two rulers of Jin by a senior
minister should not be recorded in a Jin text. However, this pericope begins with a
description of Lady Li Ji’s illegal and murderous interference in the succession of the
marquisate of Jin, stressing her low status as a mere concubine of the ruler. In that
case, the succession of Xiqi and Daozi is illegitimate and the proper line of succession
runs from Lord Xian to Lord Hui; thus, there is no opprobium attached to describing
the deaths of Xiqi and Daozi at the hands of Li Ke.
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bribed Lord Mu, saying: “If ,, /5, in the future I am indeed able to return
[to my country], I will give you the land on the other side of the Yellow
River right up to the city of Liang.” When Lord Hui was installed in
power, he turned his back on Lord Mu and refused to give him [this
land]. In the sixth year of his reign [645 B.C.t.], Lord Mu led his army
to do battle with ;;/;; Lord Hui at Han, capturing Lord Hui
and taking him home with him. Lord Hui then sent his son, Lord
Huai (r. 637 B.C.E.), to go as a hostage to Qin. Lord Mu of Qin gave
him his daughter in marriage. ;5,56 Lord Wen spent twelve years
living with the Di people and they treated him very well, but they
were not able to put him in power. He then travelled to Qi, where the
people of Qi treated him well, and he travelled to Song, where the
people of Song treated him well, but they too were unable 5,5, to put
him in power. He travelled through Wei, but the people of Wei did
not treat him well; he travelled through Zheng, but the people of
Zheng did not treat him well; then he moved on to Chu.*” Lord Huai
escaped from Qin and went home, whereupon Lord Mu of Qin sum-
moned ;3,53 Lord Wen from Chu, ordering him to take over the house-
hold of Lord Huai.'® When Lord Hui of Jin died, Lord Huai succeeded
him. The people of Qin raised an army in order to install Lord Wen in
Jin. The people of Jin killed /5, Lord Huai and established Lord
Wen.!%1 From this point onwards Qin and Jin began to be allies,
working together in harmony. The two states attacked Ruo, before
moving on to Zhongcheng; they laid siege to Shangmi, and captured
40/40 the Honourable Yi of Shen, returning home with him.1%2

99. The Xinian gives a somewhat different itinerary for the extensive travels of the
Honourable Chonger to other ancient texts. The Zuozhuan, 404-10 (Xi 23), and the Shiji,
39.1656-60 give an identical itinerary; an alternative is found in the Guoyu, 337-55
(“Jinyu 4”) and the Liishi chungiu, 519-20 (“Shangde” [{#). As noted by Li
Longxian Z=FERR, Jin Wengong fuguo dingba kao &L ARIBEH % (Taipei: Guoli
Taiwan daxue, 1988), 140, insufficient knowledge of Spring and Autum period place-
names has caused significant problems with developing a chronology for these events.

100. “Household” (shi %) specifically refers to Lord Huai’s wife; see Yoshimoto
Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 40. The same kind of usage can be seen in the
Zuozhuan, 2-3 (Yin 1), when it says: “Lord Hui’s first wife was Lady Zi of Meng.
Lady Zi of Meng died, and then he ‘continued his household” with Lady Zi of
Sheng” (B AT & F. 2, B=LIBET).

101. When these events are reported in the Zuozhuan, 413-14 (Xi 24), it makes it
clear that Lord Wen took power thanks to the support of the Qin army before Lord
Huai was dead. The legality of such an action being highly questionable, it is not sur-
prising that in this section of the text, which is strongly associated with Jin, does not
stress this point.

102. The attack on Ruo, the siege of Shangmi, and the capture of the Honourable Yi
also figure in the Zuozhuan, 434-35 (Xi 25); these events took place in 635 B.C.E. The ref-
erence to Zhongcheng is, however, unique to the Xinian.
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PERICOPE SEVEN
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41/41 In the fourth year of the reign of Lord Wen of Jin [633 B.C.E.], King
Cheng of Chu led the various lords to lay siege to Song and attack Qi,'%3
stationing troops in Gu and occupying Min.!% Lord Wen of Jin was cog-
nizant of Qi and Song’s ,,,,., virtuous behavior, so in concert with the
Qin army he laid siege to Cao and Wulu, as well as attacking Wei, in
order to lift the occupation of Qi and the siege of Song.'% The king of
Chu did indeed lift the siege and go home, taking up residence
[beyond] the Fangcheng Mountains.!% ,,,,, The Prime Minister, Ziyu,
then led the armies of Zheng, Wei, Chen, Cai, and the various Man
and Yi peoples to intercept Lord Wen; Lord Wen led the armies of
Qin, Qi, Song, and the various Rong peoples ,,/,, to defeat the Chu
army at Chengpu.'” He then paid court to King Xiang of Zhou
(r. 651-619 B.C.E.) at Hengyong and presented the captives and ears

103. King Cheng of Chu’s attack on Song is also mentioned in the Guoyu, 377
(“Jinyu” 4), as occurring in the fourth year of Lord Wen of Jin's reign. However,
when these events are mentioned in the Zuozhuan, 442 (Xi 26), they are attributed to
the year 634 B.C.E. This problem in chronology is discussed in Yoshimoto Michimasa,
“Seika kan Keinen ko,” 41.

104. This reading of the character $8 as min #5, follows the annotations by Sun
Feiyan 4, “Du Xinian zhaji sanze” FHEFERFC=R (http://www.gwz.fudan.
edu.cn/SrcShow.asp?Src_ID=1801 [accessed on 20 July, 2015]).

105. The “virtuous actions” (de #) of Qi and Song refers specifically to their treat-
ment of the future Lord Wen during his time in exile; see Zuozhuan, 406, 408 (Xi 23).

106. The repeated stress on the strategic significance of the Fangcheng Mountains
to Chu is one of the hallmarks of the Xinian; see Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan
Keinen ko,” 42.

107. The Xinian suggests that the two sides at the battle of Chengpu were relatively
evenly matched; the Zuozhuan, 457 (Xi 28) states that the Chu army was at minimal
strength. The Xinian is also unusual in recording extensive participation in this battle
by nomadic non-Huaxia peoples. The only transmitted text to mention this is the
Zhanguo ce ¥XBI (Stratagems of the Warring States); see Zhu Zugeng #HEk,
Zhanguo ce jizhu huikao BRI S (Nanjing: Fenghuang, 2008), 459 (“Qince” %
% 5): “Lord Wen employed bandits from Zhongshan and thus was victorious at
Chengpu” (LA FH LA RIE). However, Zhongshan was a state founded by
the Di people and not the Rong.
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from Chu.1%® He performed a blood covenant with the other lords at
Jiantu.109

PERICOPE EIGHT
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45/45 In the seventh year of the reign of Lord Wen of Jin [630 B.C.E.], Qin
and Jin laid siege to Zheng, and Zheng surrendered to Qin, but did not
surrender to Jin. The people of Jin were unhappy about this. The people
of Qin occupied Zheng and the people of Zheng handed over authority
for the northern gate to the occupying forces ;4,6 from Qin.1! The occu-
pying forces of Qin sent someone home to report: “We have obtained
control over the gates of Zheng; come secretly and make a surprise
attack on them.”1'? The Qin army was about to go east and make a sur-
prise attack upon Zheng, but the Zheng merchant Xian Gao who was
heading west ,,/,, to trade, met with them; in accordance with an
order from the ruler of Zheng he feasted the three armies of Qin. The

108. The presentation of ears taken from the enemy dead was a part of post-battle
ritual in the Eastern Zhou dynasty; see for example Zuozhuan, 399 (Xi 22); and 651
(Xuan 2); and Liishi chungiu, 289-90 (“Guyue” ##%%). It is much more frequently
recorded in bronze inscriptions, implying that it probably took place more regularly
than transmitted texts suggest.

109. The sequence of events at the covenant of Jiantu is described in some detail in
Zuozhuan, 463-66 (Xi 28).

110. The form of the character xi 5[] (to make a surprise attack) used in this per-
icope is commonly found in texts derived from the state of Jin; see Su Jianzhou, Wu
Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua er Xinian jijie, 397. This fits with the theory that the
Xinian is derived from written materials taken from more than one source.

111. This translation follows the reading of yu ¥ (literally: “to prepare”) as she %
(to occupy) given by Sun Feiyan, “Du Xinian zaji sanze.” Alternatively, Huadong
shifan daxue zhongwenxi Zhanguo jian dushu xiaozu, “Du Qinghua daxue cang
Zhanguo zhujian er. Xinian shu hou (er),” reads yu ¥ as shi % (to position).

112. This translation follows the reading given by Chen Wei, “Du Qinghua jian
Xinian zhaji,” 119, which suggests that the character given as ye 4, in the original tran-
scription should instead be read yin [2 (in secret). Alternatively, Chen Jian P,
[accessed on 20 July, 2015], has suggested reading ye as yi . (already), in which
case this sentence would read: “We have already obtained control over the gates of
Zheng; come and make a surprise attack on them.”
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army then returned; they attacked Hua and captured it."'3 Lord Wen of Jin
had died but was not yet buried when Lord Xiang (r. 627621 B.C.E.) person-
ally ,s,,sled his armies to intercept the Qin army at Xiao and inflicted a ter-
rible defeat upon them.'* Lord Mu of Qin wanted to make an alliance with
the people of Chu, so he released the Honourable Yi of Shen and sent him
home torequest a peace treaty. From this point onwards, Qin ,,,,, began to
be hostile towards Jin, and ally with Chu.

PERICOPE NINE
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so/50 When Lord Xiang of Jin died, Lord Ling [whose personal name
was] Gao (r. 620-607 B.C.E.) was but a small child.!'> The grandees gath-
ered to discuss the situation and said: “His lordship is a young child and
he cannot yet assume responsibility. What is to be done about the fact
that he is not able to govern the country? We need an adult ruler!”11¢
They ordered .,,s, [Xian] Mie, Infantry General of the Left,''” and
[Shi] Hui of Sui to summon Lord Xiang’'s younger brother, Yong,

113. The sequence of events described here is recorded in very similar terms in the
Zuozhuan, 494—98 (Xi 33); and Liishi chungiu, 989—9o (“Huiguo” 1f§i); see also He Xiu
fiTfk, Xu Yan #:Z, Chungiu Gongyang zhuan zhushu K 2EH7EB (Beijing: Beijing
daxue, 1999), 270-71 (Xi 33).

114. The Chungiu, 492 (Xi 33) does not mention leadership of this campaign; while
the Zuozhuan attributes it to Xian Zhen Jt#. The Gongyang zhuan, 272 (Xi 33); and
Zhong Wenzheng $83 7%, Chungiu Guliang jingzhuan buzhu KA FEEME
(Beijing: Zhonghua, 1996), 355-56 (Xi 33), both mention traditions that it was Lord
Xiang of Jin himself who was in command; the Xinian clearly belongs to this group
of texts. Both the Gongyang and the Guliang agree that Lord Xiang’s presence was
not mentioned in the Chungiu because it was inappropriate for the ruler to have
taken off his mourning and gone out on campaign.

115. Elsewhere, Lord Ling’s personal name is given as Yigao % f&; see Chungiu, 650
(Xuan 2); or as Yigao ¥ see Gongyang zhuan, 324 (Xuan 2).

116. This translation follows the annotations of the original publication in reading
giang 5E[#%] as meaning “adult,” rather than “strong”; following the Liji {87 (Records
of Ritual). See Sun Xidan 44 B, Liji jijie #8504 % (Beijing: Zhonghua, 2007), 12 (“Quli
shang” li#§ 1-).

117. This translation follows the annotations of the original publication in reading
youhang #17 (Infantry General of the Right) as zuohang 7247 (Infantry General of the
Left). This amendment is based upon the account of Xian Mie’s military office given
in the Zuozhuan, 474 (Xi 28).
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from Qin.'"® When Lord Xiang’s wife heard this, she caused a scene in
the court, holding Lord Ling in her arms. She said: “What crime has
the dead man committed? ,,;, Why should the living be punished?
You have abandoned your ruler’s son and refused to establish him,
seeking someone from outside: are you really going to set aside this
child?”1" The grandees panicked and they all betrayed [those who
had been sent on this mission]. They said: “No-one has given orders
to summon /5, him.”129 They then established Lord Ling and after-
wards buried Lord Xiang.'?!

PERICOPE TEN
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53/54 Lord Kang of Qin (r. 620-609 B.C.E.) led his army to escort Yong, the
unratified ruler. The people of Jin raised an army and defeated them at
Jinyin.'?? [Xian] Mie, the Infantry General of the Left, and [Shi] Hui of
Sui did not dare to go home, so /55 they fled to Qin. When Gao,
Lord Ling [of Jin] had been established for six years [615 B.C.E.], the

118. The original text here reads Yong ye #itH, and the editors of the Qinghua col-
lection suggest that this is a mistake for Yong zi % ¥ that is Ziyong F%E. See Li Xueqin,
ed., Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian, 158ny. Su Jianzhou, “Du Xinian zhaji” sug-
gests that ye should be considered as an auxiliary particle.

119. Lord Xiang’'s wife’s appeal is recorded in virtually identical terms in the
Zuozhuan, 558 (Wen 7).

120. This translation follows the commentary to the original publication. However,
Chen Wei, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian zhaji,” 119, suggests reading mo % as wei & (not
yet) or bu AN (not); that is: “We haven't yet given orders to summon him” or “We
haven’t given orders to summon him.”

121. It is known from other ancient texts that the senior minister behind first the
plan to set Lord Ling aside, and then the decision to establish him after all, was
Zhao Dun #J& (d. 601 B.C.E.). It is striking that he is not mentioned at any stage in
this passage, given his well-recorded troubles with the court historians of Jin over
how his role in Lord Ling’s reign would be described. See Zuozhuan, 662—63 (Xuan 2).
For discussion of how this case influenced traditional concepts of the role of the court his-
torian; see Wang Qing 7, “Dong Hu yu ‘Shu fabuyin'” # KR ‘E:ABE’, Shixue yuekan
2011.6, 114-16; and Tang Damin %K [, “’Shu fabu yin’ wu yin ma? Dong Hu shian zhiyi”
ERARE BB N 52 R BE, Shixue yuekan 2010.5, 85-91.

122. This translation follows the commentary to the original publication, in reading
this placename as Jinyin, which is mentioned in the Zuozhuan, 560 (Wen 7) in connec-
tion with these events. Ziju F /&, “Qinghua jian Xinian 8-11 zhang jiexi” & 3 ffj 4
8-11 EMFHT (http://www.confucius2000.com/admin/list.asp?id=5300 [accessed on
October 14, 2014]) suggests instead that this placename should correctly be read as
Xiyin BBz,
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ruler of Qin led his army at the battle of Hequ, [in order to avenge] the
battle of Jinyin.'?3

* % X

The stories found in Source Text C form a group with a strong chrono-
logical connection. Furthermore, this seems to be very closely related to
the transmitted tradition, providing an account of events that is
extremely similar—though consistently shorter and less detailed—to
that given in the Zuozhuan. Yuri Pines suggests that rather than the
Xinian being considered as a précis of the Zuozhuan, that some of the
anecdotes incorporated into this text (here grouped into Source Text
C) may have been derived from the same history of the state of Jin as
that used by the compilers of the Zuozhuan. However, where the
Zuozhuan adds more detail, records more speeches, and provides
further moralizations and didactic messages, the Xinian pares down
the information and presents it in a bald, skeletal form, concentrating
on the key historical events and their most significant consequences.!?*
It is the contention of this article that material found in other source texts
for the Xinian, though sometimes recording the same events, lacks the
really close connection with the Zuozhuan seen in Source Text C.

Source Text D

PERICOPE ELEVEN
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s5/56 In the eighth year [618 B.C.E.] of the reign of King Mu of Chu
(r. 625-614 B.C.E.), the king met with the other lords at You [one
unknown character] (Juehao), for he was going to attack Song.!?> The

123. The battle of Hequ is mentioned in Zuozhuan, 590-92 (Wen 12); the Xinian,
however, appears to be unique in explicitly attributing the motives behind this cam-
paign to revenge for the battle of Jinyin.

124. Yuri Pines, “Zhou History and Historiography,” 311-14.

125. Su Jianzhou # @M, “Du Xinian zhaji” FHEFFLEC (http://www.gwz.fudan.
edu.cn/SrcShow.asp?Src_ID=1972 [accessed on September 30, 2014]) notes a number

footnote continued on next page
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commander of the right army of Song, Hua Sunwu (Sunyuan), wanted
to feast the Chu army. He then proceeded with 54,5, King Mu to hunt
deer in Mengzhu, [after which] they moved on to Tulin.'?® The duke
of Song was in the left hunting chariot; the earl of Zheng was in the
right hunting chariot. The lord of Shen, Shuhou, found out about this,
and when the duke 5,3 of Song’s chariot set out late, he whipped the
duke of Song’s charioteer.'” When King Mu passed away, King
Zhuang came to the throne. He sent Wuwei, the earl of Shen, on a dip-
lomatic mission to Qi, during which he borrowed a road 5,5, from
Song. The people of Song killed Wuwei, the earl of Shen, for this
reason and stole his jade and silk.'?® King Zhuang led his army to lay
siege to Song for nine months. The people of Song then made peace.
They gave him men and women, 54,6, as well as one hundred chariots;
in addition, they gave him Hua Sunwu as a hostage.'?®

PERICOPE TWELVE
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60/61 In the fourteenth year of the reign of King Zhuang of Chu [598 B.C.E.],
His Majesty met with the other lords at Li.13° Lord Cheng of Zheng fled

of problems with this pericope. First, these events are recorded in the Zuozhuan, 577
(Wen 10) as having occurred in 617 B.c.E. Furthermore, the name of the Song command-
er as given in the following line, Hua Sunwu, seems to be a mistake for Hua Yushi
341 4. Therefore he suggests that this particular story was recorded comparatively
carelessly.

126. The placename Tulin is thought to refer to the Yunmeng marshes, the hunting
grounds of the kings of Chu; see Yuan Jinping % 4:*¥, “Qinghua jian Xinian Tulin kao”
VI BAEAEME, Shenzhen daxue xuebao (Renwen shehui keuxue ban) 30.1 (2013), 72-75.

127. The terms in which these events are described suggest that Shengong Shuhou
AU (the lord of Shen, Shuhou) and Shenbo Wuwei HH £ (Wuwei, the earl of
Shen) were one and the same person; see Su Jianzhou, “Du Xinian zhaji.” However, as
noted by Kang Xiaoyan /)i, “Qinghua Zhanguo zhujian Xinian dishiyi zhang
jlanshu” & BT B AEE -+ — BB, Yuwen xuekan 35T 2013.8, 31, this is
not necessarily correct.

128. The Zuozhuan, 760-61 (Xuan 15) stresses that King Zhuang of Chu knowingly
sent Wuwei, the lord of Shen, to his death with a view to creating an excuse to invade
Song. However, this text does not mention the theft of the lord of Shen’s diplomatic
gifts.

129. In the transmitted tradition, the peace treaty between Song and Chu is men-
tioned in the Liishi chungiu, 1400 (“Xinglun” 177#); the peace treaty and the granting
of a hostage in the Zuozhuan, 761 (Xuan 15). The other gifts are not mentioned.

130. This interstate meeting at Li is not mentioned in any other ancient text. When
these events are described in the Zuozhuan, 716 (Xuan 11), they are referred to as: “the

footnote continued on next page

https://doi.org/10.1017/eac.2016.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/eac.2016.2

86 OLIVIA MILBURN

homewards from Li,'3 so King Zhuang then provoked conflict in
Zheng.132 Lord Cheng of Jin (r. 607—600 B.C.E.) ¢, /6. met the other lords
with a view to rescuing Zheng; before the Chu army had turned back,
Lord Cheng of Jin died at Hu.'3

PERICOPE THIRTEEN

6rses . DIE) EE[EEE=A. BEALR. &bk %]
(BR8], SO RLEIE. o6, .. (221 ABILEL SR[E5E b
RERR, EIE] SO TR, A o0 WEBIELELL, &
[X 1 B (6] T30 [ 1]

62/65 -+ 124 King [Zhuang] laid siege to Zheng for three months, where-
upon the people of Zheng made peace. Zhonghang Linfu of Jin led the
army to rescue Zheng, and King Zhuang then turned north. ¢,/¢, ... The
people [of Chu] performed a blood covenant.!®> Zhao Zhan did not want
this peace treaty. Since he could not make [the king of Chu] attend [a
blood covenant], he took up position at the gate to the Chu army

campaign at Li” (Li zhi yi J&Z1%), suggesting some kind of battle. This has caused
much confusion; see Sun Feiyan ##7¢#, “Shi Zuozhuan de Li zhi yi” B/ 5 HIE 2
1%, Shenzhen daxue xuebao (Renwen shehui kexue ban) 29.2 (2012), 58-59. In the commen-
tary by Du Yu, Chungiu jingzhuan jijie, 58on1 (Xuan 11), he notes that these events did
not take place in the year that they are mentioned in the Zuozhuan, suggesting instead
that they occurred in Xuan 6 (603 B.C.E.). The rationale behind this choice of date is not
clear.

131. At this point the ruler of Zheng was Lord Xiang 5% A (r. 605-587 B.C.E.); the
original commentary on the Xinian suggests that this error arose from a confusion with
his contemporary Lord Cheng of Jin mentioned below.

132. As noted by Su Jianzhou, Wu Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua er Xinian jijie,
476-77, no other ancient text records these events, so it is not at all clear what
exactly King Zhuang did in Zheng.

133. According to the Zuozhuan, 701, 703 (Xuan 9), Lord Cheng of Jin died in Hu in
600 B.C.E., just after attending an interstate meeting there. Subsequently, King Zhuang
of Chu attacked Zheng. The Xinian seems to suggest that some previous military con-
flict occurred.

134. Seven to eight characters are missing at the beginning of this pericope, which is
the most severely damaged in the entire text. Hou Wenxue, Li Mingli, “Qinghua jian
Xinian de xushi lili, hexin yu linian,” 288 suggest that these missing characters are
the date: “In the seventeenth year of the reign of King Zhuang of Chu ...” (Chu
Zhuangwang i shigi nian FE3EE37-T-B4 ...). The events described here occurred in
597 B.C.E.; see Zuozhuan, 718—38 (Xuan 12).

135. Eleven to twelve characters are missing from the beginning of this broken
strip. Su Jianzhou, Wu Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua er Xinian jijie, 485, suggest that
this strip would originally have read: “Chu requested a peace treaty with Jin, and
the people of Jin agreed, whereupon they performed a blood covenant with the
people of Chu” ([HRp T &=[&. &N, BT AP[#]). This suggestion is
derived from the account of these events given in the Zuozhuan, 734 (Xuan 12).
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[camp].!%¢ The people of Chu ¢, 65 had to put armour onto their horses in
order to chase him away. Then they defeated the Jin army at He[shang] ... 137

PERICOPE SIXTEEN

suss HHROEES L, GIA1F TRIEIRE], 22 BIH. 55
[ 1A 4 (A1 AR R ME=5. M A BRI TS TERT A I8, R 5576
= A =D A. SATUUBIIRL. —7F, BURIAREUE AT, THRIR]
SRR A KUEERRIR . DT H S AMIER s, 5,
BIHIFAR. BRI H PR AR PR 4, BLRIKEIR. &
, BIRIA R RUBIAIIR], MUEE ST o0 FEIRIE
(IR, sOLMEIEIR. s IR AT (W6 (R T T 85
2. RN £ EFRIRIE S o/ FEILIR AL F
SRR, Fl: “B[EIR F 2800 . R, O]
SR, R ETEEIELR g0 % F=[ETFNE BELT
TR () (B[], SR A BRI SE06], B 5 [T F).
SR 7R S (], LABET R[]

84/85 In the seventh year [584 B.C.E.] of the reign of King Long (Gong) of
Chu (r. 590-560 B.C.E.), the Prime Minister Zizhong attacked Zheng and
stationed his army at Fan. Lord Jing of Jin (r. 599-581 B.C.E.) met with the
other lords with a view to rescuing Zheng.!®® The people of Zheng
arrested Yi, lord of Yun, and presented g,36 him to Lord Jing.!*® Lord
Jing returned home with him. One year later [583 B.c.E.], Lord Jing
wanted to have a peace treaty with the people of Chu, so he released
the lord of Yun and sent him home to request the peace treaty.!4

136. Some scholars, such as Xiaohu, “Du Xinian yizha”; and Qinghua daxue chutu
wenxian dushuhui ¥ 2 K5+ SCRREE &, “Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian (er)
yandu zhaji (er)” ¥ REEEETRE (=) BFEEZIEC () (http://www.gwz.fudan.
edu.cn/SrcShow.asp?Src_ID=1760 [accessed on 20 July, 2015]), gloss jue 3 as she 4t
(to shoot). Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 51-52, considers this to be
the result of a misreading of the text of the Zuozhuan, 736 (Xuan 12).

137. This damaged pericope of the Xinian refers to the great victory won by the Chu
army over Jin in the Battle of Bi #¢ in 597 B.C.E. As described in the Zuozhuan, 737-43
(Xuan 12), when the Chu army chased off Zhao Zhan, they ended up routing the Jin
army. When these events are described in the Shiji, 40.1702, the battle is said to have
taken place at Heshang.

138. This meeting is recorded in the Chungiu, 832 (Cheng 7).

139. Asnoted by Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen k6,” 62, the contraction
zhu 7 seen here is unusual in late Warring States era texts, when the Xinian is pre-
sumed to have been copied out. What is more, in other sections of the Xinian, the
term is given in full: zhi yu Z Ji*. This supports the theory that this text was compiled
from multiple sources.

140. According to the Zuozhuan, 845 (Cheng 9), the lord of Yuan was released from
captivity in 582 B.C.E. Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen k6,” 63, therefore con-
siders that the “one year later” (yi nian —%F) is not to be taken entirely literally.
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King Long sent the lord of Yun on a diplomatic visit to gs s, Jin, further-
more, he agreed to the peace treaty. Lord Jing sent Di Zhi Fa to pay a dip-
lomatic visit to Chu, whereupon the peace treaty was confirmed.'4! Before
he had returned, Lord Jing of Jin died and Lord Li (r. 580-573 B.C.E.) suc-
ceeded. King Long sent Prince g,,35 Chen on a diplomatic visit to Jin,
and again reconfirmed the peace treaty.!#? The king also sent the Song
Preceptor of the Right, Hua Sunwu (Sunyuan), to enact the treaty
between Chu and Jin. The following year [579 B.C.E.], Prince Ba of Chu
met [Fan] Wen g, /s, zi [Shi] Xie of Jin and the grandees representing the
other lords and they performed a blood covenant in Song.'#® They said:
“Let us stop the fighting all over the world.”'#* The following year [578
B.C.E.], Lord Li was the first to raise an army and led his troops to meet
the other lords, with a view to making an attack upon 44/, Qin.!*> He
arrived at Jing.'#¢ King Long also led his troops to lay siege to Zheng;
but Lord Li rescued Zheng and defeated the Chu army at Yan. Lord Li
then suffered disaster and died, leaving no descendants.'®”

141. According to the Zuozhuan, 848 (Cheng 10), Di Fa’s visit took place in 581 B.C.E.
As is frequently the case, the Xinian gives names in the vocative form; the Zuozhuan in
the more usual nominative.

142. According to the Zuozhuan, 847 (Cheng 9) the visit of Prince Zhen of Chu to Jin
occurred in 582 B.C.E., and Lord Jing did not die until the following year.

143. Asnoted by Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 63, Wenzi was the
posthumous title of Shi Xie +:%# of Jin; who also used the alternative surname Fan 7 in
honor of his fief.

144. The Zuozhuan, 856 (Cheng 12) describes a covenant between only two parties:
Chu and Jin. It also records a much more complex agreement: “Now Jin and Chu will
not go to war against each other, and they will face good and evil together. They will
both show compassion for [those states] which have suffered a natural disaster or are in
danger; and they will help those who are suffering. If there is anyone who harms Chu
then Jin will attack them; if something happens in Jin, then Chu will do the same. When
ambassadors come and go, the roads will not be blocked. We will take measures
against the uncooperative and punish those who do not pay court to us. If anyone con-
travenes this covenant may the Bright Spirits destroy him, ruining his armies and
cutting off the line of inheritance in his state.” (JL& & ZAHINA, 4 F 2, FNE G,
R E. HAERE, Az, 8, Iy, BRI, ERIEZE, BEHA, A
JEE. AL, IRhR s, (LA, e TERR).

145. The Xinian here clearly states that it was Jin that was responsible for breaking
the terms of the peace treaty; however, when these events are described in the
Zuozhuan, 857-58 (Cheng 12), it is Chu who is blamed.

146. The Zuozhuan, 866 (Cheng 13) describes a battle between the coalition army led
by Jin and the Qin army at Masui J#kf#. Given that Masui is in modern Jinyang County
P 158%, it would seem that the Xinian correctly sites these events on the banks of the
Jing River.

147. Lord Li was murdered at the behest of senior ministers in Jin in 573 B.C.E.; see
Zuozhuan, 9o6 (Cheng 18). The title then passed to a different branch of the family, with

footnote continued on next page
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PERICOPE NINETEEN

voa/r0s MR SLREBABAIRE, #B[5E]. ALSIFFIFIERIL00], BOHIBE,
BWUEEIZE, WHESEEDTINN. SO CEIERE ], BIR]
w5105 LEY EISEIRIL BE, #B[3], BRIHIR 2, B AMREE. BEAGT
L], TREEIE R, SR RE0E],  FER.
vo6/106 FIIAIE B[, [R5 Io0Bk], (o[ 401481, FOIA]E B3
[HE]. BAE LS+ X —4F, BR[EEIAN[H AR 0, ERR LRI Ra[ . ]
IR, op/0p CAB[FTLSASSEIAN[FAIRE, o TMESK]. A R4
[32]. 4 N[5 1BAIR] 40131

104/104 When King Ling of Chu was on the throne, he made Chen and
Cai into counties. When King Jingping was on the throne, he gave
different territory to the rulers of Chen and Cai and restored each
of them to their states.'*® When King Jingping passed away, [King]
105/105 Zhao was established. Chen, Cai, and Hu rebelled against Chu,
and joined with the people of Wu in attacking Chu.'” Lord Yi of Qin
(r. 536—501 B.C.E.) ordered Zipu and Zihu to lead an army to rescue
Chu; they met with the Chu army and attacked Tang, turning it into a
county.'® ¢ .6 When King Zhao returned to his country, he attacked
Hu and laid siege to Cai.'®! King Zhao passed away. In the eleventh year
[478 B.c.E.] of King Xianhui (r. 488—432 B.C.E.),!52 Shen, Marquis Zhao of
Cai (r. 518491 B.C.E.) became frightened, so he personally gave his alle-
giance to Wu.'>> Man Yong (Xie Yong) .,,/10, of Wu took the army to

Lord Li being succeeded by Zhou J#, a descendant of Lord Xiang of Jin. It is not clear
whether there were other lines of the ruling house whose claims were disallowed,
though the Zuozhuan, go7 (Cheng 19) does mention that Zhou had an older brother
who was mentally handicapped, who was passed over in the succession.

148. This restoration is also recorded in the Zuozhuan, 1361 (Zhao 13).

149. According to the Zuozhuan, 1542 (Ding 4), the participants in the 506 B.C.E. cam-
paign against Chu were the Wu monarch, and the marquises of Cai and Tang.

150. The name of the ruler of Qin at this time is normally given as Lord Ai &= 2.
However, the Shiji, 6.287 gives his posthumous title as Lord Bi $24, and the Suoyin
commentary mentions another variant: Lord Bi #2; see Shiji, 5.197n5.

151. King Zhao's revenge on Hu and Cai is described in the Zuozhuan, 1601 (Ding
15); and 1604 (Ai 1) respectively.

152. The posthumous title of this monarch is usually given as King Hui of Chu;
however, the Mozi ¥ does also record him under the same name as the Xinian:
King Xianhui of Chu; see Sun Yirang f4ifi#, Mozi xiangu =T &k (Beijing:
Zhonghua, 2001), 440 (“Guiyi” H5%).

153. Clearly there is a problem with the chronology here. Li Xueqin, ed., Qinghua
daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian, 185n7 suggests that the description of the would-be sur-
render of authority of Cai to Wu is a historical fact, but this occurred in 491 B.C.E., fol-
lowing the chronology given in Zuozhuan, 1625 (Ai 4). The destruction of the state of
Chen occurred in 478 B.C.E.; see Zuozhuan, 1709 (Ai 17). Somehow the two events
have become confused in this text, possibly due to a problem with the original source.
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meet Marquis Zhao of Cai, and he took up residence at Zhoulai: this was
Lower Cai.’> The people of Chu then made Cai into a county.

PERICOPE TWENTY-ONE

g/ BRIBINT S CAF, RIADI T 6, S UK AR 00, T
550, ""J[E]?%[bn] 125 $}\[$$]Eflﬁfi1[3€]ﬁ[Eﬂﬂ@[l]ﬁfﬁz L[L]ffﬁ
B2 1167116 WARE. 4R, Ein B[S AR B [AR#IR]TS, #(#]=
Zill], Inl[[F ]/ E DGR [R5t < B[R], 28 [8E]55 (1], ""J[iﬁé[ﬁ] LN
[ATTRR[EKT A Rk 2 B[] T[], %ﬁ[ﬁ]ﬁ[ﬁﬁ]ﬁh‘%}, %’[‘ ]wx[lﬂ.].
%EU‘ 118/118 7 ﬁ.%ﬂj‘[ﬁg] L

114/114 1N the seventh year [422 B.C.E.] of the reign of King Jianda of Chu
(r. 428—403 B.C.E.), Lord Dao of Song (r. 421-404 B.C.E.) came to pay court
to Chu.'® He reported that the Minister of Works of Song, [one
unknown character], had severely weakened the ducal house. His
Majesty ordered the Mo’ao Yangwei to lead ,5/.,5 the army to settle
the ducal house; he built fortifications at Huangchi and at Yongqiu.'>”

154. Xie Yong/She Yong ¥ is elsewhere recorded as an important figure in the
government of the kingdom of Yue; see for example Guoyu, 604 (“Wuyu” %%&f); and
Zhou Shengchun Jf*E%, Wu Yue chungiu jijiao huikao %4 KA E % (Shanghai:
Shanghai guji, 1997), 87 (“Fuchai neizhuan” KZMNE). Ziju T/&, “Qinghua jian
Xinian di shiliu-shijiuzhang jiexi” 1% % i B4 H /ST JLEMHT (http://www.confu-
cius2000.com/admin/list/asp?id=5525 [accessed on November 6, 2014]) suggests
that this man was temporarily working for the government of the kingdom of Wu,
after the surrender of King Goujian in 494 B.C.E. and before the reestablishment of
Yue as an independent kingdom.

155. According to the annotations by Wu Jiabi %8, “Qinghua jian Xinian
zhanmu” 17 e i B AR (http://www .bsm.org.cn/show_article.php?id=1614
[accessed on September 30, 2014]) the personal name of the ruler of Zhao should be
transcribed as Guan .

156. Liang Liyong #3725, “Du Xinian zhaji” #BFALEC, Shenzhen daxue xuebao
(Renwen shehui kexue ban) 29.3 (2012), 59 suggests maintaining the Shiji traditional
dates given for King Jian of Chu'’s reign (431—408 B.C.E.), but reading gi -t (seven) as
an orthographic mistake for shi 1+ (ten), for then Lord Dao of Song could potentially
have paid court to King Jian of Chu in 422 B.C.E., after his father’s death but before offi-
cially assuming the title the following year. However, this translation follows the cor-
rected chronology of the Chu kings given in Bai Guanggi, “You Qinghua jian Xinian
dingzheng Zhanguo Chu nian,” whereby the seventh year of King Jian of Chu's
reign is 422 B.C.E.

157. Mo’ao is a Chu title, thought to be similar to Minister of War (Sima #f);
Yangwei may be a two character surname, or a surname and personal name. The
Mo’ao Yangwei is not mentioned within the transmitted textual tradition, however,
a bamboo strip recording his name was excavated from the tomb of Yi, Marquis of

footnote continued on next page
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Wei Si, Zhao Huan, and Han Qizhang of Jin led their forces to lay siege
to Huangchi; after fighting a battle they made them retreat back ;46,116
to Chu. In the second year [421 B.C.E.], His Majesty ordered Mo’ao
Yangwei to lead the army to invade Jin. He captured Yiyang and laid
siege to Chi'an, to avenge the campaign at Huangchi. Wei Si, Zhao
Huan and Han Qi ;,,4,, zhang led their armies to rescue Chi’an, where-
upon the Chu army lifted the siege and went home. They fought a battle
with the Jin army at the [Chu] Great Wall. The Chu army was not vic-
torious and they had to abandon many of their battle standards and
tents, running away under cover of darkness.'®® Because of this, Chu
118/118 intensified their hatred for Jin.

PERICOPE TWENTY-TWO

1o/11g A SR EEE]ERISZIAL]. TUDTIE, & A g [w R 0]
RIEMRIAMBORE, BHAZRMKITEE a\[F]E, WHEEEE], B3
120/120 gﬁ[%&]ﬁj‘[%]g[Eﬂi];ﬁi&[ﬁ]ﬁ\@[%”ﬁ’)@(&=[’)§ ﬁ]ﬁm[ﬁlﬁiu@
ZilnERE <, B[H]S k. B[R] A B S [B], BT 121/100
W] T & RITCAN. ROBIANIA] BRI E=[E. S16EM], 75
m[21ZE[ICLN[N]. & BB & =B =[S0, B ATR R
1227122 P B[AH]. BB [AAHE; & BEIR[E], WIANZTPK. 75 AE[H]
MG BRE T B AR]. BB B, R 10505 PR EE. B=T2
R=[RRININTES, BILRRIBER BRI P T 2 Ah. L BRI BRI,
BELBEVRELLH] 1o, 0n, [ B ABRTS (R E, TRLE]BLA (2 2], 55
(R[], AN, 560, AL TR 1o s J8E T,

119/110 When King Shenghuan of Chu (r. 404—401 B.C.E.) was established,
in his first year [404 B.C.E.], the lord of Jin met with the other rulers at

Zeng 1% £.. Further references to the Mo’ao Yangwei were found among the Xincai
H%5 texts: Jia san H =. 36: “[The year] that [one illegible character] the great Mo’ao
Yangwei fought [a battle] at the Great Wall” (LI KZEE[FEA [E] REWHZ

[%1); and Jia san. 296: “[One character illegible] the Mo’ao Yangwei fought a
battle with the Jin army at the Great [one character illegible]” (I1ZE[#]55 4 M
[EHEL[#k]2 = [1); see Bing Shangbai KB, Geling Chujian yanjiu %83 5
(Taipei: Taida chuban zhongxin, 2009), 38, 52. Some scholars have sought to identify
this person as Prime Minister Zichun T% of Chu, a very important figure in Chu at
this time; see for example Li Shoukui 25745, “Qinghua jian Xinian Mo’ao Yangwei
kaolun” ¥l B4E 5 B 5 2% 5, Zhongyuan wenhua yanjiv " IFESCUIFF 2014.2,
50-54.

158. Li Xuegqin, “Qinghua jian Xinian ji youguan gushi wenti” & 3 il B4 KA Bl
SR, Wenwu 2011.3, 73, suggests this line should be read as: “they had to abandon
many of their old items, and Mo[ao] ran away under cover of darkness” (duo gi chan,
Molao] xiao dun % 3EWH, ZL[E]#1E). This translation follows the alternative reading
given by Guo Yongbing {7k ¥, “Qinghua jian Xinian chanzi biejie” & % fifj & 4F {7
AfE  (http://www.gwz.fudan.edu.cn/SrcShow.asp?Src_ID=1445 [accessed on
November 19, 2014]).
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Ren. Lord Dao of Song was about to meet with the ruler of Jin when the
latter died at [unknown placename]. Han Hu, Zhao Ji, and Wei ;50,120 Ji
led their armies to attack Qi with Yi, Duke of Yue.’> Qi made peace with
Yue, giving them the fields of Jianyang and Juling, as well as men and
women. The duke of Yue performed a blood covenant outside the Ji
Gate of Lu, together with Dai, Marquis of Qi (r. 404-391 B.C..) and
Yan, ;,,/1.; Marquis of Lu (r. 410-377 B.C.E.). The duke of Yue then
entered the city to hold a banquet in Lu: the marquis of Lu acted as
his charioteer and the marquis of Qi rode beside him in the chariot as
they entered the city. Si, Marquis Wen of Wei (r. 445-396 B.C.E.) led
the Jin army, and the Jin army inflicted a terrible defeat on the ;.,/12,
Qi army. The Qi army fled northwards and the Jin army pursued
them, as far as the Qian River. The people of Qi then suffered the trou-
bles of Chen Qing Ziniu.'®® Qi made peace with Jin, and the marquis of
Qi 125/125 held a blood covenant with the Jin army. Grandees represent-
ing the three great families of Jin entered the state of Qi, where they per-
formed a blood covenant outside the Ying Gate with Chen He and Chen
Hao.!¢! The agreement said: “Do not repair the Great Wall; do not attack
Lin ;. /1,4 qiu.”12 The ruler of Jin presented captives from the Qi army

159. Here, the Xinian gives the name of the ruler of Yue in the same form as the Shiji,
41.1747; and the Zhushu jinian, B.22b. However, in the Yuejue shu, 58 (“Jidi zhuan” FCH:
f8), this monarch is called King Buyang of Yue T4 #3. There are no bronzes which
record the name Buyang, but Cao Jinyan #§ %, “Xinjian Yuewang bingqi ji gi xiang-
guan wenti” B bk Fe 2% K HAHB R, Wenwu 2000.1, 72, mentions a sword sold in
Hong Kong in 1994 (now in a private collection in Taiwan), with an inscription stating
that it was made for King Zhiyi of Yue #F E&, who presumably is the Yi, Duke of
Yue mentioned here.

160. Ma Weidong f5## 3, “Qinghua jian Xinian San Jin fa Qi kao” & #Eff B4 =5
B %, Jinyang xuekan & 55T 2014.1, 16-22, suggests that the “troubles of Ziniu”
centered around the murder of Chen/Tian He H A/, whose death did indeed occur
in this year. However, the terms in which these events are described in the Xinian
means this theory cannot possibly be correct, since Chen He was still alive at the time.

161. As noted by Chen Zhi B B, Shiji xinzheng S25C#T7% (Beijing: Zhonghua, 2006),
98, although it is frequently asserted that the Chen family changed their names to Tian
in the time of Chen Wan [ 5¢, the son of Lord Li of Chen [ J& 2 (r. 706—700 B.C.E.), the
texts of bronze vessels produced for members of this clan show that they continued to
use the Chen surname centuries after they moved to Qi. Similarly, the surnames Chen
and Tian seem to have been used interchangeably in the transmitted tradition; see
Zhang Xiaolian RkEEH, “Qiguo Tianshi houyi kaoliie” 7% H K12 & HME, Guanzi
xuekan & F-EF| 2000.2, 89. Tian (* lin) and Chen (* drin R!) were used as phonetic
loans in ancient Chinese; for the reconstructed pronunciations, see Axel Schuessler,
Minimal Old Chinese and Later Han Chinese, 320.

162. It is recorded in the Zhushu jinian, B.21b; and Shiji, 46.1886 that in 405 B.C.E.,, a
major rebellion was launched in Linqiu by a man named variously as Gongsun Hui
2% (a member of the Jiang ruling house of Qi) or Tian Hui H& (a member of the

footnote continued on next page
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and ears to the king of Zhou. Afterwards Dai, Marquis of Qi; Xian,
Marquis of Lu; Tian, Duke of Song (r. 403—381 B.C.E.); Qian, Marquis
of Wei; and Dai, Earl of Zheng paid court to the ;,5/,,5 Zhou king in
Zhou.163

PERICOPE TWENTY-THREE

126/ 126 JE SR HE[E] F AL DUAE, RAMH], BE[50] E MA1T150] B3 T 2.
EAERIRA BRI, R[] RN 1)), BE B
(&1 [02], DA RERL[HR]. BB ERIER[H], Il [ ERISL[Az]. 28
DRI FURIRBF]. 2 [ PREHEIEDE TR EH] 1ns)10s B[R] ZE
[Af]ER B[] B[R LR [AE] 2, Bl BRMRDAREEEE R, R B [HR] T L
[JjJ] ﬁ[%]zgiﬁi%[ﬁ]¥;ﬂ§§ﬂi]ﬁﬁﬁﬁ J%.[EE] 129/129 ﬁ%[ﬁf]%ﬁi%ﬁj
[ 5 15 (] BB B 15 [F A Y DAL T, R[] 58 A 61 B [E LA
[i]%zkz[%k %\}\]j\%, Z:%W[}\]BE‘% E‘l[%]ﬁi[ﬁ] 130/130 EBJL‘{EJZ[;LE]
FPPIEWRIBARR15E=[%. W2 T=[7, TI5, T, THEH]
THIRIB AR LLE AL = A= N, R ATIRGL]. DR B B8]
BLER B[] 150 050 WIADARE. 2B (AT RI[E 2 780, [ ]ia 2 5]
B (A BT VOB R ] 5 DARR [ DA 20, BE[BR R S [ iR g ke [
DA 132/152 S2=[5. BRI TS5 [ HIU&, THR[R 1R SE055]. m[PITRkpR] 4
N [ 5[0 DU b ] 5 B [T A BE[3). 5 N M, =
B2, 1331y 2. EATHELTITRIACIN I 126 5 (IR, 5],
ER[IE)FS AW CARR (5], CLEMRIRKZBIA]. BURIFEAEE] 15054
AR, BRI B (][RR 5], DOE[R]R A B[],
WR[E 125 AR B AR RS [Fa], BLer B (0] BB 55 (] < 3
1357135 - REBARIRIL BR[E 152, SEPFIRR IR, 5[5 PiiE
UEPEGEVE, =82, SEFHMHIZERRBER[R].  BAF
INIE TR AL T, BB AED REIRE 5] 150,
EATEF R I aC ZE AR AR 75 B R B [AR]. B H f [ 3 T2

usurping ministerial house). For the former theory; Chao Fulin 5%&###k, Chungiu
Zhanguo de shehui biangian EFKEEI 14L& 8458 (Beijing: Shangwu, 2011), 172-78; for
the latter see Yang Kuan #3%, Zhanguo shi BB % (Shanghai: Shanghai renmin,
1980), 270, and Wang Sen’ge E#kH, Tang Zhiqing FFHUH, Qiguo shi % (Ji'nan:
Shandong renmin, 1992), 363. When this rebellion failed, he threw in his lot with the
state of Zhao. Quite how this is related to the subsequent warfare which broke out
in Qi, not to mention the “troubles of Ziniu,” is not at all clear.

163. The use of posthumous titles in this pericope suggests a date of composition
after the death of Marquis Wen of Wei in 396 B.C.E., but before the deaths of Lord
Kang of Qi 72 in 379 B.C.E, Lord Mu of Lu ##2 in 377 B.CE., and Lord Xu of
Song #4k2 in 381 B.C.E. The revised dates of these rulers are taken from Tao Jin,
“You Qinghua jian Xinian tan Huanzi Meng Jiang hu xiangguan wenti”; however, pro-
blems with the chronology and nomenclature of the rulers of Wei and Zheng have yet
to be resolved.
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LA B AR IS (5] B, B2 L _ e BRIBK]. B[] T, 25 B[]
Zin, BLEIE.

126/126 In the fourth year of the reign of King Shenghuan of Chu
[401 B.cE.], Tian, Duke of Song, and Dai, Earl of Zheng, both paid
court to Chu. The king led the duke of Song to fortify the Yu Pass and
strengthen his position in Wuyang. The people of Qin ., /,,, defeated
the Jin army at Luoyin, when they came to the assistance of Chu.!%*
King Sheng passed away, and King Daozhe (r. 400-380 B.C.E.) was estab-
lished.16> The earl of Zheng invaded the Yu Pass and Lord Huanding of
Yangcheng led the troops ;,s/1.s from Yu Pass and the troops from the
Upper States to intercept them, fighting a battle with them at Guiling.
The Chu army failed to achieve victory. Jing Zhi Jia and Zigong of Shu
were taken prisoner and died. The following i.4/1.4 Year [399 B.C.E],
[one partially illegible character] Yu of Jin led the Jin army and the
Zheng army to install Prince Ding in power. The duke of Luyang led
his army to intercept the people of Jin.1%¢ The people of Jin turned
back, and thus were unable to install the prince. The following year
[398 B.C.E.], 150/130 Lord Zhuangping of Lang led his army to invade
Zheng.'®” Huangzi of Zheng, together with Zima, Zichi, and Zifengzi,

164. The description of events given here clarifies the text of the Biao Qiang [t
bells, excavated from a tomb near Luoyang in 1931. Given that these events are not
well-recorded in the transmitted tradition, the interpretation of the text inscribed on
these fourteen bells has proved highly controversial; see Wang Hongliang F4[5%,
“Qinghua jian Xinian zhong de Biao Qiang zhong xiangguan shishi fafu” &% i %
SEHR I RRIESE AR B St F 98, Gudai wenming 2013.7, 64-68.

165. This double title had only been seen once before, in a text excavated in 1983
from Tomb 2 at Xiyangpo # 53, at the city of Changde ### in Hunan Province.
However, at that time, the posthumous title was considered to refer to King Su of
Chu i £ (r. 397-368 B.C.E.); see Liu Binhui RIWE, Zaogi wenming yu Chu wenhua
yanjiu SISO ELRE AT ST (Changsha: Yuelu shushe, 2001), 217. Now it is clear
that King Daozhe was the monarch otherwise known as King Dao of Chu.

166. Luyang was the hereditary fief of the descendants of Marshal Ziqi ] 557 of
Chu, the son of King Ping, from 479 B.C.E. onwards; see Guoyu, 582 (“Chuyu xia” %55
T). A number of excavated documents such as strips 162 and 195 from the tomb of Yi,
Marquis of Zeng, and strips 2 and 4 from Tomb 2 at Baoshan {111 contain references to
a duke of Luyang; see Hubeisheng bowuguan #i1t# Y68, Zenghou Yi mu 34 % £, %
(Beijing: Wenwu, 1989), 498, 500; and Hubeisheng Jingsha tielu kaogudui #4644 17>
#BK% H BX, Baoshan Chujian 111 251 (Beijing: Wenwu, 1991), 17. However, at present,
the exact relationship between the dukes of Luyang and the Lord of Luyang
(Luyangjun #F5#) who was a patron of Mozi, is unclear; see Zheng Wei ¥,
“Mozi you Chu Luyang niandai kao: jian tan chutu cailiao suojian Chuguo xian
dafu yu fengjun zhi chengwei” -7l & 5FEATH: Heak th LA RHIT R AR B R R B
FH M, Jianghan kaogu 2012.3, 83-84.

167. Dong Shan, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian,” suggests reading the placename Lang
HE as Liang %2.
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led the army to intercept the people of Chu. The people of Chu crossed
the Fan [River]. They were just about to fight a battle with them when
the Zheng army ran away /.5, and entered into Mie. The Chu army
laid siege to them in Mie, capturing the entire Zheng army and their
four generals, returning home with them to Ying.'® Chancellor Xin
of Zheng then caused a massacre in ;;,/,5, Zheng,'®° and Ziyang of
Zheng’s [family] was killed, so that he had no descendants
in Zheng.'”? The following year [397 B.C.E.], the people of Chu returned
Zheng's four generals and their people to Zheng. The people of Jin laid
siege to Jin and Changling, ,5;/.5; capturing them. The king ordered
Lord Daowu of Pingye to lead an army to invade Jin.'”! He conquered
Gao and arrested Shexian, lord of Teng, returning home with him.!”2
Thus he avenged the campaign of Changling. The year after that
[396 B.c.E] Han ,5,/:5, Qu and Wei Ji led their armies to lay siege to
Wuyang, in order to avenge the campaign at Gao. The duke of
Luyang led his army to rescue Wuyang, and he fought a battle with
the Jin armies below ,,5/,55 the walls of Wuyang. The Chu army suffered

168. In the original publication of the Xinian manuscript, the authors note that in
Chu texts, the term yu i@, which literally means “to surpass” is used instead to
mean “to conquer” or “to capture”; see Li Xueqin, ed., Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo
zhujian, 199n15. This gloss has been followed in this translation.

169. The massacre caused by Chancellor Xin of Zheng is also mentioned in the Han
Feizi, 972 (“Shuoyi” #5¢).

170. Both Chancellor Xin and Ziyang, who held the title of Prime Minister of Zheng,
are mentioned in transmitted texts. It has been suggested that they were one and the
same person; see Tong Shuye B &, Chungiu Zuozhuan yanjiu FRKLEGFR
(Shanghai: Shanghai renmin, 1980), 264—265. Alternatively, a number of scholars
have argued that Ziyang was the same person as Lord Ai of Zheng ¥§3< 2, a tradition
which dates back to the Gao You % (fl. 205) commentary on the Liishi chungiu,
1300n54 (“Shiwei” ). See for example Zhang Dainian 5R{%4F, Du Yunhui fHi#
#E, “Guanyu Liezi” FA%F, Zhongguo zhexue shi FHITEH 2011.2, 5-11; and
Zhou Xunchu JAHI¥I, Han Feizi zhaji $#3FF4LiC (Nanjing: Jiangsu renmin, 1980),
284-286. For a detailed study of the importance of the Xinian in understanding the
history of Zheng at this time; see Ma Weidong 5%, “Qinghua jian Xinian yu
Zheng Ziyang zhi nan xintan” &% ffj S 42 UK 7By 2 MEHTIR, Gudai wenming 2014.4,
31-36.

171. The tomb at Xincai, which has yielded a number of damaged bamboo strips
describing historical events at the beginning of the Warring States era, is the grave
of Cheng, Lord of Pingye “F&H; see Song Huaqgiang FR#ESH, Xincai Geling
Chujian chutan ¥ %255 % 2 fii Y148 (Wuhan: Wuhan daxue, 2010). It has been suggested
that this Lord of Pingye is one and the same person as Lord Daowu of Pingye, whose
death is recorded in this pericope of the Xinian; see Chen Yingfei BFHT, “Chu
Daowang chugi de dazhan yu Chu fengjun: Qinghua jian Xinian zhaji zhi yi” %%+
IR R HR B d4 5 752 G AR AL AL 2 —, Wenshi zhishi 2012.5, 107.

172. This translation follows the annotations in the original publication, in reading
%8 as Teng fi%; see Li Xueqin, ed., Qinghua daxue cang Zhanguo zhujian, 200n22.
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a terrible defeat and the three lords who held batons of jade—the duke
of Luyang, Lord Daowu of Pingye, Lord Huanding of Yangcheng—died
there, together with the Governor of the Right, Zhao Zhi Si.1” The
people of Chu abandoned their ,56,,56 battle standards, tents, chariots
and weapons, and fled like dogs. The people of Chen then rebelled
and installed Prince Ding in Chen. The state of Chu lost a large
number of cities because of this. The Chu army was about to rescue
Wuyang i5,/15, when the king commanded Lord Daowu of Pingye to
send someone to request troops from Chen Hao of Qi.'7* Chen Jimu
[of Qi] led one thousand chariots to follow the Chu army to Wuyang.
On Jiawu day, Jin and Chu _,,53 fought a battle because of this. On
Bingzi day, the Qi army arrived at Nie, and then turned back.

* % ¥

All the stories in Source Text D are dated according to the Chu calendar.
The history of the kingdom of Chu in the late Spring and Autumn period
and early Warring States era is not well recorded, hence the Xinian may
serve to fill this lacuna.!”> In this respect, the last couple of pericopes in
Source Text D are of particular importance, for the information con-
tained here has no equivalent within the transmitted tradition.
According to the Shiji, in the chapter on the hereditary house of Chu:
“In the eighth year [of the reign of King Jian], Marquis Wen of Wei,
Viscount Wu of Han, and Viscount Huan of Zhao were numbered
among the lords [of the Central States] for the first time” (J\4F, 3L
%, SRR, BT 2% ). This juxtaposition has resulted in a
number of scholars suggesting that some event occurred involving the
kingdom of Chu which is not recorded within the transmitted textual
tradition, which concerns the Three Jins.!”® Pericope twenty-one of the
Xinian describes a successful campaign by the three lords of Zhao,

173. Chen Yingfei, “Chu Daowang chugqi de dazhan yu Chu fengjun,” 106, suggests
that the term zhigui zhi jun $AEEZ F (here translated as “lords who hold batons of
jade”) represents the highest title of nobility of the time.

174. There is clearly some problem with the transcription of the text at this point;
given that Lord Daowu of Pingye is dead, he cannot be sending someone to request
troops from Qi. As a tentative suggestion, I would like to read T arFF[*F R[] 2
FEEMH) N A S BRIR R B [ffi] as “The king commanded Lord Daowu of Pingye’s son
to go and request troops from Chen Hao of Qi” (EfrFF[*FI7 K E 2 F AR
BRI B [A]).

175. This point is made in Liu Jianming #J%2 8, “Xinian de shiliao jiazhi he xueshu
jlazhi” BEAF (1) sRHME A EWTE A, Mianyang shifan xueyuan xuebao 475 Flive 22 B 224
2012.10, 112.

176. See for example Qian Mu $§8, Xian-Qin zhuzi xinian: San Jin shi hou kao .74
TRE=BUHMF (Beijing: Zhonghua, 1985), 141—42; and Yang Kuan #;%, Zhanguo
shiligo biannian jizheng BB 5B 4R4FIHAE (Shanghai: Shanghai guji, 2001), 142—43.
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Wei, and Han against Chu during which a couple of major battles were
fought. This took place just before Zhao, Wei, and Han were recognized
as independent states and it is extremely tempting to see these two
events as connected.

The theme of the three lords seeking to establish their authority at the
expense of others is then continued in pericope twenty-two, which con-
cerns their campaigns against Qi. Although it is not specifically named
in the Xinian, this text appears to make reference to the battle fought at
Lingiu in 405 B.C.E., which resulted in an appalling defeat for the Qi
army.'”” The following year was marked by a further major defeat for
Qi. As was well understood at the time, the aim was not to overthrow
the already deeply unstable regime of Lord Kang of Qi. For the rulers
of Han, Wei, and Zhao, the issue was much more straightforward.
They needed an excuse to demand that the Zhou king recognize that
the state of Jin had collapsed and that their regimes deserved recognition
as independent governments. This is quite explicitly stated in the
Huainanzi 7T (Book of the Master of Huainan):

ZEARFS, B BT URT AT =B, AR, AR i
B, AU R B, SRRISR A A TRt

The three states attacked Qi and laid siege to Pinglu (Pingyin). Kuozi
reported this to Niuzi, saying: “The lands of the three states [of Han,
Wei, and Zhao] are not contiguous to ours. The profits to be gained by
bypassing neighbouring countries and laying siege to Pinglu are hardly
worth the effort. The reason that they are doing this is to become famous
on the back of us.”178

Such references support the reading of Chinese scholars of the Xinian
text, that this material should be understood specifically in the context of
attempts by the rulers of the Three Jin states to establish their own
authority as independent rulers. The theme of the serious political pro-
blems for Chu in the early Warring States era is continued in pericope
twenty-three, which describes a further series of lost battles, many of
which were associated with the attempts of Prince Ding to gain
power. The commentators on the original publication assumed that
the Prince Ding mentioned here is the same as the Zhou prince who

177. The Liishi chungiu, 925("Buguang” /), speaks of the Qi commander being
killed, and the Zhao forces capturing two thousand chariots and slaughtering thirty
thousand soldiers. A similar description of the casualties is given in the Kong Congzi
fL# T see Song Xian K&k, Kong Congzi zhu fL# Tt (Nanjing: Jiangsu guji, 1988),
226227 (“Lunshi” 4.

178. He Ning %, Huainanzi jishi R T4FE (Beijing: Zhonghua, 2006), 1261
(“Renjian xun” A[3l).
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fled to Jin in 399 B.C.E., who is mentioned in the Shiji.'”° However, as
noted by Liu Quanzhi 3 B4 E, although the year is correct, this attribu-
tion is unlikely.'8" The Prince Ding recorded in the last pericope of the
Xinian must from context have been a member of the Chu royal
house. This perception is confirmed by the fact that a number of
inscribed bronze vessels made for Prince Ding of Chu are known,
however, these provide no further historical information to explain
the events described here.'®! Hence, the precise identity of this prince
is at present unknown, but his capacity for causing trouble is clear.
Although King Shenghuan was eventually able to assert his authority,
this seems to have come at the cost of great loss of life, including a
number of important lords.

Source Text E

PERICOPE FOURTEEN

s/ BRI ST\, B[] 6 6] 5[] 10 AL, 2
SR SIS T 7. BLHIAATRZIE: o6, “5 ST S
H [, For 1B AR L] WAL F £ A e =
Z=Ti=[2 50, B2 SEWEUF IR IR o, e UL TR T HH
[, AR[5) 2 AP T[] F: BT AR B 7S, R B e
UK. T5% as/60 HRISRIVALZI# (310 TIATBI B ], 752 18 27, T
PEERIERL 7% =RE[BIR=[ KK B[ T, BUAT, RBITHEEFE
[BT1LL 9 po 7 T LATBRTEL[E]. BE % [3810%, AR50 50 T5 B0 i B[ 20)
F, BUEIT, ZURITURER]. LSRRGS SIEE)
T[] o S RALIE). GR(E0)2 o i S (R AR ES
(] FRARE 5], 75 A2, LABBIRRIRE (6] N [BBRER ] T2,
B RIIIERGRL A AT B MIRA. AR 5oL MR A b
2B, BRZ SRR A, L 5 2 R, a0y BRI

65/66 In the eighth year of the reign of Lord Jing of Jin [592 B.C.E.], [Shi]
Hui of Sui led the army to meet the other lords at Duandao; his lordship
ordered Ju Zhi Ke to go in advance on a diplomatic mission to Qi.'®? In

179. See Shiji, 15.710.

180. See Liu Quanzhi %4, “Qinghua jian Xinian Wangzi Ding ji xiangguan
shishi” 75 % {47 £ 778 SAH B s 5, Wenshi zhishi 2013.6, 24—30.

181. See Zhang Guangyu 5R)6#, “Xinjian Chushi qingtongqi qiming shishi” #i &
HRE 24845, Wenwu 2008.1, 73-84; Wu Zhenfeng %%, “Jing Zhi Ding
tongq1 qunkao” $iZ ESAAREEH, Jianghan kaogu 2008.1, 82-89; and Yu Xiucui £75
Z%, “Dangyang Jijlahu Chumu fajue jianbao” & 525 SRR, Jianghan
kaogu 1991.1, 17-19.

182. Ju Zhi Ke is better known as Xi Ke #¢%¢; Li Xueqin, ed., Qinghua daxue cang
Zhanguo zhujian, 168n2, suggests that Ju fIf[51] was the name of his fief.
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addition, he summoned Gao Zhi Gu and said: 6,6, “Since this spring he
is going to meet the other lords, you ought to observe them with him.”
Lord Qing of Qi (r. 598-572 B.C.E.) sent his daughter to watch Ju Zhi Ke
from inside the room. Ju Zhi Ke was about to present silk to the marquis
of Qi ¢,/6s when the girl laughed from inside the room.!®* Ju Zhi Ke
walked down from the hall and swore the following oath: “If I cannot
avenge the humiliation [I have received] from Qi, I will not cross the
Yellow River.”18* He then 45,6, went home ahead of the others and
awaited the other lords at Duandao. Gao Zhi Gu got as far as Puchi,
and then fled homewards. The three lesser grandees from Qi, Master
Nanguo, Master Cai, and Master Yan led their forces to 4,,,, attend the
meeting at Duandao. When they met the other lords, Ju Zhi Ke arrested
Master Nanguo, Master Cai, and Master Yan, returning home with
them.'®> Lord Qing of Qi then laid siege to Lu.'8¢ Zangsun Xu of Lu trav-
elled to .,/ Jin to request assistance. Ju Zhi Ke led his troops to rescue Lu;
he defeated the Qi army at Miji.'®” The people of Qi made peace, offering
bronze vessels and jade chimes, as well as the fields ., ,, of Chunyu.!88
The following year [588 B.c.E.], Lord Qing of Qi paid court to Lord Jing
of Jin, whereupon Ju Zhi Ke walked forward holding the marquis of

183. The translation here follows the amendment proposed by Su Jianzhou, Wu
shou #% (to present).

184. The story recorded here is somewhat different from that found in the
Zuozhuan, 772 (Xuan 17), which states that Xi Ke was humiliated by being mocked
by a female member of Lord Qing’s family (furen %i \). In the Guliang zhuan, 47071
(Cheng 1), the woman is identified as Lord Qing’s mother. She was supposedly
amused by the fact that a number of foreign powers were represented by disabled
people: Xi Ke was blind in one eye, while the ambassador from Wei was lame, and
the ambassador from Cao was hunchbacked. The Guliang zhuan version of events is
often used to explain this story when it appears in other texts, but that does not neces-
sarily mean that it is correct.

185. The Zuozhuan, 773 (Xuan 17) suggests that the three men were not together
when they were arrested: Master Yan was stopped at Yewang B F, Master Cai at
Yuan JF, and Master Nanguo at Wen .

186. The terms in which this is described in the Xinian might suggest that Lord Qing
of Qi was laying siege to the capital city. The Zuozhuan, 786 (Cheng 2) states that the
city of Long #E on the northern border was the place concerned.

187. Both the Chungiu, 785 (Cheng 2), and the Zuozhuan, 791-792 (Cheng 2) make it
clear that the main battle was fought at An %. Miji represents a preliminary skirmish,
which took place the day before; see Zuozhuan, 790 (Cheng 2).

188. This translation follows the reading of the original commentators that “they
used bronze vessels to offer them jade chimestones and the fields of Chunyu” (PA#
[RRIHE [ ] R SA[ZBLEE[#] F 2 /), should be understood as: “offering bronze vessels
and jade chimes, as well as the fields of Chunyu” (H#[#] A5 [#R] &N B8] T
2 Hl). The gloss of shao 7% as giu ¥ (jade chimestone) is taken from Su Jianzhou, Wu
Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua er Xinian jijie, 520.
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Qi’s belt and presented it to Lord Jing. He said: “The presence of the
marquis of Qi is all thanks to ,,,; my efforts.”18

PERICOPE SEVENTEEN

o1/g1 EOBAEIFF[F] A RISLIAZ]TTT]EE, Z\@%[ﬁﬁ]ﬁﬁl‘\ BRORIZ. B [Z]
U\%[ PEFFARBEENTAR. BIRTIGER . &5 0. HEIA]
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ZBAL]. SPEEAR ] IS =7 ]ﬁ[f]“j‘ﬁfﬁ[ﬁ]g[Eﬂﬁ]U\@nuﬁK A=
[BEF. 867 B[R R[4R] AR zglj‘][)\]ﬁ/\lﬁﬂ%[/f(] 5 g4/04 BIAEI AT
W, REEWEIER], LOEMRITPIZ 2] BIA]. B ARSEAEEAE ]
THERER]. FFPPIAG[R] B A& # 38105, 135, o5 05 LLETEEARI[HK]
Z B[Al]. 75 R P (AP 180T LB DA B2 A 2w

91/91 In the first year [557 B.C.E.] of the reign of Lord Zhuangping of Jin
(r. 557-532 B.C.E.),'%? his lordship met the other lords at Juliang.'”! He
then tried to move Xu to Ye, but without result.'®> The army was sta-
tioned at the Fangcheng Mountains. Gao Hou of Qi 4,4, fled homewards
from the army.!*3 Lord Ping led his troops to meet the other lords and laid
siege to Qi, thus making the campaign of Pingyin. He burned their four
outer city walls and sped his chariot towards Dongmu.'* In the fifth

189. When the meeting between Lord Qing of Qi and Lord Jing of Jin is described in
the Zuozhuan, 815 (Cheng 3), it says: “The marquis of Qi paid court to Jin and was about
to hand over the jade [baton of office]” ({51 T &, ##% ). When these events are
mentioned in the Shiji, 39.1678, it says: “Lord Qing of Qi went to Jin and wanted to
treat Lord Jing of Jin with the respect due to a king” (FftHAUIE, Ak & & F A%
F). It has been suggested either that Sima Qian misunderstood the term shouyu %%
as zun wei wang B F (to respect as a king), or that he misread the character yu
as wang E; see for example Kong Yingda, Chungiu Zuozhuan zhushu, 822 (Cheng 3).

190. In the transmitted tradition, this ruler of Jin is always given the title Lord Ping
of Jin; see for example Yang Bojun #1118, Mengzi yizhu #:¥##F (Beijing: Zhonghua,
2007), 237 (10.3 “Wanzhang xia” % F); Lishi chungiu, 56 (“Qusi” Z#); and
Zuozhuan, 1318 (Zhao 10). The name Lord Zhuangping of Jin is not used consistently
in the Xinian; the same individual is also termed Lord Ping.

191. The meeting at Juliang is mentioned in the Chungiu, 1025 (Xiang 16), which
names eleven participants.

192. The attempt to move Xu is described in the Zuozhuan, 1027 (Xiang 16). The com-
mentary by Yang Bojun notes thatno destination is given in this account and suggests that
itisbecause the move wasnot successful. There also seems to be some confusion here, since
the Chungiu, 872 (Cheng 15), records that Xu was moved to Ye in 576 B.C.E.

193. Gao Hou’s sudden and premature departure is mentioned in the Zuozhuan,
1027 (Xiang 16).

194. The original editors read Dongmu as a placename; however, it is not recorded
elsewhere. Chen Wei, “Du Qinghua jian Xinian zhaji,” 119-120, suggests instead that
these two characters should be read as Donghai % (East Sea): the pre-Qin name
for the Bohai gulf.
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year of the reign of Lord Ping [553 B.C.E.], 45,93 Jin was thrown into
a state of civil war.’> Luan Ying fled to Qi. Lord Zhuang of Qi
(r. 553548 B.C.E.), named Guang, led his army and pursued Luan
Ying. Luan Ying made a surprise attack on Jiang but it did not
succeed; he therefore fled to Quwo. Lord Zhuang , 4, of Qi crossed
the Yellow River and made a surprise attack upon Chaoge, in order to
avenge the campaign at Pingyin. The people of Jin then killed Luan
Ying at Quwo.'% Lord Ping led his army to meet the other lords and
attacked Qi, 45,45 to avenge the campaign at Chaoge. Cui Shu of Qi
killed his ruler, Lord Zhuang, in order to make peace with Jin.

PERICOPE EIGHTEEN

06706 B BDIEVELT 1A S+ XL 4, RHET ST X IUAE, G417 FAE 5
ICTF RS AR K[ K RV o, TR B B[R
ZHUR T BRI, A=[ PR IR]. WBIEAm=T=4
It A PRI T R [EIBE2 R KR T gs0s B[9E). L=
[ FIERDBEL], o5 (8R0S [R]. 5 (%) F ok ke e 3 (316 T4 eh ],
HEABIRTL, BEEIDMRARIR], SO, AR %% o0 %
R AT, BIBRIGE, #0155), AABISEIM (BIR. o (%) T L), o
[t 1EPCFIE B[ fr], AT TP A RDBELE], B[] A I B 26 R )
roo/so0 EELE VL], SRIAH]AA RIS [Rr]. BELE 1FELPLE KIS, AT
BT[], LA BIRLL B A A =[5, B, Wk 5],
ror/non TEFFIATER AN, BE e A—, LA BITI, %19
(BB AR A, bl BEEIIAIE, 0w SLAIN, AA[E]
A SERALERURTF ], LR B . & A S[H] LA
GEIE 5[50 hAT 2 BUE] CEBIREEIN. 100 HLAIER
BT R, LS. B4 AURIRT S5, 514 Bl[5s).

96/96 In the twelfth year of the reign of Lord Zhuangping of Jin
[546 B.C.E.], which was the fourteenth year of the reign of King Kang
of Chu (r. 559-545 B.C.E.), the Prime Minister [of Chu] Zimu met
Wenzi of Zhao, personal name Wu, and the grandees working for the
other lords.'”” They performed a blood covenant ./, at Song,
which said: “Let us stop the fighting all over the world.” When
King Kang passed away, King Ruzi (r. 544-541 B.CE) was

195. Other accounts of these events state that Jin descended into civil war as the Fan
ji family—one of the great ministerial clans in Jin—attempted to wrest control of the
government from the Luan family in 552 B.C.E., that is, in the sixth year of Lord Ping of
Jin’s rule. See for example Zuozhuan, 1058-1061 (Xiang 21).

196. Luan Ying’s death at Quwo in 550 B.C.E. is mentioned in the Zuozhuan, 1084
(Xiang 23).

197. Yuri Pines, “Zhou History and Historiography,” 294, on the basis of this
double date, classifies pericope eighteen as a “Jin-Chu” anecdote.
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established.'”® King Ling was the Prime Minister,'” and as Prime
Minister, he met Wenzi of Zhao and the grandees working for the
other lords, and held a blood covenant at 45/9s Guo.2’ When King
Ruzi passed away, King Ling was established. King Ling was the first
to raise an army and meet the other lords at Shen, whereupon he
arrested the ruler of Xu and launched an attack on Xu,?°! conquering
Lai and Zhufang.?2 He attacked Wu o4/, On account of the Nanhuai
campaign, and made Chen and Cai into counties, killing Marquis
Ling of Cai (r. 542-531 B.C.E.).?% When King Ling met with disaster,
King Jingping took the throne.?%* After Lord Zhuangping of Jin
passed away, Lord Zhao (r. 531-526 B.C.E.) and Lord Qing (r. 525-512
B.C.E.) both ;50/100 died young, so Lord Jian (usually known as Lord
Ding of Jin #EX, r. 511475 B.C.E.) was established. When King
Jingping passed away, King Zhao came to the throne. The people of
Xu rose up in civil war, so the ruler of Xu, Tuo, fled to Jin, and the
people of Jin were worried about this.?%> They fortified Ruyang, and
had ;01/10: Tuo, the ruler of Xu, live at Rongcheng. Jin and Wu met

198. The Zuozhuan, 1223 (Zhao 1) records a different posthumous title for this ruler,
Jia’ao ###k, which was apparently derived from the location of his tomb. This title
appears in a number of ancient historical texts; see for example Shiji, 40.1703. In this
context, a0 #{ is thought to mean “leader” or “ruler,” but to be of lower status than
a monarch; see Zhang Shuguo 5&#{[#, “Xinchu wenxian yu Chu xianyishi ji xiangguan
wenxue wenti” F i SCRRELAE otk s B AR SO (Beijing daxue xuebao (Zhexue
shehui kexue ban) JERUR LB LA ERIR) 50.6 (2013), 83.

199. The future King Ling is also said to have been Prime Minister of Chu in the
Zuozhuan, 1155 (Xiang 29), except that this text uses his pre-accession name: Prince
Wei £ H.

200. The covenant at Guo is recorded in the Chungiu, 1197-98 (Zhao 1).

201. As noted by Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 68, the campaign
launched by King Ling against the state of Xu is not mentioned in any other ancient text.

202. The campaign against Zhufang was intended to capture Qing Feng B3, one
of the chief conspirators in the murder of Lord Zhuang of Qi in 548 B.C.E. See Zuozhuan,
1253 (Zhao 4).

203. The highly controversial circumstances in which Lord Ling of Cai was tricked
into meeting the king of Chu, only to be made drunk and first arrested, then murdered,
and the subsequent execution of his son, are described in some detail in the Zuozhuan,
1323-27 (Zhao 11).

204. King Ping was the last of the three sons of King Gong of Chu to become the
ruler; he was preceded by his two older half-brothers, King Kang and King Ling.
According to the Zuozhuan, 1350 (Zhao 13), this had been foretold by prophecy
when King Gong was wondering which of his sons to establish as his heir.

205. The name of this ruler of Xu is also now attested to by a cup excavated in 2003,
bearing the inscription: “The cup of Tuo, the lord of Xu” (#[FF] T 1E[f6]2 3% ). This
discovery is discussed in Huang Jingian ### 7, “Xuzi Tuo yu Xugong Tuo: Jiantan
Qinghua jian Xinian de kekaoxing” FFT{BELFZFAME: SERRIG HE M B M AT
(http://www.bsm.org.cn/show_article.php?id=1756 [accessed on August 5, 2015]).
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and formed an alliance, attacking Chu and breaking through the
Fangcheng Mountains. Then they performed a blood covenant with the
other lords at Shaoling, and attacked Zhongshan. The Jin army suffered
a terrible outbreak of plague ;0,/10. and they were starving, so they
were eating human flesh.2% King Zhao of Chu invaded Yi and Luo, in
order to avenge the campaign at the Fangcheng Mountains. The people
of Jin suffered the disaster of the Fan and Zhonghang families, whereby
for seven years they did not take off their armour.?%” ,,; .o, The lords
held a blood covenant together at Xianquan, with a view to overturning
the authority of Jin.2% Right up to the present day the people of Qi do not
obey the authority of Jin, and the ruler of Jin has become weak.

PERICOPE TWENTY
108/108 BBV A LA SUIAE, BRI R [AR] A &8[08 ] R XS5 1[46]
@[ﬁ]i%Ziﬁ[ﬁﬁ] :ﬂz’?‘f’ﬁ% U\Q%‘ﬁi—:é\\:[‘fﬁ/& ‘Tﬁ’&] 109/109 jﬁ“ﬂ*
i, AEHFEEU R EESH W TH0E]. SRS A, BRAE
BIBNBIEIR 1107110 2. B[RS RIEE[HE]; K ZR (2] FRISLAL]. R
(]~ & [ e ABLORZR [ 2] EA L 00, (R AR 111)aa
. DBINFZE [ R B 2l BaAS X —4F, YIEIERE]F&
(5] 62 Re[R R B[] [ 1 REE ] T 112/200 76 R[E]LUK
=%, FIANZERIEIO1RRAE, B LR L] S
VU4, DGR PETRTE (B 11s/00; ARRORIFOAAS. & BT
WATATZ 1. BRI, RATFT B [AR] T P 242 R LA i -

108/108 I the fifteenth year of the reign of Lord Jing of Jin [544 B.C.E.],
Qu Wu, the lord of Shen, fled to Wu from Jin, and they then began
to become conversant with the roads between Wu and Jin. The two
countries were allied right up until the time of Lord Dao of Jin
(r. 572-558 B.C.E.). In the eleventh year of the reign of ;54,10 Lord Dao
of Jin [562 B.C.E.], his lordship met the other lords and then had an audi-
ence with King Shoumeng of Wu (r. 585-561 B.C.E.) at Guo.?" In the fifth

206. This disastrous campaign is not mentioned in any transmitted text, presumably
because it was so embarrassing a failure; see Zhang Yuanshan 5RiZLl, “Baidi
Zhongshan Wei shu Zhongshan mishi: Jian bo Shiji Zhongshan fuguo miushuo” FkH
LLBR R L 5 SRR P L AR BIRERR, Shehui kexue luntan 41 8 R S501H 2013.4, 16-55.

207. As stated by Yoshimoto Michimasa, “Seika kan Keinen ko,” 71, the Xinian quite
correctly ascribes seven years to this terrible period of civil warfare, which endured
from 497-491 B.C.E.

208. This covenant is mentioned in both the Chungiu, 1559 (Ding 7); and the
Zuozhuan, 1561 (Ding 7), but both texts state that it took place at Xian K.

209. This interstate meeting is not recorded within the transmitted tradition, which
mentions only two such events for the reign of King Shoumeng of Wu: one at Zhongli
$fi#l in 576 B.C.E., and one at Zu # in 563 B.C.E. See Zuozhuan, 87677 (Cheng 15); and
974 (Xiang 10), respectively.
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year of the reign of Lord Jian of Jin [507 B.C.E.], he attacked ;10,110 Chu
with King Helu of Wu.?!® When King Helu passed away, King Fuqgin
(Fuchai) (r. 495-473 B.C.E.) came to the throne.?!! Lord Jian of Jin met
with the other lords and had an audience with King Fugin at
Huangchi.?'? Goujian, Duke of Yue (r. 496465 B.C.E.), conquered ;1,111
Wu.213 The people of Yue took over from Wu in making an alliance
with Jin.?'# In the eleventh year [446 B.C.E] of the reign of Lord Jing of
Jin, Zhao Huanzi met the grandees [serving] the other lords.?'> He per-
formed a blood covenant with Prime Minister Song of Yue at ;15/11»
[unknown character], after which they attacked Qi. The people of Qi
then began to build the Great Wall at Ji, which stretched from the
southern mountains to the northern sea.?1® In the fourth year [434 B.C.E.]
of Lord You of Jin (r. 437—416 B.C.E.), Zhao Gou led his army to attack
Qi in concert with Zhugou, duke of ;5,15 Yue.?!” The Jin army attacked

210. These events are not mentioned in any other ancient texts.

211. There are well-known problems concerning the nomenclature of many of the
kings of Wu, who seem to have used a number of different names simultaneously.
Furthermore, there was no standard form of transliteration for the Wu language, resulting
invarious different characters being used for the same name. King Fuchai, however, seems
tohave asserted a remarkably consistent naming policy, using only his Wu language two
character name, in the form Fuchai K 7, which appears inboth transmitted texts and exca-
vated bronze inscriptions. See Dong Chuping & 7 ~F, Wu Yue Xu Shu jinwen jishi 5845 £7
4 R (Hangzhou: Zhejiang guji, 1992), 71-75, and 133—49. Itisnot clear why the Xinian
should be the only source to name him as Fuqin.

212. The covenant at Huangchi occurred in 482 B.C.E.; see Zuozhuan, 1676—79 (Ai 13).

213. Although there is no mention in the Xinian of the passing of time, the conquest
of Wu by Yue took place nine years after the covenant at Huangchi, in 473 B.C.E.; see
Zuozhuan, 1719 (Ai 22).

214. Asnoted by Wang Yikun, “Chutu jianbo shiliao jiazhi chuyi,” 114, this alliance
between Jin and Yue is not recorded in any transmitted text.

215. In the transmitted tradition, this ruler of Jin is accorded the posthumous title of
Lord Ai # 2 (1. 456438 B.C.E.). The title Lord Jing of Jin is also found in the Zhushu
jinian, B.1gb.

216. For a detailed history of this construction; see Zhang Huasong SRS, Qi
changcheng 7R3, (Ji'nan: Shandong wenyi, 2004). For a study of how the information
contained within the Xinian can be used to interpret the history of the Qi Great Wall;
see Luo Gong #£%§, “Cong Qinghua jian Xinian kan Qi changcheng de xiujian” 7%
BRI RIR NG 1, Wenshi zhishi 20127, 104-7.

217. The name of this ruler of Yue is given in the same form as that found in the
Zhushu jinian, B.20oa: Zhugou 4:#). In the Shiji, 41.1747; and the Yuejue shu, 58 (“Jidi
zhuan”), this monarch is named King Weng of Yue # £ . To date, fifteen bronzes
have been discovered which record this monarch’s name, which is always given as
Zhougou JH#]; see for example Kong Lingyuan L4, “Yuewang Zhougou ge
mingwen kaoshi” MG 54X FEFE, Kaogu 2010.8, 87-90; and Li Jiahao 25,
“Yuewang Zhougou fuhe jian mingwen ji qi suo fanying de lishi: jian shi bazi min-
gzhuan zhong mingwen” &/ G 18 & RISHC S FT BRIV 5 FoRE )\ 52 Ry 5855

3, Beijing daxue xuebao (Zhexue shehui kexue ban) 1998.2, 221-26.
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the Juyu Gate at the [Qi] Great Wall. The duke of Yue and the duke of
Song defeated the Qi army at Xiangping.?!® To the present day, Jin and
Yue are allies.?1°

* ok ¥

Although the major focus of Source Text E is on the state of Jin, pericope
seventeen provides important information concerning events in Qi
during the reign of Lord Zhuang. He was the son of Lord Ling of Qi
58 A (r. 581-554 B.C.E.); having been dispossessed of his rights in
favour of a younger half-brother, he was put in power by a coup
launched by a senior minister, Cui Shu. Lord Zhuang was then mur-
dered by Cui Shu in 548 B.C.E. According to the Zuozhuan and other
transmitted texts, the murder was provoked by Lord Zhuang’s seduc-
tion of Cui Shu’s wife, Lady Tang Jiang % %:

CZAMET, BREER. ZANTERET AT AW, 7\ HHE
IERpEHETIN, Y. FEL NEREMRE, I6FF. w6, Ber. e TR, o
A BEL TR RFTEON, AREREG. BETEEEE, AR T AR,
Ntz ., )X, B

On Yihai day, his lordship [went to the mansion] to ask after Master Cui,
then set off in pursuit of Lady Jiang. Lady Jiang entered her own quarters
[and locked the door]; she and Master Cui left by a side entrance. His lord-
ship tapped on the pillar and sang a song. The servant Jia Ju stopped his
escort [from entering the house], then he went in and barred the door.
[Cui Shu’s] soldiers rose up. His lordship climbed a tower and asked [to
be set free] but they would not agree. He asked to make a blood covenant,
but they did not agree. He asked to be allowed to commit suicide in the
ancestral temple, but they did not agree. Everyone said: “Your lordship’s
minister, Cui Shu, is extremely sick and he cannot attend to your lordship’s
commands. [He ordered us] to go on night patrol [and arrest] any evil-
doers. We do not recognize any other orders.” His lordship [tried to] scram-
ble over the wall and then they shot at him again, hitting his thigh. He fell
and then they assassinated him.220

218. Su Jianzhou, Wu Wenwen, Lai Yixuan, Qinghua er Xinian jijie, 787, argue that
the duke of Song mentioned here is Lord Zhao of Song 7RFAA II (r. 469-404 B.C.E.).

219. Peng Yushang ##i7, “Yuewang Chaixu ge mingwen shidu” i  Z 1% X84 3C
FE3H, Kaogu 2012.12, 86-90, uses the references to Yue history contained within this per-
icope of the Xinian to argue that previous readings of this particular bronze inscription,
where Chaixu was read as a verb-object construction meaning “to assist Xu” (zuo Xu
#%) are wrong, and that this must refer to the personal name of a Yue monarch.

220. Zuozhuan, 1097-98 (Xiang 25).
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The assassination of Lord Zhuang occurred just as the forces of Jin
invaded Qi, with the intention of punishing them for their role in
Luan Ying’s invasion. Thus, the Xinian describes the marquis of Qi’s
death as a political necessity. Since Lord Zhuang was dead, Cui Shu
was able to negotiate a peace treaty with Jin, presenting a vast array
of bronzes to Lord Ping of Jin, and bribing all the most senior military
officials in Jin. Thus, a peace treaty was signed at Yiyi #f#, within
days of the murder.??! It is quite possible that such a treaty could not
have been achieved if Lord Zhuang was still alive. The story of affair
with Lady Tang Jiang preserved in the Zuozhuan may be largely fiction-
al; first, on the grounds of their respective positions and ages (Cui Shu’s
wife being at this time the mother of an adult son); secondly, because
Lord Zhuang ought to have been otherwise occupied given that a
large enemy army was bearing down on his state; and thirdly,
because if the murder of Lord Zhuang was entirely unpremeditated
and provoked solely by the seduction of Lady Tang Jiang, then Cui
Shu made a truly remarkable recovery to be in a position to conclude
a peace treaty with the enemy just days after the assassination.

A couple of stories incorporated into the Xinian make reference to
important individuals from the history of Yue, beginning with King
Goujian; however, the Xinian also consistently refers to the rulers of
Yue as dukes (gong ). This contradicts a large number of inscribed
bronzes which state that Goujian (and his successors) bore the title of
king (wang F); furthermore, this terminology is odd in the sense that
other foreign monarchs mentioned in this text are referred to as kings,
such as King Helu of Wu and his son, King Fuchai??? There are a
number of texts within the transmitted tradition which do not refer to
the kings of Yue with the title wang, using instead the term zi T,
meaning a ruler whose position was not ratified by the Zhou king.??3
The kingdom of Yue was an extremely powerful state during the early
Warring States era, only to be conquered by Chu in around 330 B.C.E.2%

221. The precise date that the peace treaty was agreed cannot be ascertained.
However, in the Chungiu, 1094 (Xiang 25), the death of Lord Zhuang is said to have
occurred on Yihai day in the fifth lunar month and the next dated entry is an attack
on Chen on Renzi F: 7 day of the sixth lunar month; that is seven days later. Given
that the peace treaty at Yiyi was signed between these two dates, it must have been
at the very latest six days after Lord Zhuang of Qi died.

222. See for example Dong Chuping, Wu Yue Xu Shu jinwen jishi, 200-247.

223. For example, the Zuozhuan, 1595 (Ding 14); and the Zhushu jinian, B.19a record
the zi title. This usage is intended to be derogatory; see Shiji, 47.1943.

224. See Meng Wentong 5 3Cill, Yueshi congkao # 5% (Beijing: Renmin, 1983),
35; and Li Xueqin, “Guanyu Chu mie Yue de niandai” B ZEWEEMFEL, in Li

footnote continued on next page
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Although it is clear that this conquest did take place, its completeness is
highly debatable, since the descendants of King Goujian of Yue would
remain powerful in the region to the Han dynasty and beyond, with
many of them assuming the title of king.?2> This being the case, the decision
to describe the ruling house of Yue as dukes has to be explained. To date,
Chinese scholars have not suggested a reason for this peculiar and incorrect
nomenclature, so I would like to propose that it was intended by the compi-
lers of the Xinian as a way of denigrating the monarchs of Yue, suggesting
that they were inferior to the kings of Chu. Addressing other monarchs
such as the rulers of Wu as kings would be uncontroversial at the time
that the Xinian was compiled, since this kingdom had ceased to exist.

At the same time as the Xinian uses the term “duke” for the Yue mon-
archs, this text makes clear that this state was extremely powerful at the
beginning of the Warring States era. As has been noted by many scho-
lars, records concerning the history of the kingdom of Yue are extremely
hard to come by, and such texts as do survive tend to date from the late
Warring States to Han dynasty.??¢ The Xinian, dating as it does to
around the middle of the fourth century B.C.E., represents a very early
source. One vexed issue in the history of Yue during the early
Warring States era is that according to many accounts, King Goujian
of Yue moved the capital of his kingdom to Langya IR¥ on the
Shandong peninsula.??” If this is correct, it would imply a significant
shift in the balance of power between the Central States and the

Xugin ji: Zhuisu, kaoju, gu wenming ZFELENEIBWIFEYE L W] (Harbin: Heilongjiang
jiaoyu, 1989), 248-54. Other scholars place the conquest later, to around 323-306 B.C.E.;
see for example Ni Shiyi fi+t:3%, Zhejiang gudai shi Wil A% (Linzhou: Zhejiang
renmin, 1987), 27.

225. For a discussion of textual evidence that the Yue kings coexisted with Chu
viceroys after the kingdom of Yue was officially destroyed; see Xu Jianchun &%,
Zhejiang tongshi: Xian Qin juan WHLiE¥: J5%% (Hangzhou: Zhejiang renmin, 2005),
138. At least one bronze inscription records the existence of a king of Yue after the sup-
posed conquest; see Zhu Dexi #f#E8, Qiu Xigui 3#%3, “Pingshan Zhongshan
wangmu tongqi mingwen de chubu yanjiu” Pl Il SEE S5 SCIIYIERT AL,
Wenwu 1979.1, 42-52. The history of various southern kingdoms such as Minyue [#]
% and Donghai %#, whose rulers claimed descent from King Goujian, is recorded
in Shiji, 114.2979-85.

226. For example, according to the word-count done by Su Tie &, “Wu Yue
wenhua zhi tancha” 5L ##, in Wu Yue shidi yanjiuhui 5% 52 HhifF 70 &,
ed., Wu Yue wenhua luncong i XAt iw# (Shanghai: Shanghai wenyi, 1990), 374, in
the Zuozhuan, accounts concerning the kingdom of Yue make up less than 1 per cent
of the entire text. In the case of the Guoyu, which devotes two chapters to Yue, the
focus is entirely on the reign of King Goujian of Yue.

227. See for example Yuejue shu, 19 (“Ji Wudi zhuan” 525 ##). For a study of the
evidence concerning the move; see Xin Deyong 1%, “Yuewang Goujian xidu
Langya shi xiyi” T2 B$HE# IR AR F AT 28, Wenshi 3L 2010.1, 1-44.
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southern kingdom of Yue at this point, and the evidence concerning the
move is both patchy and highly controversial.??® In pericope twenty,
although the moving of the capital is not mentioned, it is clear that in
the period 450—430 B.C.E., the Yue army was regularly fighting battles
in Shandong; and that in concert with their allies in Jin, they posed a
major threat to the security of the state of Qi. As noted by Chen
Minzhen, this would suggest that the so-called “Shandong period”
(Shandong shigi 1L IR ) in the history of Yue is no later invention—
although it is not yet clear whether the capital did actually move at
this time, there can be no doubt that there was a significant expansion
of influence northwards on the part of the kings of Yue.??

Conclusion

The Xinian should be considered as a historical text produced from a
compilation of various different sources; that the origins of the source
texts should be considered as lying in different countries can be demon-
strated from the fact that some sections in the Xinian use the Chu calen-
dar and some use the Jin calendar. Likewise, although the text as it
stands contains a certain amount of repeated material, when the differ-
ent source texts are separated out, there is no repetition within each
section. Hence, it can be asserted that although the manuscript
appears to be the product of one scribe, and is written in uniform Chu
orthography, relatively little intervention has occurred regarding the
contents. This suggests that we might consider the Xinian as represent-
ing a privileged view into the early stage in the development of longer
texts during the Warring States era. In order to produce the Xinian, it
appears that at least five individual source texts were compiled into a
single document, having been carefully arranged into more or less
chronological order. However, at the time it was placed within a
tomb, the process of integration for this text had only just begun. If
the Xinian had continued in circulation, it is likely that eventually it
would have been rearranged to follow a single calendar, and the nomen-
clature and sequence of events might equally have been adapted to fit
with other records of the same events. Likewise, more material might
have been added to fill in some of the gaps in the chronology, or
more dates added to create an annalistic history. It is fortunate that

228. See Gu Jiegang MR, Suzhou shizhi biji #f 1 3 EZEEC (Suzhou: Jiangsu guji,
1987), 32.

229. See Chen Minzhen PH[R$H, “Qinghua jian Xinian suojian Yueguoshi xin
shiliao” 5% flf SEAE BT RUBR BT S0 B S0k (http://www.gwz.fudan.edu.SrcShow.asp?
Src_ID=1804 [accessed on November 19, 2014]).
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the Xinian text was buried when it was, because it thus preserves histor-
ical information that is not related to the transmitted textual tradition.
Whether this historical information is correct or not is another issue;
however, the contents of the Xinian should not be dismissed out of
hand simply because it does not always accord with what is recorded
in the Zuozhuan and other ancient texts.

Of the five source texts, A seems to be the most controversial and con-
tains the material which to date has received the most scholarly atten-
tion. This is largely because this source text concerns events which are
well-described within the transmitted tradition, and hence a meaningful
comparison can be sustained. However, it is likely that in the longer
term the information provided by Source Texts D and E will prove par-
ticularly significant, since these sections of the Xinian describe the
history of the early Warring States era, which is extremely badly
recorded within the transmitted tradition. Hence, although these sec-
tions may well contain errors and inaccuracies, the information con-
tained within them allows for the filling in of some blank spaces
within the history of China during the Eastern Zhou dynasty.
However, a great deal more research is required to fully appreciate
the value of the Xinian, particularly through the comparison of this
text with information contained within ancient bronze inscriptions.
Furthermore, it is likely that our understanding of this text will be modi-
fied in the future, with further archaeological discoveries.
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